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CONFIDENTIAL 

BY E-MAIL – cela@fec.com 

Federal Election Commission 
Office of Complaints Examination 
  & Legal Administration 
Attn:  Kathryn Ross, Paralegal 
1050 First Street, NE 
Washington, DC  20463 

Re:  Response to complaint in MUR 7967 (Defending Main Street SuperPAC) 

Dear Ms. Ross: 

This responds to the complaint filed by Mooney for Congress 2022 against Defending 
Main Street SuperPAC and its treasurer, Sarah Chamberlain.  Respondent appreciates the 
extension of time granted, and the undersigned counsel apologizes for taking extra time for this 
submission. 

Complainant suggests a simple spelling error in the process of reporting certain 
independent expenditures against Rep. Mooney was a massive plot to hide the spending from the 
public.  In reality, there was a simple ‘writo’ mistake by Ms. Chamberlain when initially 
conveying information to the accounting firm that handles FEC reporting.  See Attachment 
showing S. Chamberlain’s January 18, 2022 email to Amy Gilbert with “Subject” line 
misspelling “Mooney” as “Moody” and Ms. Gilbert’s subsequent email adopting that spelling.   
That resulted in preparation of the 48-hour reports and a monthly report with the name “Moody” 
rather than “Mooney.”  Respondent greatly regrets the error.  Immediately after the complaint 
was received on Thursday, March 10, Respondent on Monday, March 14 amended the reports in 
question to properly spell “Mooney.”  Thus, the public record regarding this minor matter was 
corrected 57 days before the election in question.  

There obviously was no plot to hide Defending Main Street SuperPAC’s independent 
expenditure role from the public.  All the reports in question made clear reference to the 
particular primary election in which Rep. Mooney was competing (“Primary” checked; “House 
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District 02” and “State:  WV” referenced; and “Oppose” checked).  Further, if the Commission 
would find it helpful, Respondent can produce copies of the independent expenditure 
communications involved, all of which clearly display a disclaimer indicating Respondent paid 
for them.  Bottom line, there is no plausible argument that Respondent was trying to deprive the 
public of knowledge that Respondent was paying for the messaging at issue. 

The Commission should know that the Complainant almost certainly doesn’t take its own 
allegation seriously.  When it was found to have used official footage of House proceedings in 
campaign ads (an apparent violation of House ethics rules), it dismissed the assertion as “super 
ticky tack.”1  Respondent would not use that phrase for Complainant’s filing here, but would 
simply urge that the Commission exercise its prosecutorial discretion and not waste its resources 
on a small, inadvertent mistake that did not cause any measurable impact on the public. 

Very truly yours, 

 
 

 

 
1 John Raby, “W.Va. Rep. Mooney’s TV Ad Using House Footage Draws Complaint,” Associated Press, Jan. 26, 
2022 (available at West Virginia Public Broadcasting site:  https://www.wvpublic.org/government/2022-01-26/w-
va-rep-mooneys-tv-ad-using-house-footage-draws-complaint).  
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