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Conciliation Agreement

cc: No. Karon J. Kessler



Thi aeterhavft;l~q~ Itiaed n teOasis ofi inhfow4 no

asertaiftedty: the-,Cami"s'ion 'in tkhe norm*!: orse of caU u

itSs, e?~at rt*0bittes 4"A OflWC 4ation hwIng9

*condwcted, and thisc Comtes* 9% hav inq found roosooaox. cause to-
believe that respondent, Stewart Rtawlings, Mottt, violated 2 U*9oC

I&41(a)(t3) 11 C.FOft. SAIO,0

NOV, ther efore, the respective parties herei n, thIe~a

Election Commission and respondent Stewart Rawlings Mott#

having duly entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.sec.

S437g(a)(5)t do hereby agree as follows:

I. That the Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction

over respondent Stewart Rawlings Mott and the subject

matter of this proceeding;

II. That respondent Stewart Rawlings Mott has had a

reasonable opportunity to demonstrate that no

action should be taken in this matter;

III. That the pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

A. Stewart RawJlings Mott made contributions to federal

candidates during calendar year 1978 as follows:



A. Sheu* r t
B.Citizens fo":'I
C.CoRittoo

B., 8chro4*o'
F. "Citizen ft W
G. Citizens fo

(Absug)
H. Edgar for C 4OW'
I. Martin Frost
it Stofterahan'tor
K. Baucus '78 Coiimit *
L. Bob Eckhardt Camp. rt4
M4. Brooks Comamitt*0,
N. Committee t**oi4M

Hathaway
0. Dick Clark for U S.

(General).
P. Dr. Bill Roy f or, $0#* C
Q. Helen S. Meyner Ca*4
R. N orma Bartle for Cg*
S. Pattison '78 COitt 9
T. People f or Haskell' dq4~111
U. Udall Election Committe
V. People for Haskell (Wrtmmxy)
W. Kostmayer for Congress
X. Levin for Senate
Y. Ravenel for Senate CoMmittee

(General)
Z. Wolpe f or Congress

AA. Bill Bradley for U.S. Sentet
BB. Virginia Shapard for Co00#69
CC. Carter Burden for- Conqres,
DD. Duval f or Senate Coitmittoo
EE. Senator Anderson Vol. Comm.'
FF. Friends of Luther Hodges# Jr.
GG. Ravenel for Senate Comittee

(Primary)
HH. David Pryor for U.S. Senate
II. Dick Clark for U.S. Senate (Primary)
JJ. Hemenway for Congress
KK. Normna Bork for Congress
LL. Abner J. Mikva for Congress
MM. Fraser Senate Committee
NN. Carr for Congress Committee

TOTAL $22

01000
500
500
500
200
900
500
250

'.850

50
10

410
00
500
S00

r,000



3.Stewart Ravlings Rott 'made a, cotrbiu n, ~

Kay, 197(check *4$4). Thi a cbe vas~ U

misplaced a;%d was replaced by, chock, *#04 4

December 30t 1977, and mailed to the DOOcratiC 11

Study Group,# upon- notif ication of the *#*

check #654j on May 19t 1978. Since the M4ay, '1977

check was a written pledge by Mr. Mott, the

contribution was made in 1977.

C. Stewart Rawlings M~ott made a personal gift of

$200 to "Mike Harrington" on August 9, 1978.

This gift was not made for the purpose ofw -

(A) influencing the nomination for election,
or election, of any person to Federal'office
or for the purpose of influencing,-the results
of a primary held for the selection of dele-
gates to a national nominating convention
of a political party;

2 U.S.C. S431(e)(l)(A). Neither was this gift

"donated for the purpose of supporting the activities

of a Federal or State officeholder." 11 C.F.R. 5113.1



vitlttow~of 2'.S*C, $44laOa)3), I

-I *~a~~ Jpay a- i~ eal n

$lr50OuVat t'2U* C. 5437g(a 464~

ur t x".&Mdt will Aot, 6"44,kako a& ti

violation of the Federal Election Ca~Paig

2 UOSL C. S431 4t p~

&M4R.RAL :COPDIQN$

I* The Comission on request of anyone UU1W* is

under 2 U.S.C. 54379(a)(l) concerning the Mate*r*t,

issue herein, or on its own motion, may review oompiance

with this agreement. If the Commission beliIeves tht

this agreement or any requirement theteof',bao'b6en

violated, it may institute a civil action..for relief

in the United States District Court for the, Distr ict

of Columbia.

II. It is mutually agreed that this agreement shall become

effective as of the date that all parties hereto have

executed same and the Commission has approved the

entire agreement.
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Stewart Rawling"Ott.':



Wo B*gt )I1re 1 , Secre~ty. to theP

Rieactios Comission, do hereby cortify 'thaOt oitoWI

1979, theCiisa decided by a wt t40to

Ythe following actions in the, abQe eoated mta&

1. Accept the Conciliation Weamt
attached to the General C is

Na~an4m dteod octor IS ,17
as Lull settlemenit of th. matter.

2. Close the file.

Voting for this determination were Commissioners

Aikens, Friedersdorf, Harris, and McGarry*

Attest:

Dat (Secretary to the Courniss ion

Received in Office of the Commnission Secretary: 10-18-79, 10:43
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 10-18-79, 4:00



haw. *hin
~a ~*. 4latr±bute

bsp4.

lbeak you*



tO: The COinISSIOn

WLIXam, Co Oldaker
'0ener al Couns~~/'

NORI 920 Conciliation Al"4. 0W

A~tahedin a Conciliation Aqrem.o t
uk stRawrlngsa Mott I Mr. nott a
UA,,1W t*Runt of $1#450.00 as required by I
Ut

the attached Conc littion 1:9Zee $106
athat apprve by Ohe Com"ssion

Itiw fplovig chaoqes made pursuant toa
m~ed by respondent:

(1) A $1,000 contribution to the Demcrtic
Study Group was properly allocable 'to.
Mr. mottle 1977 contribution 1iiao
and thus was deleted;

(2) A $200 check to Mike Harrington ys deow
leted upon Mr, Mott'sa affiruation thatL
this was a personal gift;

(3) one $450 contribution to Scheuer for
Congress was deleted as a duplicatel

(4) The $100 contributions to House candidates
were increased to $1,700 to comport with
Mr. Mott's list.

See Mott Correspondence attached. These charges made the total
M378 contributions $26,450, $1,450 over FECA's annuzal aggregate
contribution limitation and the civil penalty agreed to and paid
by Mr. Mott was this amount.



'At '4"4~.:"

4'.
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-This matter ha iflg- ben initiated an the- basis' Of' 0",

asla~rtained by the Comiss tort Itn the norVAL-course MOOazy"~u

ooduted, and the Comsinhav ing f ound resonabi. caus* A

believe that respondett,, Stewart Rawlings: Mott# violated

S4414i(a)C(3), 11 C.FwR, 9110.5,S

Now, therefore., the respective parties herein,, the -FeX

Election Commission and respondent Stewart Rawlings lHott,,

having duly entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

5437g(a)(5), do hereby agree-as follows:

1. That the Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction

over respondent Stewart Rawlings Mott and the subj~ct

miatter of this proceeding;

II. That respondent Stewart Rawlings M~ott has had a

reasonable opportunity to demonstrate that no

action should be taken in this matter;

III. That the pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

A. Stewart Rawlings Mott made contributions to federal

candidates during calendar year 1978 as follows:

14-

~,+*, -li&-



F. 'tikz~ , i

H. Edgar f or, Cong-r4*1
I* Mart.in Frost Cmpi*
J. Stof ferahan fot 10.01
K. Baucus '78 Committ@*
L. Bob Eckhardt Camp., :Jr
LI. Brooke, Committe*
N. Committee to ReelectW~~

Hathaway
0. Dick Clark for U..5R*

(General)
P . Dr, Bill Roy-for S~a
Q. Helen S. Meyner Carn- t4
R. Norma Bartle for Cougt*,#4
S. Pattison '78 Consit~#"",
T. People for Haskell (Gnr*-
u. Udall Election Commftt*W 'A S
V. People for Haskell (Pt~mary) IrGOO
W. Kostmayer for Congresis
X. Levin for Senate L,0
Y. Ravenel for Senate Committee

(General) .O0
Z. Wolpe f or Congress45

AA. Bill Bradley for U.S. Seate 8e
BB. Virginia Shapard for Con res5
CC. Carter Burden for Con0*001
DD. Duval for Senate Committee50
EE. Senator Anderson Vol'. Ccm .500
FF., Friends of Luther-Hodges, Jr., le 00(y
GG. Ravenel for Senate Committee ...

(Primary) 10000

HH. David Pryor for U.S. Senate 500
II. Dick Clark for U.S. Senate (Primary) 500
JJ. Hemenway for Congress50
KK. Norma Bork for Congress .200
LL. Abner J. Mikva for Congress 900

MM. Fraser Senate Committee 500
NN. Carr for Congress Committee 250

TOTAL $22,850
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asb dico*dR. Mott,

00, 6toewrt Rawlings Mott-made a contribution~ i

*ioft "of 100to, tut 0emtilayc S1;2"

Xay, 1917 (hepk, #654)9. This ch*Cti vas o

misplaced-'and, wae replaced by check#l4.

December 30-t 1977, and miled to the

Stiady G~roup, upon- notfitonote

check #654P on Mtay 19, 1978. Since the Nyj 1

check was a written pledge by Mr. Motte tbe

contribution was made in 1977.

C.. Stewart Rawlings Mott made a personal q iftOE

$200 to "Mike Harrington" on August 9,17.

This gift was not made for the purpose of

(A) influencing the nomination for elo"Amsn,
or election, of any person to Federal ofi
or for the purpose of influencing-the results
of a primary held for the selection of dele-
gates to a national nominating convention
of a political party;

2 U.S.C. S431(e)(l)(A). Neither was this gift

"donated for the purpose of supporting the activities

of a Federal or State officeholder." 11 C.F.Re 1113.1

~,

.7,

~



,VioLatb of 2 U&SOC. 54414(ak(1),

$140 t*n o2 O.8.*C. 143 79 (AIL64,44m

ul.~~ Rsjjet* noJ*t, undeattk Ony Mc

violtif of- tr Fe al £1.ctior Capt

2 U, S.~C. S431 *o sq.

L ONDITIO~g.

omi k h aiiso~lrqeto no i~

under 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(1) concerning th* a,~ a

issue herein, or on its own motion, may revi$# p**~iance

with this agreement. If the Commission 2,ekiew# that

this agreement or any requirement theteQi htl

v iolated-, it may institute acivil acti~f ro Wliat

in the United States District Court for tbe Ditrict

of Columbia.

II. It is mutually agreed that this agreement shall become

effective 'as of the date that all parties hereto have

executed same and the Commnission has approved-the

entire agreement.
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-, .C. '20463

M~uI PNZ:

Osw no. Petkins:

This letter will serve to follew up our conversation of July S. Z0*
tgtz~d n W 920.

Re: 1 () K The Demoratic study Group
Unclosed. is a copy of a letter dated may 19 ,197f enclosing: "0
Check # 1014 in the mount of $1.000 and a copy Cf rqut and ba*) '
check. You will see that this obeck is dated 12/30/77 in spitst 4t
that it was actually issued in May 1977,, because it was a OWN"~<~~~w

for check #654 issued and entered in Stewart Mottle books A 1#ItR

Res (1) 0 N.J. Harrington
A copy of both the front and the back of check #814 is enclosed.,~
$200 Check was marked persona~Ihovever it was deposited in thea* t*
Barrington Ccittee.

Re: M2D Scheuer
We believe that (2)D the Scheuer contribution for $450 is aduiatm
of item IA. Mr. Mott therefore requests that the penalty of $2100,be redused
by $450.

I look froward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

Karen J. Kea e

4Te *A.
4p~

,tptI

I~~~ -1,3

A I.:3 N
- .*p.~ ~



May 19, 19731

Mr. Richard -Conlon
Democratic Study Gj
419 New Jersey AVW
Washington, D.C. Si
Dear Mr. Conlon,

Enclosed is Stevamt
the check which Was ~#

Sizakcerely yours#

4O'ertrude My rx00
Voffice Manager
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Notv

Of our staifZ, *ndi
coxciliatio ACg4"

As MS. ?erkins 44#Oussed with !4r..
enclosed Conciliatn pest44te
tribution to thetu@yatftoSt=dyVArTO
having been made iA 377, the check to '*M et4 5
as a personal, gift, 'az4 one:.of the Aistod44,0 *4 1 ti
to Schauer for Cot"rqs ts a- duplicate,,, (S-001p1
and C *on p4"e 3)., 1i~additi"Oo the O$344t
House candidates hays e,*n increased to 7L,7* ..to t
with Mr. Mott's list.

Therefore, tb'S total 1978 contribut~i* VoS*,' 4P*2 5O
$1,450 over FECA's-$25,'000 anilual aggregate 0Wl~xilkta
limitation. The civil penalty has been tMjusted tO 11*t450
Please contact Kathleen Imig Perkins, the atto**"Y"'tigned
to this matter, at 202/523-4175, if you have further questions
concerning this matter,

William- C. 61da
General Counsel

Enclosure

Conciliation Agreement

ORUTIdV
so : IN 01130O61

1S3 1,i43
0 3AI
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~~~e~A owi I is ,,~fatr 1* k
yo ohave, it stqn 9= 4 e turned'to. th"
$$Me*:. Xf yo R uther quos.titoks. 101

pleae owtactKathsen aig Perkins, the tt, a
this matter at 202/$23-4,175.

Sen eral ,111s4



4,sthi 'matter ha g I ee I tiated on, the, basiso 1

ascertained by the- Couiso in the normal, course, ot cc Ou

its soa%0evsory responsibUU i alv4-veiiwetA;to a

'Oonductedi and the. Com~s ton. having found rex-sonabite c44*, IW

_believe that-respondent, Stevart Rawlings, Mott# violated. 1.04 c

$441&(a)3) 11 C.F.R., SI11.5,

Now, therefore,, the respective* parties herein, the Fedotal

Election Commission and r~espondent Stewart Rawlings Mottr

having duly entered into conciliation pursuant to 2- U.S.C.

5437g(a)(5), do hereby agree-as follows:

I.That the Federal Blection Commission has Jurisdiction

over, respondent,- Stewart- RavlIngs. Mott. and the sub4tct

matter of this proceeding;

X1. That respondent Stewart Rawlinigs Mott has had a,

reasonable opportunity to demonstrate that no

action sho uld be taken in this matter;

LII. That the pertinent..facts in this matter are as followsz,

A. Stewart. Rawlings M~ott made contributions to federaL.

candidates during-calendar year 1978 as follows:



A. Sdheuer fo

C. CQitte-11ife

(Abzug)
H. Edgar for Corg 4*$
I. Martin.Frast
J. Stat feraban r
K. Baucus '78 1-0,
L. Bob EckhardtCa.
M. Brooke Comitt# ',

N. Committee to R&*
Hathaway #

0. Dick Clark for. VU* 00f
(General)

P. Dr. Bill Roy' ft'.t I9R,
Q. Helen S. Meyner-,,4
R. Norma Bartle for:
S. Pattison '78
T. People for Haskol'(
U. Udall Election Comstow' ~ ISO
V.- People f or Haskell,,' tlriaky) o
W. Kostmayer for Congress
X. Levin for Senate. 0O
Y. Ravenel for Senate Caoatttee

(General)$0
Z. Wolpe for Congress 430

AA. Bill Bradley for U91*. 8*iate S*
BB. Virginia Shapard forrCCjw*s 4
CC. Carter Burde fo 0~~b~
DD. Duval for Senate ,CoW4t f
EE. Senator Anderson Vol". *- . Sa0
FF. Friends of Luther. Hodges ir. 100
GGm. Ravenel for Senate Commi-tte

(Primary) 1,000
HH. David Pryor for U.S. Senate 500
[I. Dick Clark for U.S. Senate (Primary) 500
JJ. Hemenway f or Congress 500
KK. Norma Bork for Congress 200
LL. Abner J.-Mikva for Congress 900
MM. Fraser Senate Committee 500
NN. Carr f or Congress Committee 250

TOTAL $22r850

- Lr- -. f-

**k.ji~j ~.C'



TO XIR10M 1077 CRImO

.40o t 09. 1O0 to th# D"no'rati Astu#y
X&Y~ 1077, (check #654). WASi ihocvs1*

w~wpace andwasreplaced by- chec lO.

December 30, 1977, and imailed, to t1ho D"00 U.$

Study Group, upon notification of. theLs I***
check #654, on May 19,. 1978. Since the IMaYe ,577

check was a written pledge. 'by Mr. Mott.. the

contribution was made in 1977.

"4 C. Stewart Rawlings Mott made a personal gift of:

$200 to "Mike Harrington* on.-August 9, 1978.

VThis gift was not made for the purpose of-

(A.) -influencing the nomination for election,,
or election, of' any person to Federal. office
or for-the purpose of influencing the results
of a primary held for the selection of- deJle-
gates to a national nominating convention
of a politicalparty;

2 U.S.C. S431(e)(l)(A).. Neither was this gift

"donated for the purpose of supporting the activities

of a Federal or State officeholder." 11 C.F.R. 5113.1

-6.Z



$1,45 purun toX4.SC

a 'At.C S41 Pa3~

q~MM CQNDITIQNS

I-, The. Comission on. rqj"eSt of' anyone fUnIj 4 ,1w, 7L

under 2 U.-S.C. S437(a)(l) concerning, the Rottor at

issue herein, or on its own motion,, may" revw copliance

with this agreements If the Commission bliwe"S t*t

this agreement or any requirement thteof, 'b" been

violated,, it may. institutet a cilvil'Adtidih: fo relief

in..the United.States District Court for the itte

of Columbia.

II. It is mutually agreed that this agreement shall become

effective as of the date that- all parties hereto have

executed same and the Commission has approved the

entire agreement.

LI i4
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flO- x

NARJOUZ3 I

Titl 920
datod
9:42,

The above-named document was deiragted to

the Commission on a 24-hour no-objeciio bas*

at 4:00# September 10, 1979.

There were no objections to! thel lnteriu 0**tU,%tion

R~eport at the time of the deadline.0



Tot

I-anLo basis.
IftanklYowe



A f u4i1 rotk@rtW$l. bo =do t~o th*

that
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%

Ms. Karen J.Ksl&
800 Park Avenue,
New York, new York ZP

Vx% MIX4~

Dear Ms. Kessler:

AS per your cofmVrsation with 14. KUtblen Zi
Perkins of our staff , pleae be a4ied ",that the, enclosed
letter and conciliation agreemnt were tMaile4 to you
from our office on July 2.5 199, 11since yPo4 have not
yet received this material. -V# are e~qaiol&ag a- copy of
both the letter and ,concil-;ation'apreeueut.

if you have further questionsoncerhng this natter,
please contact Kath 'leen W-4i perklAns, the: attbrn
assigned to this matter &t .202-523-*4175.' ,'We regjret any
inconvenience which this delay may have caused ,yqu. ,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

Enclosures

d~c: Stewart R. Mott
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800 par .k-
NOW York*

Dear Mr. * K1.r t

of our staff..ecl
Con iliati Att xww* 0

As Ms. Perkins di sou'ed ith NW, Hddgkas- "0
enclosed Coniliation AgreiOnt, d.416t*S the IZ.
tribution to the Derceratic'Study, Oro
having been made in 1977,, the check to AUX#!4~tto'
as a persona gift, :ab4*o of the Ii ate4 #4t1# Ab)tio
to Scheuer forCpwes£ a 4*iot. 77(#*11W
and C on page 3). 1i diin the: *0
House candidates have been .increased. to 01, 10
with Mr. Mottls list.

Therefore, the total 1978 contributions w 0rO#X6,4$#O
$1 ,50 over FECA'Is -$25#,000 .annual aggreglao c buUr;
limitation. The civil penalty has been adjusted tp $4,50.
Please contact Kathleen.Imig Perkins, the attorniey aI slque4
to this matter, at 202/523-4175, if you have further questions
concerning this matter.

William C. 614A
General Counsel

Enclosure

Conciliation Agreement6IOW)
4Pgj



This matter having, beetwinitiated on -the basis of i-stt on

asoertaitbed by the Commission It% the noral course of oati"I, *0at
its supervisory respos 1 iiie an- investiation having *

conducted, 'and the Comission 'hiving found, reasonable: oas to'

believe that respondent, Stewart Rawlings Ilott# violated-2 U.S.CP

$441~a)(),11 C.F.R. SIIO*.

Now, therefore, the respective parties herein, the Federal

Election Commission and respondent Stewart Rawlings Mot

having duly entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

S437g(a)(5). do hereby agree as follows:

I. That the Federal Election Commission has jurisdiction

over respondent Stewart Rawlings Mott and the subjOct

matter of this proceeding;

II. That respondent Stewart Rawlings Mott has had a

reasonable opportunity to demonstrate that no

action should be taken in this matter;

III. That the pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

A. Stewart Rawlings Mott made contributions to federal

candidates during calendar year 1978 as follows:



r
Z.

AA.
BB.
cc.-
DD.
EE.
FF.
GG .

HH.

KK-
LL.
MM.
NN.

Schoesi f o'r'

Coit1u £V

Har)in for
Schwo4or

Citizens for th

Edgar f or Cogrw 04"
Martin Frost Cal
Stofferahan for "4IJ
Baucus '78 Cosit",
Bob Eckhardt-CE~
Brooke Committee.
Committee to Re4I
Hathaway

Dick Clark for U4S0-44I"-t"
(General)

Dr. Bill Roy for 0040cow*.
Helen S. Meyner C
Norma Bartle for C."
Pattison '78 Comn&
People for Haskell ',I4e#*.--,ral)
Udall Election Committee
People for Haskell (Primary)
Kostmayer for Congress
Levin for Senate
Ravenel for Senate Committee-

(General)
Wolpe for Congress
Bill Bradley for U.S. nt
Virginia Shapard for'Coages
Carter Burden for C00ngleSS'
Duval for Senate Commiitee
Senator Anderson Vol* COmm.O
Friends of Luther Hodges# Jr.
Ravenel for Senate Committee

(Primary)
David Pryor for U.S. Senate,
Dick Clark for U.S. Senate (Primary)
Hemenway for Congress
Norma Bork for Congress
Abner J. Mikva for Congress
Fraser Senate Committee
Carr for Congress Committee

1,00

30

1,000

1,000

,00

$00

4150
4$0
500
500

1,000

11,000
500
500
500
200
900
500
250

2,r850TOTAL $2



--_ p

3. $440 Contrl#~n tq Rouit 46"t
as disaed- by M~r, Iott'

Be Stewart Rawl ings Mott made a contribu~tti' i n1" "W-

amount. of $1,0000 to the DOMOCrati Bi4 a,

may, 1977 (check 064), This check wast '"

misplaced and was replaced by check #1014, 4t&d.

December 30, 1977, and mailed to the Democratic

Study Group, upon-notification of the, loss" ot

check #654, on May 19, 1978. Since the, May,# 1077

check was a written pledge by Mr. Mott, the

contribution was made in 1977.

C. Stewart Rawlings Mott made a personal gift.-Of

$200 to "Mike Harrington" on August 9, 11974f

This gift was not made for the purpose of...'.

(A) influencing the nomination for election,
or election, of any person to Federal office
or for the purpose of influencing the results
of a primary held for the selection of dele-
gates to a national nominating convention
of a political party;

2 U.S.C. S431(e)(l)(A). Neither was this gift

"donated for the purpose of supporting the activities

of a Federal or State officeholder." 11 C.F.R. 5113.1



iriolattoa of 21 Us.Cc 5441a(O.)) 4 1 *

U.S Respondent Vill :,pay a- ciVil 'Penalty itt

$1,4 50 putluAn't to 2- U.OS.,C., S437g9(a) (01).

'I. 40 ~podit il t unrtak. any Oct#t 4

VP'Violation of the tderal Electib C* Wr~~

2 U.,S.C. S4 31 et

I. ihe Commission on request of anyone filit q a ~41i

under 2 U.S.C. 54379(a)(1) concerning. the; aatt*#rat

issue herein, or on its own motion, may reviw conpliLance

with this agreement. If the Commission beIie~vos that

*this agreement or any requirement thereof has beewl

violated, it may institute a civil action, for- -I ief

in the United States District Court for: the ototr ic~t

of Columbia.

II. It is mutually agreed that this agreement shall become

effective as of the date that all parties hereto have

executed same and the Commission has approved the

entire agreement*
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DATS S JULY 19 ,3979

M4UR 920 Interim CalO41iat-aftSmot
signed by G3C 7-17-79,i~~4~
OCS 7-18-79, 10:55.

The above-flamld docuw~t was circulate tO

the Counissiofi on a 24-hour no-objection ba*S

at 4:00, July 18, 1979.

There were no objections to the Interim coucil-

jation Report at the time of the 
deadline.



ONTO, mawqo"'

,1oa3e have the a

MRU 920 distributed to t" Coomigm.

Tan kyou.
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aqVhtwt esponden-mt in this **tter and hope, to

WanA *gtm M sotly. Dixs asions ,h*v ae ~t

sad mil, whioh -has 4e1&Yd thig prooess. A fti~l O

Vill be m&de to the Comisn a ~tWhen aWemeti

or whan it becomes clear that Agreement is impose ib*

Date General Counsel
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May It* 1978 9

M.Richard Conlea.
Democratic St8 Y ,

Washington* Dot*.~*~

Dear Mr. Conlon,~~

Snclosed is StOwaW*tt
the check which OW 4.-4

sizkcerely yours# .

'office Manager ... :; .A-

Ar~z. 77.

PAAIVA1

* ~~ ~ ~ o Khlm~F - /e 41dh *
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N_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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was rasonablaWie *U0 t&4
of 2 U.S.C.S'1 Jr
butions k~itation cantaWW".8"Xf
reasonable cam 't* bilumm tbt yotu, 1978# ware~01 '~
as follows:

(1) As shom~ on the COMmiussiol'a "'a Ind"!Uez'

A. Sohem': Loos~ges - 7
B.Citimens, fLowte16C

(Abvau)$9
C.o si~e $ Wirth ~
Do HaW-In tor C 2*08

E. Sowo or-. wCngt~ea c~mftte $
F.citizens for Downe iS

G. Citizens for the 18 C. D. Committee:
(Absug) 500

H. Edgar for Congress Committee45
I. Mmrtin Frost Campaign Committee 25 .0
J. Stofferahn for U.S. Senate 500
K. Dem. Study Grp. Camp. Fund 1#000
L. Baucus '78 Committee 1,1000
H. Bob Eckhardt, Camp. Fund 150
N. Brooke Committee '500
0. Committee to Reelect Cong. m. J.

Harrington 200
P. monittee to Reelect Senator

Hathaway 1,000
Q. Dick Clark for U.S. Senate (General)l,000
R. Dr. Bill Roy for Sentaor Committee 1,000



LL.
MM.
NN.
00.
PP.

Uda l4 ~PU
Peocle for
Kostmayer *QZ Qoon
Levin for $*ta
Ravenel for Sorwt* C

(General)
Wolpe for
Bill Bradi
Virginia Ishv for
Carter Burdst& '90 '
Duval for S*t
Senator 14no ,*~

Friends of Luther .91.1 SM
Ravenel for SojiAte c~ittoo

(Pr imary)
David Pryor for U.S0 00S*tj
Dick Clark for U.S. Sonata,_
(Primary)

Hemenway for ongress
Norma Bork for Congress
Abner J. Mikva for Congrof
Fraser Senate Committee
Carr for Congress- Committee

TOTAL

(2) As Verified by Checking Candidqfts/Cozmit%'*
Reports:

A. The Christie Commwittee (Sonate-Texas)- ,0.40.
B. Keys for Congress -Commuittee40
C. Campaign to Elect Geraldine A.

Ferraro 430
D. Scheuer for Congress - 197840

TOTAL $73

(3) $100 Contributions to House candidates as disclosed
by Mr. Mott $700

TOTAL MOTT 1978 CONTRIBUTIONS $27,-100

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct suxch vio-
lations for a period of 30 days by informal me-thods-of conference,
conciliation and persuasion. and by entering into a conciliation
agreement. 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (5) (A). if we are unable to reach

j



-3-

anagreement during. that period, the Commission3 Mb*
finings of probable cause to believe a violation has
inastitut a civil suit in the United States DtstzIci;
seek payment of a civil penalty not in excess ot tiwii
of $5000 or the amunt of the violation or, if a kxwov
willful violation is proved, the greater of $10,000 or
cent of the violation. 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (5) (C), 437g(a)

We enclose a conciliation agreement that this office $A
prepared to recommend to the Conuaiss ion in settlement of We-i
matter. If you agree with the provisions of the enclosed 0"
ciliation agreement, please sign and return it, along with-th&
civil penalty, to the Comuission within ten days. 1 will t~
recommend that the Commuission approve the agreement.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in,
the enclosed conciliation agreement, please contact Kathleea:.
Imig Perkins, the attorney assigned to this matter, at 202/,
523-4175 within ten days of your receipt of this letter.

Since ly.

W%94e
Willia C. Oldaker
General Counsel

Enclosure

cc: Karen Kessler



aft 4U "M,~~#t
Wasw.ab. W"~ta
of 2 U.5$C. I W,)# *h

ya .,P",:'"IE
itatiem .

reasonable cause te b"-,im that YOWur 1 7 .twb1
as follawni

(1) As sbi o the coumiss@U' S 04 Zndezp:

A, Saoes for Coges-7 450
B. citiseme for the 18 C.D., CoWto

(Abewv) 100
c. comittes gor Tin Wirth P00
D. iazkin forC Z0 ress83no
9. 8 3h0Oder for COWgres Cinittee 410
F. Citimma for Downey MS
G. Citizens for the 16S C.D. C*Odtt** "

(absug) I500e 4
H. EdgAr for COngsoite41
I . Martin Frost Caupaigl Cowmittee 250
j, stofferaMn for U.S, Senate 5o0
K. Den. StudY GrP. CaOW. Fnd 1000
L. Baucus '78 Coauittee 3,00
m. Bob Rckhardt Ca. Fund 150
No Brooke Coxuittee 500
0. Comsitte to Reelect Congo X4. j.

Harrington 200
P. couwittee to Reelect senator

Hiathaway 1,0000
Q. Dick Clark for U.S. senate (Goneral)1,000
R. Dr. Bill Poy for Sentaor Conmittee 1,000



a. Heul a1U
X. Pteopefrw ~ S
Y. Poplmer for

Z. Levin for Senate
AA. Ravenel for Senate sI

(General)
33. Wolpo for Care
CC. Bill Bradley ftr U.S.0
DD. Virginia Shaperd &oZ 'I"
33. Carter Burden frcl

F-Dwm1 for Senate Z*
GG. Senator Andeo %L a
HH. Friends of Lather Rod"*#, Zlt.
U1. ft 16 d 1", - Sftate 020t

(Primary)
JJ. Daid Pryor for U.S. Senate
KR. Dick Clark for U.11* Senate:

%Primary)
LL. Hferunvay for Congress
MM. Norma Bork for Congress
NN. Abner J. IMikua for Congress
00. Fraser Senate Coimitte*
PP. Carr for Congress Comittee

TOTAL

"0
too

50

(2) As Verified by Checking Candidates/Couuittee
Reports.

A. The Christie Comittee (Senate-Texas) 1WI00
B. Keys for Congress Committee 450
C. Camapaign to Niect Geraldine A.

Ferraro 450
D). Scheuer for Congress - 197S 450

TOTAL

(3) $100 Contributions to House candidates as disclosed
by Mr. Mott $700

TOTAL MOTT 178 CSMTRIBUTIONS $27,000

The Commission has a duty to attempt to oorreat eucft vio-
lations for a period of 30 days by informal mbosof conference,
conciliation and pesuasion, and by entering into a conciliation
agreement. 2 U.s.c. S 437g(a) (5) (A). If we are unable to reach

/

'I



M3..

that

cetof the jrdbFWwm F %bfw 51 0 2 U.S.C. s
'Of #11006

(a) (5) (C) 0
we enclose a conciliation agreemnt Vhat this of ftg.prepared to rea13 d0to he Camelsial in: settlement ofmatter. If you agree with the provisions of the enclosed06oiliation agreement, please sign and return it,, alonq witb-icivil penalty, to the Coumission within tem days. Itl :,ZfeoVOend that the Comission apoethe ageunt,

if you have any questions or suggestions for ohanage'I'the enclosed conciliation agreement, please contact Kathl~i,Imig Perkins, the attorney assigned to this matter, at 209/523-4175 within ten days, of your receipt of this letter.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

Enclosure

cc: Karen Kessler



ftis, mattr, havibn initiated on the, basis of,

aocrtained by the Cou "Lson in the nora, COUVme 'of"

itssu~vsory r~o~ iti an invostiga4tion hvi

oonuotd, ndtheCou~ssonhaving foUnd reasonable

believe that respondent,' Stewart Rawlings Mo~tt#' violai~e4 * F,4c.

S44la(a) (3), 11 C.F.R. silo.5,

Now* therefore, the xespective parties herein, the 'I14

Election Commission and respondent Stewart Rawlings )lottD kbvinq

duly entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5,437q,((),r

do hereby agree as follows:

1. That the Federal Election Commission has jurisd:Ldtion

over respondent Stewart Rawlings Mott and the sublect

matter of this-proceeding;

II. That respondent Stewart Rawlings Mott has had & .reason-

able opportunity to demonstrate that no action should

be taken ini this matter;

III. That the pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

A. Stewart Rawlings M~ott made contributions to federal

candidates during calendar year 1978 as follows:

1.) As shown on the Commission's "G-Index"-

A. Scheuer for Congress - 78 $450
B. Citizens for the 18 C.D.

Committee (Abzug) 500



E

C

C

H

K
I
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N

C. Couaitt
D- Harkia toZ

H. Edar for
I. Martin Froot
J. Stofferahan. f or
K. Dem. S tudy qzp.
L. Baucus '78
M4. Bob Eckhardt C~p
N. Brooke Comaitteo
0. coammittee to" ~4

Harrington
P. commwittee to M*00t -

Hathaway tttQ. Dick Clark for, U-0 S
R. Dr. Bill Roy for
S. Helen S. !4synerC.4
T . Norma Bartle, for b
U.- Pattison '78' ;0zoof
V. People for Haskell (-'ju)r*
W. Udall Election Cowgitt*0
X. People for HaskellLCrazy
Y. Kostmayer for Congress
Z. Levin for Senate

LA. Ravenel for Senate Committe
(General)

B. Wolpe for Congress
C. Bill Bradley for U.S. Sntt
~D Virginia Shapard for Cagres
E. Carter Burden for Col's
'F. Duval for Senate C~ntt"
G. Senator Anderson Vol., Comm,~
H. Friends of Luther Hodges, J~r.
I. Eavenel for Senate Committee

(Primary)
J. -David Pryor for U.S. Senate
K. Dick Clark for U.S. Senate (Primary)
L. Hemenway for Congress
[M. Norma Bork for Congress
IN. Abner J. Mikva for Congress
0. Fraser Senate Committee
'P. Carr for Congress Conunittee

TOTAL$

2.) As Verified by Checking Candidates/
Comiittee Reports:

A. The Christie Committee (Senate-
Texas)

B. Keys for Congress Committee

S0
50

450

$00

1000

1,000
500
500
500
200
900
500
250

24,5

1,000
450



4 ~ Whrefore, :the Couiso a sene to tw woo

4asnolos

I. EaPondent Stewat PJvAW g SL tt'sa Contr~b~~~.

cadiaes. dur imlaur year 1970

$2,;S,000 annual aggegate- contributionl~t~~$

violation of 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (3), 11 Cilt', *12L0J

II., Respondent will pay a civil penalty in theauwt#

$2,100 pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5437g(a) (6), (3).

III. Respondent will not undertake any activity which Ls ina

violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act,, 2:441CO

S4 31 et seg.

G3NERA CONDITIONS

1. The Conuuission on request of anyone filing a couplaiat

under 2 U.S.C. S437g(a) (1) concerning the matter sit 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 for the District of Columbia.

II. It is mutually agreed that this agreement shall become

effective as of the date that all parties hereto have

executed same and the Commission has approved the

entire agreement.
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the Comiasion.

General Cou
Federal Ble

Stewart Rawl1R~



I jrie W's Ammms* secretary to the P

97,the *aiisiim dterie bAaft*of
adopt the following ro10oild ations, st t ottb

General Counsel's Report dated June. 15, 1979,

the abov*eoaptione4 matter:

1. Find no reason to believe that
Stewart Rawlings -Mott violated
2 U.S.C. 5441a(a) (1) (A) by
exceeding the contribution
limitations of that provision
to Jim Scheuer.

2. Find reasonable cause to believe
that Stewart Rawlings Mott violated,
2 U. S. C. 1441a (a) (3),* 11 C. FRe
5110.5 by making contributions
during calendar year 1978 in
excess of the $25,000 limitation
contained therein.

3. Approve and send the conciliation
agreement and letter attached to the
above-named report.

Voting for this determination were Conmmissioners Ailcens,

Uriedersdorf, Harris, McGarry, Thomson, and Tiernan.

Attest:

Date Mroi .Emn
Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 6-18-79, 12t51
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 6-18-79, 4:00O
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Ibank you.



On ay14, '1979 heOunisa fb" 9660n, "I

ISmwIart am.r14#4 jatt may have V$A.te "d 2.S C
it' Cot. R 1 1100 * , iN oti~tow sig

J17S inf1t"l X4w Qtl: the $25, 00 liW*Atin ouAtain*4

i4G~~onthe iiason was concerned with wehr)~

limit of 11 C .. S 100. 4(b) (4) and whether or not IV

total contributions to candidate Scheuer during 1978

amtributlion limitation of 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a)(l)(A). A 4s

"At. to Mr. Mott notifying him of the Commission's f ~ Ii

response has been received.

(btiution to, Candidate, 3'm Scheuer (19l 78)

Mr. Mtt's response and attached verification indickt46-that

his total expenses for the two Scheuer fund-raisers was $4..j 04.

The Commission's regulations except from the term "contribution"

as used in the Act,

(4) The use of real or personal property and the
cost of invitations, food,, and beverages, voluntarily
provided without charge by an individual, in rz0dar-
ing voluntary personal services to a cadat on
the individual's residential premises, to the extent
that the cumulative value of those activities by the
individual on behalf of the candidate do not exceed
$500 with respect to an election. For purposes of
this paragraph a contributionbgy a married individual
shall not be attributed to a spouse.

11 C.F.R. S 100.4(b)(4) (Emphasis added).



x~~mdthat the CoMiiso ion find mo reson to, bellev a

Uavlings uott may have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a (a') (1): (A) g ue

the contribution limitations, of that provision of the Aat" 41A

1070 contributions to jim Scheuer*

Mr, Mottls response confirm that his 1978 contributms, -o-

cni a exceeded the annual aggregate linitation of, 2 V40p

S 44la(a) (3),, 11 C.F.R. 5110.5. Mr. Mott admits a total ot *26,#490

in 1978 contributions and the Commission's records show a total -of

$27,100 in 1978. The pledge to Pell, Dellums fund-raiser ticket,

Women's Campaign Fund loan,, and costs of Scheuer fund-raislers Were

not incuded in the Commission's total,

Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends thoit th

Commiss ion find reasonable cause to believe that Stewart Rawlings

M~ott may have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (3), 11 COF.R. S 110.5 by

making contributions during calendar year 1978 in excess of the

$25,000 limitation contained therein.

Recomendations

1. Find no reason to believe that Stewart Rawlings Mott

violated 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a) (1) (A) by exceeding the contribution

limitations of that provision to Jim Scheuer.
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463
May 25,

Deor Mr. Oldaker.:

This letter will. serve as my reply to the Federal Election CMissiwni
investigation into my political contributionsI MR 920.

4 will: addres ,e points'Z eumerated in my:November 13, 19'
wih .1 tabler. My initial contributions mades on Octobei

totalled $24'990.
r6, 3'

1) The plj~dge to Pe1l vas not honored nor ca .Le@ In by wne ro4
committee. According to a phone conversation ith Joanne8t
of youorganization this does not count-toward my federal limito

2) Th. Dellams fundraiser: I do not believe that the $100 Pwyst
should be charged against my $25,000 limit since Harold Willens
paid it without my knowledge.

3) The contributions to Rssell Hemenway ($500) and Bella Abxug($l000)
for a special election January 1978 should have been includedl this
was an oversight.

4) The Women' s Campaign Fund promptly repaid their debt of $2972. 70.
M4s. Joanne Steneck called this "normal business practice" which need
not be reported according to regulation 114.9(d).

5) Itemization for the two Scheuer events is enclosed. The combined
total for out-of-pocket expenses for food ,invitations,,postage
and beverages total $437.04. This does not include the time my
paid staff spent on these events.'

6). I do not see point 6 addressed in the law.

Please advise me with a written copy to my staff aszistant, Karen

Kessler if your investigation will require any further information.

Sincerely,

Stewart R. Mott

cc: Karen Kessler
John P. Hodgkin

encl.



IIm pleased to be able to, s"nd ysOA WbsmA. ddpits
--aveai"n for federal off ice.

r Wish it could have been sentso er
-- and I wish it could be larger!

my decision to support you has been based on Many factors $ s' w
press reports,, personal contact, and most especially by thbe 4bts.
Russ Memenvay at the National Committee for an Effective Congrsesai
Carol Randles at the Wome's Campaign Fund. I serve on the DoU4 of
and helped to found ICF. Their counsel is most valuable to wed!

Primary considerations for me in assessing your race are:

A SANE FOREIGN AND MILITARY POLICY
THE NEED FOR' WORLDWIDE COTMCEPTIVE a ABORTION PBOGRJII
EQUAL RIGHITS FOR MEN AND WOMEN
CIVIL LIBERTIES, ESPECIALLY FREEDO OF SPEE1CH

I hope you will continue to prove yourself a champion of the cne~
listed above; I'd be sad if you disappointed me on any of these isoe..

This donation might have been larger were it not for the obnoxious ou
visions of the so-called campaign finance "reform" laws (which you ay
have favored?) which limit my total giving to a ceiling of $25,000 ewa-waLI.
From the enclosed list you6 111 see that I'Im scratching up against the ftct
ceiling and that it's a very painful decision to have to limit the $i2S Of
my gift to you.

I hope that once you're in the 96th Congress I'll be able to help you ip
many ways beyond this campaign gift. I 'm active with many Washington-bawsd
organizations which can assist you in your work:

THE FUND FOR PEACE--Center for Defense Information, Center for Nat'l.
Securities Studies, Center for Intl. Development*
In the Public Interest radio program.

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF AMERICA
POPULATION INSTITUTE--Population Action Council
POPULATION CRISIS COMMITTEE
FUND FOR CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT--Almanac of American Politics, Honest

Gov't. Project, Military Audit Project

I'm on the Board of Directors of each of these groups and can assure you
of their cooperation with you in your committee work.

For the purpose of listing me in your FEC reports, use the address above
and list my occupation as "maverick".

Best wishes; I hope you win! 1---2/



IC
0

V.

MY 2 D"44
wY 9 Ferraro
my 11 WOO"e
MY 18 Burden
NY 29 Pattison,
NY 30 Bartle
NC 5 meal
Oh 3 Wal
Pa 7 Mitar
Pa 8 Kostamayer
Pa 23 Ameaz
SC 2 Bass
SC 4 Heller
SD 1 Dasohie
Tx 8 Echardt
Tx 24 Frrost
Va 8 Hiarris

$10

150
4501

450
90.0
300;'

100,
100

100
100
100

250
100

Total HOUSE ----------- ------------------------------------------------ $145

Total Federal Support -------------------------------------------------- $24,950

N.
Ma
Mt

2E~

An 2
CA, 2
Co 1
Co 2
Ct 5
Ga 6
1l 10
Il 22
In 6
Ia 2
la 5
Ks 2
Ma 5
Ma 6
Ml. 3
Mi 6
Mnr 3
Mt 1
Nb 1

Shamand

Iivouns

Wolpe
Carr
Freeman
Willam
Dyas

920

450
900
100

900
100
100

100
300
450
10
100

100
100

04

him
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sate ssic "w ktat 42ka"ee'f *"

and my political evolution. your Noebr2 letter V0OB totat
YOU'Ire a mix between a father confessor and stern rabbit

Neil# I still find it odd that the Supreme Court found it ontstitutional *bait Congress
could limit donations to $1000 per candidate per election. If C ar Is*tops
a law limiting the number of volunteer hours I might expend for the 1900 Pteuidential
candidate(*),. then the Court--following the Duckley-Valeo, logic--would- qabo16 the
right of Congress to write its own rules once again.

To quote your letter, I'the weight jof big givers... was conveyinga sente*o futili1ty."
Well,, Mary Jones I, the volunteer who can contribute 1000 houars to aOpiW2eshe has
a bigger weight and influence than I do with a $1000. So does Jack Smith, the media
expert, who's able to contribute his time--worth maybe $5410,000. So what are we to'
do with Mary Jones, Jack Smith, John Denver, George Meany, Frank Sinatra# Billy Graham
or even Miss Lillian? EQUALIZE THEM ALL? Cut then off at the knees? And if Congress
wrote such rules, the Court would uphold them and you would enforce them?

As you know, Neil, so many diverse elements go into a campaign: intelligence, humor,
integrity, eloquence, compassion, foresight, craftiness, tenacity, good health,
billboards, bumper stickers, endorsements, TV time, editorials ......... and money.
Just because money is measurable--and there's no yardstick for integrity--then it's
OK to legislate and put limits on money. By legislating/limiting money, Congress
limits TV time, xeroxing, paid staff, telephone banks, buttons--every single kind of
SPEECH that costs money.

Yes, I think it's an OBNOXIOUS law that augurs for more and more government control
over the entire political process in America. I think that if the American public
really and truly understood the consequences of FECA'74 and its absurd body of
regulations and bureaucracy, they'd vote against it.

Neil, I appreciate your suggestion that I help promote the $1 check-off, but I promise
you there's No WAY that I'd dream of encouraging the collection of funds that preserve!
and promotes and enshrines the Democratic Party and Republican Party as the two OFFICII
political parties of the USA. Neither can I stomach the fact that the FEC is
designed to be bi-partisan.

I am curious about your citation of $53 million from donors of $10,000+ in 1972.
Those are all from individuals? None from PAC's or multi-candidate groups like NCEC?
And does that figure count all political gifts or just federal campaign gifts?
Without knowing the answer to this latter question, I couldn't know the denominator
against which to measure the magnitude or percentage. I'm sending a copy of your
letter (hope you don't mind) along with this reply, to Herb Alexander in the hopes
that he can give me fuller data. Or do you have it in your files?

I'm also curious about the role of fat-cats in politics as compared to the role of
fat-cats in philanthropy. is the profile of fat-cat giving in politics very much like
the profile of fat-cat giving in phil.anthropy? or quite different? Maybe Jack Schwar,



a
r when~RV"

C. I.

in your 9M$Wat p AC lii

2. My Wi outset iW h~r~ea gigged~
a year orto nadacebgpry ed ~

3. My anger at Lsxry Orien and Bob Straneo hr tvying 4>* so O h
MGovenftast e ies

4.* The continuing lack of "aocoultObUtri oan thol part 0*tOU * re. party f inance.
Try writing to the WIC for aft Annual Vinancial Re0Qt auaeW-t y*w.* budget; you
wont get one.

5. The lack of patty support foe Oeorge aftwers.i
6. The attempt by 90I Stmaus to iVert 'HM* UOV 0', ove to pay off

the Hubert debt.
7. The refusal of the WISC to allow its IU44esmi CofJsc Aa ih, issues.
8. The WC pat an its fanny all through, theb esfl *,,tptas

Why should 1--or the millions of Americans who witnessed. manty Ofthese events--
have any respect for the two national parties? MIy Abmn34 4W be is/her ass to
to develop reasonable/progressive platfom 'at the, national Wh~ts~den elected
leadership ignores the platform? I really can't 'see why anyone 40-ar-Ifounger who
began voting tW~4 the 1960's would give a hoot or a holler about the DISC or IWC.

Having "taken you on" with these remarks, I realize that I've challenged you with
questions and comments that might take a whole book for reply. Rather than subject
you to that chore, may I instead offer to take you to lunch next time-I'm in D.C.?

Finally, if you don't mind having lunch with a criminal, I must Confess to you
that I'm il~jl Neil, I sent-you a copy of my 10/6/78 letter suuatarizing my gifts
to 1978 candidates, a total of $24,950. Alas and alacks I'm illegal in two ways:

1. After sending all those checks and composing that letter, I remembered several
days later that I had been at a fund-raiser for Claiborne Poll about a year ago
and had pledged $500 to his '78 re-electiont but I had never gotten around to
paying up. Since the pledge is equivalent to a contribution according to your
outrageous and ingenious law, I'm illegal.

2. on 10/29/78 I was meeting Harold Willens in Santa Monica at the home of Tom Hlaydi
and Jane Fonda for a party which I knew to be a fund-raiser at $25 per person.
When I arrived, I offered a $100 bill at the door for myself and three friends.
The doorkeeper told me I didn't need to pay since Harold had paid for me. Not
until I was inside did I realize that it was a fund-raiser for Ron Deliums!
So Harold made a "gif t in 'the name of another person" and I accepted his kind
hospitality as my host for that weekend, so I guess we're both illegal.

Pray tell, what should I do to return to the side of the angels?

If you can't think of any way to cure my transgressions, I'll surrender at that lunch
we're going to have. Be sure to bring handcuffs!



t,"**t tia ft 6t U/4/"7 letter-

A$mf. writing to you on 11/4# 1 came across -tw additional viol,'tiosf h
which are substantial and Imight as vel ustion two othors that ae~n 4  1
tlwe r that my 10/6/78 report totalled $24,950. Well, ones cMAndateMnE r
sent black his $100 saying he didn't need or want it. That brought ae dont* 850.
Put I had forgotten a $100 amount to the Council for a Livable Vrld,$ and h btdo't
bothered to list $25 to the DMC and $15 to the ANC (I like to receive thoir saiLing.),
so MY Presumed total was $24,990. But herewith the six transgresaions

L. The $500 pledge to Poll mentioned in my 11/4 letter.

2. The $100 gift on my behalf by Harold Willens to Ron Dellums.

3. In 1977 1 gave $500 each to Rasa Hemenway and Bella Abzug to help them seek the
18th C. D. nomination for the vacant Koch seat,.. Then when Sells von the *aln
I gave her an additional $500 in January '78. Total of $1500. The yugwoman ,who
helped meo prepare the 10/6/78 list, Karen Kessler. had not realised that the. 1500
counted toward my 1978 ceiling of $25,000. The people who supplied her with my Lrecords,
John Hodgkin and Gertrude Myers,, had not flagged the amounts. Russ Hemnv aye who sat
with me on 10/6 to plan the final donations, didn't remember it. I didn't twime"ber it.
on a scale of 1-10, in terms of familiarity with the law and awareness of its provisions,
I reckon you'd rate Russ and me at 9, John at 7, Gertrude at 5, Karen (who's new on my
staff) at 2. We're all guilty as hell. Karen didn't know the difference, being new,
but Puss and I know the law well enough to realize that the by-election totals count
toward the calendar year totals; so we both violated the law! Incidentally, had the
by-election taken place in December 1977, there would have been no violation, right?
That sure is a funny, funny law you administer,, Neil.

4. Last Friday I did a financial review of my Balance Sheet for 9/30/78 and discovered
a startling item: Accounts Receivable, Women's Campaign Fund: $2200. 1 asked my CPA $
tax advisor staffer, John Hodgkin, to explain it to me. Well, it seems that my bookeeper,
Gertrude Myers, who has been a very active volunteer on behalf of the Women's Campaign
Fund, helped run a benefit party here in NYC to raise $$$ for*WCF. And, as is normal for
groups that I support, money was advanced from my bank account to WCF as "front money" to
pay for stamps, printing bills, a paid staffer, and other miscellany to get the benefit
party under way. Subsequently, as donations flowed in for the benefit, the advanced $2200
was repaid to my bank account. All this took place with only a peripheral awareness on my
part. Why? Because it's the normal way I help groups I support. I'm in the "business"
of philanthropy and public service and it's a very ordinary thing for me to advance money
in that way. But OOPS, when I do it for a political committee, all of a sudden it's
illegal. I forgot. Gertrude and John Hodgkin forgot. we didn't remember that the
haunting presence of John Gardner, Common Cause, the FEC, and Supreme Court (& Congress)
were all right behind our tracks and would find the whole lot of us ILLEGAL. Damn!
I frankly didn't know about it until four days ago. I hasten to report myself and turn
myself in. Got the handcuffs ready?

5. A minor item. I gave two fund-raisers for Jim Scheuer in appreciation for all he has
done to advance the cause of population ifi Congress. One was At my D.C. home & office



~ s~.that, o being a oaddk otafi law~is to
jcfor an-Aftiaary Opinion an this point .0t 3,Af, ib, 40, characters

1*A $00 entirely At fthe mercay:6f Mir OVA VAewy,:**U,4 1*iiWi of profound
'10;oetance like this. so wha !Uwoeo b~ 2 ~ a, engaged
Counsel 54, monts ago to: research this, 4ini point 0f "IS I N ~ , * M~ticg exists,
to have sought tn Advisory Opinion back in Aprl1?

Motif whero@ the spnaet in1 Fo&4oU, Id* tw~~ should have
beon chilled by, the V=C in a.decision to hm** a p *6 AA~ Ik 6jy, 4 weeks before
the io~tual event?

6. Final minor item!. My staff works an these things,. N~ D.C. staff, Anne Zil and Diane
0"eiman I put in time on political activities.,, Xt VEC .af aeGrdJhpu
_John Cushingf secretary, and Sarzy Turner, 0as"times bk~tder f all put, ii. staf f time on
preparing lists of pr ospective doneesf kesopin% recotd:4*d acScou~nts on my political

patiiptinplanning parties, advising me on who t might donat* to.- Let's face it.
A lot of donors would never bother to report su ch paid staff'tinebue A) their
total annual donations do not brush up against. the ceiling. of $2511007 pit year, or B)
because they ambiguously (and fraudulently?) claim that such staff time is " volunteered."

Neil, T must admit to you that if we had kept records on every single time my secretary
answered a phone call or letter from a candidate that resulted in a political gift, or
every expense for a fund-raising party that fell outside ths- def inition of"invitations,
food and beverages" then I'd have to report some $3-5,000 of in-kind giving not allowed
by the law.

OK, I've come clean and bared my heart and soul and criminality. What are you going to
do about it? I've acknowledged to you that my political participation this year may
amount to some $8000 in excess of the legal limits--none of which I was consciously
aware of at the time I was doing it. Six different counts of wrong-doing.

Tell me, do you personally think there was anythinq wrong with my instincts and desires
to help the cause of good politics in this country? Do you think I was exercising
unduo influence over the political process? Was I contributing to the "sense of futility"
of the small contributor? Was I engaged in any venal act of self-service? Do I deserve
to be chastised, subjected to a criminal proceeding (along with my "accomplices")? Should
I go to jail and/or be fined severely?

I can't help but think there are hundreds of candidates and donors and other participants
in the political process in this country who are constantly chilled by the provisions of
the FECA and are worried continuously by possible infringements of the law. You doubtless
get dozens, of "mea culpa" letters like this confessing transgressions. How do you handle
S;uchi admnissions, ofl quilt? I'm very curious t~o know.

Gimmne another week or two and I'll probab~ly think of other half-dozen violations.

( J*,I stand ready for your indictment! ~
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Dear Mr. Not

On J14he -tft*#,
was reasonable 410" *
of 2U.SC.S4 4
butions duAii"
itat ion containe4: oidaly thw-
reasonable causet ~i tht; your 1#7R "'I
as follows:

(1) As shown on teCOM14siOn'e "6 w

A. Seheusk for Congress0 , S -* 45
B. CUIXtins forw t1. 16 , L' C ~ te

C. CAW"Ktte for T$* WJXth,

D. g; d!g Ian forIB. Bb~06nt £r O~psscoW~Sttel
F. Citizens for Downey I5O
G. Citizens for the 1.8 C.Dw 'CoVMittee

(Abxug) 500
H. Edgar for Congress Committee 430
i. Martin Frost .Campaign Committee 250
J. Stofferahn for U.S. Senate 500
K. Dem. Study Grp. Camp. Fund 1,000
L. Baucus '78 Committee 1,000
M. Bob Eckhardt Camp. Fund 150
N. Brooke Committee 500
0. Committee to Reelect Cong. M. J.

Harrington 200
P. Committee to Reelect Senator

Hathaway 1,000
Q. Dick Clark for U.S. Senate (General)l,000

.4 WTOV R. Dr. Bill Roy for Sentaor Committee 1,000



S. 8att-o '
V. People fo,

X. Peoole for e)2
Y. Kostmasyer 916 AW*W
Z. Levin for ea

AA. Ravenel for Bei"t
(General)

BB. Wolpe for C00019?W,
CC. Bill Brad1-_yi1o 0, 142
DD. Virginia S4"pard
E. Carter Burdn o
FF. Duval for Senato

.GG. Senator And~raozn
HH. Friends of Luther 1104
II. Ravenel for -Senate O

(Primary)
JJ. David Pryor for U .S. *
KK. Dick Clark for U.S. 46"t01

(Primary)
LL. Hemenway for CongroSe
MM. Norma Bork for Congress,
NN. Abner J. ZMikva for Cougme5
00. Fraser Senate ConAuitt
PP. Carr for Congress Cosittw

TOTAL

2".

(2) As Verified by Checking CnitS/Comite
Reports:

A. The Christie Commuittee (Sn0ate-Texas) 1 000
B. Keys for Congress -comittse 4
C. Campaign to Elect Geraldine A.

Ferraro 430
D. Scheuer for Congress - 1978 0

TOTAL'$15

(3) $100 Contributions to House candidates-as disclosed

by Mr. Mott $700

TOTAL MOTT 1978 CONiTRIBUTIONS $27,100

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct such vio-
lations for a period of 30 days by informal methods of conference,
conciliation and persnasion. and by entering into a conciliation
agreement. 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (5) (A). If we are unable to reach



-03".

azaagremnt duintg that period, the Com"1i0it:10"M
fi~din ofprb~4 caseto bel is a violaio has

institute a civil.- go.. t in the UnitMt Rtatst4o ."it
soee, payment of a ivil penalty not. in ez*=ssw 0f 0he
of' $5000 or the anwt of the violation or, if a ki
willful violation is proved,, the greater of $10,000o
cent of the violation. 2 U.S.C. SS 4 37g (a) (5) (C), 437gtii

We enclose a conciliation agreement that this officel*A
prepared to recommuend to the Commission in settlement of , 4
matter. If you agree with the provisions of the encloviie411
ciliation agreement,, please sign and return it, along w *-he
civil penalty, to the Commuission within ten days. I vil w
recommend that the Commission approve the agreement.

If youa have any questions or suggestions for chang~ t.
the enclosed conciliation agreement, please contact Kah
Imig Perkins, the attorney assigned to this matter, at A
523-4175 within ten days of your receipt of this letter,..

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker

General Counsel

Enclosure

cc: Karen Kessler



6)~2 d rit a poRt6 a r. ism*

WleV f mioo -e -'.4t a 1witte COW~ A *I staff ama
E* Wa*r it your iftwas 6ti~on wFill jr ax-*,14y fut

Stewart R. mott

cc: Karen Kessler
I.Jfhn P. Hodgkin



Dear CAndiato i'A

Its pleased to be able to so"d you this egloe - ma=tia o h a
cmpatgn, for .Aisfal 0 ff9~bA IN C, e 0Y

I wish It coulE~heve beeft4*i I iiS W!eo ImeA

-- and I wish ft*40uld be 11!

my decision to' 40pport I P to cbem Wied an ftty factors prcXg
press repots , JiksonalNMt*W, and '* st es ly by t*~
Russ Hemway A the NaticoAl43=WittWe for SN(ffective
Carol Randles at the Women's Cmpaign Fund. I serve an the Ssv of06

t a0 .4 belpl -fto Wfond e Their -oounsk-tv wmt valu4lW -o .W-6

Primary considerations for ne in assessing your race ares

A SAN OIGN An KILITAR P=LCY
urn ED ~,~iv a l~uP~ A' 0 TATfl

EQUAL RIQIT FOR N AMW WOMU
CIVIL LIMNMflS, 28ol(!?AtT FiNlia OW SOWN

I hope you will continue Uto pfwtve jouteelf a Ai Wion 0
listed above; td be sad if Ypou dtsaou~ontedW a n any of E s

This donation might have beeft" largat were it hot for the- Uous~pd
visions of the go-called cttidgn finAnce "refox." laws (w~~
have favored?), which limit up ,total gIing to,- a ceiling of 00SOOObMh*y
From the enclbbed list you'll -seoe ihai"Im 'u sctching up a9UiIgt t** 'U6twIIstl
ceiling an4 that it's a very:04infel decisionL.,6 have to ]JU* 8 the~si"i @
MY gift to you*ti

I hope that once you're In tbeW96th'Cdfgress V11l be ablOWMoI-p #a46
many vays beyond this campaign 'gift. "I'm active with Mrayl.40 1=006ngas4
organizations which can asuibt yau in' your workv Foi

THE FUND FOR PEACE-Centet for Defense Information,. Cater fok X31'1.
secuities Studies, Center for Ditl.' !eveoito
Ift the Public Ineetradio progra.do

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF AMERICA
POPULATION INSTITUTE--Populaktion Action Council
POPULATION CRISIS COMMITTEE
FUND FOR CONSTITUTIONAL GOVENM-Almanac of American Paliti6a "64

Gov't. Project, military Audit Project

I 'm on the Board of Directors of each of these groups and can assure you
of their cooperation with you in your comittee work.

For the purpose of listing me in your FEC reports, use the address above
and list my ocuupation as "maverick".

Best wishes; I hope you win!

1;

0 _,-_,,



biK a A4131*0 nobUC413
N..
X&Oso 1.1yd Y1 qa& I seibna av

IX Th biAAs9 641-,o 9"ge I .baul' aoEsqMD a'n aW 4'tt IS a*buW~,,

bt.Zo hSN&Y3- 'AMA

Ca 2 23 3

Ag~ 4401 Y116 no wb4AIo&.f 2" tjU9 U*;, '~d b45@l"Vccis b018,11
Ct 5 atbod 100 Sr450

IoM~ rNSP~JA W4 o .q~wd 43Qwi-,A rIC kii J.."~*qa I I-Ii M I bri PaI

mi 6 Caut 250 3D 1 Dase 100
lb. ~ ~ ~ Ts or U~sW ~~W Y ~i5bt )h3LOv 1 'lT

I~ W~iint 3.0 R2~t~fS~,250
Nb 1 DyAj VK, 199 ~,Va 100

Total HOUSE-----------0".40

Tot4 r~e~~pt 'sy$ 2 4 #.950

§ 2 ~.4 i17z 2



!,*-.C 125 K St W 9V P Am:>) 1j7o? .8
Wasingos C20463

oq VM JV~U~$I ~t& "v2I ,4davtt~~ iscya
~~v OnIa I~j~ I i:.' )Adri4

for Congress fram Flint *I've felt that you 'we taei b~t~

You 'reta.Vf Imimetfew 4!' -fatiiee 4meint1 -ol aid eswraft"l I ts-

Nil,.I still find it odd that the SpoeCourt 1WR~AA'um,&iiina 1 wt Congress
~~4~~snJ awo 1oowNWW V'~~dsta ~*00~~ ~~6t ~~tige sW* to pass

ak 110g5v likiavgoIe u : or- 1*oiwaf rtmows L1Uiyf Ajto tkAm 1960 Presidential
candidate(s)9 then the Court--following the Duckley-Vale b"io'muuuAd upimid the
right of Congress 'to wriltev its owuFu1e 1o0o W;iR.l q 1H

To quote your letter, "the weight of big givers... .was .mw 21*n &rvense ofl fttility."
~u:: W~i16 -iJ~ne time V020t6e wie a1 aootrbtte 2000 lemaqo 9aoega h has

a jgwwiht: eSInN luwnce t thaa Ildo 4th; A4W@. 5@S~Aes4af Smith,- tho media.
expert# who'ls able to 'contribute his time-worth maybe $5-10#000. So dmAk aro we to
M 1t vIei~iryIaft Ooul, ZAN* Smith, 4wJos~mw, 1.6toklmeiny aP1N~ SMa Mg ly Graham

0 i; k i iiktwi YOQaIft 11M' Ant:: VuV4ths joU21&At Wieahumq o if Congress

As you kno4w, %.ill to-mAny dividtsa eleftts -go ilitbia-60tkgftl itVttIoane, humor,
integrity, elo~uence, compassion, foresight, craftiness, tenacity, good health,
bi'b~ads b"me itidkerfs wedo tents TV! tfi e iitCWta35s YOM ~J~ai money.
Iust bioiusel imey, is aeasuible-anld th~rtas ft VaNdstiwek fbrsiategtty.-then it's
Ok to legisl~te and j~ut limits'oKt monet. Bylg~a~g1liamfee~nrs

r limits TV time, xeroxing, paid staff, telephone banks, buttons--'%*ry single kind of
SPU9CA that co aithy.'

teor, I- think it' a~ afOSNOXIOS 'law th!W augfts Eftl mfrew b g6tnt control
over the entire political process in America. I think that if the American public
reilly aid, tralyL uivtiSstood thw cbfteqaemfes of M"" '74" " fl4ts 1Murd body of
regutlationi; and- bureauibracy, they'd *ot* againot! it.

meil, r appreciate, your suggestion that 1: help stoato-the;4 ahafbes-off, but I promise
you there's No WAY that I'Id drikka ofk encouraging -the ieilsetion. 6t, funds that preserves
and promotes and enshrines the Democratic Party and Republican Party as the two 0FFICIAN
political parties of the USA. Neither can I stobach the fact that the FEC is

* designed to be bi-partisan.

r am curious about your citation of $53 million from dooms, of $l0,000+ in 1972.
Those are all from individuals? None from PlC's or mati~waMdt4te groups like NCEC?
And does that figure count all political giftA or just f6dektal cmpaign gifts?
Without knowing the answer to this latter question . r oMLdftI t know the denominator
against which to measure the magnitude or percentage. I'm sending-a copy of your
letter (hope you don't mind) along with this reply, to Herb Alexandbr in the hopes
that he can give me fuller data. Or do you have it in your files?

I'm also curious about the role of fat-cats in politics as compared to the role of
fat-cats in philanthropy. is the profile of fat-cat giving in politics v ery much like
the profile of fat-cat giving in philanthropy? Or quite diff.orent? Maybe Jack Schwart:



ra; aWaiy wbes

my poliL

~aDoefe"aL*~~fe
W, C. C. Ntt can gIAWe $#5,000?

In your last paa oonst the'deem.,
education In t": W 100-,44 070'.0 hee lboa Ai

a 9dilU04Wsss Vietnam
*Woo, iliE*pA* evrjoy 160Yz 1fil 6 Ov'Z %$

~. ~a ml wiged
a year or tWI&1bu te tp w-618 eeW~e~W0~' m

3. mly anger at LWY 0 1 rion and Da Strauss for WyngtitjS4 y of the

01 0w *. ftWbdfIt~b loti A464040 e ~~at finance.
Tv~$wrdt~p~ ~ifO ~c~-r.c~mw.MILas~ztWstIA budget; You

5. The lack of pattji1"eWtfe5IOSS" x~two aro'~
6. The attot by Dab Strauss to divert f tamMc~v in OW40 ,ay off

* ens nti the Vv5wvr4bt&w.. - P-P4,;,d lo~it#~.i ~
ot vj 4 The Eebulw.6 @00te*A toAl &ift UWAM t~Cqe

so qdj i 2he IRN0 astan 12=1 -fm~koftV060hn49U~

*00 11 Lbove ageqoffit watrAlptisZt~

leadership ignore* the platform? I really can t ae* V"y anon
Aaqgpf f01Mvoting I flQ5W44 g,904 q9O ~UC

who

i2~IJ .. ~f( ~ (ELi,,.X~iE mawith

jj i' -quo$ t4gag arA IcW g5~fha Wig44 1 p1 e~a subject
~e~p~ yu ttba 'chr~fayJI ~ngtcd ~q~t t~ypa ~ Apc~~ ~in D.C.?

I ~ ! fnJ~ VT a.ill
Finally, if you don't mind having lunch with a cY~h5~# 9 O U
that I'm il!2l Neil, I sent~ou a copy of my 10/6/78 letter suarisixng my gifts

&*.oat**8u(,# jtoqw .1978 Mjg yg f fwo ways:

after tsending ~aA~ahs W 4 i~bIRff
days later thatj hW4qm _t,, Ku ai a year ago
and had-pledged'$500. to his, '78 re-olectLp- but I ha ~tg~naround to

payig sp.;S~ae t~ p~dg* As~ ~ a ~4e~ ap~~nq to your
outrageus ed 4ngeppuv* wv lVrI IM44 i Ar I

20 On.10/29/7aL tig r1*IAer I4 a ad oTm Hayd
and jane Fonda for a party which!I knew tpo bq, A a4 ~ *2 per person.
When I arrived, I offered a $100 bill at the door-for myself and three friends.
The doorkeepe tg4 mie, ~4*n' t need .py M $n~ f~~~or me. Not
until I vaw Ami4e di*& x V*xiv4 Ohak 0~ lowi4.ar 9r Dellurns!
So liaro*.4 madsa,.. "gift, In, tA p 9 MpooW; person Ie4Zac his kind
hospitalit-y as, my. boot for tbat~ wekor, so I ,guess 44agl

Pray tell, what should I do to return to tkhe side of-the.eg~e

If you can' t think of any way to cure my transgressions, I'll surrender at that lunch
we're going to have. Be sure to bring handxxffp!,

:~~b ~I*

i ~

aS V-1 a ci 
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Mr. Stewart-R L Irn.
800 Park Aveiu
NeW York, N.Y. 10021..

Dear Mr. Nott3

Based on, 5 on. 4~0
of carrying out. ic~~x~~oy
Election Coe
have violated WoAY
Campaign Act ofon'sn~ ~~
investigation was ~*rtedbo eerlf~t

withforer Owisiner voil 0. StAbur is, v±h4catedthat you had coumitted. certain vioatoi OfAhAt

Specifically, the Comtission has found reason to b*alievethat you may havj M eded the annual agogro",to. Coout~iutionlimitation for, candar yar 1978, 1 ... *41((11 C.F.R. S1llOS,.'' In addition, the 'Co*isuinijstgt
wheheryou coi~dexpenses -for-the tw ' ' di f foryohosted for -ad~to Jim Scheuert e'4 hei I50lhto

of 11 COF.R. S100.4(b) (4, Ne have*'IiMbered this gastr MUR 920.
Under the Act, you have an oppor7 tunity to dei0notratethat no action should be taken againot you. Pleage submit anyfactual or legal materials which'you believe are relevant tothe Commission's analysis of this matter. In particular,please provide the Commission with the total An ut of yourexpenses in connection with the two Scheuer fund-raisers andany records including cancelled checks and copies of invoicesin connection with those two events. Where appropriate, state-ments should be submitted under ath.

Since ely,

William T/.<O'daker
~UIO4General Counsel



Mr. Stewvart R. Jbtt
800 Park Avenue,
New York, N.Y. i0a21

Dear Mr. Mott:

Based on intormation soxwtM*4 in, the A ~*
of carrying out its .5 w~s~ f po bUb$#a
Election ts4) MSY
have. violatedce#$ t4 *$t
Campaign Act of 1tIM71# -as --oft 4 (tii~) !~~U *on s
investigation was gen11rato4 by referral. of, oa* Qrpndence
with former Coumissriozz 861 0. Sttabler;,n Ix& tiabyou indicated
that you had committed certain. viol. 4on Of the Acrt.

Specifically, the. Comission has 10ow&40aon. to believe
that you may have. ezcoooe4 the: anualag a ~rbtn
limitation for calendar yer1978 2US.C. 5441afi _ %),
11 C.F.R. S110,5, In addition, the COMm~sis tb 3nv igating
whether your combined e-qMK*nsas for the two- -fug~s- x yo
hosted for Candidate Jim Scheuer, 4eaee~e4 iic# =mtton
of 11 C.F.R. S100.4 (b) (4). we haive need-thin tpatter MbUR 920.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to d.mnstrate
that no action should be taken against you. Please su bmit any
factual or legal materials which'you believe are relevant to
the Commission's analysis of this matter. In particular,
please provide the Commission with the total amount of your
expenses in connection with the two Scheuer fund-raisers and
any records including cancelled checks and copies of invoices
in connection with those two events. Where appropriate, state-
ments should be submitted under oath.

Sincerely,.

William C. Oldaker
4OWU?104 General Counsel

%,,1 I



No

I. TNsxloris W. ns, Secretary to the ftdfto

Election Comuission, do her~by certify that on, Ay 14~

1979, the owsiodeeiedby a vote of 5 0o

adopt the following reou Odtiois, as set forth "in

the General Counsel's Report dated May 9, 1979, reqti

the above-captioned matter:

1. Find reason to believe that
Stewart Rawlings Mott may
have violated 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (3),
11 C.F.R. 5110.5 by making
contributions during calendar year
1978 in excess of the $25,000
limitation contained therein.

2. Approve and send the letter
attached to the above- named
report.

Voting for this determination were Coummissioners Aikons,

Wriedersdorf, Harris, M~dcGarry, and Tiernan.

Attesti

DateMajre!. mwn
Secretary to the Commission

Received in office of Commnission Secretary: 5-10-79, 11:23
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis! 5-10-79, 4:30
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Thank you.
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This matter vas initially before the commission on ?ebruw7 8,

1979 in the form of a Pre-]=R memorandum. The pre.mU was gemorated

by. referral from COnissioner Neel Stabler based upon his aospn

dece% with Stewart Mott. See 9enwrt1 Counsel' s ?reoMUR, Nsa*eW b

dated January 30,, 1979, and Attachments. After discussion, the

COmmiss ion voted to open an investigation in this matter to

determine:

1), Whether Mr. Mott exceeded the limitations of 2 U.S.C.
S442a() (1) IA) in his total 1978 contributions to Jim Scheuer;
and

2) The procise extent to which Stewart Rawlings Mott exceeded
FECA's $25,000 annual aggregate contribution limitation for
calendar year 1978, 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (3), 11 C.F.R. SllO.S.

Contributions to Candidate Jim Scheuer (1978)

As discussed in the Pre-MUR Memorandum (p. 4), Mr. Mott held

two fund-raisers for Jim Scheuer during 1978, one at each of two

Mott residences, one on October 12, 1978, and one on November 1,

1978. Mr. Mott states that h~e spent less than "the $500 ceiling"

on each event. However, Commission regulations limit expenses for

such residential fundraisers to "$500 with respect to an election,"

of a candidate. 11 C.F.R. SlOO.4(b)(4). Both Mott fune(Iraisers

would'appear to be in. ,connectUbn with -Repregentatiye Scheudr's general

election campaign since the New York primary was held on September

12, 1978. Thus, to the extent that Mr. Mott's "residential"



'~Aim os Za4toM.nott ,4 a

the Sobeast caapig in the a 1,i t of $450, on. Oatter
thrfore,r to the extent that thea 11'inia 9e*h

the $500. limitation by m6", than $550.0,X *O Ntt v4

hime exceeded the contribution limitation of 2 U.S.C. 14k1

(l) (A).

Therefore, the Of fios of General counsej recomnds that

the Comission send the attached letter to Stewart Ravling

Mott to determine the total amount spent on the two Scheuer

fund-raisers.

,$25,000, Annual, Contribution, Limitation

FECA and the Coummission' s regulations limit individual

contributions to no more than an aggregated $25,000 in any ,,0"lodar

year. 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (3), 11 C.F.R. S110.5. Mr. Mott's t~tal

annual contributions for the 1978 calendar year appear as follovs:

1) As shown on the Commission's G Index $24,050
2) 11af _ ot.eors2,5
3) $100 contributions to Huse candidates, ~ ,5

disclosed by Mr. Mott but not required
to be reported by candidates 700

4) Possible in-kind contributions to Jim
Scheuer?

TOTAL $816

Therefore, it appears that Mr. Mott has exceeded FECA's

$25,000 annual aggregate contribution limitation by $3,100 or

more. The Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commuission

find reason to believe that Stewart Rawlings Mott may have violated
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1. rind eaxon to believe that-Stewart Raviugs Ofttt ~I

have v oatd 2 U.SC. 5441ata) (3) 11 C.F.R, 510 .by

oontribttion during calendar year 1978 in 0=008 of the, $$210

limitAtion contained therein.

2. Approve and send the attached letter.

General Counsel

Attachments

Pre-NUR Matmorandum
Letter to Respondent



FEDERAL ELECTION Cmo
WS2 K STREET N.W
%WNTON,D.C. 20463

ARMUM

THE COMMISSION

Y,4M WILLIAM C. OLDN
GENERAL COUNa~

IBJCT: Pre-MUR referral fr aNeil S e
PICA Violations Reported by

On November 30, 1978, Neil Staeble' tev t Sc
of General Counsel a series of corre

4n Stewart Rawlings Mott. In some0n
M.Mott disclosed facts which he felt ions

Of PICA on his part. U~r. Staebler asked' tht tnra
Counsel review the correspondence "for whrtswer b it*t* you
think appropriate.

Mr. Mott outlines four possible PICA violations:,;

(1) Exceeding the $25,000 anna a-rgaicotbuto
limitation of 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (3),1 .~. 105
(2) Making a contribution in the Ana i of a*tb~r in
violation of 2 U.S.C. S44lf; 11 C.1FR. 10.()

(3) Not including in his computation of his yearly
contributions at least one of two fundraser hotefor Jim Scheuer at two of Mr. Mott's residences on
in N.Y City and one in D.C. Mr. M~ott states that "Coin
each event I spent less that[nJ (sic) the $500 ceiling
on 'invitations, food and beverages.'" 2 U.S.C. S431(e)
(5) (B), 11 C.F.R. S100. 4(b) (4) .

(4) Paying the salaries of his staff who do political
work for him - "preparing lists of prospective donees,
keeping records and accounts on my political participation,
planning parties, advising me on who I might donate to".
Is paying said salaries a political "contribution" which
should be included in the $25,000 annual limitation?

(0)V



A*~~~ ~ cotlw h

It is possible that Mr. MGott has *zcood the *25*Q0.0 A dee
aggregate contribution lim~itation of 2. U. S. C. 5S441a a) 1)W, ZCF
5110.5 for the calendar year 1978. Mr . M~ott's coatribuionRto
federal candidates for 1978, according to his own eal140l "
totalled $24,950 as of October, 1978. ,However,, Mr. M6tt's 0
guent calculations and correspondence with Mr. Staebler 44'.se
additional possible contributions totalling $4,240 as follIWS$,

Pledge to lborne Pell + $ S00
Return of contribution (Max Heller) - 100
Council for a Livable World + 100
DNC + 25
RNC + 15
Russ Hemenway + 500 (Contributions
Bella Abzug + 1,000 madwin 1977

but for 1978
election)

Women's Campaign Fund + 2,200 Loan

Mr. Mott is correct that the pledge to Claiborne Pell, if in the
form of a signed pledge card, is .considered under FECA to be a
contribution at the time that the pledge was made. See definition
of contribution at 2 U.S.C. 5431(e) (2), 11 C.F.R. SlW4(a) (3).
However, a review of reports filed on behalf of Claiborne Pell
disclosed no such pledge from Mr. Mott and no contribution from
Mr. Mott. This would seem' to indicate that the pledge was not in
writing unless the Pell reports are in error. if the pledge was
not in written form and signed by Mr.* Mott, it would not count
against his 1978 $25,000 limitation.

The $100 contribution to the Council for a Livable World
should be included in the 1978 total. However, it is interesting
to note that the reports filed by the Council for a Livable World
during 1978 do not disclose a $100 contribution from Mr. Mott.

The contributions made in 1977 to Hemenway/Abzug would also
be counted against the 1978 aggregate contribution limitation.
See 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (3), 11 C.F.R. SllO.4(b)(l). The special
party nominating convention for the 18th Congressional District
seat (the seat vacated by Mayor Koch) was held on January 15,
1978 and the special election was held on February 14, 1978.
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Reports filed on behalf of 3*13* Absug disolo. tw .$5*@,
butions from Stewart Hatt ini connection with theo It7 OXI
one on 12/16/77 and one on 1/26/7.8. Russell *ina~
disclose a $500 contribution from Stewart A. htton1
Therefore, this $1,500 would have to be included in Mr.,
1978 $25,000 limitation.

In addition, the loan to the Women's Campaign Fund *004 be
considered a contribution chargeable to the 1978 limitation vatiess
the loan was paid back during 1978. However, reports of th*
Women's Campaign Fund during this period (the loan was *up%$a--Wly
made on or about September 30, 1978) disclose no such loan"*=m
Mr. Mott. Indeed, the reports state that the Fund receivt4'no
loans at all from any source and no contribution or loan ftf
Mr. Mott. [Reports checked were the 30 Day Post-General Rleotion,
the 7 Day Pre-General Election and the September Monthly.) The%
Women's Campaign Fund, however, does maintain a OWCF Restrited
State and Local Account." If Mr. Mott's loan was deposit04 in
this account and not used in connection with a federal eleftion,
it would not count against his $25,000 limitation.

B. "Gift in the Name of Another"

The Federal Election Campaign Act prohibits a person from
making contributions in the name of another, permitting his name
to be used to effect such a contribution or accepting such,,a
contribution. 2 U.S.C. S44lf, 11 C.F.R. 5110.4(b). Mr. M~ott
asserts that since one Harold Willens paid $100 for Mr. Mott and
three friends to attend a political fund-raiser for -Ron Dellums
that Mr. Willens made a "contribution in the name of anothear"
to the Dellums campaign. On the contrary,, it would appear from
the facts that Mr. Willens made a contribution in his own name
to the Dellums campaign and a gift to Mr. Mott. Supporting this
analysis is the fact that the Dellum reports disclose only a
$1.00 contribution from Harold Willens and none from Stewart Mott.
Thus, Mr. Willens does not appear to have made a "contribution in
the name of another" - at least not in Stewart Mott's name to Ron
Dellums. Mr. Mott seems to have misinterpreted 2 U.S.C. 54.41f
and 11 C.F.R. 5110.4(b).

C. Candidate -Related Activities on Individual's Residential
Premises -2 U.S.C. S431(e) (5) (B), 11C.F.R. 5100.4(b) (4).

FECA excepts from the definition of "contribution"'
the use of real or personal property and the cost
of invitations, food, and beverages, voluntarily
provided by an individual to a candidate in rendering
voluntary personal services on the individual's
residential premises for candidate - related activites;



_1~ 4443$0
'aMon* at i faaL toeat" iiO RpV

' tako one of then out oe the"eGaia wse #
Oommr4: mSri , . Mott in in~ error in his assut~ that * ~~dual

Sonly have one, rtsidevioe. Black's La Oitioiary,4,aft#w York case statesn

eea 1person, ay have woplaces of residnet
* ~~ the city and conty Cu o0y n dmci

means living in a pariua locality, but 4I~enslivngin, that' locality with in;e~t
fixed and, permanet. home. esidence s~ply
bodily presence asa.n inhabitant, ina ±e
Bilack's Lawr Dictionary 1473 (4th edo 1951)

Thius, if Mr. Mott in, scm sense lived in eac Qi th ~ ~ tments,,
1~ech could be termed a "residence" for purposes of F 'Xi the re-

gulations.

However, the Coummission's regulations limit the exten -of this
exception to the definition of a contribution to a candidate to
an amount not exceeding "$500 with respect to an eloction," Mr.
M~ott states that he spent less than "the $500 ceiling"_ __

event. However, the limitation of 11 C.F.R. SI00. 4 (b)Rj "X4 A
cumulative amount not exceeding "$500 with respect to an oection"
on behalf of a candidate. Therefore, to the extent that, tbo.total

* of Mr. Mott's expenses in connection with 1978 elecio oa1ddate-
related activities (for any candidate) on his residentialt teises
exceed $500, such excess amount would constitute a "contribsution"
to be included in Mr. Mott's $25,000 annual total.

* Scheuer for Congress reports do disclose the two fundraisers
-one at "Home of Stewart Mott" - 122 Maryland Avenue, N.E.,
Washington, D.C." and one at "Suite Z403, Hampshire House, 150
Central Park South, NYC." The reports also disclose the $450
contribution from Mr. Mott which Mr. Mott also lists. If Mr. Mott's
"residential" expenses for Scheuer fund-raisers exceed the $500

~* ~~-*limit by more than $550, Mr. Mott would then have also exceeded the
contribution limitation of 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (1) (A).

Conclusion

The correspondence from Stewart Mott, then, discloses two
possible FECA violations - exceeding the $25,000 annual contribution
limitation for 1978 and exceeding the contribution limitation of
2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (1)(A) as outlined directly above. The tally is
as follows:



Stwaxt Nott' s tot4l U,* 74t
CLaiborne Po1 ll d f 10
Return - Max Holle
Council for a LiVbAM wo*1A ,
DNC
RNC
Russ Hemenway (Reported)
Bella AIbzug (Reported), + ~

* Women's Campaign Fund (Loao *,

(Not Reported)
Excess Spent on "Residential*V u t4 r

Sfor Jim Scheuer over:*$500
Total of Clear Contributions tar lg7

Thus, even giving benefit of the doubt it 60t0i
T4 butions and loans not reported, Mr. Mott Would ses,~

exceeded the $25,000 limitation of 2 U.S.C. 5441a(*)~ I-C).R
5110.5 for 1978.

The Office of General Counsel,, therefore acomonds-5that
the Commission open a I4UR and investigate tb* preoe 'Otnt to

Swhich Stewart Rawlings Mott exceeded FECA's *13 000 ann1)o1
aggregate contribution limitation and whether he oxooe~4the
limitation of 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (1) (A) in his total 1978 oontri-
butions to Jim Scheuer.

Attachments

1. Referral
2. Mott/Staebler Correspondence
3. Memo to File -Public Communications



Mr. Stewat R,3.. t.
800 Park Avenue -
New York, N. Y. 100~

Dear Hr. Nttta

Eased on in~ * *ftm erth
of carrying out :it*Election Ui~
Caapaign Act of )*171, -0 N~ i
investigation wasgenerasd by rof.o** ofywd~ence
with former Covai$4ibr, No-it. 0 f*ibr in whaoI, you Iicated
that you had coittkd, cortaia. violatio f h

Specifically, 'the Bou*ice b U*ua was to. beo*eve
that you may ha~e**e d 'the OM an a '1+t l
limitation for ca3*zC*41r yfa r : .
11 C.F.R. S110.5. Znadltion, the. Co~mi s~o w tgatingwhether your dob~s expenses fo tr woA*i
hosted for Candidate, Jim tcheuoar elR tei~lt ion

Under the Act,, you have an opportunity t*demonstrate
that no action should be taken against ou. P1*asw submit any
factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to
the Commnission' s analysis of this matter. In particular,
please provide the Commission with the total amount of your
expenses in connection with the two Scheuer fund-raisers and
any records including cancelled checks and copies of invoices
in connection with those two events.' Where appropriate, state-
ments should be submitted under oath.

sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
pT104, General Counsel



)

0I~t )

IMarjorie W. Emnse Secretary to the Pe*

x~ctoncemissiont do hereby cotf thatVU

1979, the Commissiodetersmiaed by a vote of 6-0

apoethe reco~nda*ion i as set forth in the I

General Colmsel's Report dated March 9, 1979, to

action pending the Ireport for Reports Analysis,,

ATTEST:

Date
Secretary to the Cot4#40R""

Received in office of Commission Secretary: Friday, 3-9-79, 2:38
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: Monday, 3-12-79, 4:30

Ot



fles.have the,:

aspn on -R 920 4fwb~st h S t m
46 howr tally basis.

flawk you.



'S -HAE: Stewar-t Rawlss*t

R=.SVMI STA?!1UT:, 2 U.S.C. 55g 4.41&a(I)(Ag4404.
11 C.F. R.S30.

ziirnz. PO~1S C1ECUD:

flDI&LAGWENS CHECKED:

GENEMTIOV 0r MATTER

On February 9v 1979, the Commission determined- to to EE*
investigate the precise extent to which Stewrt Rawlings Ibtt' 01101 ded
FECA's $25,000 annual aggregate contribution 1im64"ita 2 U.S.C.
S443a(a) (3) and whether he exceeded the limitation *it '2 .~ VoOC 441a

(a) (1) (A) in his total 1978 contributions to Jim SaOu.' we te
was brought to the attention of the Commission utlpn Al~IR *xa
from Neil Staebler.

The Office of General Counsel has requested the* a"Uta**tn Of.
the Reports Analysis Division in doing a "G-Index." :*rdp~ir searob
of contributions made by individuals named Mott. 1e~~lso
this search have not yet been sent to the Office of Gendkral Oowns'e1.
However, when the computer data is made available, we will forward
our additional analysis to the Commission.

RECOMMENDATION

Defer action, pending the report from Reports Analysis.
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T02, THE COMMISSION

VO4: WILLIAM C. OLDAK~A
GENERAL CON2J~ ~

SUBJECT: Pre-MUR referral fr mNeil Sta~lbt
FECA Violations Reported by Stewtaft

On November 30, 1978, Neil Staebler relfo; t~o odie
of General Counsel a series of correspondeo&7
:ad Stewart Rawlings Mott. in so of thi* V
Mr. Mott disclosed facts which he felt might pop"S*At V aion
of FECA on his part. Mr. Staebler asked'that: the Offioe iot O.eneral
Counsel review the correspondence "for whatewr disposit.06~you
think appropriate."

Mr. Mott outlines four possible FECA violations

(1) Exceeding the $25,000 annual aggregate contribution
limitation of 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (3),' 11 C.F.R. 310.-5.

(2) Making a contribution in the nam oft another in
violation of 2 U.S.C. S44lf; 11 C.F.R. 11-0.4(b).*

(3) Not including in his computation of his yearly
contributions at least one of two fund-raisers hosted
for Jim Scheuer at two of Mr. Mott's residences - one
in N.Y City and one in D.C. Mr. Mott states that "Coin
each event I spent less that[n] (sic) the $500 ceiling
on 'invitations, food and beverages.'" 2 U.S.C. S431(e)
(5) (B),j 11 C. F. R. S100. 4(b) (4).

(4) Paying the salaries of his staff who do political
work for him - "preparing lists of prospective donees,
keeping records and accounts on my political participation,
planning parties, advising me on who I night donate to".
Is paying said salaries a political "contribution" which
should be included in the $25,000 annual limitation?



1. 25, 000 AgM1aa Contribut'oA . Z3ttQ1

it is po Issible that Mr. 14ott has exceed the 023#00(O
aggregate contribution limitation of 2 U.S.C. S44la(&a) C())#',.tF.R.
5110.5 for the calendar year 1978. Mr. Nott's contrbuatia",-

federal candidates for 1978, according to hi ow ICUoz~

totalled $24,950 as of October,# 1978.. However, Mr, nott'S 6,#e

quent calculations and correspondence with Mr. Staebler 81*1olosed

additional possible contributions totalling $4,240 as folZ00t

Pledge to Claiborre Pe11 +$ 500

Return of contribution (Max Heller) - 100
council for a Livable World + 100

DNC + 25
RNC + 15
Russ ifemenway -+ 

500 (Contributions

Bella Abzug + 1,000 mad*. in 1977
but-,for 1978

... ... election)

Women's Campaign Fund + .2,200 Loan,

Mr. Mott is correct that the pledge to Claiborne Pell# if in Ithe

form of a signed pledge card, is considered under FECA to be a

contribution at the time that the pledge was made. See definition

of contribution at 2 U.S.C. S431(e) (2), 11 C.F.R. 5li74(a)(13).

However, a review of reports filed on behalf of Claiborne Poll

disclosed no such pledge from Mr. Mott and no contribution 'from

Mr. Mott. This would seem to indicate that the pledge was not in

writing unless the Pell reports are in error. if the pledge was

not in written form and signed by Mr. Mott, it would not count

against his 1978 $25,000 limitation.

The $100 contribution to the Council for a Livable World

should be included in the 1978 total. However, it is interesting

to note that the reports filed by the Council for a Livable World

during 1978 do not disclose a $100 contribution from Mr. Mott.

The contributions made in 1977 to Hernenway/Abzug would also

be counted against the 1978 aggregate contribution limitation.

See 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (3), 11 C.F.R. S110.4(b)(l). The special

party nominating convention for the 18th Congressional District

seat (the seat vacated by Mayor Koch) was held on January 15,

1978 and the special election was held on February 14, 1978.
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Reports filed'on behalf of Rella Abzug 'disclose two Sole-
butions from, Stewart Mott in ,ontnwt the 191710
ono on 12/16/77 and one on.1/26/76. 113sell 1-10114 '
disclose a $500 contribution from Stewart it. Mot on 12
Therefore, this $1,500 would have to be included in .
1978 $25,000 limitation.-

In addition, the loan to the Women's Campaign Fund. wQ)4 be
considered a contribution chargeable.to the 1978 limitation' voless
the loan was paid back during 1978. However, reports of tb
Women' s Campaign Fund during this period (the loan was NotpW Rwd y
made on or about September 30,. 1978) disclose no such loab
Mr. Mott. Indeed, the reports state that the Fund rece vSAo
loans at all from any source and no contribution or loan flo
Mr. Mott. [Reports checked were the 30 Day Post-General.3146tion,
the 7 Day Pre-General Election and the September Monthly* I , he
Women's Campaign Fund, however, does maintain a "WCF Restricted
State and Local Account.*" If Mr.* Mott' s loan was depopited.,in
this account and not used in connection with a federal .leot~on,
it would niot count against his $25,000 limitation.

B. '"Gift' in the Name of Another"

The Federal Election Campaign Act prohibits a person from
making contributions in the name of another, permitting his name
to be used to effect such a contribution or accepting such A
contribution. 2 U.S.C. S441fe 11 C.F.R. SllO.4(b). Mr. Mi~t
asserts that since one Harold Willens paid $100 for Mr. 064t and
three friends to attend a political fund-raiser for Ron Dellums
that Mr. Willens made a "contribution in the name of another*
to the Dellums campaign. On the contrary, it would appearfrom
the facts that Mr. Willens made a contribution in his own name
to the Dellums campaign and a gift to Mr. Mott. supporting this
analysis is the fact that the Dellum reports disclose only a
$1.00 contribution from Harold Willens and none from Stewart Mott.
Thus, Mr. Willens does not appear to have made a "contribution in
the name of another" - at least not in Stewart Mott's name to Ron
Dellums. Mr. Mott seems to have misinterpreted 2 U.S.C. S4.41f
and 11 C.F.R. S1lO.4(b).

C. Candidate - Related Activities on Individual's Residential

FECA excepts from the definition of "contribution"
the use of real or personal property and the cost
of invitations, food, and beverages, voluntarily
provided by an individual to a candidate in rendering
voluntary personal services on the individual's
residential premises for candiate - related activites;



6ff i;** and one a W "A'p*nt Ne# 4 1 AWol
take f the% Ou1t of 'esap t f

-oner 0. aot5 z~*tI b ia$ awptinyda
a"n Cony have one *s4*@ Ik'La Dit
*4 New' York case tttes

a petson iy~ wo p~lafts of *4"I t
th]~t And o#0Ihtz~y, :but only o~ne .wW X 7

means t~ S~jj n aL ParticulX jooalSity',b*
means livin# Sn-that1 loaiyWith, intent t o b % a
fixced andp~aqt hoe Res4idene siaop *ait*
'bodily presence' is an, iahabitant 'in a given, WI, ac...
Black's'Law ~i~o 1473 (4th ed. 1931).

"luse if.Mr. Mlott in slowmsvense, lived in each. of 4 to apartments,
each could be termed a "iresidence" for purpo ses of 111CA aid'the re-
gulations.

However, the Comission's regulations limit the extent of this
exception to the definition of a contribution to a candidate to
an amount not exceeding "$500 with respect to an election.", Mr.
Mott states that he spent less than "the $500 oiiq nec
event. However, the limitation of 11 C.F.R. 5100 4(b)1; A4 a
6ZRZ.iative amount not exceeding "$500 with respect to ama election"
on behalf of a candidate.. Therefore, to the extent; that the total
of Mr. Mott's expenses in connection with'1978 e1ectii caodidate-
related activities (for any candidate) on his residential premises
exceed $500, such excess amount would constitute a "contribution"
to be included in Mr. Mott's $25,000 annual total.,

Scheuer for Congress reports do disclose the two fundraisers
-one at "Home of Stewart Mott" - 122 Maryland Avenue, N.E.,
Washington, D.C." and one at "Suite 2403, Hampshire House, 150
Central Park South, NYC." The reports also disclose the $450
contribution from Mr. Mott which Mr. Mott also lists. If Mr. Mott's
"residential" expenses for Scheuer fund-raisers exceed the $500
limit by more than $550, Mr.,Mott would then have also exceeded the
contribution limitation of 2 U.S.C. S44la (a) (1) (A).

Conclusion

The correspondence from Stewart Mott, then, discloses two
possible FECA violations - exceeding the $25,000 annual contribution
limitation for 1978 and exceeding the contribution limitation of
2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (1) (A) as outlined directly above. The tally is
as follows:



Stewart Mott'* total I
Claibornea fi~l1eq
Return - Max Naller,
Council for a Livable,
DNC
RNC
Russ Hemenway (Reported)
Bella Abzug (Reported).
Women's campaign Fund tlaa)

(Not Reported)
Excess Spent on "fteN44*ntlal"
for Jim Scheuer over .$,.SO

Total of Clear Contributj*ns

Fimdrai*

for ~~*

Thus, even giving benef it of the doubt fo O*li*g*,q0ti
butions and loans not reported, Mr,, Mbtt'vouldse ti1 .
exceeded the $25,000 limitation of 2 U.S.C. S4441*(*)M ( X, C.F.R.
1110.5 for 1978.

The Office of General Counsel, theref, rc~u4~a
the Commission open a MUR and investigate the, precis. ext*ftt to
which Stewart Rawlings Mott exceeded FEC&'s, *25,000 Aaa,
aggregate contribution limitation and whether he exceedod the
limitation of 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (1) (A) in his total, 1978 contri-
butions to Jim Scheuer.

Attachments

Referral
Mott/Staebler Correspondence
Memo to File - Public Communications



WX~~Vi 410mw7

I,)rjorile V. 3uKmwS~ar to the 1rara1

3= StGeIM, certify tkat an Ottuw 8 1979t Ite~

dSM s by a wate of 4-1 to aptthe

aJmal, Co~us1e to ags a AM in tin~~cptom

invfstigate the pmciAe eotaft to which Stmtt ig

USSd Ias $25,000 awma1 agrgabe cam -u44

andi wther he -m eded the lxiaimof 2 U.S.C. S4a) )(A')
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U1WU14TO: CHRLES STZMRIZ

IRON: MARJORIE W.eNMW

FEBRUARY 1, 19.79

PRE MR 21 - Asterra1 ft~ *-12 ft*eI
Received in CS 1)449

The above-named document was circulated-,n

48 hour vote basis at 2:00, Januaryl3, vo P

Commuissioner Tiernan submitted anb o~ction,

at 3:47, February 1, 1979, thereby placing the matter

on the Executive Session Agenda for February 7, 1979.
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Prel imin~a Analysis

1. 25,000 Annual Contribution Limitation

it is possible that Mr. M4ott has exceed the $25,000 pl

aggregate contribution limitation of 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (3),U C.F.R.

S110.5 for the calendar year 1978. Mr. Mott's contributi~oS~to
federal candidates for 1978, according to his own calculat~a,

totalled $24,950 as of October, 1978. However, Mr. Mott's I b1e-

quent calculations and correspondence with Mr. Staebler diaelosed

additional possible contributions totalling $4,240 as followS:

Pledge to la-lbozmw Pell
Return of contribution (Max Heller)
Council for a Livable World
DNC
RNC
Russ Hemenway
Bella Abzug

Women's Campaign Fund

500
100
100+

+

+ 500 (Contributions
+ 1,000 made in 1977

but for 1978
election)

* 2,200 Loan

Mr. Mott is correct that the pledge to Claiborne Pell, 
if in the

form of a signed pledge card, is considered under FECA to be a

contribution at the time that the pledge was made. See definition

of contribution at 2 U.S.C. 5431(e) (2), 11 C.F.R. SlWA(a) (3).

However, a review of reports filed on behalf of Claiborne 
Poll

disclosed no such pledge from Mr. Mott and no contribution 
from

Mr. Mott. This would seem to indicate that the pledge was not in

writing unless the Pell reports are in error. If the pledge was

not in written form and signed by Mr. Mott, it would not count

against his 1978 $25,000 limitation.

The $100 contribution to the Council for a Livable 
World

should be included in the 1978 total. However, it is interesting

to note that the reports filed by the Council for a 
Livable World

during 1978 do not disclose a $100 contribution from 
Mr. Mott.

The contributions made in 1977 to Hemenway/Abzug would also

be counted against the 1978 aggregate contribution 
limitation.

See 2 U. S. C. S44la (a) (3) , 11 C. F. R. S110. 4(b) (1). The special

party nominating convention for the 18th Congressional 
District

seat (the seat vacated by Mayor Koch) was held on January 
15,

1978 and the special election was held on February 
14, 1978.



Reports filed on behalf of Bella Abzug disclose two $ 500, 't
butions from Stewart M~ott in connection with the 1978 *1
one on 12/16/77 and one on 1/2.6/78. Russell Hemenway's:
disclose a $500 contribution from Stewart R. Mott on 12/S,,
Therefore, this $1,500 would have to be included in Mr* oV
1978 $25,000 limitation.

In addition, the loan to the Women's Campaign Fund woul4 be

considered a contribution chargeable to the 1978 limitatiaa Ulnless
the loan was paid back during 1978. However, reports of the
Women's Campaign Fund during this period (the loan was suppoedly
made on or about September 30, 1978) disclose no such loan from
Mr. Mott. Indeed, the reports state that the Fund received no
loans at all from any source and no contribution or loan fzom
Mr. Mott. [Reports checked were the 30 Day Post-General Election,
the 7 Day Pre-General Election and the September Monthly.]I The
Women's Campaign Fund, however, does maintain a "WCF Restricted

r State and Local Account." If Mr. Mott's loan was deposited in
this account and not used in connection with a federal election,
it would not count against his $25,000 limitation.

B. "Gift in the Name of Another"

The Federal Election Campaign Act prohibits a person from
making contributions in the name of another, permitting his name
to be used to effect such a contribution or accepting such a
contribution. 2 U.S.C. S44lf, 11 C.F.R. 5110.4(b). Mr. M4ott
asserts that since one Harold Willens paid $100 for Mr. Mott and
three friends to attend a political fund-raiser for Ron Dellums
that Mr. Willens made a "contribution in the name of another"
to the Dellums campaign. On the contrary, it would appear from
the facts that Mr. Willens made a contribution in his own nae
to the Dellums campaign and a gift to Mr. Mott. Supporting this
analysis is the fact that the Dellum reports disclose only a
$100 contribution from Harold Willens and none from Stewart Nott.

ThUs, Mr. Willens does not appear to have made a "contribution in
the name of another" - at least not in Stewart Mott's name to Ron
Dellums. Mr. Mott seems to have misinterpreted 2 U.S.C. S4.4lf
and 11 C.F.R. SllO.4(b).

C. Candidate -Related Activities on Individual's Residential
Premises -2 U.S.C. S431(e) (5) (B) , 11 C.F.R. S100.4(b) (4).

FECA excepts from the definition of "contribution"
the use of real or personal property and the cost
of invitations, food, and beverages, voluntarily
provided by an individual to a candidate in rendering
voluntary personal services on the individual's
residential premises for candidate - related activites;



dimv Vali heokfik
"the oan~i4ate ftOi. '4 0$O',ttp

* ftio&' and one at 'his 11ftaily 'apa taI t~ i n ulw
take one of them out of the '"residential premis"a*
3Neever, Mr. Mott is in error In his assumptioatan ftida
can only have one resitace. Black's Law Dictiona&,qW*<~
a New York case states

a person may have two places of residence,. # atn
the city and country, but only one domieile. R"$ ahce
means living in a particular locality, but damt4i)*
means living in that locality with inteont tom** it a
f ixed and permanent home. Residence simply requjx**
bodily presence as an inhabitant in a given placesee
Black's Law Dictionary 1473 (4th ed. 1951).

Thus, if Mr. Mott in some sense lived in each of the two R~rtments,
each could be termed a "residence" for purposes of FECA and the re-
gulations.

However, the Commission's regulations limit the extent of this
exception to the definition of a contribution to a candidate to
an amount not exceeding "$500 with respect to an election.* Mr.
Mott states that he spent less than "the $500 ceiling" on each
event. However,, the limitation of 11 C.F.R. S100.4(b)(4)FIs a
cumulative amount not exceeding "$500 with respect to an election"
on behalf of a candidate. Therefore, to the extent that the total
of Mr. Mott's expenses in connection with 1978 election candidate
related activities (for any candidate) on his residential premises
exceed $500, such excess amount would constitute a "contribution"
to be included in Mr. Mott's $25,000 annual total.

Scheuer for Congress reports do disclose the two fundraisers
-one at "Home of Stewart Mott" - 122 Maryland Avenue,, N.E.,
Washington, D.C." and one at "Suite 2403, Hampshire House, 150
Central Park South, NYC." The reports also disclose the $450
contribution from Mr. Mott which Mr. Mott also lists. If Mr. Mott's
"residential" expenses for Scheuer fund-raisers exceed the $500
limit by more than $550, Mr. Mott would then have also exceeded the
contribution limitation of 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (1) (A).

Conclusion

The correspondence from Stewart Mott, then, discloses two
possible FECA violations - exceeding the $25,000 annual contribution
limitation for 1978 and exceeding the contribution limitation of
2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (1)(A) as outlined directly above. The tally is
as follows:



Stewart Mott 's total, 4,1079.)
Claiborne Po11 Pledge. jaVbt
Return - Max Holler
Council for a Livable Ubrld (Wtt'"1-1
DNC
RNC
Russ Hemenway (Reported)
Bella Abzug (Reported)
Women's Campaign Fund (Loan)

(Not Reported)
Excess Spent on "Residential" Fura4ratser
for Jim Scheuer over $000

Total of Clear Contributions for 1976i

+

47-4 3w0
Thus, even giving benefit of the doubt fox plde cNK ontri-

butions and loans not reported, Mr. Mott would.se ohv
exceeded the $25,000 limitation of 2 U.S.C. 54.41a (a) (3), 11 C.FP.R.
5110.5 for 1978.

The Office of General Counsel, therefore, recoimend that
the Commission open a MUR and investigate the precise extent to
which Stewart Rawlings Mott exceeded FECA's *25,000 annual
aggregate contribution limitation and whether he exceeded the
limitation of 2 U.s.c. S44la(a) (1) (A) in his total 1978 contri-
butions to Jim Scheuer.

Attachments

1. Referral
2. Mott/Staebler Correspondence
3. Memo to File - Public Communications
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ATTACUUD CORMZSPONDENMC

Attachd please find copies Wof recent correspon-
dence.1 haVe had with Mr. Stewazt Mott regarding
his Possible invOlvement in Viol~ations of the Act.'

I am referring it to you for whatever disposition
you think appropriate. I will forward any additional
information I receive to your office.



*This refers to you ter of oveab*t A 6414 , 1
concerning. your iovi~t in pq#-Obte ViOlat***s bfthe
Federal ElotiftaM ti",4 471 on A#~*sm
specifically 'I~A *
limitation contaiv~ed in 2 .'S*'C. j44-141(a) (3). I
Commission appreciates aind encourages your efforts to
voluntarily comply with the Act.

In order to expedite the handling of this matter, we request
that you compile a -list of all contributions Whdh YOU
believe may ha1ve plaqed -you in violation of the Ot,1:00
annual limitation, inclU44inq any contributions to4 ohdidates
for Federal oicduig1977o298,ih wae,~~4
with respect to the 1978 election,-as veil as couitkibutions
made during calendar year 19,78 to the p"litical, amittees

*established and maintained by a national politict prty or
to any other multicandidate-political committee.

Upon receipt of this information, the Commission will muake
a determination as to the existence of any and all Violations
of the Act.

Neil telr



New YorkNt

whiich you
Itemw raised, 14 qur'tW6 ltters 41fphns z08,
hctie.5541.2289

so that we can:aac ourdsuain~eradj *n
together:

WAP (1) You find it aoiusthat,,the. Suprem Court ruled
it constitutional to limait money donations Ibutl not volunteer

* time. Did you notice that the Court ruled that theme 604ld
be no limit Ich' Iifpendent, expenditures,. 1*uhi it equates
with volunteer. tImW.? Its reasoning on donattW. s thkt
this is not isolely your -own expression, as : i x
penditures On your volunteer activity would be, but, involves
other considerations which,;the Courit spejled out: as waxoant-

*ing control, largely on the basis that mxny can be ted
when many, people pool it and it turns into a ditftzwet "hing
than when spent by'an individual or when an. Individual con-
tributes time.

(2) You refer to the possibility that entertainers, and
other professionals might contribute tine which has very con-
siderable value and you ask why they shouldn't be equalized.
You will note that the Comnission has rrade sane move in this
direction by recognizing that the corrinrcial value of enter-
tainment, like the comumercial value of gifts in kind, such as
works of art, be recognized as contributions.

(3) You wonder whether the weight of big givers really
conveys a sense of futility to smll givers and you wonder
whether the profile of' fat-cat giving in politics may resemble

W( #



Pb.'.stewar WWipIVo1

fat-cat giving in philanthropy. In philanthropy, W
that every contribution fran a big contributor at
other contributors, since people are not in
for the outcane but are concerned only with the
purpose of the philanthropy. Note that in politic,
is ccxipetition for the mind and political 'Intentin0, A

~~ candidates. I thinkc there Is actually less cpt~~'~ ~than the public thinks there Is and the press cons*
suggests. The impression people have is that cn1*
can be influenced by large contributions. This is

Strue as far as accessibility is concerned and Smll 61V4Zu
are well aware of this. However,, large contributors WO
generally not so rpaive that they think that they wiU_ 4he
a person's thinking with a check; rather, they give, dPOI*-
to those whose thinking they agree with and hope to eeli
office. But small contributors are inclined to accept the.

press version of influence and the larger the contributitlz IW (particularly in the days when there was no limit) had, a
very distressing effect as I discovered in the thousands,
of hours I have spent in raising money. I estimate that a,
third of my time in politics has been spent raising nTy

(14) You hve done well to send m letter to Het
Alexander. The figure of $53 million from donors of $10,000
and over in 1972 is his. These were presumably from afl
sources, individuals or groups, but there were not mny ,PACS
in 1972.

(5) Your approach to political parties is a very static
one: they were b ad in the past, therefore to hell with them).
My approach has been that they were awful in the past and
that we daxmed well better work on them to inprove them.
Part of our time when we get together ought to be given to
a picture of how the Parties behaved in. the period when I
first got well acquainted postwar. The first reforms in the
Democratic Party came at the 1952 convention when a group of
us young Turks tried to break down some of the practices and
failed. The next wave of reform occurred when we managed to
elect Paul Butler as national chairman and he set up a comittee
on organization; we had to call it "ognzain then because

-~reform was a dirty word. You seem to takJe the present state
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of the Parties as a given; on the cntrary, the, Dm
cratic 'Party is very nuch open to reform and I mand
the Republican can be changed.

(6) Do you visualize politics without smm so?
agsresating, device such as a political party? What-
do for a Party -until a new and satisfying cmw comp~
or one of the old ones is reformd?

I'U1 look forward with pleasure to our chance I
together.

Sincerely,

Neil Staebler

- ~mmJ

7
17UW
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"contmtio o .lIA/7 Utr-

wr 'Ac w~* t66 on 11/4j Z, eam afosoI *30 titoan t, 1
which are sub~stantial, 'and. I might as well maiti**n two oths
teAmber that my 10/6/74 zot totalled ' $24 OMO. well,* coo oa
oeint back his' $100 saying. 1.4didnIt need, or ve* it4ht 4a
'But I had forgotten a $100 M~un to the Counail for a Livable Wft
bothered to list $25 to thi wC and $15 to the RNC (I like tor
so my presumed total was $X4#990. But herewith the mix tranrolt

1. The $500 pledge to Poll ntioned in my 1.1/4 letter.

2. The $100 (lift on my behalf by Harold Willens to lion Dellums.

U~iz, You'll1

waxw Weller, -
ft~ to $24,850.
41 I adn't
*ir Mailings),,

3. In 1977.I gave $500 each.,to Russ Hemenway and Bella Abaugj tohlpt ekte
1IM C.D. nomination for the vacant Koch seat. Then when Bella wmn the namination,,
gave her an additional $500 in afamur '78. Total of $1500., The agwonwh

helped me prepare the 10/6/78 list, Karen Kessler, had not jeajjaad tbatt the, $1500
counted toward my 1978 ceiling of $25,000. The people who supplied her with my records,
John Hodgkin and Gertrude Myers, had not flagged the amounts. Russ emnway, who sat
with me on 10/6 to plan the final donations, didn't remember it. I didn't remember it.
on a scale of 1-10, in terms of familiarity with the law and awareness of its provisions
I reckon you'd rate Russ and me at 9, John at 7, Gertrude at 5, Karen (who's new on my
staff) at 2. we're all guilty as hell. Karen didn't know the difference, being new,
but Russ and I know the law well enough to realize that the by-election totals count
toward the calendar year totals;~ so we both violated the law! Incidentally, had the
by-election taken place in December 1977, there would have been no violation, right?
That sure is a funny, funny law you administer# Neil.

4. Last Friday I did a financial review of my Balance Sheet for 9/30/78 and discovered
a startling item: Accounts Receivable, Women's Campaign Fund: $2200. I asked my CPA $
tax advisor staffer, John Hodgkin, to explain it to me. Well, it seems that my bookeepe
Gertrude Myers, who has been a very active volunteer on behalf of the Women's Campaign
Fund, helped run a benefit party here in NYC to raise $$$ for WCF. And, as is normal fo
groups that I support, money was advanced from my bank account to WCF as "front money" t
pay for stamps, printing bills, a paid staffer, and other miscellany to get the benefit
party under way. Subsequently, as donations flowed in for the benefit, the advanced $22
was repaid to my bank account. All this took place with only a peripheral awareness on
part. Why? Because it's the normal way I help groups I support. I'm in the "business"
of philanthropy and public service and it's a very ordinary thing for me to advance mone
in that way. But OOPS, when I do it for a political committee, all of a sudden it's
illegal. I forgot. Gertrude and John Hodgkin forgot. We didn't remember that the
haunting presence of John Gardner, Common Cause, the FEC, and Supreme Court (& Congress)
were all right behind our tracks and would find the whole lot of us ILLEGAL. Damn!
I frankly didn't know about it until four days ago. I hasten to report myself and turn
myself in. Got the handcuffs ready?

5. A minor item. I gave two fund-raisers for Jim Scheuer in appreciation for all he has
done to advance the cause of population in Congress. one was at my D.C. home & office
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9"eil, *a s Ollfint. od th t 'th t murm Qt o~4SA a oes

could limit donations to $1000 per candidate pw .1ectil~ Veite to pass
a law limuiting the nmber of volunteer hours I might expernd t0 th 0 *residential
candidate Cs), then the Court-following the Buckloy-Valeo, logic..-wou uphold the
right of Congress to write its own rules once- apta4.

To quote your letter,, "the weight of big givers..owas ooi. at~ on" Of futility."
Well, Mary Jones,, the volunteer vho can oontxibute 1,000, haws~ to a oaign, she has
a bigger weight and influence than I do with a $1000. So &*s Jack Sutth, the media
expert, who's able to contribute his time--worth maybe $5-10,000. go what are we to
do with Mary Jones, Jack Smith, John Denver,, George Meaziy, Fri~k Sinatra, Billy Grahar
or even Miss Lillian? EQUALIZE THEM ALL? Cut them off at the kneps? And if Congress
wrote such rules,, the Court would uphold them and you would enforce theft?

As you know, Neil, so many diverse elements go into a campaigns intelligence, humor,
integrity, eloquence, compassion, foresight, craftiness, tenacity, good health,
billboards, bumper stickers, endorsements, TV time, editorials..... ,,and money.
Just because money is measurable--and there's no yardstick for integrity--then it's
OK to legislate and put limits on money. By legislating/limiting money, Congress
limits TV time, xeroxing, paid staff, telephone banks, buttons--every tingle kind of
SPEECH that costs money.

Yes, I think it's an OBNOXIOUS law that augurs for more and more government control
over the entire political process in America. I-think that if the American public
really and truly understood the consequences of FECA'74 and its absurd body of
regulations and bureaucracy, they'd vote against it.

Neil, I appreciate your suggestion that I help promote the $1 check-off, but I promise
you there's No WAY that I'd dream of encouraging the collection of funds that preserve@ and promotes and enshrines the Democratic Party and Republican Party as the two OFFIC]
political parties of the USA. Neither can I stomach the fact that the FEC is
designed to be bi-partisan.

I am curious about your citation of $53 million from donors of $10,000+ in 1972.
Those are all from individuals? None from PAC's or multi-candidate groups like NCEC?C) And does that figure count all political gifts or just federal campaign gifts?
Without knowing the answer to this latter question, I couldn't know the denominator
against which to measure the magnitude or percentage. I'm sending-a copy of your
letter (hope you don't mind) along with this reply,, to Herb Alexander in the hopes,
that he can give me fuller data. or do you have it in your files?

I'm also curious about the role of fat-cats in politics as compared to the role of

67V fat-cats in philanthropy. Is the profile of fat-cat giving in politics very much lik(
the profile of fat-cat giving in philanthropy? Or quite different? Maybe Jack Schwa.
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Why should I--or the millions of Americans who, witsiesN4 many of these events--
have any respect for the two national parties? Syshould anyone bust his/her ass to
to develop reasonab1./Pwogr*ss ive platformsL at' tbu t ia covbiowiswhen elec ted
leadership, ignores the platfoems? I really ca' e h noe4 -'younger who
began voting t1 the 1960's would give a hoot or a holler about the DIIC or RNC.

Having "taken you on" with these remarks, I realize that I've challenged you with
questions and coxmments that might take a whole book for reply. Rather than subject
you to that chore, may I instead offer to take you to lunch next time I'm in D.C.?I

Finally, if you don't mind having lunch with a criminal, I must confoe to you
that I'm illegal. Neil, I sent you a copy of my 10/6/78 letter summiarizing my gifts
to 1978 candidates, a total of $24,950. Alas and alac I'm illegal in two ways:

1. After sending all those checks and coumposing that letter,, I rmewbered several
days later that I had been at a fund-raiser for Claiborne Pell about a year ago
and had pledged $500 to his '78 re-election; but I had never gotten around to
paying up. Since the pledge is equivalent to a contribution according to your
outrageous and ingenious law, I'm illegal.

2. On 10/29/78 I was meeting Harold Willens in Santa Monica at the home of Tom Hayd
and Jane Fonda for a party which I knew to be a fund-raiser at $25 per person.
When I arrived, I offered a $100 bill at the door for myself and three friends.
The doorkeeper told me I didn't need to pay since Harold had paid for me. Not
until I was inside did I realize that it was a fund-raiser for Ron Dellums!
So Harold made a "gift in the name of another Person" and I accepted his kind
hospitality as my host for that weekend, so I guess we're both illegal.

Pray tell, what should I do to return to the side of the angels?

If you can't think of any way to cure my transgressions, I'll surrender at that lunch
we're going to have. Be sure to bring handcuffs!
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'Awsh it cOul b lrg

14y decision to support you has been based on =mny fa&torssvt.
press reportsp personal contact1 and -most especially br h
Russ H emenvay at the Rational, Comittee for an If fotiveOpEI
Carol Randles at the Women's Campaign Fund, I serve on the BRaX4J
and helped to found VCa. Their counsel is most valuable to wi, ve

Primary considerations for me in asseasing your race are#

A SANE TORM= AND MILITARY POLICY
=0 NE FOR WORLWIDE COMTXWCPTII ABORIN PXXWANS

EQUAL RIGHTS FOR SWN AND WOMEN
CIVIL LIBERIES, ESPECIALLY ?=REDON4 OF SPEEC

I hope you will continue to prove yourself a champion of th oonw#
listed above; I'd be sad if you disappointed me on any of these iselvk,

This donation might have been larger were it not for the.o. s~u pe
visions of the so-called campaign finance "reform" laws (wich~ mauy&
have favored?) which limit my total giving to a ceiling of $25,000O awalyW
From the enclosed list you'll see that I'm scratching up against the '.~mcat"
ceiling and that it's a very painful decision to have to limit the sift6
my gift to you.

I hope that once you're in the 96th Congress I'll be able to help yoiaiI
many ways beyond this campaign gift. I 'm active with many Washi 111I4s
organizations which can assist you in your work:

THE FUND FOR PEACE--Center for Defense Information, Center for Nat4 1.
Securities Studies, Center for Intl. Development#
In the Public Interest radio program.

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF AMERICA
POPULATION INSTITUTE--Population Action Council
POPULATION CRISIS COMMITTEE
FUND FOR CONSTITUTION4AL GOVERNMENT--Almanac of American Politics, Honest

Gov 't. Project, Military Audit Project

I'm on the Board of Directors of each of these groups and can assure you
of their cooperation with you in your committee work.

For the purpose of listing me in your FEC reports, use the address above
and list my occupation as "maverick".

Best wishes; I hope you win!
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Kostamayer
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Daschle
Nckhardt
Frost
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Ct 5
Ga 6
Il 10
11 22
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Ma 5
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Ml. 3
t41 6
Mn 3
Mt 1
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Ifatchford

IBaokin
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Shannon
14&voules
Volpe
Carr
Freeman
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Dyas *

900
100
450
900
3.00
100
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300
450
2.00
100
450
250
100
100
100

NY
NY
NY
NY
MY
NIC
Oh
Pa
Pa,
Pa
SC
SC
SD
TX
TX
Va.
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DATE: 12/5/78

I received a phone call f rom Kathy Ilaesslor an employee of $
Her phone, timber to Z12/421-15 She ha4 a ubr#fq te
individual contribution Limitations4 as Vell as questlou8s cofte it
cohstitutes a political Contribution.

Listed below are the questions she asked and a synopsis of our Aiwwut out each.

1. Mr. Mott allows hi. office apace and supplies (she believes t Is corporate
business space) to be, , used by the Women' Cs ampaign Fund. He bills tbee rental
fee and for the supplies they use. She4v wanted to know If this debt, wh-O* it
is outstanding, would be considered a contribution from Mr. Mott. The Woen'Is
Campaign Fund has payed them back and they did so in a timely maIr told her
it would not be considered a contribution If they fnllowed the requiremnts set
forth in 114.9(d), which apparently they have. (I spoke with her later in the day
and she checked with the Women C.F. and they told her they had pa'idall of those
rental fees to Mr. Mott from their State committee(I had asked Kathm iff the W.C.F.
had been reporting the money owed to Mott '-.as a debt for an account payable, since it
was in excess of 500, the amount being $6000). 1 told her this was pe*,sssble
as long as the activity that occurred then was not for Federal, othetwise i1t should
have been allocated. So the way things currently stand this would not be a
contribution" in either case.

2. She and a Mr. Hobziki (sp?) (who also was on the line) read 100.4(3) and
they were under the impression that a pledge was a contribution even if it was
never called. I told them that it was a contribution as lcngas it was outstanding
adthat it would count against contribution limits. But if the cmte. choosesnot to honor the pledge it would no longer be considered such (I doubled checked

with Judy). I told them it would be best to get something from the committee
in writing that they plan not to call the pledge.

3. They wanted to know if the $500 amount that is exempt from the contribution
definition for a party in one's own home, would apply to each home a person

Zoe= owned. I read them 100.4(b)(4) and explained that an individual may spend up
to $500, per candidate, per el'ction, for food, beverages etc. in connection
with a campagin related activity in his home (no matter how many homes he has!).
Anything over this amount, per cnadidate, per election, would have to be reimbursed
or considered a contribution.
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gn ulch help they 04we to Federal candidates would be considered An in-kind

contribu*tioni fro's Xr,. Not t s ince they are on his payroll when they do .this

>94 work ,, to ~h-i not rei;bursod by the candidates. The, amomnt of work they

d #o. tr Varion cddae would have to Weallocated. to additod whe*n, they do

fundraisers for Pedral'candidates, and perems pass their chocks through Mr. Mott,

he techincally should be reporting in letter form , that he is acting*as a conduit

jaccording to 110.6(c)(1).

Her closing remarks vere that Mr. Mott was hoping to have violated the law by

having made excessive contributions. She added that any of the possible violations

we discussed such as the in-.kinds, baveL-... unintentional. They were Juast going

through the records checking on his yearly limit and trying to figure 
out

how much he had actually contributed in 77 and 78.

She said that Mr. Mott hoped to be the "first U.S. political ,prisoner". 
She

also told me that he had written a letter to Neil Staebler outlining all of his

activities and that he was meeting with Mr. Staebler for lunch 
on 12/6.

She was unaware that Mr. Staebler was no longer acting as a Commissioner.

I mentioned to her that there also could be ramifications for the candidates

who accepted their services without reporting or paying for them.

She was very polite and interested throughout our conversations. 
She said that

Mr. Mott does not think much of the law.
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Business political action com-

mittees In 1976 made a majo new ef-
fort to influence the results ot the con-
gressional elections, according to a
study by Common Cause.

Corporate and business trade
association political committees con-
tributed more than $7.1 million to Con-
gressional candidates, a $4.6 million
increase from the total they donated In
1974.

The number of businesses con-
tributing went up dramatically.

r ~
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Approximately 400 copWati041 s
tablished new political committee in
1976 and 1976. Adding in the groups
previously established, the total
number of corporations with Com-
mittees was about 500.

These results were contained in a
massive study of all interest group and
political party contribotions to 1976
congressional and Presidential primary
candidates, released by the self-
described public citisoes lobbying
organization Jan. 17.

Th~t9~*IW#9dthat the
Crews In buslueso contribution5 .
the ostoou example of aget
trend towards increased polil:.,'
sv du04 spociat interest gro
C*r~l, inturet groups donated
record 822.0 million to 1976 c.
didates, 1a twice the $12.5 nmilLV
given IIn, 1#740'

The 0 ~n in special inter,
Mone Iy helped flinance an even Il,
Increase int total spending by rt
gressional candidates. In all. V,
general election candidates for K~.,
and Senate seats spent $99 millint,
their campaigns. A total of86H.
candidates spent about $61 mill,%
while o4 Senate aspirants shelled t,
around $38 million.

In 1974, spending in the c.
gressional general elections totaled!
million-$s.I million in House ra.
and $28.9 million in Senate conteo

Labor
Despite the substantial inerea..

spending by business groups, Iai
union political groups continued to
the largest source of contributi
among special interest groups. V
the largest share coming from
national and state Committeeg-
Political Education (COPEs) of
AFL-CIO, labor Political commit'
contributed a total of $8.2 millioi
candidates, a $2 million increase
the 1974 figure.

.As in 1974. the American Mec
Association (AMA) was the lar

sigecontributor. Political at
committees of the AMA gave $I.-
879 in the 1976 elections, up from
million in 1974. Political committe
another organization of he
professionals, the American Di
Association, were twelfth on the li
leading contributors, rgiving $ ("

Union political committee',
counted for six of the top dozen
tributors. The COPEs were third.
ing $996,910 to candidates.
behind were the maritime u

($979,691) and the United
WVorkers ($845,939).

The size of the maritime
contributions attracted subst
media interest during 19Th'.

Coepm'"114 19"S CONOWSSONHM @UMMt P4.
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New York Special House Races
After losing narrowly in a Democratic Party convention, former Rep.

Bella S. Abzug (1971-77) appears to have won in court the Democratic

nomination for the House seat vacated by New York City Mayor Edward 1.

Koch. State assemblyman Louis Nine also was selected at a different party

convention as the choice of party regulars to fill the House seat of Deputy
Mayor Herman Badillo.

Although both districts have heavy Democratic majorities, because of

the possibility for a further appeal in Abzug's case and independent can-

didates in Nine's, neither is assured of victory in the Feb . 14%pecial election.

The contest to succeed Koch attracted 10 candidates who sought the en-

dorsement of 980 party committee members at a Jan. 15 convention in what

is called the Silk Stocking District on Manhattan's East Side. Abzug, who

represented the West Side for three terms, led former city councilman Carter

Burden on the first two ballots, but she did not receive the necessary ma-

jority. On the third ballot Burden was declared the winner with 50.29 per

cent of the weighted vote. But six ballots-all for Abzug-were declared in-

eligible and not included in her total.
At a court hearing Jan. 18, a state supreme court justice ruled that the

disputed ballots should be included, giving Abzug the nomination with 50.0.3

per cent. Burden may decide to appeal the decision.
Abzug left the House in 1976 to run for the Senate. She was narrowly

defeated in the primary by Sen. Daniel Patrick Moynihan. In 1977 she also

lost the mayoral primary to Koch.
The Republican nomninee is S. William Green, a former regional director

for the Housing and Urban Development Department.
In the 21st District, located in the South Bronx, Democratic chairman

Patrick J. Cunningham prevailed over the Jan. 11 meeting of the Bronx

Democratic executive committee. Although ftrii3WlM Valez, a former city

councilman, won an advisory vote of the committee members from the dis-

trict, Cunningham's choice, Nine, was chosen by the full committee, made

up largely of members loyal to the regular party organization.
But because of intense intra-party rivalries, Nine will be opposed by at

least two other Democratic candidates running as independents. Badallo,

who represented this predominantly Puerto Rican district since 1971, is sup-

porting State Sen. Robert Garcia. Garcia is expected to receive the

Republican and Liberal Party endorsements as well.
Valez, who ran against Badillo in the 1976 Democratic primary, will

also be a candidate, running as an independent.
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BILL OLDAXER7
NEIL STAERLER

ATTACED CORRESPONDURCI

&bttSc)e4 please find copies of recent cortospon-
4h~o~ bs hd with Mr. Stewart Mott regardiag.

l~is psble involvement in violations of the-hct.

I an referring it to you for whatever disposition
yo%4 think appropriate. I will forward any additional
information I receive to your office.

t10~I:



Mr *Stwat* )ftt
800 Park AV*1
Mev Y~ror.4k, I-00*1 ~*1

Dear Stewart:'

This refoe to your~ lottr- Of,0~~ 4 on4 -197
concerning.yj i0 ' Z#!kV t WWIN'"t* ;$QM s Of tbe
Federal e~%Q A
specifically the * t i ~ tOn.
limitation contained ihi 2 U*S C. S4'4L&(a)'(3)0 ttte1
commission appreciates# and *ftouraR*S Your efetst
voluntarily comly with the Act.

In order to expedite the-handling of this matter, we request
that you comapile a It rof' all ontr~bqt4n v4by*W
believe may have plaaed YOU in, violation1 6f OW $25.00
annual 1limitation, inoludingq nlycotitint addts
for Federal office during, 1977 or 1978 which *v", madewith respect to the 19718 Olqct'i-on* aswl %butifns
made during calendar yea 1978 t6 the politiws4 uivjttees
established and maintained by a national political party or
to any other multicandidate political cm mittee

Upon receipt of this information, the Cormmissioni will make
a determination as to the existence of any and all violations
of the Act.

I



Mr. tub
800wak Avenm

New York, N. Y . W

Dewr Steuat:

which you weP .A,(* *nOZ t*9
itemw raised i W1ts ~ am~ of
hw 554I-2289.

so that we can advanc our w, usi~ .U SIM M readi ly W?*Ih WEgt
together:

* ~~~~(1) YOU tind it *nuAlosttthe &p'r~ ov ue
it constitutional to limit money donations tut not "emer
time. Did you notice Uth& the ftt MW3* ttat t " ald
be no limit. On indepedoht.. It-n2tus 0~4 it A"
with volunteer ti*? Ito reasoningron fbt±~tSj&% *
this is not solely yaowa exprmsion, asnx

penitre onyor oltee Activity wu4 Uat' inwolves
other conieros wt410, the Co~it spelled a Ur,4i
ing control, largely on- the basbisthat moe caWr e
when many people pool It -and It turns Into A bi~etting
than when spent by -an individual or when an Individkza1 con-
tributes time.

(2) You refer to the possibility that entertainers and
*other professionals migbt contribute time. which has very con-

siderable value and you ask why they shouldn't be equal.ized.
You will note that the Cootnssion has made saine move in this
direction by recognizing that the caumnrcial value of enter-
tainment, like the cannercial value of gifts in kind, such as
works of art, be recognized as contributions.

(3) You wonder whether the weight of' big givers really
conveys a sense of futility to small givers and you wonder
whether the profile of fat-cat giving in politics my resemble



4
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fat-cat giving in philanthropy. In philanthjvw ~
that every contribution from a big cntributor,
other contributors, since people are niot in
for the outcane but are cneedonly with the
purpose of the philanthropy. No,11te that in olti . j
is caiupetition for the mind and political i
candidates. I think there is actually lessc
than the public thinks there Is and the press
suggests. The impression people have is that
can be influenced by large contributions. This is-,AZ2
true as far as accessibility is concerned and small,~w
are well aware of this. However, large contributors af
generally not so naive that they think that they vt4 ,,2.
a person' s thinking with a check; rather, they giveOb
to those whose thinking they agree with and hope to kft AA
o ffice. But small contributors are inclined to accept the.
press version of influence and the larger thecotiair
(particularly in the days when there was no limit) ha4 :a
very distressing effect as I discovered in the tbhousaKs
of hours I have spent in raising money. I estimate, that a-
third1 of my tlime in politics has been spent raising Monq.

* (14) You have done well to send mry letter to Herb~t
Alexander. The figure of $53 million from donors of *10t000
and over in 1972 is his. These were presumably from $al
sourcesI individuals or groups, but there were not Ma rPACs
In 1972.

(5) Your approach to political parties is a very static
one: they were bad in the past, therefore to hell with them.
Myr approach has been that they were awful in the past and
that we damrned well better work on them to imrrove them.
Part or our tim when we get together ought to be given to
a picture of how the Parties behaved in the period when I
first got well acquainted postwar. The first reforms in the
Democratic Party cam at the 1952 convention when a group of
us young Thurks tried to break down some of the practices and

.4 failed. Thbe next wave of reform occurred when we managed to
elect Paul Butler as national chairman and he set up a ccsmittee
on organization; we had to call it "organization" then because
reform was a dirty word. You seem to take the present state



of the Parties as a given; on the a~ta th
cratic Party is very much open to refom and I
the Republican can be changed.

(6 oT you visualize politicswihu ceof
aggregating device such as a political party? whI id'
do for a Party until a new and satisfyring one oq
or rne of the old ornes Is refoarmed?

1 ll look forward with pleasure to our chance to
together.

Sincerely,

Neil Staebler

0-



VV ti" to ou on/P lw m costo 4 W slvo h

which are substantial, and I might as weil mention 'two oth" tut mt~r You'll
temeabt that my 10/6/78 111~t totalled $24,950. Well, one *ax pWx elr

sent back his $100 say*ng -UAdn't need or wat it. That so-~h me ~n to $24,850.
*ut I had forgotten a $100 ,mqunt to the Council for-.a Livable Vbgri i 4 I- hadn I t
bothered to list $25 tol theWC and $15 to the NRC (I like to receive their mailings),
so my presumed total wee $2A .99. But herewith the six transgresionst.

1. The $500 pledge to Pell hitioned in my 11/4 letter.

2. The $100 gift on my behalf by Harold Willens to Ron Dellums".

3. In 1977 1I gave $500 each: .,o Russ Hemenvay and Bella Abaug to help them seek the
18th C.D. nomination for the vacant Koch seat. Then when bollg w=n the nomination,
I gav, her an additional $5O "in, January * 78. Total of $1500. Th onwomen who
helped me prepare the l0/6/7~klist,, Karen Kessler, had not realized that the $1500
counted toward my 1978 ceiling~ of $25,000. The people who supplied hor with my records,
John Hodgkin and Gertrude Myers,, had not flagged the amounts.* Russ Bay who sat
with me on 10/6 to plan the final donations,, didn't remember it. I didn't remember it.
On a scale of 1-10, in termu of familiarity with the law and awareness of its provisions
I reckon you'd rate Russ andA me at 9, John at 7, Gertrude at 5, Karen. (who's new on my
staff) at 2. We're all guilbty as hell. Karen didn't know the difference, being new,
but Russ and I know the law. ,Nell enough to realize that the by-election totals count
toward the calendar year totils; so we both violated the law! Incidentally, had the
by-election taken place in December 1977, there would have been no violation, right?
That sure is a funny, funny law you administer, Neil.

4. Last Friday I did a financial review of my Balance Sheet for 9/30/78 and discovered
a startling item: Accounts Receivable, Wlomen's Campaign Fund: $2200. I asked my CPA $
tax advisor staffer, John Hodgkin, to explain it to me. Well, it seem that my bookeepe
Gertrude Myers, who has been a very active volunteer on behalf of the Women's Campaign
Fund, helped run a benefit party here in NYC to raise $$$ for WCF. And, as is normal fo
groups that I support, money was advanced from my bank account to WCF as "front money" t
pay for stamps, printing bills, a paid staffer, and other miscellany to get the benefit
party under way. Subsequently, as donations flowed in for the benefit, the advanced $22
was repaid to my bank account. All this took place with only a peripheral awareness on
part. Why? Because it's the normal way I help groups I support. I'm in the "business"
of philanthropy and public service and it's a very ordinary thing for me to advance mone
in that way. But OOPS, when I do it for a political committee, all of a sudden it's
illegal. I forgot. Gertrude and John Hodgkin forgot. We didn't remember that the
haunting presence of John Gardner, Common Cause, the FEC, and Supreme Court (& Congress)
were all right behind our tracks and would find the whole lot of us ILLEGAL. Damn!
I frankly didn't know about it until four days ago. I hasten to report myself and turn
myself in. Got the handcuffs ready?

5. A minor item. I gave two fund-raisers for Jim Scheuer in appreciation for all he has
done to advance the cause of population in Congress. One was at my D.C. home & office
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D~ ineI "sat at your kne eleven years e
rfur Casigress fri* int, I've felt, that youa' vi

You're a mix between a father confessor and stern Eabi t

Nil, I still find it odd that the Supreme Court found it contitutional,,that Congress
/1 could limit donations to $1000 per candidate per election., If Congress were to pass
~) a law limiting the number of volunteer hours I might e~edfor the 1980 Presidential

~andidat. (s), then the Court--following the Buckley-Valoo logic-would uphold the
right of Congress to write its own rules once again,

To quote your letter, "the weight of big gvr...wascnvyn a seseof 'futility."
Well, Mary Jones,, the volunteer who can contribute 1000 hous to a apanshe hasCa:bigger weight and influence than I do with a $1000. So 40*s Jac Smith, the media

exet, who's able to contribute his time--worth Maybe $5-l0*OO0. So what are we to
do with Mary Jones, Jack Smith, John Denver, George Neany, Frank Sinatra, Billy Grahan
or even Miss Lillian? EQUALIZE THEM ALL? Cut them off at the knees? AW if Congress
wrote such rules, the Court would uphold them and you would enforce them?

As you know, Neil, so many diverse elements go into a campaign: intelligence,, humor,
integrity, eloquence, compassion, foresight, craftiness, tenacity, good health,
billboards, bumper stickers, endorsements, TV time, editorials .........and money.
Just because money is measurable--and there's no yardstick for integrity--then it's
OK to legislate and put limits on money. By legislating/limiting money, Congress
limits TV time, xeroxing, paid staff, telephone banks, buttons--every single kind of
SPEECH that costs money.

Yes, I think it's an OBNOXIOUS law that augurs for more and more government control
over the entire political process in America. 1' think that if the American public
really and truly understood the consequences of FECA'74 and its absurd body of

reglatonsand bureaucracy, they'd vote against it.

Neil, I appreciate your suggestion that I help promote the $1 check-off, but I promise
you there's NO WAY that I'd dream of encouraging the collection of funds that preserve

~ and promotes and enshrines the Democratic Party and Republican Party as the two OFFICI
political parties of the USA. Neither can I stomach the fact that the FEC is

40designed to be bi-partisan.

I am curious about your citation of $53 million from donors of $1o,000+ in 1972.
Those are all from individuals? None from PAC's or multi-candidate groups like NCEC?
And does that figure count all political gifts or just federal campaign gifts?
Without knowing the answer to this latter question, I couldn't know the denominator
against which to measure the magnitude or percentage. I'm sending-a copy of your
letter (hope you don't mind) along with this reply, to Herb Alexander in the hopes
that he can give me fuller data. or do you have it in your files?

I'm also curious about the role of fat-cats in politics as compared to the role of
S fat-cats in philanthropy. Is the profile of fat-cat giving in politics very much lik(

the profile of fat-cat giving in philanthropy? Or quite different? Maybe Jack Schwai



%@t 1 *poti

etnam

T 2. My 8amt9s C4S
a year ortoIn, M a . pary. Eri or_777

3. My angor at Larry O'RrLen Ad 96b, StMsge f@o t#v Of*~~S7 the
MGove =,u-Oa8Or 3MUM.

4. The ontinuing laok of a&ccutbty ont * ~t o thn wq party finance.
Try writing to the DEC for an Annual WlnaniAl~jw ety~ 4  ugt o
won't get one.

5. The lack of party support for Gem"q ",q~M
6. The attempt by sob strauss to divert amn5- ttM I~w~rn $* loi tAwpay off

the Hubert debt.
7. The refusal of the DISC to allow its Mid-Term (c4S*oemce to 4oal with issues.
8. The RNC sat on its fanny all through the 4dx* 4£Aaoe pot

Why should I--or the millions of American* who witneissed m0any 09 these eveists--
have any respct for the two national ate?~ hudayp bust his/her ass to
to develop ea na/poressive platforms atoewntiml aC* 4gintiqA. elected
leadership ignores the platform? I really can't see Why anyone 40or.-1euner who
began voting OIW the 1960's would give a hoot'or a holler about the DOW or RNC.

Having "taken you on" with these remarks, I realize that I've challenged you with
questions and comments that might take a whole book for reply. Rather than subject
you to that chore, may I instead offer to take you to lunch next time I'm in D.C.?

Finally, if you don't mind having lunch with a criminal, I must confess to you
that I'm illetgal. Neil, I sent you a copy of my 10/6/70 letter summarizing my gifts
to 1978 candidates, a total of $24,950. Alas and alack, I'm illegal in two ways:

1. After sending all those checks and composing that letter, I remembered several
days later that I had been at a fund-raiser for Claiborne Poll about a year ago
and had pledged $500 to his '78 re-election; but I had never gotten around to
paying up. Since the pledge is equivalent to a contribution according to your
outrageous and ingenious law, I'm illegal.

2. on 10/29/78 I was meeting Harold Willens in Santa Monica at the home of Tom Hayd
and Jane Fonda for a party which I knew to be a fund-raiser at $25 per person.
When I arrived, I offered a $100 bill at the door for myself and three friends.
The doorkeeper told me I didn't need to pay since Harold had paid for me. Not
until I was inside did I realize that it was a fund-raiser for Ron Dellums!
So Harold made a "gift in the name of another person" and I accepted his kind
hospitality as my host for that weekend, so I guess we're both illegal.

Pray tell, what should I do to return to the side of the angels?

If you can't think of any way to cure my transgressions, I'll surrender at that lunch
we're going to have. Be sure to bring handcuffs!

politic,



I~ $7n . to b.0 able to se6A yma Whe wse t$
o~aiga fr feG~tal office.

Iwisk It could hVe be etsonr

-1"and I wish it could be larger!

14y decision to support you has been based on many factars. otl
prs e~tsp peronal contact, and most especially by:.the advice

Russ Ieeayat the National cmitefor an Effectv Itatssa
Carol Randles at the Women's Campaign rand. I serve on the ard ot.
and helped to found VaF. Their counsel is most valuable to me.

Primary considerations for no in assessing yoar race ares

A SANE FOREIG AND MILITARY POLICY
THE NEED FOR WORLDWIDE CTRACEPTIVE & ABORTION JP0- M-31 U
EQUAL RIGHTS FOR MEN AND WOMEN
CIVIL LIBERTIES, ESPECIALLY FREEDOM OF SPEECH

I1 hope you will continue to prove yourself a champion of the concetrns1
listed above; I'd be sad if you disappointed me on any of these issue,

This donation might have been larger were it not for the &.Uis e
visions of the so-called campaign finance "reform" laws (which you may.,,
have favored?) which limit my total giving to a ceiling of $25,00 apasU)..p
From the enclosed list you'll see that I'm scratching up against the "iht-oat*
ceiling and that it's a very painful decision to have to limit the siss of
my gift to you.

I hope that once you're in the 96th Congress I'll be able to help you In,
many ways beyond this campaign gift. I'm active with many Vashingt-bae
organizations which can assist you in your work:

THE FUND FOR PEACE--Center for Defense Information, Center for Nat')..
Securities Studies, Center for Intl. Develc~mmltp
In the Public Interest radio program.

PLANNED PARENTHOOD FEDERATION OF AMERICA
POPULATION INSTITUTE--Population Action Council
POPULATION CRISIS COMMITTEE
FUND FOR CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT--Almanac of American Poiis, Honest

Govt. Project, Military Audit Project

I 'm on the Board of Directors of each of these groups and can assure you
of their cooperation with you in your committee work.

For the purpose of listing me in your FEC reports, use the address above
and list my occupation as "maverick".

Best wishes; I hope you win!



I~ta1 '*14.500

An 2 owl,
ca 2I' $Ok
Co d dwe.
Co 2 Virtha
Ct 5 S d~r
Ga 6 Shperd
1l 10 MS~kwA
1l 22 Druca
In 6 Wvane
Ia 2 BSonin
la 5 Raskin
Ks 2 Keys
Ma 5 Sbwmon
Ma 6 xMaVrol1.
14L 3 Wolpe
14± 6 Carr
Mbi 3 Prean
Mt 1 Williams
Nb 1 Dyas

Total

30

450
900
100

900
100
100

.100
300
450
250
100

100
100

rn2
my 9
my 11
NY 18
MY 29
NY s0
vc 5
Ch 3
Pa 7
Pa 8
Pa 23
BC 2
SC 4
SD 1
TX a
Tx 24
Va 8

Niea

Kostamayer.

Holler
Daschie
Zokhardt
Frost
Harris

Total Federal Support ---------------------------------------------- $295

$100

450w

450
450

900
300
100
to10
450
250
100
100
100
100
150
250
100

10j450H~LXJSE-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

424,950

Ago-

qkwkal $34#500
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