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SUBJECT: REFERRAL !TTERS - BOB BARR FOR CONGRESS '94

On April 9, 1996 the Commission approved the Final Audit
Report (FAR) on Bob Barr for Congress '94. The report was
released to the public on April 19, 1996. In accordance with the
Commission approved materiality thresholds, the attached findings
from the FAR are being referred to your office:

o Apparent Excessive Contributions

This matter is being referred to your office under the
materiality thresholds and due to the evidence that suggests a
knowing and willful violation of accepting excessive
contributions. Such evidence consists of notes that the Committee
was aware that at least some of the contributions were excessive.
Attached to the finding is a list of all excessive contributors.

o Misstatement of Financial Activity

Although the Committee complied with the interim audit
report and corrected the public record for 1994 the Committee
failed to correct the public record for 1993. The misstatement
for 1993 is contained in both receipts and disbursements.

o Omission of Disclosure Information

While the Committee did respond to this finding, a sample of
the amended disclosure reports reveals an error rate in excess of
the materiality threshold. In response to the interim audit
report the Committee failed to address disclosure of occupation
and name of employer. A review of the reports filed by the
Committee revealed the Committee utilized the term "self employed
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small business owner," "..best effort refused" or did not report any
information. Further, the Committee failed to maintain any
documentation of attempts to obtain the information. In addition
to the attached finding we have attached a listing of all
occupation and name of employer errors.

Should you have any questions please contact Robert Morcomb
or Joe Swearingen at 219-3720.

Attachments:

Finding II.B. (Apparent Excessive Contributions), FAR Pgs. 5-9
Listing of Excessive Contributors

Finding II.C. (Misstatement of Financial Activity), FAR Pgs. 9-12
Finding II.D. (Omission of Disclosure Information), FAR Pgs. 12-13
Listing of OCC/NOE errors
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B. Apparent Excessive Contributions

Sections 441a(a)(1)(A) and (a)(2)(A) of Title 2 of the
United States Code state, that no person shall make contributions
to any candidate and his authorized political committees with
respect to any election for Federal office which, in the
aggregate, exceed $1,000 and that no multicandidate political
committee shall make contributions to any candidate and his
authorized political committees with respect to any election for
Federal office which, in the aggregate, exceed $5,000.

Section ll0.1(b)(5)(i) and (ii) of Title 11 of the Code
of Federal Regulations states, in part, that the treasurer of an
authorized political committee may request a written redesignation
of a contribution by the contributor for a different election if:

0 the contribution was designated in writing for a
particular election, and the contribution, either on
its face or when aggregated with other contributions
from the same contributor for the same election,
exceeds the limitation on contributions set forth in 11
CFR 110.1(b)(1);



* -6-

o the contribution was designated in writing for a
particular election and the contribution was made after
that election and the contribution cannot be accepted
under the net debts outstanding provisions of 11 CFR
110.1(b) (3);

o the contribution was not designated in writing for a
particular election, and the contribution exceeds the
limitation on contributions set forth in 11 CFR
1l0.1(b) (i); or

0 the contribution was not designated in writing for a
particular election, and the contribution was received
after the date of an election for which there are net
debts outstanding on the date the contribution is
received.

Further, a contribution shall be considered to be
redesignated for another election if the treasurer of the
recipient authorized political committee requests that the
contributor provide a written redesignation of the contribution
and informs the contributor that the contributor may request the
refund of the contribution as an alternative to providing a
written redesignation and within sixty days from the date of the
treasurer's receipt of the contribution, the contributor provides
the treasurer with a written redesignation of the contribution for
another election, which is signed by the contributor.

Section 110.1(k) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states any contribution made by more than one person,
except for a contribution made by a partnership, shall include the
signature of each contributor on the check, money order, or other
negotiable instrument or in a separate writing and if a
contribution made by more than one person does not indicate the
amount to be attributed to each contributor, the contribution
shall be attributed equally to each contributor.

If a contribution to a candidate or political committee,
either on its face or when aggregated with other contributions
from the same contributor, exceeds the limitations on
contributions set forth in 11 CFR 110.1(b), (c) or (d), as
appropriate, the treasurer of the recipient political committee
may ask the contributor whether the contribution was intended to
be a joint contribution by more than one person. A contribution
shall be considered to be reattributed to another contributor if
the treasurer of the recipient political committee asks the
contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint
contribution by more than one person, and informs the contributor
that he or she may request the return of the excessive portion of
the contribution if it is not intended to be a joint contribution,
and within sixty days from the date of the treasurer's receipt of
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the contribution, the contributors provide the treasurer with awritten reattribution of the contribution, which is signed by each
contributor, and which indicates the amount to be attributed to
each contributor if equal attribution is not intended.

Section ll0.4(c)(i) and (2) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations states that with respect to any campaign for
nomination for election or election to Federal office, no person
shall make contributions to a candidate or political committee of
currency of the United States, of any foreign country, which in
the aggregate exceed $100 and a candidate or committee receiving a
cash contribution in excess of $100 shall promptly return the
amount over $100 to the the contributor.

Section 110.9(a) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states that no candidate or political committee shall
accept any contribution or make any expenditure in violation of
the provisions of part 110. No officer or employee of a political
committee shall accept a contribution made for the benefit or use
of a candidate, or make any expenditure on behalf of a candidate,
in violation of any limitation imposed on contributions and
expenditures under this part 110.

The Committee provided a computer file to support its
contributions received. However, the file contained amounts to
support only 70% ($455,228) of total receipts for the audit
period. The Committee also maintained photocopies of contributor
checks. However, the copies of checks contained many duplicate
copies and were in no identifiable order. As a result, the Audit
staff sorted the check copies alphabetically and removed the
duplicates so that testing could be performed. The total of the
check copies after duplicates were removed was $617,645 (95% of
total receipts).

A review of contributions from individuals was conducted
to determine if contributions in excess of the limitations were
received. Sixty-two such contributions from forty-seven
contributors were identified. The excessive portions of these
contributions totaled $40,804 or approximately 8% of total
contributions from individuals.

Among the excessive contributions were eight instances
where checks drawn on joint accounts were reported as attributed
to account holders who had not signed the contribution check and
for which no signed reattributions were presented. Three other
excessive contributions were identified as designated on the
Committee's disclosure reports to elections other than that
indicated by the date of the contribution although no written
designations or redesignations were located. Based on the amounts
of many of the excessive contributions, it appears that the
Committee was internally reattributing and redesignating items
without obtaining the written authorizations. However, as noted
below, many of the excessive contributions were not itemized and
thus the Audit staff could not review the manner in which they
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were reported. According to the Committee treasurer, he did notthink the Committee obtained any reattributions or redesignations
and would be surprised if any existed.

The Audit staff identified $37,950 in contributions
which were not itemized as required. Of this amount, $20,100 were
contributions which were either wholly or in part excessive. In
addition, two of the excessive contributions were itemized in
amounts less than the contribution. The reported amounts were not
in excess of the contribution limitations. The Audit staff also
discovered notes on the photocopies of three of the excessive
contributions. These notes indicated that the Committee was aware
that the contributions were excessive and either did not record
them, or recorded them so that they did not appear to be
excessive. The notes stated "Both Paul and Sybil XS (excessive
$1,000) not entered", "Entered $400 of $500 CK (check) XS
(excessive) contribution", and "Contribution entered under Anne,
John has topped out."

Also identified by the Audit staff was an apparent
excessive contribution from a political party. The Georgia
Republican Party made two contributions after the date of the
primary election, each in the amount of $5,000. The Georgia
Republican Party, in response to an inquiry from the Commission's
Reports Analysis Division, justified the two contributions by
maintaining that there were two separate elections, a primary
runoff and a general election and designated the first $5,000 as a
primary contribution. However, no primary runoff election took
place.

Further, neither a separate account for potential
excessive contributions nor any attempt to monitor amounts
required to be held in the Committee's regular accounts pursuant
to 11 CFR S103.4(b) were found. None of the excessive
contributions had been refunded.

Additionally, a review of the Committee's contribution
records revealed excessive cash contributions from fourteen
individuals. The excessive portions of these contributions
totaled $1,705. None of the excessive cash contributions had been
refunded.

At the exit conference, Committee representatives were
provided schedules of the identified excessive contributions. A
Committee representative responded by indicating that he could not
believe that we (the Federal Election Commission) would not allow
reattributions and redesignations at this point and that we would
require the Committee to refund the excessive contributions.

The Committee responded to the exit conference by
indicating that they received verbal authorization from the
contributor to designate the items identified by the Audit staff
as excessive. Additionally they indicated that they were
currently searching through their files to locate any written
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authorizations. However, ii CFR Sll0.1(b)(5) and S1l0.1(k)
require redesignations and reattributions to occur in writing
within sixty days from the date of the treasurer's receipt of the
contribution.

In the interim audit report, the Audit staff recommended
that the Committee provide evidence to demonstrate that the
contributions noted above were not excessive to include
documentation to demonstrate any timely reattributions or
redesignations. Also, the Audit staff recommended that the
Committee provide the source and purpose of the notes written on
copies of the contributor checks mentioned above, and provide
evidence to demonstrate that the apparent excessive contributions
were not knowingly and willfully retained and misreported.

Absent such a demonstration, the Audit staff recommended
that the Committee refund these contributions and provide evidence
of the refunds in the form of the front and back of the negotiated
refund checks. In addition, the Audit Staff recommended the
Committee file amended Schedules A for the excessive contributions
that were not itemized on its disclosure reports. If the
Committee did not have the funds to make these refunds, the Audit
staff recommended that the Committee file amended Schedules D to
disclose these items as debts owed by the Committee.

In response to the interim audit report, with the
exception of one $20 excessive cash contribution, the Committee
provided photocopies of the front of refund checks for all the
excessive contributions from individuals. All refund checks were
dated in January, 1996 and as of February 29, 1996, forty-six
refunds totaling $32,478 had cleared the Committee's account. The
Committee has stated that it will provide evidence of the
remaining refunds once the checks have cleared the bank. With
respect to the one excessive contribution from the Georgia
Republican Party, the Committee was able to provide documentation
which indicated that the first $5,000 contribution was designated
for primary debt and thus no excessive contribution occurred.

Also, the Committee filed amended Schedules A for the
Audit period on February 20, 1996. These amendments materially
corrected the public record relative to the itemization of these
excessive contributions.

The Committee's response to the interim audit report did
not address the notes found on copies of some of the contribution
checks or provide evidence that these excessive contributions were
not knowingly and willfully retained and misreported.

C. Misstatement of Financial Activity

Sections 434(b)(1), (2), and (4) of Title 2 of the
United States Code states, in relevant part, that each report
shall disclose the amount of cash on hand at the beginning of the
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reporting period, the total amount of all receipts and the totalamount of all disbursements for the period and calendar year.

The Audit staff's reconciliation of the Committee's
reported activity to amounts reflected in its bank records
revealed the following misstatements of financial activity for
calendar years 1993 and 1994. The Committee did not maintain
records to show the derivation of its reported amounts. Absent
such records, the Audit staff could not identify all differences
between bank activity and reported activity.

1. 1993 Misstatement

The Audit staff's 1993 bank reconciliation determined
that the Committee understated its receipts by $4,439 and
understated its disbursements by $3,549. As a result, ending cash
on hand was understated by $890.

The receipts misstatement was the result of a $1,000 NSF
contribution reported, unreported receipts totaling $1,850 from
the Bob Barr '94 Exploratory account, in-kind contributions
totaling $401 not reported and a reconciling adjustment of $3,188.

The disbursements misstatement was the result of two
1994 disbursements totaling $827 being reported in 1993,
unreported disbursements in the Year End 1993 report totaling
$3,882, three in-kind contributions totaling $401 not reported and
two miscellaneous adjustments totaling $74 and a reconciling
adjustment of $19.

2. 1994 Misstatement

The Audit staff's 1994 bank reconciliation determined
that the Committee's beginning cash-on-hand was understated by
$890 as a result of the 1993 misstatement. In addition,
disbursements were understated by $14,331. These items and a
small receipts misstatements resulted in ending cash-on-hand being
overstated by $7,341.

The disbursement misstatement was the result of six
disbursements totaling $3,390 which were not reported, a $1,000
voided check which was reported, one disbursement which was
understated by $9,000, miscellaneous adjustments totaling $10 and
a reconciling adjustment of $2,951.

At the exit conference, Committee representatives were
provided schedules for the differences identified in 1993 and
1994. Committee representatives responded by questioning who was
the payee for one disbursement in 1994 and agreed to examine the
materials presented and file amended disclosure reports as
necessary.
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In the interim audit report, the Audit staff recommended
that the Committee file amended Schedules A, B and Summary Pages
for both calendar years to correct the public record.

In response to the interim audit report, the Committee
made several points regarding its reported receipts and
disbursements in addition to filing amended disclosure reports on
February 20, 1996 for both 1993 and 1994. The amended disclosure
report for 1993 contained the same total reported receipts and
disbursements as the original reports filed by the Committee.
With respect to the 1993 receipts, the Committee's amended reports
removed the reported NSF contribution. The Committee stated that
total receipts were not affected because the actual net amount of
deposits were originally reported. The Committee also stated that
the $1,850 not reported from the Bob Barr '94 Exploratory account
was not a contribution, but a transfer between accounts. For 1993
disbursements, the Committee stated that the two disbursements for
1994 were actually written on December 31, 1993 and thus were
correctly reported. For the remaining adjustments, the Committee
stated that the amounts were from the bank statements and although
some amounts were not itemized, they were reported in unitemized
disbursements.

As noted previously the Committee did not provide
workpapers detailing how it calculated its reported figures. The
Audit staff examined the Committee's bank records and, after
making the relevant adjustments for items such as NSF
contributions, outstanding checks and in-kind contributions, was
able to determine that 1993 reported receipts and disbursements
were understated by $4,439 and $3,549 respectively.

The $1,850 item for the Bob Barr '94 Exploratory account
was not a transfer between accounts. This amount represents
receipts for March, 1993 deposits into that account. There is no
evidence that these contributions were reported. The Committee's
other accounts were not opened at that time and thus no transfer
of funds could have occurred. Even if the Committee insists that
this amount and the reported NSF contribution were accounted for
in the reported totals, it does not alter the fact that total
receipts were understated by $4,439 and thus the Committee has
still not corrected the 1993 receipts misstatement.

With respect to disbursements, the Audit staff accepted
the Committee's explanation that the two 1994 disbursements
totaling $827 were actually written in 1993. However, when this
amount is added to outstanding checks, the understatement of
disbursements is increased to $4,376. Also, the Audit staff
acknowledges that we do not know which disbursements are contained
in the Committee's unitemized amount. However, we were able to
identify all disbursements which were not itemized and after
adjusting for the unitemized amounts, determined that $3,882 could
not have been reported and that $401 in either in-kind
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contributions or other disbursements were also not reported.Therefore, the Committee could not have reported total
disbursements and the public record has still not been corrected
for the Committee's 1993 disbursements.

The Committee's amended disclosure reports for calendar
year 1994 were materially correct. Thus, the Committee has
complied with the Audit staff's recommendation for 1994.

D. Omission of Disclosure Information

Section 434(b)(3) of Title 2 of the United States Code
states, in relevant part, that each report under this section
shall disclose the identification of each person (other than a
political committee) who makes a contribution to the reporting
committee during the reporting period, whose contribution or
contributions have an aggregate amount or value in excess of $200
within the calendar year.

Section 431(13) of Title 2 of the United States Code
states, when used in this Act: the term "identification" means in
the case of any individual, the name, the mailing address, and the
occupation of such individual, as well as the name of his or her
employer; and in the case of any other person, the full name and
address of such person.

Section 104.7(a) and (b) of Title 11 of the Code of
Federal Regulations3/ states, in part, that if best efforts have
been used to obtain, maintain and submit the information required
by the Act for the political committee, any report of such
committee shall be considered in compliance with the Act. The
treasurer and the committee will only be deemed to have exercised
best efforts if all of the following are present: all written
solicitations for contributions include a clear request for the
contributor's full name, mailing address, occupation and name of
employer, and include the statement that reporting of such
information is required by Federal law; the treasurer makes at
least one effort, in either a written request or a documented oral
request, within thirty days of the receipt of the contribution, to
obtain the information; and the treasurer reports all contributor
information not provided by the contributor, but in the
committee's possession, including information in contributor
records, fundraising records and previously filed reports, in the
same two year election cycle.

A sample of contributions received by the Committee
revealed an error rate of 25% for disclosure of information on
reports filed by the Committee. The majority of these errors
resulted from differences between the reported aggregate
year-to-date amounts versus the actual aggregate year-to-date
amounts. Sixty-three percent of these errors occurred in the 1994

3/ The effective date of this regulation is March 3, 1994.
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October Quarterly and Pre-General Election report periods. Theremaining errors included contribution amounts disclosed
incorrectly and contributions disclosed under a different account
holder's name (see Finding II.B. above).

With respect to disclosure of occupation and name of
employer information, the majority of the errors occurred after
the effective date of the change to 11 CFR S104.7. Therefore,
this finding relates to the contributions received after that
date. A sample of contributions received by the Committee also
revealed the Committee failed to disclose occupation and/or name
of employer information for 33% of the contributions received
after March 3, 1994 and requiring such disclosure. Fifty-nine
percent of these omissions were during the 1994 October Quarterly
and Pre-General Election report periods. The Committee did not
demonstrate best efforts to obtain, maintain and submit the
information. The majority of the errors were instances where the
Committee did not obtain the information. In other instances, the
information was obtained and not disclosed or was disclosed
incorrectly.

At the exit conference, Committee representatives were
informed of the disclosure errors. The Committee believed some of
the disclosure errors were the result of a computer error.

In the interim audit report, the Audit staff recommended
that the Committee file amended Schedules A to correct the public
record.

In response to the interim audit report, the Committee
filed amended Schedules A on February 20, 1996 which corrected the
public record for a portion of the contributions noted in the
interim audit report. However, the amended disclosure reports
leave an error rate of 18% for disclosure of information. The
Committee did not address disclosure of occupation and name of
employer. Therefore, the Committee has not materially complied
with the Audit Staff's recommendation.



Name of Contributor
1 Andrew, Lucius III
2 Betron, Charles
3 Beard, Larry
4 Bomershine, Welter
S Boomershine, Walter
6 Booth, Dean
7 Brewster, Edward Jr.
8 Brown, Tommy
9 Bryant. H.J.

10 Burch, Joseph
11 Burch, Joseph
12 Bynum, Charles
13 Chandler, William
14 Dailey, Robert
15 Danger, Paul
16 Denny, John F.
17 Dickson, Allen
15 Dortch, Kirk
19 Erwin, Paul
20 Eubans, Gary
21 Feldman, Richard
22 Ferguson, Paul
23 Fleming, Miicheel
24 Flip, Donald
25 Fogloen, Floyd
26 Fogloman, Floyd
27 Forster, Harry
28 Gribble, Roger
29 Griffith, Konn
30 Griffith, Konn
31 Grisserd, Vernon Sr.
32 Hammesfahr, James
33 Hsmmett, Don
34 Hammond, Joel
35 Harmon, David
36 Harmon, David
37 Harper, Thomas
35 Hogue, Elmer
39 Hubsr, Adam
40 Huber, Douglas
41 Huffmen. william
42 Jannuzzo, Paul
43 Johnson, Gordon
44 Johnson, J. Robert
45 Johnson, Lonnie
46 Jones, David
47 Mania, James
45 HMnown, Peter
49 Martin, T.M. Jr.
50 MaSSIe, James
51 Mcdonald, ColIlie
52 Mcnally, Harold
53 McWsrto•, Aaron
54 Miller, Gary
55 Miller, W.H.
56 Myers, Dale
57 Neeley, Lenne
55 Neeloy, Tim
59 O'leery, Bradley
60 Oscher, Jon
61 eschar, Jon
62 Owens, James

63 Poitevint, Alec
64 Rhoden, James Jr.
65 Richardson. A.A.
66 Riobon, John
67 Robbles, Paul Jr.
65 Rocks, Samuel
69 Roders, Thomas Jr.
70 Rollins, Joseph
71 Rooney. J. Patrick
72 Rusyniek, George
73 Rutledge, Charles
74 Salerno, Paul

Amount
$1,000.00 I

$250.00 1
$1,000.00 I

$250.00 0
$250.00 1

$1,000.00 0
$500.00 0
$300.00 0
$500.00 1
$750.00 0
$250.00 1

$1,000.00 1
$400.00 1
$250.00 1
$500.00 1
$500.00 C
$500.00 1
$500.00 1
$500.00 C
$500.00 I
$500.00 I
$250.00 I
$500.00 C
$250.00 I
$275.00
$275.00
$250.00
$250.00
$500.00
$250.00
$500.00
$500 .00

$1,.000.00
$250.00
$250.00
$1250.00

$1,000.00
$1,000.00
$1,o.0o0
$1,000.00

$500.00
$1,000.00

$250.00
$500.00

$1,o.000.0
$1,000.00

$250.00
$1 ,ooo.oo

$500.00
$500 .00
$500 .00

$1,o000.00
$250.00
$250.00
$100.00
$250.00

$1.00.0
$1,000.00
$500.00
$200.0
$300.00

$1,000.00
$500.00
$250.00
$595.00
$400.00
$300.00
$275.00
$500.00
$500.00

$1,000.00
$500.00
$250.00
$250.00

Date0/09/94
2/22/94
0/19/94
9/27/9 4
1/25/94
7/31/94
9/19/94
9/09/9 4
1/1 1/94
9/21/94
1/11/94
0/19/94
0/15/94
0/23/94
0/16/94
'8/17/94
1/10/94
.1/11/94
)9/22/94
L0/16/94
.0/29/94
12/14/94
09/19/94
11/10/94
07/02/94
07/02/94
L0/26/94
07/07/94
09/22/94
11/25/94
08/31/94
11/25/94
12/22/94
10/23/94
07/09/94
10/10/94
09/27/94
11/03/94
07/20/9 4
06/14/94
10/19/94
09/20/9 4
05/17/94
05/11/94
11/07/9'
10/09/94
11/11/94
10/19/94
09/25/94
12/15/94
10/19/94
10/19/9
0 3/26/9
10/19/9
10/26/9
09/27/9
09/25/9
09/25/9
11/03/9
12/14/9
11/11/9
09/22/9
08/31/9
09/27/9
11/11/9
03/31/9
12/15/9
11/11/9
09/20/9
11/11/4
10/15/9
09/1 2/9
09/22/4
09/09/q

OCC/NOL Errorself employed small t

best effort refused
self employed smell I
self employed smell I
best effort refused
self employed smell
self employed smallI
self employed smallI
best effort refused
self employed smell
self employed smell
self employed smell
self employed smell
best effort refused
self employed smell
self employed smell
best effort refused
best effort refused
self employed smell
self employed smeil
best effort refused
best effort refused
self employed smell
best effort refused
self employed small
self employed smell
best effort refused
self employed smail
self employed smell
self employed smell
self employed smell
self employed smsll
best effort refused
Ibest effort refused
Iself employed smell
self employed smell
Iself employed smell
Iself employed smell
Iself employed smell
Iself employed smell
slft employed smell

4 self employed sell1
4 self employed smell
4 self employed small
4 self employed smell
4self employed smell
4best effort refused
4 slfi employed small
4 self employed smell
4 best effort refused
4 self employed smeil
4 self employed smeil
4 self employed smell
4 self employed smell
4 best effort refused
4 self employed smell
4 self employed smell
4 self employed smell
4 self employed smell
4 best effort refused
4 best effort refused
4 s-elf employed smell
4 self employed smell
)4 self employed smell
14 best effort refused
!4 blank
'4 best effort refused
'4 best effort refuoo
'4 self employed sml
14 best effort rofusec
)4 self employed smel]
|4 self employed smell
4 self employed smell
4 self employed smell

business ownter

business ownler
business owner

business owner
business own1er
business owner

business
business
busimess
business

OWneIOr
oer
ownsL r
ownelor

business ownler
business owner

business owner
business oer

business owner

business owner
business owner

business owner
business oer
busines owner
business oer
business owner

busines
business
business
business
business
business
business
business
business
business
business
business

owner
owner
owner
owner•
owner
owner
owner

owner[
owner

owner
owner

oer

business ownerbusiness ownler

business owner
business ownrno
business oer
business owner

business
busines
bUSiness
business

ownerowner
owner
oer

business owner
business owneor

business oer

business ownler

businesbusiness
business
busines

owner
ownse r

oesr
orrisr

I
!

L
5

. o

I

L
d
I
I
I
I



Name of Contributor
Sanders, Gerald
Sapiensa, Thomas
Sevell, Warren P.
Shaw, Robert Lee
Sirockman, Keith
Streus, Denise
Sturkie, Thomas
Thomas, Bert
Thompson, Mark
Tibbetts, Rick
Witteoff, Harold
Wittinyton, Patrick
Wood, Willis

Wood, Wallis
Yaney, Deaos N IAi

Amount Date 0CC/WOE Error
$300.00
$500 .00
$500.00
$600.00
$210.00

$1,.000.00
$300 .00
$500.00

$1,000.00
$100.0
$250.00
$500.00
$250 .00
$250.00
$500.00

09/26/94
10/19/94
06/11/94
11/10/9 4
12/22/94
07/20/94
12/22/9 4
10/01/94
12/22/94
10/10/9 4
09/22/94
09/09/94
10/2 6/9 4
09/22/94
09/2 2/9 4

self
self
self
best
best
self
best
self
best
self
self
self
best
self
self

employed small
employed small
employed small
effort refused
effort refused
employed small
effort refused
employed small
effort refused
employed smail
employed small
employed small
effort refused
employed small
employed small

business ovher
business ovnor
business ovner

business arbor

busineas owrner

business owrher
business owner
busineSS ownler

business ownler
business owner



Bob Barr for Congress '94
Schedule of Excessive Contributions
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Name of Contributor
and Address

Check
Date

P Total Cont.
Amount G By Election

Amount in
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W.P. Adams
1475 Old Summervile Rd NW
Rome. Ga 30165

+ Thomas J. Bamette
+ 521 Village Trace, BldglO

Marietta, Ga 30067

Dean Booth
3100 Cumberland Cir.
Suite 1500
Atlanta, Ga 30339

Jeffrey H. Breedlove
3882 Carnage Ln.
Conyers, GA 30208

H.G. Brown
628 Old town Rd.
Villa Rica, GA 30180

#William L. Camp
204 Woodglen Rd
Rome, Ga 30161

#Sharon 0. Cooper
4028 River Ridge Chase
Marietta, Ga 30067

*Chris Edwards
67 Putnam Circle
Atlanta, Ga 30342

James E. Fitts
3048 Vinings Ferry
Atlanta, GA 30339

09106194
09106/94

06/29/93
02/15/94

07/31/94

05/01/93
12/29/93
05104/94
05/19/94
06114/94

05/10/94
06/1194

02/11/94

1111/93

03131/94

10/26194

08/09/93
12/05/93
07/02/94
07/13/94

$150.00 G
Si,000.00 G

$2.000.00 P
$2,000.00 P

$2,000.00 G

$350.00
$100.00
$100.00
$100.00
$500.00

$50.00 P
$1,000.00 P

$4,000.00 P

$100.00 P

$1,90000 P

$1,500.00 G

$50.00
$800.00
$677.00

$25.00

$1,150.00

$4,000.00

$2,000.00

$1,150.00

$1,050.00

$4,000.00

$2,000.00

$1,500.00

$1,552.00

$150.00

$3,000.00

$1,000.00

$150.00

$50.00

$3,000.00

$1,000.00

$500.00

$552.00
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Roxanna J. Flick
5326 Presley Place
Douglasville, GA 30135

# + Robert W. Gates
- 7502 Rigby Way

Douglasville, Ga 30134

J.L.Gray
:- 616 Richards Rd NE

- ! White. Ga 30184

Ronald S. Holley
3807 Acworth Due West Rd
Acworth, Ga 30101

Elizabeth James
6436 Picketts Crossing
Acworth, Ga 30101

#Cann B. Jannuzzo
3418 Mission Ridge Circle
Atlanta, Ga 30339

Paul A Jones
9510 Bakers Ridge Rd.
Douglasville, Ga. 30134

Robert J. Linder
+990 Hammond Dr.

Atlanta, Ga 30328

09/02193
10128/93

09129194
09/29/94

09/13194
10117194
12131/94

03/16/93
04/27/93
08/1193
03/23194
05/10/94
06/17/94

09/10/93
1216/93
05/09/93
06/20/94

09130/94
0930/94

0218194
03/05/94
06/21/94
08120/94
11/29/94

03/21/94
06/05/93

$1,000.00 P
$803.25 P

$2,000.00 G
$1,000.00 G

$500.00
$500.00
$250.00

$500.00
$500.00

$1,000.00
$500.00
$100.00
$125.00

$250.00
$250.00
$51.00

$500.00

$1,000.00 G
$2.000.00 G

$500.00 P
$500.00 P
$500.00 P

$1,000.00 G
$250.00 G

$500.00 P
$1,000.00 P

$1,803.25

$3,000.00

$1,250.00

$2,725.00

$803.25

$2,000.00

$250.00

$1,725.00

P
P
P
P $1,051.00 $51.00

$3,000.00

$1,500.00

$1,250.00

$2,000.00

$500.00

$250.00

$1,500.00 $500.00

Amount in
Excess
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# + Peter S. Manown
4739 Olde Village Lane
Dunwoody, Ga 30338

Terry M. Manown
4739 Olde Village Lane
Dunwoody, Ga 30338

Harrold D. McNallly
4400 Lakeside Hills P:t.
Kennesaw, Ga 30144

Mary Ann Mc Worter
*. 125 Allison Circle
4. Car'oltonGa 30117

Edward H. Metzger. Ill
5385 Northwater Way
Duluth. GA 30136

#James B Miller Jr
1956 River Forest Rd. NW
Atlanta, Ga 30327

#D. Tim Nealley
11712 Musket Lane
Charlotte, NC 28273

Robert E. Oliver
4025 Summit Dr.
Manetta, Ga 30068

Rick Sargent
P0 Box 6066
Rome, Ga 30161

+Ruthann Sargent
P0 Box 6066
Rome, Ga 30161

10/1194

10/16/94

11121/93
05/21/94
1 0/10/94
10/19/94

08/29/94
09/12/94
09/28/94
11/03/94

08/15/93
02/23/94
02/24/94

10/07/94

09/09/94

08/24/93
04/05/94
10/10/94

06/02/94

06/02/94

$2,000.00 G

$2,000.00 G

$1.000.00 P
$250.00 P

$1,000.00 G
$750.00 G

$1,000.00 G
$250.00 G
$100.00 G
$500.00 G

$500.00 P
$50.00 P

$500.00 P

$2.000.00 G

$2,000.00 G

$1,000.00 P
$1,000.00 P
$2,000.00 G

$2,000.00 P

$2,000.00 P

$2,000.00

$2,000.00

$1,250.00

$1,750.00

$1,850.00

$1,050.00

$2,000.00

$2,000.00

$2,000.00$2,000.00

$2.000.00

$2.000.00

$1,.000.00

$1,000.00

$250.00

$750.00

$850.00

$50.00

$1,000.00

$1,000.00

$1 ,000.00
$1 ,000.00

$1,000.00

$1,000.00
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Check
Date

P Total Cont.
Amount G By Election
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+Julius C. Shaw
735 West Ave
Carterville, Ga 30120

I.M. SheffieldIll
4950 Powers Ferry Rd.
Atlanta, Ga 30327

+Tyrone L. Shull
14134 Whistling Duck Ct.
Charlotte, NC 28273

J.P. Smith
P.O. Box 238
Menilo, GA 30731

Stephen D Smith MD
508 LaPorte St
Rome, Ga 30161

William J. Smith
P0 Box 286
Conlet. Ga 30061

#Denise H Straus
12190 Charlotte Dr
Alpharetta, Ga 30201

Melise Tidwell
7040 Pine Ridge Rd
Dallas, Ga. 30132

+Larry B Thompson
4287 Papermill Rd
Manetta, Ga 30067

10/12/94
10/27/94

10/26/93
03/25194

09/12/94

11/01/93
12/16/93
03/09/94

07127/94
09/12/94
09127/94
10125/94

06/02/93
11/13193

Cash
12/24/93

12/15/93
02/01/94

09/12/94
11/03/94

10126/93

$1,000.00 G
$600.00 G

SI1.000.00 P
$100.00 P

$2,000.00 G

$250.00
$750.00
$100.00

$500.00
$500.00
$500.00
$500.00

$500.00
$500.00

$10.00
$500.00

$1.000.00 P
$1.000.00 P

$1,000.00 G
$500.00 G

$2.000.00 G

$1,600.00

$1,100.00

$2,000.00

$1,100.00

$2,000.00

P
P
P
P $1,510.00

$2,000.00

$1,500.00

$2,000.00

$600.00

$100.00

$1,000.00

$100.00

$1,000.00

$510.00

$1,000.00

$500.00

$1,000.00
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Date

P Total Cont.
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Excess

++ ++++++++ +++++++,,++++ 4. 4. 4. 4. 4.4.4. .

Mary A. Thompson
4287 Papermill Rd
Marietta, Ga 30067

Wendy W. Walker
17 Cameo Dr.
Rome, Ga 30165

Holland M. Ware
212 Maple Dr.
Hogansville, Ga 30230

Craig E. Weil MD
1121 Johnson Ferry Rd.
Mareitta, Ga 30067

Ben E. Whittington
89 Crackemeck Rd.
ArmucheeGA 30105

Paul D. Wilkerson
325 Great Southwest Pkwy
Atlanta, Ga 30336

Charles J. Wirsing, Jr.
3413 Wheeler Rd
Augusta, GA 30909

Gardner Wright
P.O. Box 1118
Calhoun, GA 30701

'.Dexter Yager
P0 Box 412080
Charlotte, NC 28241

10126193

10/1194
10/17/94

06/01/94

02/03/94

05/08193
08/12/93
02/04/94
02/11194
06/10(94

10/12/93
03130194
05121194

06/12/93
12/30/93
01/06/94
03121194

12/21/93
05/11/94
06/01/94

09/07/94

$2.000.00 P

$1,000.00 G
$1,000.00 G

$2,000.00 P

$2,000.00 P

$88.00 P
$250.00 P
$500.00 P
$400.00 P
$250.00 P

$1,000.00 P
$400.00 P
$250.00 P

$200.00 P
$200.00 P
$200.00 P
$600.00 P

$250.00 P
$500.00 P
$500.00 P

$2,000.00 G

$2,000.00

$2,000.00

$2,000.00

$2,000.00

$1,488.00

$1,650.00

$1,200.00

$1,250.00

$2,000.00

$1,000.00

$1,000.00

$1,000.00

$1,000.00

$488.00

$650.00

$200.00

$250.00

$1,000.00



0

Name of Contributor
and Address

+Rhonda B. Yager
855 Hamilton Ct.
Clover, SC 29710

Steve Maculey
2490 Robinson Rd
Manetta, GA 30068

Bob Barr for Congress '94
Schedule of Excessive Contributions
++ + + + + + + +++++++++.Ie+++ + + + ++, ,

Check P Total Cont.
Date Amount G By Election

09/08/94

11/02/93
02107194

$2,000.00 G

$25.00 P
$1,000.00 P

$2,000.00

Amount in
Excess

$1,000.00

$1,025.00

Total $40,804.25

Legend:
# Identified as one of the eight contnbubons drawn on a joint account
and atmbuted to a account holder who d=d not s=gn the contribution check.

$25.00

+ Identified as an excessive contribution that was un emized.
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FrEDERAL AGEN(CIES CHECKED: None

I. CiNEB.,Al( )N OF MATT7ER

This matter \xaS generated by an audit of Bob Barr for Congress (the "Committee") and

Charlc. C. Black, as treusurer, undertaken in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 438(b).' The Audit

Division's referral nmaterials are attached. See Attachment 1. The audit covered the period from

March , 1993 to Dcember 31, 1994.2

II. FACTLUALA.NI) LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Excssive Contributions

1. .\lpplicable Law

The Federal Ilection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), provides that no

person mna' make conltrib~utions to a candidate and his or her committees which, in the aggregate,

exceed SI .'n per fcdteial election. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(1)(A). Furthermore, no candidate or

politicul e mrnittee shall knowingly accept any contribution wvhich exceeds the contribution

limitatnins of 2 U.S... 441a. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f).

Ro1,'rt L. Barr. .1 . \\ on the 1994 general election for the U.S. House of Representatives, Seventh
Congre.N, .01 l)istrict of(lcorgia. Mr. Banr won a primary election on July 19, 1994.

2 In Ilit of the dcki.ions in FECv. Williams, 104 F.3d 237 (9th Cir. 1996) and FECv. National Republican

Senatorid (,,mmittee, 877 F.Supp. 15 (D.D.C. 1995), concerning the application of a five-year statute of limitations
to enforcenicnt actions. iih is ( )tlice notes that all of the activity that is the basis of the Matter Under Review occurred
less than thc '.xcars ago ..N',t 28 U.S.C. § 2462. This Office anticipates that the matter will be resolved before the
statute of lini itations runm for the activity involved. The Committee's acceptance of excessive contributions
occurred be",, ten June 2',. 1IYJ3 and November 29, 1994. The Committee's failure to itemize contributions that
were excessive in whole ,r in part occurred between June 29, 1993 and October 26, 1994. This Office is unable to
determine v ! 'i the Con ilttc's acceptance of excessive cash contributions occurred because the Committee did
not recor d tlU dates that L ,ih contributions were made. The Committee understated its 1993 receipts and
disburscmnci o.,n the Coi mitce's 1993 Year End Report, which was due on January 31, 1994. The Committee's
failure t,, di ',se the oc. Lipxii on and the name of the employer of contributors whose contributions aggregated
$200 or niorc" in a calendr \ cir occurred between March 28, 1994 and December 22, 1994.
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Contributions not designated in writing for a particular election are considered designated

for the candidate's next election for federal office. 11 C.F.R. 8 1 lO.1(b)(2)(ii). A joint

contribution must include the signatures of each contributor on the check or in a separate writing.

11 C.F.R. § 1 10.1 (k)(1). If a contribution on its face or in the aggregate exceeds the contribution

limitations, the committee must: 1) return the contribution to the contributor; or 2) deposit the

contribution in a designated campaign depository and obtain a written redesignation or

reattribution from the contributor within 60 days. 11 C.F.R. 88 103.3(b)(3) and 1 1O.3(b)(4).

If no written redesignation or reattribution is obtained within 60 days, the committee must refund

the contribution. Id, 11 C.F.R. §8 1 l0.l(b)(5)(ii ) and 1 lO.l(k)(3)(i).

Committees must report the identity of each person who makes a contribution or

contributions which exceed $200, along with the date and amount of the contribution. 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(b)(3)(A); 11 C.F.R. 8 104.3(a)(4)(i) 3

2. Facts

The Audit Division' s review of the Committee's contribution records revealed 62

excessive contributions totaling $40,804.' See Attachment 2. The review of the Committee's

contribution records was not complete, however, because the Committee was unable to provide

S The Act also addresses violations of the law which are knowing and willful. See 2 U.S.C.
§§ 437g(a(5)(B) and 437g(d). Actions which are knowing and willful are those that were "taken with full
knowledge of all of the facts and a recognition that the action is prohibited by law." 122 Cong. Rec. H3778
(daily ed. May 3, 1976); see FEC v. John A. Dramesi for Congress Committee, 640 F. Supp. 985, 987
(D.N.J. 1986). A knowing and willful violation may be established by showing that "the defendant acted
deliberately and with knowledge that the representation was false." United States v. Hopkins, 91!6 F.2d
207, 214 (5th Cir. 1990). Willful violations also "may be inferred from the 'handling of one's affairs to avoid
making the records usual in transactions..,. and... [from] conduct, the likely effect of which would be to mislead
or to conceal.'" United States v. Chestnut. 533 F.2d 40, 48 (2d Cir. 1976) (quoting Spies v. United States, 317 U.S.
492, 499 (1943)).

S As of July 10, 1997, the Committee has provided documentation to the Audit staff that 52 refunds of
excessive contributions totaling $31,653 had been negotiated. Thus, ten refunds totaling $9, 1 51 remain outstanding.
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copies of all Committee receipts. The Committee provided the Audit staff with a computer file

of contributions and a banker's box filled with check copies. However, the computer file

contained only 70% of the reported contributions, and the check copies were in no identifiable

order and contained many duplicates. Once the Audit staff had organized and alphabetized over

2,600 check copies, it was determined that the Committee's records did not include information

for approximately 4% or $25,114 of the reported receipts. The Audit staff made inquiries

regarding the missing documentation, but the Committee was unable to provide an explanation

or alternative evidence of the Committee's receipts. Moreover, the Committee did not maintain a

separate account for excessive contributions nor did it maintain sufficient funds in its account to

make refunds as prescribed by 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(4). Furthermore, the Committee did not

return or refund any excessive contributions until its January 1996 response to the Interim Audit

Report.

Of the $40,804 in excessive contributions identified by the Audit staff, $29,600 were not

properly reported by the Committee. See Attachment 2. First, the Committee did not itemize

contributor names and amounts of 14 excessive contributions, the excessive portions of which

totaled $11,100. 5 See id. Second, the Committee reported three excessive contributions in

amounts less than the actual amount of the contribution check, the excessive portions of which

totaled $3,000.6 See id Third, the Committee reattributed ten excessive contributions totaling

s The Committee also did not item ize seven additional contributions totaling $4,500 that were not excessive
but caused subsequent excessive contributions to appear permissible.

6 The Committee also reported two additional contributions in amounts less than the actual amount of the
contribution which were not excessive but caused subsequent excessive contributions to appear permissible.
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$10,500 and redesignated four excessive contributions totaling $5,000 without obtaining written

authorizations. See id.

On Committee copies of several contribution checks, the Audit staff discovered written

notations that refer to the reporting of the contribution. See Attachments 3-9. Certain notations

appear to refer to whether a contributor's name and the amount of an excessive contribution

should be itemized on the disclosure reports. For example, on a copy of an October 25, 1994

check for $500 from Stephen D. Smith, the Committee noted: "Check not in database, XS."

Attachment 3. Prior to this date, Stephen D. Smith had made three contributions totaling $1,500

designated to the general election and two contributions totaling $1,000 designated to the

primary. Consistent with the Committee's notation, this check did not appear on the disclosure

reports. Likewise, on a copy of a September 23, 1994 check for $1,000 from the joint account of

Paul and Sybil Jones, signed only by Sybil Jones, the Committee noted: "not entered, both Paul

and Sybil XS." Attachment 4. Consistent with the Committee's notation, this check did not

appear on disclosure reports.7

Other notations appear to refer to whether the full amount of an excessive contribution

should be reported on disclosure reports. For example, on a copy of an October 18, 1994 check

for $500 from Mr. or Mrs. J.P. Smith, signed only by Mrs. J.P. Smith, the Committee noted:

Based on the notation, it appears that the Committee understood the contribution to be excessive, and thus
did not itemize the check on disclosure reports. However, it appears that Sybil Jones had not in fact reached the
contribution limit for the general election; consequently, this contribution was not excessive. Prior to this
contribution, the Committee's disclosure reports show that Sybil Jones had made one contribution of $250
designated to the primary election and no contributions to the general election; Paul Jones had made three
contributions totaling $ 1,500 designated to the primary election and one contribution totaling $1,000 designated to
the general election. However, the Committee's reports are inaccurate in many respects and the Committee did not
have sufficient documentation of contributions. Thus, it is possible that her contribution was in fact excessive. This
Office, though, does not have reliable information at this time to confirm this possibility.
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"entered 400 of 500 check, XS contrib." Attachment 5. Consistent with the Committee's

notation, the $500 contribution was reported as a $400 contribution on disclosure reports.'

Similarly, on a copy of an October 17, 1994 check for $500 from J.L. or Anne Gray, signed by

J.L. Gray, the Committee noted: "XS by 200." Attachment 6. Consistent with the Committee's

notation, the $500 contribution was reported as a $300 contribution on disclosure reports.'

Finally, some notations appear to refer to whether a contribution should be reattributed or

redesignated. For example, on a February 15, 1994 Committee facsimile of a deposit slip, the

Committee noted: "Charles, Mr. & Mrs. Camp gave us $4,000. 1/2 of that needs to be put

toward general election. Thanks, John."' Attachment 7. The facsimile is related to a

February 11, 1994 check from Mr. or Mrs. William Camp for $4,000. The check was signed

only by William Camp, was dated prior to the July 19, 1994 primary, and did not include an

s Based on the notation, it appears that the Committee understood the contribution to be excessive by $100,
and thus reported the $500 contribution as $400 on disclosure reports. However, at the time of the contribution, it
appears that neither Mr. nor Mrs. J.P. Smith had reached the contribution limit for the general election;
consequently, this contribution was not excessive. Prior to this date, according to the Committee's disclosure
reports, Mrs. Smith had not made any contributions to the Committee; Mr. Smith had made three contributions
totaling $1,100 designated to the primary election and one contribution of $500 designated to the general election.
However, the Committee's reports are inaccurate in many respects and the Committee did not have sufficient
documentation of contributions. Thus, it is possible that her contribution was in fact excessive. This Office,
though, does not have reliable information at this time to conf'irm this possibility.

S Based on the notation, it appears that the Committee understood the contribution to be excessive by $200,
and thus reported the $500 contribution as $300 on disclosure reports. However, at the time of the contribution, it
appears that neither J.L. Gray nor Anne Gray had reached the contribution limit for the general election and
consequently this contribution was not excessive. Prior to this contribution, according to the Committee's
disclosure reports, J.L. Gray had made a contribution of $500 designated to the general election and a contribution
of $1,000 designated to the primary election; Anne Gray had not made any contributions to the Committee.
However, the Committee's reports are inaccurate in many respects and the Committee did not have sufficient
documentation of contributions. Thus, it is possible that his contribution was in fact excessive. This Office,
through, does not have reliable information at this time to confirm this possibility.

10 The names on the facsimile appear to correspond to Charles Black, the Committee's treasurer, and John
Watson, identified by the Audit staff as the Committee's finance director.
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election designation. The Committee both reattributed and redesignated the contribution, but did

not obtain a written reattribution or redesignation authorization."i Likewise, on a copy of a

March 31, 1994 check for $1,900 from J.T. or Sharon Cooper, signed only by Sharon Cooper, the

Committee noted: "900-Sharon, 1000-J.T." Attachment 8. The Committee reattributed $1,000

to J.T. Cooper, but did not obtain a written reattribution authorization. Finally, on a copy of a

December 31, 1994 check for $250 from J.L. (John) or Anne Gray, signed only by J.L. Gray, the

Committee noted: "Contribution entered under Anne. John has topped out." Attachment 9.

Prior to this contribution, J.L. Gray had already contributed $1,000 to the general election. The

Committee did not, however, follow up on this notation. Instead, the Committee reported the

excessive contribution under J.L. Gray.

At the exit conference, the Audit staff informed the Committee of the excessive

contributions as well as the unitemized contributions and unauthorized reattributions and

redesignations. The Committee did not make a substantive response to the issue of unitemized

excessive contributions. In reference to the reattribution and redesignation of excessive

contributions, Charles Black, the Committee treasurer, had previously stated during the audit

fieldwork that he did not think the Committee obtained any reattributions or redesignations and

would be surprised if any existed. See Attachment 1 at 6. However, in a written response to the

exit conference, the Committee contradicted the earlier assertion of Mr. Black by stating that it

l From the $4,000 check, the Committee originally reported two $1,000 contributions attributed to Mrs. Jean
Camp, with both designated to the general election, and two $1,000 contributions attributed to Mr. William Camp,
with both designated to the primary election. The Committee subsequently amended their reports to designate
$1,000 attributed to Mrs. Camp for the primary election and $1,000 attributed to Mrs. Camp for the general
election; $1,000 attributed to Mr. Camp for the primary election and $1,000 attributed to Mr. Camp for the general
election.



had "received verbal authorizations..,. given to either Bill Adams or John Watson."',2

Attachment 10 at 2. The Committee further stated that it was "still searching through our files

(in storage) to locate any written authorization we may have received." Id. The Committee

never produced any written authorizations for reattribution or redesignation or any evidence of

verbal authorizations.

In the Interim Audit Report, the Commission recommended that the Committee provide

"the source and purpose of the notes written on copies of contributor checks" and "evidence to

demonstrate that the apparent excessive contributions were not knowingly and willfully retained

and misreported." Attachment 1 at 7. In response to the Interim Audit Report, the Committee

refunded all excessive contributions from individuals and filed amended reports to itemize the

excessive contributions. However, the Committee did not respond to the recommendations

concerning the written notations and the potential knowing and willful aspects of the activity.

3. Analysis

The Committee accepted 62 excessive contributions. The excessive amount totaled

$40,804, which was approximately 8% of the dollar amount of all contributions from individuals.

These excessive contributions were not refunded in accordance with 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3).

Based on disclosure reports and the Committee's written notions, it appears that the Committee

took steps that resulted in incomplete or inaccurate reporting of $29,600 of these excessive

contributions. See Attachment 2. As a consequence, the Committee caused the contributions to

be concealed from the public record and avoided the contribution limitations of the Act. See

12 The Audit staff identified Bill Adams and John Watson as the Committee's finance directors.
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2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b) and 441a(a); Buckler i'. Valeo, 424 U.S. 1, 67-68 (1976) (noting one of the

primary purposes of the Act's reporting requirements is "to gather information necessary to

detect violations of the contribution limitations").

In the case of 14 contributions with excessive portions of $11,100, the Committee

deposited the excessive contribution checks, but did not itemize the contributions. These

contributions each exceeded $200, requiring the Committee to itemize the name and address of

the contributor and the amount of the contribution. See 2 U.S.C. § 434(bX(3)(A); 11 C.F.R.

§ 104.3(a)(4)(i); infra part II.B. (Itemized Reporting of Contributions). The Committee instead

reported the contributions only as part of the total amount of unitemized contributions. By not

itemizing these contributions, the contributor names and amounts do not appear on the public

record, thus concealing the excessive contributions.

In the case of three excessive contributions with excessive portions of $3,000, the

Committee reported contributions in amounts less than the actual amount of the contribution

checks. See 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A); 11 C.F.R. § 104.3(a)(4)(i). The Committee deposited the

excessive contributions into its account, but reported lesser amounts which would not exceed the

individual contribution limit. By not reporting the actual amounts of these contributions on the

public record, the excessive nature of the contributions was concealed.

In addition to the unitemized contributions and contributions reported in lesser amounts,

the Committee improperly reattributed ten contributions totaling $10,500 and improperly

redesignated four contributions totaling $5,000. The Committee did not obtain written

authorizations for the reattributions and redesignations. 11 C.F.R. §§ 1 10.1(b)(5)(ii) and

1 10.1(k)(3)(ii). As a consequence of the Committee's actions, the actual contributors or actual

designated elections were not timely disclosed on the public record.
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Notations discovered on Committee check copies, which relate to the itemizing of

contributions or reporting amounts less than the actual amount of the contribution checks,

indicate that the Committee may have been aware that its actions would conceal the acceptance

of excessive contributions. See US. i. ('hestnut, 533 F. 2d at 48. These notations also

demonstrate that the Committee was aware of the statutory and regulatory restrictions of the Act

at the time it was accepting the excessive contributions.

SThe notations also indicate the Committee may have had a policy of reattributing and

redesignating contributions without authorizations. The Audit staff reached a similar preliminary

conclusion in the Final Audit Report, stating that it "appearied] that the Committee was

internally reattributing and redesignating items without obtaining the written authorizations."

Attachment 1 at 5.

Thus, the notations are evidence that the Committee may have intended to conceal

excessive contributions by not itemizing excessive contributions or by reporting amounts less

than the actual amount of the contribution. While additional notations relating to reattributions

and redesignations do not conclusively demonstrate an intentional effort to conceal excessive

contributions, they do appear to be consistent with the pattern of concealment demonstrated by

other notations.

Of the individuals who made excessive contributions to the Committee, the following

individuals made contributions in an amount at least twice the individual contribution limit:
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Name Conribuins EcsieA on
Thomas J. Barnette $4,000 $3,000

William L. Camp $4,000 $3,000

Robert W. Gates $3,000 $2,000

Ronald S. Holley $2,725 $1,725

Carin B. Jannuzzo $3,000 $2,000

Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason

to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441a(t) by accepting excessive contributions.' 3 Furthermore, the Office of General Counsel

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that Thomas J. Barnette, William L.

Camp, Robert W. Gates, Ronald S. Holley and Cari B. Jannuzzo violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441la(aXl)(A) by making contributions in excess of the individual contribution limitation.' 4 In

order to narrow the scope of this case and to be consistent with the proper ordering of the

Commission's resources and priorities, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the

Commission take no further action with respect to the individual contributors. See Heckler v.

Chaney, 470 U.S. 821 (1985). If this recommendation is approved, this Office will send

admonishment letters to these respondents emphasizing the importance of complying with the

contribution limitations set forth in the Act.

13 An investigation may reveal violations of law that are knowing and willful. See supra footnote 2. The
Office of General Counsel notes that the Reports Analysis Division has issued six Request for Additional
Information letters and two follow-up letters to Congressman Barr's 1996 committee. Seven letters relate to
excessive contribution problems similar to those of the 1994 committee at issue in this matter. Thus, it appears that
an ongoing problem exists with the Committee. The Audit Division is currently auditing the 1996 committee.

14 Based on established Commission practice, this Office makes no recommendation concerning the

remaining individuals who made excessive contributions.

-11-
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B. Itemized Reporting of Contributions

Committees must report the identity of each person who makes a contribution or

contributions which exceed $200, along with the date and amount of the contribution. 2 U.S.c.

§ 434(b)(3)(A).

The Committee did not itemize on its disclosure reports 14 contributions totaling $18,100

which were in whole or in part excessive. See Attachment 1 at 6.' s The notations on Committee

documents, see supra pp. 5-6, suggest that the Committee did not itemize the contributions in

order to conceal acceptance of excessive contributions. These notations also indicate the

Committee's knowledge of the reporting requirements. See 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A). For

example, on a copy of an October 18, 1994 check of $500 from Mr. or Mrs. J.P. Smith, signed

only by Mrs. J.P. Smith, the Committee noted "entered 400 of 500 check, XS contrib."

Attachment 5. In response to the Interim Audit Report, the Committee filed amended reports

itemizing these excessive contributions.

The Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason to believe

that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A)

by not itemizing contributions over $200. An investigation may reveal violations of law that are

knowing and willful. See supra footnote 2.

C. Excessive Contributions of Currency

No person may make cash contributions to any candidate for federal office which exceed

$100 in the aggregate. 2 U.S.C. § 441g; 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(1). A candidate or political

is The attachment, which consists of Audit referral materials, lists $20,100 as the amount of unitemized
contributions that were excessive in whole or in part. However, this is a mathematical error. The actual amount is
$18,100.
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committee receiving a cash contribution in excess of $100 shall promptly return the amount over

$100 to the contributor. 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(2).

According to the Audit materials, 14 individuals made excessive contributions of

currency totaling $1,705. Attachment 1 at 6. The contributions ranged from $20 to $400 in

excess of the contribution limit for currency. See 2 U.S.C. § 441g. The Committee did not

refund the excessive contributions of currency until January 1996, in response to the Interim

Audit Report.' 6 Consequently, the refunds were not made until 14 months after the election, and

thus, not made promptly as prescribed by 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(cX2).

Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason

to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R.

§ 1 10.4(c)(2) by failing to refund promptly contributions of currency over $100. See MURs

3089 and 3449 (the Commission made reason to believe findings that the Dukakis for President

Committee violated 11 C.F.R. § 110O.4(c)(2) by accepting and not refunding cash contributions in

excess of $100). Because this Office is recommending that the Committee be pursued for failing

to refund the contributions and the relatively minimal amount involved for each contributor, the

Office of General Counsel makes no recommendations concerning violations of 2 U.S.C. 8 441 g

by the individual contributors. See lleckler, 470 U.S. 821 (1985).

D. Misstatement of Financial Activity

Committees are required to report the amount of all receipts and disbursements for each

reporting period and for the calendar year. 2 U.S.C. 88 434(b)(2) and (4).

16 As of July 10, 1997, the Committee has provided documentation to the Audit staff that eight refunds of
excessive cash contributions totaling $895 have been negotiated. Six refunds totaling $810 remain outstanding.
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According to the Audit staff's reconciliation of the Committee's bank accounts, the

Committee understated its 1993 receipts by $4,439 and understated its 1993 disbursements by

$3,549. Attachment 1 at 14. The Committee's misstatement of receipts resulted from an

unreported $1,850 receipt from the Bob Barr '94 Exploratory account, unreported in-kind

contributions totaling $401, and unexplained receipts of $3,18817 Id The Committee's

misstatement of disbursements resulted from unreported disbursements totaling $3,882,

unreported in-kind contributions totaling $401, and adjustments totaling $93 ' s Id. In the Interim

Audit Report, the Audit staff recommended the Committee file amended reports to correct the

public record. The Committee filed amended reports containing the same, erroneous total

reported receipts and disbursements, which did not materially correct the public record. See

Attachment 1 at 15-16.

Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends the Commission find reason to

believe the Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§§ 434(b)(2) and (4) by understating its 1993 receipts by $4,439 and understating its 1993

disbursements by $4,376.

17 These specific misstatements of receipts total $5,439. This amount was partially offset by a $1,000
contribution drawn on an account with insufficient funds which the Committee reported, but for which it never
received the funds. Thus, the actual understatement of 1993 receipts was $4,439.

i. These misstatements were originally offset by two disbursements totaling $827 made in 1994 but reported
in 1993. However, in response to the Interim Audit Report, the Committee explained that the two disbursements
totaling $827 were actually written in 1993 despite the checks bearing the date of January 3, 1994. The Audit
Division accepted the Committee's explanation. See Attachment ! at 15. Therefore, the total understated
disbursements in 1993 increased from $3,549 originally identified by the Audit staff to $4,376.
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E. Disclosure of Occupation and Name of Employer

Committees are required to disclose the identification of each person (other than a

political committee) making aggregate contributions in excess of $200 per calendar year, along

with the date and amount of any such contribution. 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A). Identification of

each individual includes the name, mailing address, occupation of the contributor, and name of

his or her employer. 2 U.S.C. § 431(1 3)(A).

If the treasurer of a political committee shows that best efforts have been used to obtain,

maintain, and submit the information required by the Act, any report or records of the committee

shall be considered to be in compliance with the Act. 2 U.S.C. § 432(i). The treasurer of a

political committee will be deemed to have exercised best efforts if he or she has satisfied the

requirements of 11 C.F.R. § 104.7." In order to satisfy best efforts, a treasurer and the

committee must, inter alia, make at least one follow-up stand-alone request for missing

information within 30 days of receiving a contribution with incomplete contributor information.

11 C.F.R. § 104.7(b)(2). 2° Such effort must consist of a written request to the contributor for the

information or an oral request documented in writing. Id

The Audit Division conducted a review of the contributions received by the Committee

and concluded that only 67% of the Committee's contributions received after March 3, 1994

included the occupation and name of employer information. Attachment 1 at 17. See

t9 A revised version of i11 C.F.R. § 104.7 became effective March 3, 1994. The Audit Division considered
only contributions received after the effective date of the revised regulation in its analysis.

2o The requirement of a stand-alone follow-up request for information was upheld in Republican National
Committee v. Federal Election Commission, 76 F.3d 400 (D.C. Cir. 1996), cert. denied, 117 S. Ct. 682 (1997).



0 -16- 0
2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b)(3)(A) and 431l(13)(A). The remaining 33% of itemized contributions,

totaling $45,683, did not include the required information. Instead of providing the accurate

information, the Committee inserted the terms "self employed small business owner" on its

disclosure reports or did not report any information regarding the contributors' occupation and

name of employer by inserting "best effort refused." Attachment 1 at 18-19.

According to the Audit staff, the Committee claimed that it contacted by telephone

contributors who did not provide information. However, the Committee did not produce

documentation of such attempts as required by 11 C.F.R. § 104.7(bX2). Thus, the Committee's

practices did not satisfy the best efforts requirements. In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit

Division recommended that the Committee file amendments to correct the public record. The

Committee did not respond to the recommendation.

Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason

to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(b)(3)(A) by not disclosing occupation and name of employer information.

III. PLAN FOR FURTHER INVESTIGATION

Provided that the Commission approves the reason to believe findings recommended in

this report, the Office of General Counsel will need to obtain additional information regarding

the Committee's acceptance of excessive contributions. The purpose of the investigation will be

to determine whether the Committee took actions which intentionally or unintentionally resulted

in concealing excessive contributions and to what extent those actions may have amounted to

knowing and willful violations of the Act. Specifically, this Office will need to ascertain who

wrote the notations on the check copies and Committee documents, the purpose of the notations

and whether other similar notations or other documentation existed. In addition, this Office will
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need to determine to what extent the notations and other available evidence may establish a

broader practice of concealing excessive contributions, including whether the Committee

knowingly reattributed and redesignated excessive contributions without obtaining written

authorizations. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission

approve a Deposition and Document Subpoena for Charles C. Black, the Committee treasurer, as

well as Deposition Subpoenas for William (Bill) Adams and John Watson, the Committee

finance directors. See Attachments 12 and 13.

IV. RE(OMMENDATION~S

1. Find reason to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la(f) by accepting excessive contributions;

2. Find reason to believe that Thomas J. Barnette, William L. Camp, Robert W. Gates,
Ronald S. Holley and Cami B. Jannuzzo violated 2 U.S.C. § 441 a(aX1X)A), but take no
further action and close the file as to these respondents;

3. Find reason to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by not itemizing contributions over $200;

4. Find reason to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,
violated 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(2) by not promptly returning the excessive amount of
contributions of currency to contributors;

5. Find reason to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b)(2) and (4);

6. Find reason to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by not disclosing occupation and name of employer
information;

7. Approve the attached Deposition and Document Subpoena for Charles C. Black, and
Deposition Subpoenas for William Adams and John Watson;
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8. Approve the attached Factual and Legal Analyses; and

9. Approve the appropriate letters.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Attachments

1. Audit Referral Materials
2. Chart - Excessive Contributions
3. Check from Stephen Smith, October 25, 1994
4. Check from Sybil C. Jones, September 9, 1994
5. Check from Mrs. J.P. Smith, October 18g, 1994
6. Check from J.L. Gray or Anne Gray, October 17, 1994
7. Committee fascimile, February 15, 1994
8. Chck from J.T. or Sharon Cooper, March 31, 1994
9. Check from J.L. Gray or Anne Gray, December 31, 1994
10. Committee Response to the Exit Conference, August 25, 1995
11. Audit Spreadsheet - Misstatement of Financial Activity
12. Deposition and Document Subpoena
13. Deposition Subpoenas (2)
14. Factual and Legal Analyses (6)
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EXCESSIVE CONTRIBUTIONS

Bob Barr for Congress '94

Contributor Date Excessive Unitemized Amount Reattributed Redesignated
Portion of Excessive reported less Excessive Excessive
Contribution Portion than amount Portion Portion

of check

W.P. Adams 9/6/94 $1!50

Thomas Barnette 6/29/93 $1,000 $1,000
2/15/94 $2,000 $2,000

Dean Booth 7/31!/94 $1i,000 $ 1,000

Jeffrey Breedlove 6/14/94 $150

H.G. Brown 6/10/94 $50

William Camp' 2/11/94 $3,000 $2,000 $2,000

Sharon Cooper 3/31/94 $1!,000 $1!,000

Chris Edwards 10/26/94 $500 $500

James Fitts 7/02/94 $527
7/13/94 $25

Roxanna Flick 10/28/93 $803

Robert Gates 9/29/94 $1,000 $1!,000

9/29/94 $1,000 $1,000

J.L. Gray 12/31/94 $250

Ronald Holley 8/18/93 $1i,000
3/23/94 $500 $500
5/10/94 $100
6/17/94 $125

Elizabeth James 6/20/94 $51i

Cari Jannuzzo 9/30/94 $2,000 $1,000

The contribution check was for $4,000 and signed by Charles Camp only. The Committee reported two
$1,000 contributions attributed to Mr. Charles Camp, one designated to the primary and one designated to the
general election, and two $1,000 contributions attributed to Ms. Jean Camp, one designated to the primary and one
designated to the general election. Consequently $1,000 of this contribution was both improperly reattributed to
Charles Camp's spouse and improperly redesignated to the general election.

AYA0m ,.
PaneII
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Contributor Date Excessive Unitemized Amount Reattributed Redesignated

Portion of Excessive reported less Excessive Excessive
Contribution Portion than amount Portion Portion

of check

Paul Jones 6/21/94 $500 $500
11I/29/94 $250 $250

Robert Linder 3/21/94 $500

Peter Manown 10/16/94 $1,000 $1,000

TerryManown 10/1 6/94 $1i,000 $1i,000

Harold McNally 5/21/94 $250

10/19/94 $750

Mary Ann 9/1 2/94 $250 $250
McWhorter 9/2 8/94 $1!00 $1!00

11!/03/94 $500

Edward Metzinger 2/24/94 $50

James Miller, Jr. 10/7/94 $1,000 $1,000

D. Tim Neally 9/9/94 $1,000 $1i,000

Robert Oliver z  4/5/94 $1,000
1 0/1 0/94 $ 1,000 $ 1,000 $1,000

Rick Sargent' 6/2/94 $ 1,000 $ 1,000

Ruthann Sargent 6/02/94 $1!,000 $1!,000

Julius Shaw 10/27/94 $600

l.M. Sheffield 3/25/94 $100

Tyrone Shull 9/12/94 $1,000 $1!,000

J.P. Smith 3/9/94 $ 100

Stephen Smith 9/27/94 $500

10/25/94 $500 $500

2 The contribution check was for $2,000 of which $1,000 was not reported and the other $1,000 was

improperly reattributed to Robert Oliver's spouse.

S The contribution check was a joint check for $4,000 signed by Rick Sargent and Ruthann Sargent. The
contribution was properly attributed. However, in the case of Rick Sargent, $1,000 was improperly redesignated to
the general election. And in the case of Ruthann Sargent, $2,000 was not itemized on Committee reports.

ATTAClfMEIT 2,....
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Contributor Date Excessive Unitemized Amount Reattributed Redesignated

Portion of Excessive reported less Excessive Excessive

Contribution Portion than amount Portion Portion

William Smith 12/24/94 $500

Cash $10

Denise Straus 2/1/94 $1,000 $1,000

Melise Tidwell 11/3/94 $500

Larry Thompson 10/26/93 $1i,000 $1!,000

Mary Thompson 10/26/93 $1!,000 $1!,000

Wendy Walker 1 0/1 7/94 $1,000

Holland Ware 6/1/94 $1i,000 $1!,000

Craig Weil 2/3/94 $1,000

Ben Whittington 2/11i/94 $238
6/10/94 $250

Paul Wilkerson 3/30/94 $400
5/21/94 $250

Charles Wirsing, 3/21/94 $200

Jr.

Gardner Wright 6/1/94 $250

Dexter Yager 9/7/94 $1,000 $1i,000

Rhonda Yager 9/8/94 $1,000 $1,000

Steve Maculey 2/7/94 $25

TOTALS $40,804 $11,100 $3,000 $10,500 $5,000

ATTA~I
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ThOMAS L SAIUT
CEnau C. RACK 25, 1995 (' i"

Clerk of the oUse
Office of Record. & RegistratiJon
10)6 Longvorth House Of to Ddg.
Washington0 DC: 20515-6612

RUE: Dob fli For Congress '94
C00283150

Dear Sir~s:

hoelosed please find an Amendnt to our Rmeport fort "he
period ended June 30, 1995. We are amending the Reqport,
substituting the attached Schedule A, ContributiLons Frrom Other
Political Committees, in lieu of the Schedule A, Contributions
From other Political Commttees, which ia attached to the
original fling. We inadvertently omittled numerous contributions
from political committees which were deposited in January of
1995, due to a tling error. We inadvertently misp]Laced the tle
for these contributions. Pleae consider tIs an Amendment to
our Trune 30, 1995 filing.

We are also amending our page 2 of FEC 3 Form for the
enclosed.

Very truly yours,

E'nclosure
cc: office of the Secretary of State

Kr. Robert Noreou, Federal Election Comssion



FI~R RE SPONSE 0 O BARR T ON CONGRESS '94 CO231320

TO FEDERA L ELECTION COIISSIOW¢ AUDIT FINDINGS

Cah Disbursements

The December 31, 2994 report has been amended to reflect a
keypunch error mde for the check payable to Dill Adams. The
check was outstanding as of December 31, 1994. Enclosed is a copy
of the amendment filed with the Federal Election Commission.

Unreported PAC contributions

Several PAC contributions not were not deposited and did not
enter our system until January 1995. They are included on an
amendment to our June 30. 1995 report. A copy ifn enclosed.

Excessive Contributions

We received verbal authorization to designate all the
contributions listed by you on your schedule. The authorization
was given to either Bill Adams or John Watson. We are still
searching thorough our files (in storage) to locate any written
authorization we may have received.

Corporate Contributions
//

"AMERICAN RADIO CORP. The check does not indicate that it is a
S check from a corporation.

KNIGHT DAVIDSON¢ CO. INC. AUTUMN lAKE PA~RNERS LP, SUNMJERLAKE
-- PROPERTIES LP KNIGHT DAVIDSON ROSEWOOD 1 LP These were

checks from imited partnerships with the contributions
designated for individuals. Copies are attached.

'7BELIAMY FUJNERAL HONE INC. The check does not indicate that it
is a check from a corporation.

j" \ -KBIRD & ASSOCIATES The check does not indicate that it is a
check from a corporation. We called the Georgia Secretary of
State, they told us it was not recorded with them as a
corporation.

t-7 DIACK REALTY & DIV. CO. The check does not indicate that it is a
check from a corporation. We called the Georgia Secretary of
State, they told us it was not recorded with them as a
corporation.

t)' BROOKSTONE WALK PARTNERS The check does not indicate that it
- is a check from a corporation. We called the Georgia

~Secretary of State, they told us it was not recorded with
them as a corporation.

Page 1 _



/uxswINDL BOCATI Th ceck does n2ldict tha Iit isa

check from a corporation.

..,/). ELOTECAD a CO. Wfe received a letter which said it vas not aZ corporation. A COPY is enclosed.

//7FeORTUNE ININTIONAL The check doos not indicate that it is a
check from a corporation. NO called the Georgia Secretary ofState, they told us it vas recorded with them as acorporation April 12, 1995, the check is dated February 18,
19,4.

/WIGHLAN D MINXA a RESORTS The check des not indicate that it
is a check from a corporation.

X 7 DAVID BRIAN LARID CPA PC We called the Georgia Secretary of
SState, they told us it was not recorded with them as a

corporation.
(LAUGHRIDGE REAIT CONPAIifY Was incorporated (by me as its

attorney) on August 19, 1994, afttr th. date of th. check.
7 NULTIPLX BENEFIT SERVICES The chock does not indicate that it

is a check from a corporation.

WflCO LTD. The check does not indicate that it is a check_ -- from a corporation, We called the Georgia Secretary of
State, they told us it vas not recorded with them as a
corporation.
Shirley Green, my secretary, called the Georgia Secretary of
State on August 23, 1995 for the above information.

This $_Yday of .A 9  ... , 1995.

TREASURER

Suite 10o
231 Naxham Road
Austell, Georgjia 30001
(404) 944-3032

Page 2
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Trust Company Bank # 2982 $0.00 $45,758.00 $42,838.20 $2,919.80

Trust Company Bank #8359 $0.00 $35,534.47 $20,671.14 $14,863.33

Adjustments:

Interaccount Transfers
In-Kind Contributions

NSF's

ATTACHM.E,T _

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

S 22
S 23

24
25

:- 26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34

($315.85)
$5,860.01

($1,225.00)

($315.85)
$5,860.01

($1,225.00)



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20483

MEMORANDUM

TO: LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/BONNIE ROSS(

COMMISSION SECRETARY

DATE: AUGUST 11, 1997

SUBJECT: MUR 4357 - FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

The above-captioned document was circulated to the Commission

on Wednesday; August 06. 1997.

Objection(s) have been received from the Commissioner(s) as

indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Commissioner Aikens XXX

Commissioner Elliott

Commissioner McDonald

Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Thomas

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda for

Tuesday. August 19. 1997.

Please notify us who will represent your Division before the Commission on this
matter.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMIISS ION

In the Matter of )
) KUR 4357

Bob Barr for Congress and )
Charles C. Black, as )
treasurer; )

Thomas J. Barnette; )
William L. Camp; )
Robert W. Gates; )
Ronald S. Holley; )
Carin B. Jannuzzo

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Coission executive session on August 19,

1997, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

vote of 5-0 to take the following actions in NUR 4357:

1. Find reason to believe that Bob Barr
for Congress and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f)
by accepting excessive contributions;

2. Find reason to believe that Thomas J.
Barnette, William L. Camp, Robert W.
Gates, Ronald S. Holley and Carin B.
Jannuzzo violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A),
but take no further action and close the
file as to these respondents;

3. Find reason to believe that Bob Barr
for Congress and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 434(b) (3)}(A)
by not itemizing contributions over $200;

(continued)
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Federal Election Commission Page 2
Certification for MUR 4357
August 19, 1997

4. Find reason to believe that Bob Barr for
Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,
violated 11 C.F.R. 1 110.4(c) (2) by not
promptly returning the excessive amount of
contributions of currency to contributors;

5. Find reason to believe that Bob Barr for
Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. 35 434(b) (2) and (4);

6. Find reason to believe that Bob Barr for
Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. 1 434(b)}(3) (A) by not
disclosing occupation and name of employer
information;

7. Approve the Deposition and Document Subpoena
for Charles C. Black, and Deposition
Subpoenas for William Adams and John Watson,
as recommended in the General Counsel's
August 5, 1997 report;

8. Approve the Factual and Legal Analyses
recommended in the General Counsel's August 5,
1997 report; and

9. Approve the appropriate letters as recommended
in the General Counsel's August 5, 1997 report.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry, and

Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date W. on
Sretary of the Commission



a' ' FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
. .lyL! .l WASHINGTON. DC 20463

August 27, 1997

CERTFEDMlL
RETRNECEIP REOUESTED

Mr. John Watson
560-B Allen Road
Atlanta, Georgia 30324

RE: MUR 4357

Dear Mr. Watson:

The Federal Election Commission has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.
The Commission has issued the attached subpoena which requires you to appear and give sworn
testimony on Thursday, October 16, 1997 in Room 651 at the Federal Election Commission,
999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. beginning at 10:00 a.m. in connection with an
investigation it is conducting. The Commission does not consider you a respondent in this
matter, but rather a witness only.

Because this information is being sought as part of an investigation being conducted by
the Commission, the confidentiality provision of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12)A) applies. That
section prohibits making public any investigation conducted by the Commission without the
express written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You are
advised that no such consent has been given in this case.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present with you at the
deposition. If you intend to be so represented, please advise us of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 111.14, a witness summoned by the Commission shall be paid
$40.00 plus mileage. Subsequent to the deposition, you will be sent a check for the witness fee
and mileage.



Letter to John Watson a
Page 2W

Within two days of your receipt of this notification, please confirm your scheduled
appearance with me at (800) 424-9530 or (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Rigsby
Attorney

Enclosure
Subpoena
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 4357
)
)

£UBPOENA

TO: Mr. John Watson
560-B Allen Road
Atlanta, GA 30324

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(3), and in furtherance of its investigation in the

above-captioned matter, the Federal Election Commission hereby subpoenas you to appear for

deposition with regard to MUR 4357. Notice is hereby given that the deposition is to be taken on

Thursday, October 16, 1997 in Room 651 at the Federal Election Commission, 999 E Street

N.W. Washington, D.C. 20463, beginning at 10:00 a.m. and continuing each day thereafter as

necessary.



0 S
MUR 4357
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Vice Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has hereunto set

her hand in Washington, D.C., on this~day
of 1997.

For the Commission,

Joan D. Aikens
Vice Chairman

ATITEST:

Marjori{'f/. EmmonsSecretar o the Commission



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 2O4 3

August 27, 1997

CERIFIED MAL
RETURN RECEQEUESTED

Mr. William Adams
304 Martin Lane
Lookout Mountain, GA 30750

RE: IMUR 4357

Dear Mr. Adams:

The Federal Election Commission has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission has issued the attached subpoena which requires you to appear and give sworn

testimony on Wednesday, October 15, 1997 in Room 651! at the Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. beginning at 10:00 a.m. in connection with an
investigation it is conducting. The Commission does not consider you a respondent in this

matter, but rather a witness only.

Because this information is being sought as part of an investigation being conducted by

the Commission, the confidentiality provision of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aXl2XA) applies. That
section prohibits making public any investigation conducted by the Commission without the

express written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigaio ii made. You are

advised that no suc h consent has been given in this case...."

You may consult with an attorney and have Mn attorney present with you at the

deposition. If you intend to be so represented, please advise us of the name and address of your

attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 111.14, a witness summoned by the Commission shall be paid
$40.00 plus mileage. Subsequent to the deposition, you will be sent a check for the witness fee

and mileage.



Letter to William Adams*
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Within two days of your receipt of this notification, please confirm your scheduledappearance with me at (800) 424-9530 or (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Rigsby
Attorney

Enclosure
Subpoena
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 4357
)
)

SUBPO)ENA

TO: Mr. William Adams
304 Martin Lane
Lookout Mountain, GA 30750

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(aX3), and in furtherance of its investigation in the

above-captioned matter, the Federal Election Commission hereby subpoenas you to appear for

deposition with regard to MUR 4357. Notice is hereby given that the deposition is to be taken on

Wednesday, October 15, 1997 in Room 651 at the Federal Election Commission, 999 E Street

N.W. Washington, D.C. 20463, beginning at 10:00 a.m. and continuing each day therafe as

necessary.
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MUR 4357
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Vice Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has hereunto set

her hand in Washington, D.C., on this ~dI day of 1997.

For the Commission,

Joan D. Aikens
Vice Chairman

ATTEST:

M - -jr$ Emon

Secretrto the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCION. OC 20463

August 27, 1997

Canin B. Jannuzzo
3418g Mission Ridge Circle
Atlanta, GA 30339

RE: MUR 4357

=, Dear Ms. Jannuzzo:

, On August 19, 1997, the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that you
:, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la(a)(lXA), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

i amended (the "Act"). However, after considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission also determined to take no further action and closed its file as it pertains to you.

-: The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached
for your information.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive contributions is a violation of
2 U.S.C. § 441a(aXI)(A). You should ensure that this activity does not occur in the future.

The file will be made public within 30 days after this matter has been closed with respect
to all other respondents involved. You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(aXI2)(A) remain in effect with respect to all respondents still involved in this matter.

If you have any questions, please contact Delbert K. Rigsby, the attorney assigned to this
matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Joan D. Aikens

Vice Chairman

Enclosure
Factual and Legal Analysis
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 4357

RESPONDENT: Carin B. Jannuzzo

This matter was generated based on information obtained by the Federal Election

-= Commission ("Commission") in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

~responsibilities. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX2). The information is based on contributions made to

Bob Barr for Congress '94 ("'Comnmittee").

?' The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("Act"), provides that no

: person may make contributions to any candidate and his or her committees, which in the

= aggregate exceed $1,000 per Federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(IXA); 11 C.F.R.

= § 110.l(b)(1).

Carin B. Jannuzzo made contributions to the Committee totaling $3,000. wvhich exceeded

the individual contribution limitation by $2,000. See id.

Therefore, the Commission has found that there is reason to believe that Carin B.

Jannuzzo violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(aXlXA) by making contributions to the Committee in excess

of the individual contribution limitation.



~j FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION* 0 WASHINGTON. ODC 2046

August 27, 1997

Ronald S. Holley
3807 Acworth Due West Road
Acworth, GA 30101

RE: MUR 4357

Dear Mr. Holley:

On August 19, 1997, the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that you

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(aX1X)A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended (the "Act"). However, after considering the circumstances of this matter, the

Commission also determined to take no further action and closed its file as it pertains to you.

The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached

for your information.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive contributions is a violation of the

2 U.S.C. § 441a(aX(I)A). You should ensure that this activity does not occur in the future.

The file will be made public within 30 days after this matter has been closed with respect

to all other respondents involved. You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C.

§ 437g(a)(12XA) remain in effect with respect to all respondents still involved in this matter.

If you have any questions, please contact Delbert K. Rigsby, the attorney assigned to this

matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Vice Chairman
Joan D. Aikens

Enclosure
Factual and Legal Analysis
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 4357

RESPONDENT: Ronald S. Holley

This matter was generated based on information obtained by the Federal Election

Commission ("Commission") in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX2). The information is based on contributions made to

Bob Barr for Congress '94 ("Committee").

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("Act"), provides that no

person may make contributions to any candidate and his or her committees, which in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000 per Federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(l)(A); 11 C.F.R.

§ l10.1(bXl).

Ronald S. Holley made contributions to the Committee totaling $2,725, which exceeded

the individual contribution limitation by $1,725. See id.

Therefore, the Commission has found that there is reason to believe that Ronald S. Holley

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(aXl XA) by making contributions to the Committee in excess of the

individual contribution limitation.
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FEDERAL ELCINCOMMISSION

August 27, 1997

Robert W. Gates

7502 Rigby Way
Douglasville, GA 303 14

RE: MUR 4357

Dear Mr. Gates:

' On August 19, 1997, the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that you

" violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(aXIXA), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

*- amended (the "Act"). However, after considering the circumstances of this matter, the

Commission also determined to take no further action and closed its file as it pertains to you.
The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission' s finding, is attached

: for your information.

~The Commission reminds you that making excessive contributions is a violation of

2 U.S.C. § 441a(aXlXA). You should ensure that this activity does not occur in the future.

The file will be made public within 30 days after this matter has been closed with respect

to all other respondents involved. You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C.

§ 437g(aXI2XA) remain in effect with respect to all respondents still involved in this matter.

If you have any questions, please contact Delbert K. Rigsby, the attorney assigned to this

matter, at (202) 219-3440.

Sincerely,

Vice Chairman
Joan D. Aikens

Enclosure
Factual and Legal Analysis
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 4357

RESPONDENT: Robert W. Gates

This matter was generated based on information obtained by the Federal Election

=- Commission ("Commission") in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

:- -_responsibilities. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX2). The information is based on contributions made to

. Bob Barr for Congress '94 ("Committee").

.. =-..The Federal Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("Act"), provides that no person may

: !i make contributions to any candidate and his or her committees, which in the aggregate, exceed

_ $1,000 per Federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(IXA); 11 C.F.R. § l10.1(bxl).

Robert W. Gates made contributions to the Committee totaling $3,000, wvhich exceeded

the individual contribution limitation by $2,000. See id.

Therefore, the Commission has found that there is reason to believe that Robert W. Gates

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(lXA) by making contributions to the Committee in excess of the

individual contribution limitation.



. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
, ~WASHINION.DOC 2046 3

August 27, 1997

William L. Camp
204 Woodglen Road
Rome, GA 30161

RE: MUR 4357

Dear Mr. Camp:

On August 19, 1997, the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that you

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441 a(a)(1XA), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended (the "Act"). However, after considering the circumstances of this matter, the

Commission also determined to take no further action and closed its tile as it pertains to you.

The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached

for your information.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive contributions is a violation of

2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(lXA). You should ensure that this activity does not occur in the future.

The file will be made public w ithin 30 days after this matter has been closed with respect

to all other respondents involved. You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C.

§ 437g(aXI2XA) remain in effect with respect to all respondents still involved in this matter.

If you have any questions, please contact Delbert K. Rigsby, the attorney assigned to this

matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Joan D. Aikens
Vice Chairman

Enclosure
Factual and Legal Analysis
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMIISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 4357

RESPONDENT: William L. Camp

This matter was generated based on information obtained by the Federal Election

Commission ("Commission") in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX2). The information is based on contributions made to

Bob Barr for Congress '94 ("Committee").

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("Act"), provides that no

person may make contributions to any candidate and his or her committees, which in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000 per Federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(l)(A); 11 C.F.R.

§ 110.1(bXl).

William L. Camp made contributions to the Committee totaling $4,000, which exceeded

the individual contribution limitation by $3,000. See id.

Therefore, the Commission has found that there is reason to believe that William L.

Camp violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la(aXI XA) by making contributions to the Committee in excess of

the individual contribution limitation.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

~ WASHINGTON. D C 20463

August 27, 1997

Thomas J. Barnette
521 Village Trace, Bldg 10
Marietta, GA 30067

RE: MUR 4357

Dear Mr. Barnette:

On August 19, 1997, the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that you
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441 a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended (the "Act"). Hlowever, after considering the circumstances of this matter, the

Commission also determined to take no further action and closed its file as it pertains to you.

The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached

for your information.

The Commission reminds you that making excessive contributions is a violation of
2 U.S.C. § 441a(a(I)(A). You should ensure that this activity does not occur in the future.

The file will be made public within 30 days after this matter has been closed with respect
to all other respondents involved. You are advised that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C.

§ 437g(a)(2)(A) remain in effect with respect to all respondents still involved in this matter.

If you have any questions, please contact Delbert K. Rigsby, the attorney assigned to this

matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Joan D. Aikens
Vice Chairman

Enclosure
Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 4357

RESPONDENT: Thomas J. Barnette

This matter was generated based on information obtained by the Federal Election

Commission ("Commission") in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX2). The information is based on contributions made to

Bob Barr for Congress '94 ("Committee").

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("Act"), provides that no

person may make contributions to any candidate and his or her committees, which in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000 per Federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(l)(A); 11 C.F.R.

§ 110.1(bXl).

Thomas J. Barnette made contributions to the Committee totaling $4,000, 'vhich

exceeded the individual contribution limitation by $3,000. See id.

Therefore, the Commission has found that there is reason to believe that Thomas J.

Barnette violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(aXIXA) by making contributions to the Committee in excess

of the individual contribution limitation.
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August 27, 1997

CERTIFIED MMlL
RETURN RECEIPTREOUESTED

Charles C. Black, Treasurer
Bob Barr for Congress '94
231 Maxham Road, Suite 100
Austell, GA 30001

RE: MUR 4357
Bob Barr for Congress '94

Dear Mr. Black:

On August 19, 1997, the Federal Election Commission found that there is reason to
believe that Bob Barr for Congress '94 ("Committee") and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441a(O, 2 U.S.C. § 434(bX3XA), 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(bX2) and (4), which are provisions of
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") and 11 C.F.R. § 11 0.4(cX2), a
regulation promulgated pursuant to the Act. The Factual and Legal Analysis, which formed a
basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

You may submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be submitted under oath. All
responses to the enclosed Subpoena to Produce Documents must be submitted within 30 days of
your receipt of this subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to submit should
accompany the response to the subpoena. In the absence of additional information, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with
conciliation.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist you in the preparation of
your responses to this subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address, and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause conciliation, you should so request in
writing. Se 11 C.F.R. § 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the General
Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission either proposing an agreement in
settlement of the matter or recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable cause
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conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, requests for pre-probable cause conciliation will not be entertained after briefs on
probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely granted. Requests must be made in
writing at least five days prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause must be
demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions
beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. §§ 437g(a)(4)(B) and
437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedures for handling possible violations of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact
Delbert K. Rigsby, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Joan D. Aikens

Vice Chairman

Enclosures
Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form

cc: Congressman Robert L. Barr



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 4357

Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, )
as treasurer; )

SUBPOENA

TO: Charles C. Black, Treasurer
Bob Barr for Congress '94
231 Maxham Road, Suite 100
Austell, Georgia 30001

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(3), and in furtherance of its investigation in the

above-captioned matter, the Federal Election Commission hereby subpoenas you to appear for

deposition with regard to MUR 4357. Notice is hereby given that the deposition is to be taken on

Tuesday, October 14, 1997 in Room 651 at the Federal Election Commission, 999 E Street N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463, beginning at 10:00 a.m. and continuing each day thereaflter as

necessary.

Further, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(aX3), you are hereby subpoenaed to produce the

documents listed on the attachment to this subpoena. Legible copies which, where applicable,

show both sides of the documents, may be substituted for originals. The documents must be

submitted to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission, 999 E Street,

N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463 within 30 days of receipt of the subpoena.
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WHEREFORE, the Vice Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has hereunto set

her hand in Washington, D.C., on this day of ,1997.

For the Commission,

Joan D. Aikens
Vice Chairman

ATTEST:

Z~k
Marjo W. Emmons
SecretMy to the Commission

Attachment
Document Request
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I. INSTRUCTIONS

In answering this request for production of documents, furnish all documents, that are in
possession of, known by or otherwise available to you, including documents and information
appearing in your records.

If you cannot provide the requested documentation in full after exercising due diligence
to secure the information, answer to the extent possible and indicate your inability to answer the
remainder, stating whatever information or knowledge you have concerning the unanswered
portion and detailing what you did in attempting to secure the unknown information.

Should you claim a privilege with respect to any documents, communications, or other
items about which information is requested by any of the following requests for production of
documents, describe such items in sufficient detail to provide justification for the claim. Each
claim of privilege must specify in detail all the grounds on which it rests.

The following requests for production of documents are continuing in nature so as to
require you to file supplementary responses or amendments if you obtain further or different
information prior to completion or during the pendency of this matter. Include in any
supplemental answers the date upon which and the manner in which such further or different
information came to your attention.

For the purpose of these discovery requests, including the instructions thereto, the terms
listed below are defined as follows:

"You" shall mean the named individual in this action to whom these discovery requests
are addressed, including all employees, agents or attorneys thereof.

"Persons" shall be deemed to include both singular and plural, and shall mean any natural
person, partnership, committee, association, corporation, or any other type of organization or
entity.

"Committee" shall mean Bob Barr for Congress '94.

"Document" shall mean the original and all non-identical copies, including drafts, of all
papers and records of every type, including microfiche or microfilm, in your possession, custody,
or control, or known by you to exist. The term document includes, but is not limited to letters,
memoranda, reports, notes, electronically stored data, electronic mail, codicils, bank statements,
canceled checks (or copies - front and back), vouchers, accounting statements, ledgers, money
orders or other commercial paper, computer print-outs, and all other writings and other data
compilations from which information can be obtained.
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"Identify" with respect to a document shall mean state the nature or type of document
(e.g., letter, memorandum), the date, if any, appearing thereon, the date on which the document
was prepared, the title of the document, the general subject matter of the document, the location
of the document, the number of pages comprising the document.

"And" as well as "or" shall be construed disjunctively or conjunctively as necessary to
bring within the scope of this request for the production of documents any documents and
materials which may otherwise be construed to be out of their scope.

III. REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Within thirty days of receipt of the subpoena, Bob Barr for Congress '94, and Charles C.
Black, as treasurer, is required to produce the following:

1. Each and every written authorization for the attribution and/or reattribution of contributions to
the Committee.

2. Each and every written authorization for the designation and/or redesignation of contributions
to the Committee.

3. Any and all documentation, written or electronic, of contributors' verbal authorizations for
reattribution of contributions to the Commnittee.

4. Any and all documentation, written or electronic, of contributors' verbal authorizations for
redesignation of contributions to the Committee.

5. Any and all documentation, written or electronic, of Committee efforts to secure
authorizations for reattribution of contributions to the Committee.

6. Any and all documentation, written or electronic, of Committee efforts to secure
authorizations for redesignation of contributions to the Committee.

7. Any and all documentation, written or electronic, of Committee efforts to contact contributors
who did not supply occupation and name of employer information with contributions
aggregating over $200 to the Committee.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 4357

RESPONDENT: Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer

I. GENERAION FMATTER

This matter was generated by an audit of Bob Barr for Congress (the "Committee") and

Charles C. Black, as treasurer, undertaken in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 438(b). The audit

covered the period from March 3, 1993 to December 31, 1994.

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Excessive Contributions

1. Applicable Law

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), provides that no

person may make contributions to a candidate and his or her committees which, in the aggregate,

exceed $1 ,000 per federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441 a(a)(1)(A). Furthermore, no candidate or

political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution which exceeds the contribution

limitations of 2 U.S.C. § 441a. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f).

Contributions not designated in writing for a particular election are considered designated

for the candidate's next election for federal office. 11 C.F.R. § I110.1(b)(2)(ii). A joint

contribution must include the signatures of each contributor on the check or in a separate writing.

11 C.F.R. § 1 lO.I(k)(l). Ifra contribution on its face or in the aggregate exceeds the contribution

limitations, the committee must: 1) return the contribution to the contributor; or 2) deposit the
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contribution in a designated campaign depository and obtain a written redesignation or

reattribution from the contributor within 60 days. 11 C.F.R. §§ 103.3(b))(3) and 1 10.3(b)(4).

If no written redesignation or reattribution is obtained within 60 days, the committee must refund

the contribution. Id; 11 C.F.R. §§ 1 10.I(bX5)(ii) and 11I0.1(k)(3)(i).

Committees must report the identity of each person who makes a contribution or

contributions which exceed $200, along with the date and amount of the contribution. 2 U.S.c.

§ 434(b)(3)(A); 11 C.F.R. § 104.3(a)(4)(i).'

2. Facts

The Audit Division's review of the Committee's contribution records revealed 62

excessive contributions totaling $40,804.2 The review of the Committee's contribution records

was not complete, however, because the Committee was unable to provide copies of all

Committee receipts. The Committee provided the Audit staff with a computer file of

contributions and a banker's box filled with check copies. However, the computer file contained

only 70% of the reported contributions, and the check copies were in no identifiable order and

contained many duplicates. Once the Audit staff had organized and alphabetized over 2,600

check copies, it was determined that the Committee's records did not include information for

S The Act also addresses violations of the law which are knowing and willful. See 2 U.S.C.
§§ 437g(aX5XB) and 437g(d). Actions which are knowing and willful are those that were "taken with full
knowledge of all of the facts and a recognition that the action is prohibited by law." 122 Cong. Rec. H3778 (daily

ed. May 3, 1976); see FEC v. John A. Drames, for Congress Committee, 640 F.Supp. 985, 987 (D.N.J. 1986). A

knowing and willful violation may be established by showing that "the defendant acted deliberately and with

knowledge that the representation was false." United States v. Hopkins, 916 F.2d 207, 214 (5th Cir. 1990). Willful

violations also "may be inferred from the 'handling of one's affairs to avoid making the records usual in
trnsctions.., and.. .[from] conduct, the likely effect of which would be to mislead or to conceal.'"

United States v. Chestnut, 533 F.2d 40, 48 (2d Cir. 1976) (quoting Spies v. United States, 317 U.s. 492, 499

(1943)).

2 As of July 10, 1997, the Committee has provided documentation to the Audit staff that 52 refunds of

excessive contributions totaling $3 1,653 had been negotiated. Thus, ten refunds totaling $9,151 remain outstanding.



approximately 4% or $25,114 of the reported receipts. The Audit staff made inquiries regarding

the missing documentation, but the Committee was unable to provide an explanation or

alternative evidence of the Committee's receipts. Moreover, the Committee did not maintain a

separate account for excessive contributions nor did it maintain sufficient funds in its account to

make refunds as prescribed by 11 C.F.R. § I103.3(b)(4). Furthermore, the Committee did not

return or refund any excessive contributions until its January 1996 response to the Interim Audit

Report.

Of the $40,804 in excessive contributions identified by the Audit staff, $29,600 were not

properly reported by the Committee. First, the Committee did not itemize contributor names and

amounts of 14 excessive contributions, the excessive portions of which totaled $11, 100. 3

Second, the Committee reported three excessive contributions in amounts less than the actual

amount of the contribution check, the excessive portions of which totaled $3,000.' Third, the

Committee reattributed ten excessive contributions totaling $10,500 and redesignated four

excessive contributions totaling $5,000 without obtaining written authorizations.

On Committee copies of several contribution checks, the Audit staff discovered written

notations that refer to the reporting of the contribution. Certain notations appear to refer to

whether a contributor's name and the amount of an excessive contribution should be itemized on

the disclosure reports. For example, on a copy of an October 25, 1994 check for $500 from

Stephen D. Smith, the Committee noted: "Check not in database, XS." Prior to this date,

S The Committee also did not itemize seven additional contributions totaling $4,500 that were not excessive
but caused subsequent excessive contributions to appear permissible.

S The Committee also reported two additional contributions in amounts less than the actual amount of the
contribution which were not excessive but caused subsequent excessive contributions to appear permissible.



Stephen D. Smith had made three contributions totaling $1,500 designated to the general election

and two contributions totaling $1 ,OOO designated to the primary. Consistent with the

Committee's notation, this check did not appear on the disclosure reports. Likewise, on a copy

of a September 23, 1994 check for $1,000 from the joint account of Paul and Sybil Jones, signed

only by Sybil Jones, the Committee noted: "not entered, both Paul and Sybil XS." Consistent

with the Committee's notation, this check did not appear on disclosure reports5

Other notations appear to refer to whether the full amount of an excessive contribution

should be reported on disclosure reports. For example, on a copy of an October 18, 1994 check

for $500 from Mr. or Mrs. J.P. Smith, signed only by Mrs. J.P. Smith, the Committee noted:

"entered 400 of 500 check, XS contrib." Consistent with the Committee's notation, the $500

contribution was reported as a $400 contribution on disclosure reports.' Similarly, on a copy of

an October 17, 1994 check for $500 from J.L. or Anne Gray, signed by J.L. Gray, the Committee

S Based on the notation, it appears that the Committee understood the contribution to be excessive, and thus
did not itemize the check on disclosure reports. However, it appears that Sybil Jones had not in fact reached the
contribution limit for the general election; consequently, this contribution was not excessive. Prior to this
contribution, the Committee's disclosure reports show that Sybil Jones had made one contribution of $250
designated to the primary election and no contributions to the general election; Paul Jones had made three

contributions totaling $1i,500 designated to the primary election and one contribution totaling SI1,000 designated to

the general election. However, the Committee's reports are inaccurate in many respects and the Committee did not
have sufficient documentation of contributions. Thus, it is possible that her contribution was in fact excessive.

S Based on the notation, it appears that the Committee understood the contribution to be excessive by $100,
and thus reported the $500 contribution as $400 on disclosure reports. However, at the time of the contribution, it
appears that neither Mr. nor Mrs. J.P. Smith had reached the contribution limit for the general election;
consequently, this contribution was not excessive. Prior to this date, according to the Committee's disclosure
reports, Mrs. Smith had not made any contributions to the Committee; Mr. Smith had made three contributions
totaling $1, 100 designated to the primary election and one contribution of $500 designated to the general election.
However, the Committee's reports are inaccurate in many respects and the Committee did not have sufficient
documentation of contributions. Thus, it is possible that her contribution was in fact excessive.
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noted: "XS by 200." Consistent with the Committee's notation, the $500 contribution was

reported as a $300 contribution on disclosure reports.7

Finally, some notations appear to refer to whether a contribution should be reattributed or

redesignated. For example, on a February 15, 1994 Committee facsimile of a deposit slip, the

Committee noted: "Charles, Mr. & Mrs. Camp gave us $4,000. 1/2 of that needs to be put

toward general election. Thanks, John. ' '" The facsimile is related to a February 11, 1994 check

from Mr. or Mrs. William Camp for $4,000. The check was signed only by William Camp, was

dated prior to the July 19, 1994 primary, and did not include an election designation. The

Committee both reattributed and redesignated the contribution, but did not obtain a written

reattribution or redesignation authorization. 9 Likewise, on a copy of a March 31, 1994 check for

$1,900 from J.T. or Sharon Cooper, signed only by Sharon Cooper, the Committee noted:

"900-Sharon, 1000-J.T." The Committee reattributed $1,000 to J.T. Cooper, but did not obtain a

written reattribution authorization. Finally, on a copy of a December 31, 1994 check for $250

from J.L. (John) or Anne Gray, signed only by J.L. Gray, the Committee noted: "Contribution

Based on the notation, it appears that the Committee understood the contribution to be excessive by $200,
and thus reported the $500 contribution as $300 on disclosure reports. However, at the time of the contribution, it
appears that neither JL. Gray nor Anne Gray had reached the contribution limit for the general election and
consequently this contribution was not excessive. Prior to this contribution, according to the Committee's
disclosure reports, J.L. Gray had made a contribution of $500 designated to the general election and a contribution
of $1i,000 designated to the primary election; Anne Gray had not made any contributions to the Committee.
However, the Committee's reports are inaccurate in many respects and the Committee did not have sufficient
documentation of contributions. Thus, it is possible that his contribution was in fact excessive.

s The names on the facsimile appear to correspond to Charles Black, the Committee's treasurer, and John
Watson, identified by the Audit staff as the Committee's finance director.

S From the $4,000 check, the Committee originally reported two $1,000 contributions attributed to Mrs. Jean
Camp, with both designiated to the general election, and two $1,000 contributions attributed to Mr. William Camp,
with both designated to the primary election. The Committee subsequently amended their reports to designate
$1,000 attributed to Mrs. Camp for the primary election and $1,000 attributed to Mrs. Camp for the general
election; $1,000 attributed to Mr. Camp for the primary election and $1,000 attributed to Mr. Camp for the general

election.
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entered under Anne. John has topped out." Prior to this contribution, J.L. Gray had already

contributed $1 ,OOO to the general election. The Committee did not, however, follow up on this

notation. Instead, the Committee reported the excessive contribution under J.L. Gray.

At the exit conference, the Audit staff informed the Committee of the excessive

contributions as well as the unitemized contributions and unauthorized reattributions and

redesignations. The Committee did not make a substantive response to the issue of unitemized

excessive contributions. In reference to the reattribution and redesignation of excessive

contributions, Charles Black, the Committee treasurer, had previously stated during the audit

fieldwork that he did not think the Committee obtained any reattributions or redesignations and

would be surprised if any existed. However, in a written response to the exit conference, the

Committee contradicted the earlier assertion of Mr. Black by stating that it had "received verbal

authoriations.., given to either Bill Adams or John Watson."'0o The Committee further stated

that it was "still searching through our files (in storage) to locate any written authorization we

may have received." The Committee never produced any written authorizations for reattribution

or redesignation or any evidence of verbal authorizations.

In the Interim Audit Report, the Commission recommended that the Committee provide

"the source and purpose of the notes written on copies of contributor checks" and "evidence to

demonstrate that the apparent excessive contributions were not knowingly and willfully retained

and misreported." In response to the Interim Audit Report, the Committee refunded all excessive

contributions from individuals and filed amended reports to itemize the excessive contributions.

10 The Audit staff identified Bill Adams and John Watson as the Committee's finance directors.
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However, the Committee did not respond to the recommendations concerning the written

notations and the potential knowing and willful aspects of the activity.

3. Analysis

The Committee accepted 62 excessive contributions. The excessive amount totaled

$40,804, which was approximately 8% of the dollar amount of all contributions from individuals.

These excessive contributions were not refunded in accordance with 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3).

Based on disclosure reports and the Committee's written notations, it appears that the Committee

took steps that resulted in incomplete or inaccurate reporting of $29,600 of these excessive

contributions. As a consequence, the Committee caused the contributions to be concealed from

the public record and avoided the contribution limitations of the Act. See 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b) and

441a(a); Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.S. 1, 67-68 (1976) (noting one of the primary purposes of the

Act's reporting requirements is "to gather information necessary to detect violations of the

contribution limitations").

In the case of 14 contributions with excessive portions of $11,100, the Committee

deposited the excessive contribution checks, but did not itemize the contributions. These

contributions each exceeded $200, requiring the Committee to itemize the name and address of

the contributor and the amount of the contribution. See 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A); 11 C.F.R.

§ 104.3(a)(4)(i); infra part II.B. (Itemized Reporting of Contributions). The Committee instead

reported the contributions only as part of the total amount of unitemized contributions. By not

itemizing these contributions, the contributor names and amounts do not appear on the public

record, thus concealing the excessive contributions.

In the case of three excessive contributions with excessive portions of $3,000, the

Committee reported contributions in amounts less than the actual amount of the contribution
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checks. See 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A); 11I C.F.R. § 104.3(a)(4Xi). The Committee deposited the

excessive contributions into its account, but reported lesser amounts which would not exceed the

individual contribution limit. By not reporting the actual amounts of these contributions on the

public record, the excessive nature of the contributions was concealed.

In addition to the unitemized contributions and contributions reported in lesser amounts,

the Committee improperly reatributed ten contributions totaling $10,500 and improperly

redesignated four contributions totaling $5,000. The Committee did not obtain written

authorizations for the reattributions and redesignations. 1 1 C.F.R. §§ 11l0. l(b)(5)(ii) and

11l0.1 (k)(3)(ii). As a consequence of the Committee's actions, the actual contributors or actual

designated elections were not timely disclosed on the public record.

Notations discovered on Committee check copies, which relate to the itemizing of

contributions or reporting amounts less than the actual amount of the contribution checks,

indicate that the Committee may have been aware that its actions would conceal the acceptance

of excessive contributions. See US. v. Chestnut, 533 F.2d at 48. These notations also

demonstrate that the Committee was aware of the statutory and regulatory restrictions of the Act

at the time it was accepting the excessive contributions.

The notations also indicate the Committee may have had a policy of reattributing and

redesignating contributions without authorizations. The Audit staff reached a similar preliminary

conclusion in the Final Audit Report, stating that it "appear~ed] that the Committee was

internally reatributing and redesignating items without obtaining the written authorizations."

Thus, the notations are evidence that the Committee may have intended to conceal

excessive contributions by not itemizing excessive contributions or by reporting amounts less

than the actual amount of the contribution. While additional notations relating to reattributions
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and redesignations do not conclusively demonstrate an intentional effort to conceal excessive

contributions, they do appear to be consistent with the pattern of concealment demonstrated by

other notations.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) by accepting excessive contributions.

B. Itemized Reporting of Contributions

Committees must report the identity of each person who makes a contribution or

contributions which exceed $200, along with the date and amount of the contribution. 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(b)(3)(A).

The Committee did not itemize on its disclosure reports 14 contributions totaling $18,100

which were in whole or in part excessive. The notations on Committee documents, see supra pp.

3-5, suggest that the Committee did not itemize the contributions in order to conceal acceptance

of excessive contributions. These notations also indicate the Committee's knowledge of the

reporting requirements. See 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A). In response to the Interim Audit Report,

the Committee filed amended reports itemizing these excessive contributions.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by not itemizing contributions over $200.

C. Excessive Contributions of Currency

No person may make cash contributions to any candidate for federal office which exceed

$100 in the aggregate. 2 U.S.C. § 441Ig; 11 C.F.R. § 11l0.4(c)(l). A candidate or political

committee receiving a cash contribution in excess of $100 shall promptly return the amount over

$100 to the contributor. 11 C.F.R. § 11l0.4(c)(2).



According to the Audit materials, 14 individuals made excessive contributions of

currency totaling $1,705. The contributions ranged from $20 to $400 in excess of the

contribution limit for currency. See 2 U.S.C. § 44 1g. The Committee did not refund the

excessive contributions of currency until January 1996, in response to the Interim Audit Report."

Consequently, the refunds were not made until 14 months after the election, and thus, not made

promptly as prescribed by 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(2).

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as

treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. § 11 0.4(c)(2) by failing to refund promptly contributions of

currency over $100.

D. Misstatement of Financial Activity

Committees are required to report the amount of all receipts and disbursements for each

reporting period and for the calendar year. 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b)(2) and (4).

According to the Audit staff's reconciliation of the Committee's bank accounts, the

Committee understated its 1993 receipts by $4,439 and understated its 1993 disbursements by

$3,549. The Committee's misstatement of receipts resulted from an unreported $1,850 receipt

from the Bob Barr '94 Exploratory account, unreported in-kind contributions totaling $401, and

unexplained receipts of $3,188. t2 The Committee's misstatement of disbursements resulted from

unreported disbursements totaling $3,882, unreported in-kind contributions totaling $401, and

S As of July 10, 1997, the Committee has provided documentation to the Audit staff that eight refunds of

excessive cash contributions totaling $895 have been negotiated. Six refunds totaling $8 1 0 remain outstanding.

1, These specific misstatements of receipts total $5,439. This amount was partially offset by a $1,000
contribution drawn on an account with insufficient funds which the Committee reported, but for which it never
received the funds. Thus, the actual understatement of 1993 receipts was $4,439.
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adjustments totaling $93. '3 In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff recommended the

Committee file amended reports to correct the public record. The Committee filed amended

reports containing the same, erroneous total reported receipts and disbursements, which did not

materially correct the public record.

Therefore, there is reason to believe the Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b)(2) and (4) by understating its 1993 receipts by $4,439 and

understating its 1993 disbursements by $4,376.

E. Disclosure of Occupation and Name of Employer

Committees are required to disclose the identification of each person (other than a

political committee) making aggregate contributions in excess of $200 per calendar year, along

with the date and amount of any such contribution. 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A). Identification of

each individual includes the name, mailing address, occupation of the contributor, and name of

his or her employer. 2 U.S.C. § 431(1 3)(A).

If the treasurer of a political committee shows that best efforts have been used to obtain,

maintain, and submit the information required by the Act, any report or records of the committee

shall be considered to be in compliance with the Act. 2 U.S.C. § 432(i). The treasurer of a

political committee will be deemed to have exercised best efforts if he or she has satisfied the

requirements of 11 C.F.R. § 104.7.'4 In order to satisfy best efforts, a treasurer and the

13 These misstatements were originally offset by two disbursements totaling $827 made in 1994 but reported
in 1 993. However, in response to the Interim Audit Report, the Committee explained that the two disbursements
totaling $827 were actually written in 1993 despite the checks bearing the date of January 3, 1994. The Audit
Division accepted the Committee's explanation. Therefore, the total understated disbursements in 1993 increased
from $3,549 originally identified by the Audit staff'to $4,376.

,4 A revised version of 11i C.F.R. § 104.7 became effective March 3, 1994. The Audit Division considered
only contributions received after the effective date of the revised regulation in its analysis.
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committee must, inter alia, make at least one follow-up stand-alone request for missing

information within 30 days of receiving a contribution with incomplete contributor information.

11 C.F.R. § 104.7(b)(2)."s Such effort must consist of a written request to the contributor for the

information or an oral request documented in writing. Id.

The Audit Division conducted a review of the contributions received by the Committee

and concluded that only 67% of the Committee's contributions received after March 3, 1994

included the occupation and name of employer information. See 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b)(3)(A) and

431(13)(A). The remaining 33% of itemized contributions, totaling $45,683, did not include the

required information. Instead of providing the accurate information, the Committee inserted the

terms "self employed small business owner" on its disclosure reports or did not report any

information regarding the contributors' occupation and name of employer by inserting "best

effort refused."

According to the Audit staff, the Committee claimed that it contacted by telephone

contributors who did not provide information. However, the Committee did not produce

documentation of such attempts as required by 11 C.F.R. § 104.7(b)(2). Thus, the Committee's

practices did not satisfy the best efforts requirements. In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit

Division recommended that the Committee file amendments to correct the public record. The

Committee did not respond to the recommendation.

is The requirement of a stand-alone follow-up request for information was upheld in Republican National

Committee v. Federal Election Commission, 76 F.3d 400 (D.C. Cir. 1996), cert. denied, 117 S. Ci. 682 (1997).



Therefore, there is reason to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by not disclosing occupation and name of employer

information.



' I ../ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONWASHINGTON. D C 20463

September 5, 1997

Mr. William Adams
304 Martin Lane
Lookout MountainGA 30750

MUR 4357

Dear Mr. Adams:

This letter confirms our telephone conversation on Thursday, September 4, 1997, in
which you informed me that you did not serve as a volunteer or paid staffer of the 1994 Bob Barr
for Congress campaign. You also agreed to return the subpoena that was inadvertently mailed to
you on August 27, 1997. If you have any questions, please give me a call at (800) 424-9530 or
(202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Rigy
Attorney
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PATTON BOGGS, L.L.P.
2550 M STREET, N.W.IP I I.II i' WASHINGTON. D.C. 20037-1350

(202) 457- 6000

FAC.MILEI2O 0. 457-6315 WRITER'S DIRECT DIAL

(202) 457-6405

September 18, 1997

VIA FACSIMILE: 202-219-3923

Delbert K. Rigsby, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4357
Bob Barr for Congress '94

Dear Mr. Rigsby:

I have recently been retained to represent the respondents in the above-captioned matter.
In order to prepare a response, we request a 20 day extension to submit a responsive brief. This
extension is requested in order that I may become familiar with the matter and conduct the
necessary research.

Accordingly, we request an extension until October 6, 1997.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Benjamin L. Ginsberg

ZSW
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RTkTEIWW~S OP D!flIQ~IkTI~ OP

MUR 4357

NAME OF COUJNSEL:

ADDRESS :

TELE PHONE :

Benami LGinusberg

WaEhint.Lf~ DC. 2t37

(2o2) 4S7-640S

The above-named individual ±e hereby designated as mycouns3el and is authorized to receive any notifications and other
comm-.. catlons from t-he Comrriesson and to act on rmy behalf be.tore

Lhe Comnmission.

Date

RESPONDEN".S NAME

ADDRESS:

HOME PHONE:

BUSINJESS PHONE:

Signature

&ob Barr for Congross;
Charles C. Black, a Uuir

231 Maxhan Road, Suite 100

Austeai, Georgia 30001

770-944-3032

' 'e "''Z
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D.C, 20*63

September 30, 1997

Bejamn L. Ginberg Es
Patton Bow, L.L.P.
2550 M Stee NW
Washington, D.C. 20037-1350

RE: MUR 4357

Dear Mr. Ginsber:

Tis i n respons to your letter dated September 18, 1997, which was received on
September 19, 1997, requesting an extension for your client, Bob Ban for Congress '94, to
respond to the Federal Election Commission's finding in MUR 4357. After considering the
circmstances prseted in your letter, the Office of the General Couel has grunted your client
an extension until October 6, 1997. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business
on October 6, 1997.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Risb
Attorney



PATTON BOGGS, L.L.P. :..
2550 M STREET. N.W.

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20037-1350 cri ,, " * j"
12023 457-6000

FACMBLK: 12021 457-63t15 WRITER'S DIRECT DIAL

(202) 457-6405

October 6, 1997 ,:'-

|'V

The Honorable John Warren McGarry--
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4357. Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black. as Treasurer

Dear Mr. McGarry:

On behalf of Bob Barr for Congress '94 ("the Committee") and Charles C. Black, as

treasurer, this will respond to the Factual and Legal Analysis ("Analysis") and its

recommendation of finding reason to believe in the above-referenced matter.

L INTRODULCION~

Given that the Analysis is based on a full-scale field audit of the Committee from the

1994 cycle, when Mr. Barr was running a challenger's campaign against an entrenched

incumbent, the amounts involved are relatively minor 1 and the violations alleged are ones of

omission rather than commission. As discussed more fully below, while there may have been

_/ As acknowledged in the Analysis, the amount at issue is about eight percent (8%) of the campaign's total
receipts from individuals. See Analysis at 7. Further, the amount at issue is only a mere six percent (6%) of the
total receipts ($648,266) during the period from March 3, 1993 through December 31, 1994. See Interim Audit at I.



PATTON BOGGS, L.L.P.
Letter to FEC re: MUR 4357
October 6, 1997
Page 2

some failures to comply with each letter of the Federal Election Campaign Act (the "Act") 2  in

this highly pressurized campaign, the respondents certainly complied with the overall spirit of

the Act. Indeed, as the Audit Report acknowledges, "in maintaining its records the Committee

satisfied the minimum record-keeping requirements of 11l C.F.R. § 102.9. .. .." Audit Report at

7.

While respondents do not dispute the overall facts presented in the Analysis, they do

vigorously dispute some of its sweeping and unjustified insinuations, such as:

* "[T]he Committee caused the contributions to be concealed from the public record."

Analysis at 7. While there may have been a mistake which caused the contributions to not

be reported fully, there are no grounds to charge "concealment," which implies some

deliberate act to deceive.

*"[T]he Committee may have intended to conceal excessive contributions by not itemizing

excessive contributions or by reporting amounts less than the actual amount of the

contribution .... [which appears] to be consistent with the pattern of concealment ....

Id. at 8-9. Again, inadvertent mistakes, or even the failure to pay adequate attention to the

details of the Act in the midst of a hotly contested election, does not justify charges that the

respondents "intended to conceal." The only way to find any "pattern of concealment" is to

2/ Respondents are willing to enter into pre-probable cause conciliation on these violations pursuant to I!

C.F.R. § 11l1.18(d).
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unfairly characterize the unknowing repetition of the same mistake over time as a

deliberate act.

In short, mistakes and a lack of realization of all the Act's requirements did lead to some

violations of the Act involving, at most, six percent of the Committee's receipts. While the

respondents are willing to accept responsibility for those mistakes, they do object strenuously to

the Analysis' attempt to elevate these errors into some sort of deliberate strategy AL

IL NLYI

A. Excessive Contributions

While acknowledging deficiencies in the Committee's procedures that led to reporting

errors, it is important to keep these apparent violations in perspective. The Committee raised a

total of $622,340. Interim Audit at 1. At most, the Analysis questions $40,804 in contributions

received. The small amounts involved combined with the Committee's incomplete

recordkeeping indicate that inadvertence and inattention, rather than conspiracy and forethought,

were responsible for any violations.

The specific allegations contained in the Analysis can be traced back to the lack of

complete records and the failure to obtain written redesignations and reattributions. While not

3/ Such elevation is typified by the thinly-veiled inference of footnote I on page 2 of the Analysis, for
example.
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excusing any violations, the respondents did produce photocopies of checks accounting for over

ninety-five percent (95%) of the total receipts of individual contributions. And irrespective of

these omissions, the respondents' actions did not frustrate the overall purpose of the Act's

reporting requirements.-

Similarly, the respondents failed to obtain written redesignations or reattributions for

$15,500 (less than three percent of the total receipts). However, such a failure does not establish

that "the Committee may have had a policy of reattributing and redesignating contributions

without authorizations," as assumed by the Analysis. Nor do the notations that appeared on a

mere half dozen checks (which were not necessarily excessive contributions, despite notations to

the contrary, see FEC Analysis at 4 n.5, n.6, n.7) establish a sinister motive. Instead, as the

Committee explained in its written response to the audit exit conference, it had "received verbal

authorizations . . . given to either Bill Adams or John Watson," the Committee's finance

directorsAs Although not technically in compliance with applicable regulations, such efforts

nonetheless absolve the respondents from a charge that they knowingly and willfully violated the

4/ For example, the purpose of the Act's reporting requirements was served even with the fourteen excessive
contributions totaling $11!,000 since, while not itemized in accordance with 11 C.F.R. § I104.3(aX4Xi), the amounts
were nonetheless included in unitemized contributions so that the public knew the total amount raised by the
campaign.

Contrary to the assertion made in the Analysis, such a statement does not contradict Charles Black's
statement that he did not think the Committee obtained any reattributions or redesignations. Mr. Black was
referring only to written redesignations and reattributions, as evidenced by his statement that he would be surprised
if any extd.



PATTON BOGGS, L.L.P.
Letter to FEC re: MUR 4357
October 6, 1997
Page 5

Act. At worst, despite receiving oral permission, the respondents merely failed to obtain the

proper written documentation.

As for the notations which appeared on a handful of checks, these notations do not

indicate, contrary to the Analysis' insinuation, that the respondents were deliberately concealing

excessive contributions or knowingly violating the law.

Respondents do not dispute that their inattentive record-keeping did cause violations of

the Act. Specifically, the respondents do not dispute the claim that "[i]n the case of three

excessive contributions with excessive portions of $3,000, the Committee reported contributions

in amounts less than the actual amount of the contribution checks." Such misreporting was

caused not by ill motive, but instead by the respondents' own mistakes. Such errors were also

responsible for the seven contributions totaling $4,500 that were not itemized, and the two

referenced in the Analysis that were also misreported. See Analysis at 3 n.3, n.4.

Ultimately, although not consistent with the letter of 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3), once the

respondents learned that such contributions were in fact excessive (which was not until 1996),

with one exception, they refunded all of the excessive contributions. Audit Report at 9.

Similarly, once the respondents learned that such record-keeping was incorrect, amended reports

were filed with the Commission.
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B. Itemized Reporting of Contributions

Respondents do not dispute that "[tihe Committee did not itemize on its disclosure

reports 14 contributions totaling $1l8,100 which were in whole or in part excessive." Analysis at

9. In weighing this fact, however, the Commission must consider that the $18,100 in question

constitutes contributions that were in whole or in pac excessive. Thus, a portion of this amount

was not excessive, and was merely misreported. Further, this amount is somewhat redundant and

duplicative of the amounts discussed above in the context of excessive contributions.

However, the respondents take issue with the allegation that the Committee intentionally

misreported the contributions in order to conceal their acceptance. Rather, the cause of this

violation is the same inadvertence and inattention that led to the other violations. As noted in the

Analysis, the respondents have filed amended reports itemizing these excessive contributions.

C. Excessive Cash Contributions

As for the excessive cash contributions, they were accepted by campaign volunteers,

usually at campaign events. Furthermore, consistent with the respondents' efforts at full

disclosure, these cash contributions were reported, thus dispelling any inference of a sinister

motive. Finally, although not done until 1996 (and in response to the Interim Audit Report), the

excessive contributions were nonetheless refunded. Analysis at 1 0.

6/ In fact, some of the cash that was received was photocopied by Committee staff in an effort to document its
receipt. Such documentation was provided to the Commission during the audit. Such conduct certainly eliminates
any inference of an effort mask contributions from public scrutiny, let alone circumvent the Act.
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O. Misstatement of Financial Activity

Respondents do not dispute that the exact amounts of receipts and disbursements were

not precisely correct. These mistakes, although involving minor dollar amounts, are regrettable.

The respondents did attempt to correct this mistake by the filing of amended reports. Any

inaccuracies will be corrected in amended reports.

E. Disclosure of Occupation and Name of Employer

While the respondents did not obtain the needed information on donors' occupation and

employer in a timely, written stand-alone request, as with redesignations and reattributions, the

respondents contacted many contributors by telephone to obtain the required information. In

other cases, although not provided by the contributor, the finance directors of the campaign knew

the employer and occupation of the contributor. Such knowledge is not surprising, given the

rural, small-town nature of the seventh district of Georgia. Nor is it surprising that many of the

contributors to the Committee were self-employed, given Congressman Barr's position on issues

affecting such individuals.

ilL CONCLUSiIQN

Respondents have made efforts to ensure that similar events do not happen in the future.

Since learning in 1996 of the results of the audit of the 1994 campaign, the respondents have

adopted several measures designed to eliminate the past problems. However, such corrective

measures were only partially in place for the 1996 election cycle (due in part to the fact that the
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final audit report was not completed until 1996). Respondents are now fully aware of the Act's

requirements. Although not fully implemented in 1996, the Committee has now taken the

- following steps to comply with the Act and related regulations:

-: i The hiring of a compliance director whose duties are to insure the recordation and

monitoring of campaign contributions.

*: * The updating and installation of computers, including the use of a computer program

: - dedicated to the task of campaign-related record keeping.

- • Attendance by Committee personal at an upcoming session of the Commissions

instructional course, to be held in Georgia.

* A commitment to follow internal procedures designed to prevent the acceptance of

excessive contributions, and the failure to obtain proper information and misreporting.

In conclusion, and for the foregoing reasons, Respondents respectfully request

pre-probable cause conciliation of this matter.

Counsel for Respondents

2S43 '7
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~PATTON BOGGS, L.L.P.

2550 M STREET. N.W.

S,' Li ' WASHINGTON. D.C 20037- 1350

(2:021 457-6000

FACSIMILE; (20) 457-6315 WRITERS5 DIRECT DIAL

(202) 457-5279

October 9, 1997

Yiahnd Deivery

The Honorable John Warren McGarry
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4357. Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as Treasurer

Dear Mr. McGarry:

On behalf of Bob Barr for Congress '94 ("the Committee") and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer, this will respond to the Commission's subpoena to Bob Barr for Congress '94 and
Charles C. Black, as treasurer, requesting that certain documents be produced.

Due to the good faith belief of the Respondents that either all documents had already
been produced to the Commission during the auditing process of the 1994 election cycle, or that
such responsive documents did not exist, no formal response to the subpoena was filed.
However, based on discussions between the undersigned and counsel for the Commission, it is
possible that the enclosed documents may not have been produced previously to the
Commission. Thus, in an effort to ensure full disclosure and in an abundance of caution, and
without prejudice and in support of their request for pre-probable conciliation, respondents
hereby submit the enclosed documents.

The documents submitted are true and correct copies of the originals, which of course are
available for inspection if the Commission so desires. Furthermore, the documents are being
produced as they are kept in the ordinary course of business.
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Thank you for your attention to this matter. If you have any questions or concerns, please
do not hesitate to contact me.

~Respectfully submitted,

z0=1 Benjamin L. Ginsberg
.. Donald F. McGahn II

" Counsel for Respondents

Enc.

cc: Barr for Congress '94, and CharlesDelbert K. Rigsby, Esq. (w/o enc.)
C. Black as treasurer (w/o enc.)
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TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
January 6, 1996 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dr. W.P. Adams
1475 Old Summerville Rd.
Rome, GA 30165

Dear Pat:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accept excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $-...... of which $-..... was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount, $-... If you would please do this and write "'94 campaign debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the requests of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Pat, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paiid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are no! tax deducticl
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TOUGH ENOUGH TO...January 2, 1996 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dr. W.P. Adams
1475 Old Summerville Rd.
Rome, GA 30165

Dear Pat:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,150.00 in the general election of which $150.00 was
deemed by them as excessive. The FEC gives a campaign 60 days to comply with their
regulations in these situations, however, this time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $150 check and write in the for
line, "'94 primary debt."

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Pat, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Banr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contribuuions are noti tax deductible
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Bob Barr - Congress e P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Commiee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contributions arc ntll tax dcductible
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IviI. 3tev ivlia&ui :y TOUGH ENOUGH TO...2490 Robinson Road CUT SPENDING FIRST

Marietta, GA 30068

Dear Steve:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,025.00 of which $25.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contributions were given for the primary and general election, the checks needed this
designation to comply with FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you attributing the
excess contribution to the general election.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $25 check and write "'94
general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Steve, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer



January 2. 1996

Mr. Thomas J. Barnette
521 Village Trace Bldg. 10

BARR

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Commitee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions arc not tax deductihle

iviariet-a, uJ/- .iuuJO/ TOUGH ENOUGH T...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Jack:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $4,000.00 of which $3,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Mrs. Barnette, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and Mrs.
Barnette write a $2,000 check to the campaign. On your check, please write "'94 general debt" in
the for line and on Mrs. Barnette's check, please have her write "$1,000 '94 general election
debt, $1 ,000'94 primary election debt."

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Jack, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Mr. Dean Booth TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
3100 Cumberland Cir. Suite 1500 CUT SPENDING FIRST
Atlanta, GA 30339

Dear Dean:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and Katie, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"'swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Dean, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Miarietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Pard for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Pohtical contributions arc not tas deducile
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TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
January 2, 1996 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Mr. Jeffrey H. Breedlove
1306 Bayliss Drive
Alexandria, VA 22302

Dear Jeff:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,150.00 of which $150.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allow 60 days to correct these types of situations, however, this time
has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $150 check and write "'94
general debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Jeff, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress e P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 °(404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for b> Bob Barr - Congress Committee . Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contributions are no1 tax dcductible
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Mr_ Chri dward
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Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political coninbutions are not tax deductible

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...67 Putnam Circle CUT SPENDING FIRST
Atlanta, GA 30342

Dear Chris:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,500.00 of which $500.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and Mrs. Edwards, the check needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from your spouse properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $500 check and write "'94
primary debt" in the for line.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Chris, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer



January 2, 1996

Mr. James E. Fitts
3048 Vinings Ferry
Atlanta, GA 30339

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Jim:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,552.00 of which $552.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allow 60 days to correct these situations, however, this time has
passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $552 to the campaign
and write "'94 general debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Jim, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaigN.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 •Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Commiuee - Charle.s Black. Treasurer- Political contrnbuton% are noti tax deductible
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TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Roxanna:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,803.25 of which $803.25 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Ken, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Ken properly attributing
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $803.25 and
write in the for line "'94 general debt?"

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Roxanna, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall.
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob is fighting
in the campaign.

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-94.44 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are noQI tax deductible

January 2, 1996

Mrs. Roxanna J. Flick
5326 Presley Place
Douglasville, GA 30135



January 2, 1996

Mr. Robert W. Gates
7502 Rigby Way
Douglasville, GA 30134

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Bob:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $3,000.00 of which $2,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Linda, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Linda properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 primary debt" in the for line and ask Linda to do the same?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Bob, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall.
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob is fighting
in the campaign.

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee -Charles Black. Treasurer - Politcal contributions are no tax deductible
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January 2, 1996

Mr. J.L. Gray
616 Richards Rd. NE
White, GA 30184

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Pete:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,250.00 of which $250.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allow 60 days for us to correct this type of situation, however, this
time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $250 and write "'94
primary election debt?"

No additional contribution to the t94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Pete, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-94.44 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Politica contributions arc not tas deductible
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January 2, 1996

Mr. Ronald S. Holley
3807 Acworth Due West Rd.
Acworth, GA 30101

Dear Ron:

TOUGH ENOUGH TO.. .
CUT SPENDING FIRST

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,725.00 of which $1,725.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulation allows campaigns 60 days to correct these situations, however, this
time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write the campaign a check for $1,000
and write "'94 general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Ron, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress •P.O. Box 4323 •Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Politcal contrnbutions are not tax deductible
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Iwfrs. rdizaoeil Jaimes TOUGH ENOUGH TO...6436 Picketts Crossing CUT SPENDING FIRST
Acworth, GA 30101

Dear Elizabeth:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,051.00 of which $51.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Mr. James, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from him properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $51 check to the campaign
and write "'94 general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Elizabeth, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contributions are nut tax deductihlc
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BARR

Iv1[s, t...,IZl D. Ji1Iu1LLU TOUGH ENOUGH TO...3418 Mission Ridge Circle CUT SPENDING FIRST
Atlanta, GA 30339

Dear Carin:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $3,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Paul, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you and Paul properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
'94 primary election debt" in the for line for the check and ask Paul to do the same?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Cari, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Pard for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Politicai contibutions are not tax deductible
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Mr. Paul A. Jones

/' " g' l _ __ 1"-_* r__ l

' i u t~aiers riage KU. TOUGH ENOUGH TO..Douglasville, GA 30134 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Paul:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,750.00 of which $750.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Sybil, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you and Sybil properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please ask Sybil to write a $750 check to
the campaign and please write "'94 primary debt?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Paul, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congres P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • t404) 528-9555 FAX
Pjaid for by Bob Barr - Congress Commitee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are not tax deducthle
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kA.. D,. . . I T "-- ..

lvii. 1Xuu : t J. L~nAii~il TOUGH ENOUGH TO...990 Hammond Dr. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Atlanta, GA 30328

Dear Bob:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,500.00 of which $500.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Anne, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you and her properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $500 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Bob, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress'• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Cominmee - Charles Black, Treasurer.- Poitical conibutions are 0o1 tax deductible
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Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contibuions are not tax deductible

BARR

Mr. S: Mrs. reter ,. Mano0wf TOUGH ENOUGH TO...4739 Olde Village Lane CUT SPENDING FIRST
Dunwoody, GA 30338

Dear Peter & Terry:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $4,000.00 of which $2,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of both of you, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing part of the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would both of you please write a $1,000 check and
write "'94 primary election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Peter & Terry, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill
Adams will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer



January 2, 1996 I BARR
Mr. Harold D. McNally
-'.,tuu L.,K~S1U¢ f-lIlS fL. TOLUGH ENOUGH TO...Kennesaw, GA 30144 Ct,'T SPENDING FIRST

Dear Harry:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $3,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Lisa, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days. the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you and Lisa properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please have Lisa write a $1,000 check and
have her write "'94 general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Harry, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress * P.O. Box 4323 * Miarietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
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Mrs. Mary Ann Mc Wforter TOUGH ENOUGH TO...125 Allison Circle CUT SPENDING FIRST
Carrollton, GA 30117

Dear Mary Ann:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,850.00 of which $850.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Aaron, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you and Aaron properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $850 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Mary Ann, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contributions are notH tax deductihle



January 2, 1996

Mr. Edward H. Metzger III
5365 Northwater Way
Duluth, GA 30136

,0

TOUGH ENOUGH TO.. .
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Ed:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,050.00 of which $1,050.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allows campaigns 60 days to correct these matters, however, this time
has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $50 and write "'94
general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Ed, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-944.4 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by, Bob Barr - Congress Commitee - Charles Black. Treasurcr - Political contributions arc no tax deducible
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me

lvII. J4Il D. lVUICI, JI TOUGH ENOUGH TO...1956 River Forest Rd. NW CUT SPENDING FIRST
Atlanta, GA 30327

Dear Jim:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and Mrs. Miller, the check needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from both of you properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refumding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line for the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Jim, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta. GA 30061-4323 * 404) 528-94414 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
t'did for b) Boh Barr - Congress Committee - Chari¢e, Black. Treasurer.- Political contrilbutionls are no tax deductible
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Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Comrnaec - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are nt~ tax deductible

""*. '-'. • llll1 l~ TOUGH ENOUGH ...11712 Musket Lane CUT SPENDING FIRST
Charlotte, NC 28273

Dear Tim:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and Leanne, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from her properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"Iswap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line of the check?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Tim, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer



Jna 2. 1996 @ AR I
Mr. Robert E. Oliver 't'rJ ~)HdUUWIUWH NU. T( ~GH ENOUGH TO.

Marietta, GA 30067 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Bob:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $4,000.00 of which $2,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Donna, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from her properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please have Donna write two checks for
$1,000? On one check write "'94 primary election debt" in the for line and on the other write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Bob, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress •P.O. Box 4323 * Miarietta. GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * 1404) 528-9555 FAX
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Mr. KiCK aargern TOUGH ENOUGH TO...P.O. Box 6066 CUT SPENDING FIRST
Rome, GA 30161

Dear Rick:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was for the primary and the general election, it needed this designation on the check
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"'swap" checks with you. In other words, we are reflmding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Rick, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Bob Bar" - Congress . P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee.- Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contibutions are not tax deductible

Mrs. Kumannlf aargent TOUGH ENOUGH TO...P.O. Box 6066 CUIT SPENDING FIRST
Rome, GA 30161

Dear Ruthann:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given for the primary and general election, the check needed designation as
such to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within 60 days,
the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Ruthann, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Bob Barr - Congzress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta. GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-944.4 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
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LvII. J. .. 3itaw TOUGH ENOUGH TO...735 West Ave. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Cartersville, GA 30120

Dear Bud:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,600.00 of which $600.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Mrs. Shaw, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from her properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $600 and write
'94 primary election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Bud, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Mr. I.M. Sheffield, III
4950 Powers Ferry Rd.
Atlanta, GA 30327

BARR

TOU GH ENOLGH TO...
CUT SPENDLNG FIRST

Dear I.M."

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,100.00 of which $100.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allow 60 days to correct these matters, however, this time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $100 and write "'94
general election debt" on the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

I.M., your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

1BOb Warr - Congres,, • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietu. GA 30061-4323 ° (404) 528-9444 ° (404) 528-9555 FAX
I'.od for by Bob Ban - Congres,, C'otorntec Charle,, Black. Treasurer - Polhtical coninbuttons arc. not! ta deductihle
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lvii. I yiuiit: L.. OI1Uii TOUGH ENOUGH TO...14134 Whistling Duck Ct. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Charlotte, NC 28273

Dear Tyrone:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and April, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from your spouse attributing part of the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. Would you please write a check for $1,000 and write "'94
primary election debt" in the for line of the check?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Tyrone, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paod for by Bob Barr - Congress Committec - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are goj tax deductible
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Mr. J.P. Smith
P.O. Box 238
Menlo, GA 30731

TOUGH ENOUGH TO.
CUT SPENDING FIRST

DearJ.:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,100.00 of which $100.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulation allows 60 to correct these matters, however, this time has passed..

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $100 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

J.P., your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr -- Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
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Dr, Stephen Smith

508 Laporte St. TOUGH ENOUGH TO...Rome, GA 30161 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Dr. Smith:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Mrs. Smith, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from her properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
'"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Dr. Smith, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Banr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 ° (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Conlgress Committee . Charles Black. Treasurer - Political conibutions are noj tax deductible
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Mr. William J. Smith
P.O. Box 286
Conley, GA 30061

BARR

TO UGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Bill:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,510.00 of which $510.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allow 60 days to correct these matters, however, this time has
passed..

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $510 and write "'94
general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Bill, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contnbu(ions arc ngj tax deductible
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Mrs: 1-eniqe hi- Strrau
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TOUGH ENOUGH TO...12190 Charlotte Dr. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Aipharetta, GA 30201

Dear Denise:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Barry, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Barry properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Denise, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Mrs. Melise Tidwell

BARR

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 ° (404) 528-9444 ° (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Ban" - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Tlreasurer - Political contributions are no tax deductible

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...7040 Pine Ridge Rd. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Dallas, GA 30132

Dear Melise:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,500.00 of which $500.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Joey, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Joey properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $500 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Melise, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Mr. Larrv B. Thomnson

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr" - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Trea'urer. Political contributions are not tax deductible

... ... " ...... - ... TOUGH ENOUGH TO...4287 Papermill Rd. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Marietta, GA 30067

Dear Larry:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given for the primary and general elections the check needed this designation to
compiy with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Larry, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

BARR
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Mrs. Mary A. Thompson
4287 Papermill Rd.

Marietta, GA 30067 TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Mary:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given for the primary and general elections the check needed this designation to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Mary. your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress . P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta. GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 •(404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are iol tax deductible
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Ms. Wendy W. Walker
17 Cameo Dr.
Rome, GA 30165

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Wendy:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and your spouse, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from your spouse properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Wendy, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bobbe calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall.
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

or Bill Adams will

Bob is fighting
in the campaign.

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 ' (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Bair - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are not tax deductible
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Mr. r-lOlana M. ware TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Ponte Verde Beach, FL 32082

Dear Holland:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given for the primary and general election and the check needed this
designation to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within
60 days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Holland, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Pj'id for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer.- Political contributions arc noI tax deductible

tLi. .Id~ug1m. we TOUGH ENOUGH TO...1121 Johnson Ferry Rd. CUT SPENDING FiRST
Marietta, GA 30067

Dear Craig:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and Amy, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Amy properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Craig, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Mr. Ben E. Whittington

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Bar - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contibuions ate not tax deductible

OY, LraK~emecK o TOUGH ENOUGH TO...Armuchee, GA 30105 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Ben:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,488.00 of which $488.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given for the primary and general elections and the check needed this
designation to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within
60 days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $488 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Ben, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Mr. raui t). w ilKerson TOUGH ENOUGH TO...325 Great Southwest Pkwy. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Atlanta GA 30336

Dear Paul:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,650.00 of which $650.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Wanda, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Wanda properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $650 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Paul, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contribuitons are nol tax deductible
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'-"*. '-l"U~": J.* , ll TOUGH ENOUGH TO...3413 Wheeler Rd. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Augusta, GA 30909

Dear Charles:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,200.00 of which $200.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given for the primary and general elections, the check needed this
designation to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within
60 days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"Iswap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $200 check and write "'94
general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Charles, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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ivr. uaru~ner wngnt TOUGH ENOUGH TO...P.O. Box 1118 CUT SPENDING FIRST
Calhoun, GA 30701

Dear Gardner:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They broughit to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,250.00 of which $250.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given for the primary and general election, the check needed this
designation to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within
60 days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $250 check and write '"94
general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Gardner, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 •(404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contributions are rnol tax deductible
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Mr. uexter T ager TOUGH ENOUGH TO...P.O. Box 412080 CUT SPENDING FIRST
Charlotte, NC 28241

Dear Dexter:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and Birdie, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Mrs. Yager properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"Iswap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Dexter, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Mrs. Rhonda B. Yager
855 Hamilton Ct.
Clover, SC 29710
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TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Rhonda:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Jeff, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Mr. Yager properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"9swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line of the check?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Rhonda, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall.hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Bob is fighting
in the campaign.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta. GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurr - Political contributions are notj tax deductible
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1vIl . .J, iu • t. ouaua TOUGH ENOUGH TO...12190 Charlotte Dr. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Aipharetta, GA 30201

Dear Denise:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Barry, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Barry properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Denise, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C2. Black
Treasurer
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Mr. Dean Booth TOUGH ENOUGH TO...3100 Cumberland Cir. Suite 1500 CUT SPENDING FIRST
Atlanta, GA 30339

Dear Dean:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
y'our conitributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and Katie, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Dean, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Bar" - Congress Committec - Charles Black, Treasurer.- Political contributions are noti tax deductible
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Mr. 1.M. ,neiieia, IlI TOUGH ENOUGH TO...4950 Powers Ferry Rd. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Atlanta, GA 30327

Dear I.M.:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,100.00 of which $100.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allow 60 days to correct these matters, however, this time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $100 and write "'94
general election debt" on the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

I.M., your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 ° Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-944.4 ° (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer.- Political contributions arc no tax deductible
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Mr. Paul D. Wilkerson
325 Great Southwest Pkwy.
Atlanta GA 30336

TOUGH ENOUGH TO.. .
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Paul:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributiou .

You made total contributions of $1,650.00 of which $650.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Wanda, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Wanda properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $650 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Paul, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * t404, 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Politicai contibutions are not tax deductible
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Mr. Gerald Landers
6646 Cowan Mill Rd.
Winston, GA 30187

Dear Gerald:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $150.00 of which $50.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $50.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 general debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Gerald, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress . P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee.- Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contributions arc t~ tax deductible
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January 27, 1996

"-L Mr. Steve Ostenson
. Knight-Davidson Companies

~1395 South Marietta Parkway
~Building 400, Suite 210
:2 MariettaG 30067

"" Dear Steve,

~Thank you very much for your time this past week and for working with me on this
~specific problem As we discussed, the Federal Election Commission audited our '94

campaign's financial report. Their report stated that the $2,500 in total contributions from
Knight-Davidson Partnerships were unacceptable because they were corporate
contributions.

Enclosed are the refund checks made out as they were written to the campaign. In return,
as you indicated, would you please have Keith and David write personal checks for $1,000
each and you for $500? Please make them out to "Barr-Congress '94" and in the for line of
each check write "'94 general debt.

Steve, thank you very much for your cooperation on this matter and for all you do year
long for Bob and everyone else. Please call me at (770) 52S. 9444 with any questions. 1
look forward to hearing from you soon

Sincerely,

Bill Adams
Campaig'n Director

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * NMarietti.. GA 30061-4323 * (4048 528-9444 • (404)] 528-9555 FAX
iP.jd fur h) bob Barn - Conigress Conmxt Charles Bl2 TL Treasurer -Fol'ta. contrnbutaons arc g tax dcdutclble
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.. ,,,,,.,, .. , l~l8 l.TOUGH ENOUGH TO...3413 Wheeler Rd. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Augusta, GA 30909

Dear Charles:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
yotur contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,200.00 of which $200.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given for the primary and general elections, the check needed this
designation to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within
60 days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $200 check and write "'94
general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Charles, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Ban" - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (4O4) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Bar" - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions arc tio.1 tax deductible
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Mr. William L. Camp
204 Woodgien Rd.
Rome, GA 30161

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Billy:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $4,000.00 of which $3,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and Jean, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days. the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 general debt" in the for line and have Mrs. Camp write a $2,000 check and write '-$1,000
'94 general election debt, $1,.000 '94 primary election debt" in her for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Billy, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall.hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob is fighting
in the campaign.

Bob Barr wCongress •P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-94.44 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer. Political contributions are not tax deductible
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Mr. H.G. Brown
628 Old Town Rd.
Villa Rica, GA 30180

Dear Grady:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,050.00 of which $50.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations give a campaign 60 days to correct these situations, however, this
time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $50 check to the campaign and
write "'94 general debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Grady, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C2. Black
Treasurer
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Calhoun, GA 30701

Dear Gardner:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,250.00 of which $250.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given for the primary and general election, the check needed this
designation to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within
60 days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"'swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $250 check and write '"94
general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Gardner, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress * P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 3006 1-4323*•(404) 528-9444.•(404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Bar - Congress Committe -Chb Black. Treasurer- Political conturibuions are not ax deductible
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January 6, 1996

Mrs. Roxanna 3. Flick

V

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404t) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are no1 taX deductible

. orrws1ey riace TOUGH ENOUGH TO...Douglasville, GA 30135 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Roxanna:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,803.25 of which $803.25 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Ken, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Ken properly attributing
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $803.25 and
write in the for line "'94 general debt?"

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Roxanna, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

' ), Sincerely,

,q b' Charles C. Black

Treasurer

BARR
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Ms Cathy Alterman
135 Nassau Street
Atlanta, GA 30303

Dear Cathy:

The Federal Election Commission. which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $250.00 of which $150.00 was deemed byv them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $300.00. if you would please do this and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Cathy, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall Bob is fig~hting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Banr - Congress •P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Pac1 for b. Bob Barr - Congress Coimit: - Charles Black. Treasurer.- Poliucai conbutiorn are no; I ta' deductible
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TOUGH EN OUGH TO...
Mr. Ronald S. Holley CUT SPENVDING FIRST
3807 Acworth Due West Rd.
Acworth, GA 30101

Dear Ron:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,725.00 of which $1,725.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulation allows campaigns 60 days to correct these situations, however, this
time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write the campaign a check for $1,000
and write "'94 general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Ron, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please conltact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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lvii. o6 ivui. futti ,3. IvIutIUWn TOUGH ENOUGH TO...4739 Olde Village Lane CUT SPENDING FIRST
Dunwoody, GA 30338

Dear Peter & Terry:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $4,000.00 of which $2,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of both of you, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing part of the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would both of you please write a $1,000 check and
write "'94 primary election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Peter & Terry, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill
Adams will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Mr. Rick Tibbits
508 New Franklin Rd.
LaGrange, GA 30240

Dear Rick:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $400.00 of which $300.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $300.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Rick, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress e P.O. Box 4323 • Mlarietta, GA 30061-4323 e (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX

Padfrh o ar-Cnrs onitc-CalBak raue-Plia othtosac.~ a cu~h
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Mr. Jeffrey H. Breedlove
1306 Bayliss Drive
Alexandria, VA 22302

Dear Jeff:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,150.00 of which $150.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allow 60 days to correct these types of situations, however, this time
has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $150 check and write "'94
general debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Jeff, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee€ Charles Black, Treasurer.- Political contribuions are mot tax deductible
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January 13, 1996

Mr. Jack Baytos
Highland Marina & Resort
1000 Seminole Road
LaGrange, GA 30241

Dear Jack:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted
corporate contributions from you.

You made total corporate contributions of $100.00. At this date, the only way we have of
complying with the FEC regulations is to refund your contribution and in return ask for you to
please write a personal check for the same amount. If you would please write a check for $100.00
and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of the check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your corporate contribution.

Jack, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a wveek to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Commitee - Charles Black. Treasurer -Political contributiorns are n tax deducihle
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.... o. ,,,., • ,A,,,V,, TOUGH ENOUGH TO..7040 Pine Ridge Rd. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Dallas, GA 30132

Dear Melise:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,500.00 of which $500.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Joey, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Joey properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $500 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Melise, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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CLTT SPENDING FIRSTJanuary 2, 1996

Dr. W.P. Adams
1475 Old Summerville Rd.
Rome, GA 30165

I I

1j~

Dear Pat:

I ' (-.

-. f_

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,150.00 in the general election of which $150.00 was
deemed by them as excessive. The FEC gives a campaign 60 days to comply with their
regulations in these situations, however, this time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $150 check and write in the for
line, "'94 primary debt."

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Pat, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Bar" - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-94440•(404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - ares Black. Treaurer - Political coitrmbutioos are no t ax deductible
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January 6, 1996 CUT SPENDIVG FIRST

Mr. Floyd Cowan
1626 Gteenbrook Drive
Austell, GA 30001

Dear Floyd:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $125.00 of which $25.00 was deemed by them as
excessive At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to retund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $25.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Floyd, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams wvill be
c:,ling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in W\ashington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the canmaiwi.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

I~ot, I,:r: -- ('oigrce., P.O. Box 4323 • N1aritai. GA 3CT'h -4323 * (4Q4, S'2S-9444 • .411.4 528-9555 FA~X
i'a.: !. . I', 13,.i ai - C..ongre'., (",ri.=j - Clitle c Blacb Trcatu~'r Polui-'d conLnl,:n ' .' ii' ili dedjjtkbl
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Mr. Rick Tibbits
508 New' Franklin Rd.
LaGrange, GA 30240

Dear Rick:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of S400.00 of which $300 00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $300.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Rick, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fiiuhtinii
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

-Charles C. Black

Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress * P.O. Box 4323 • M.'raeua. GA 30061-4323 ° (404) 528-9444 ° (404) 528-9555 FAX
Pk.J for b% Bob Barr - Congress. Coinmit- CnakL, BIlaJ . Treasurer - Poliiicai coninhutiuns .a,- , not ta'. deductible
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Mr. Gene Atkins
30 S. Fairground St.
Marietta, GA 30060

Dear Gene:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $200.00 of which $100.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $100.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 general debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Gene, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall.
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Adams will be

Bob is fighting
in the campaign.

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
P-',d for by Bob Ba'r - Congress Commnitee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Politicai contributions are no tax deductible
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January 6, 1996 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Mr. Ernest Cochran
352 N. Tennessee Street
Cartersville, GA 30120

Dear Ernest:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $200.00 of which $100.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $100.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 general debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Ernest, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Bar" - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Ban' - Coagress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer. Political conibuttons are not tax deductible
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January 6, 1996 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Mr. George Fulton
5840 Bankhead Hwy
Douglasville, GA 30134

Dear George:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $220.00 of which $120.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $120.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 general debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

George, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Pajid for b) Bob Ban - Conlgress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political cofitrbutlons are ! tas deductible
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Mr. Gerald Landers
6646 Cowan Mill Rd.
Winston, GA 30187

Dear Gerald:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $150.00 of which $50.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $50.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 general debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Gerald, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-94.44 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Coegress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Pobitacal cofitrbutions are ! tax deductible
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TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
January 6, 1996 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Mr. William A. Leedee
750 Columns Circle
Marietta, GA 30067

Dear Bill:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $500.00 of which $400.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to reflund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $400.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 general debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Bill, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for b> Bob Barr - Congress Comzittee.- Charles Black. Treasurer -Political contrnbutaons are n tis deductible
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Mr. T. Kenneth Minchew
40 Powder Springs St.
Marietta, GA 30064

Dear Ken:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $150.00 of which $50.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $50.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 primary debt't in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Ken, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Conigess Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer. PoIlitical contibuttons arc no ta deductible
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TOUGH ENOUGH TO...January 6, 1996 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Mr. Harold Miles
2014 Maple Street
Carrollton, GA 30117

Dear Harold:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $200.00 of which $100.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $100.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of
the check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Harold, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob. Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Plaid for b)* Bob Barr - Congress Commitee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political conibutons arc no tax deductible
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January 6, 1996 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Mr. Tony Patak
1555 Longwood Drive
Marietta, GA 30060

Dear Tony:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $140.00 of which $40.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $40.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Tony, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress . P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Pohucl conibutions are noli las deductible
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Mrs. Mary Alice Smith
4856 Clark Lake Way
Acworth, GA 30102

Dear Mary Alice:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $300.00 of which $200.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $200.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of
the check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Mary Alice, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for y'our assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Birr - Congress s P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 •(404) 528-9555 FAX



~BARRI

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
January 6, 1996 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Mr. Percy Wiley
4239 Neil Drive
Powder Springs, GA 30073

Dear Percy:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted excess
cash contributions from you.

You made total cash contributions of $150.00 of which $50.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your excess cash contribution and in return ask for you to please write a check in the excess
amount of $50.00. If you would please do this and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of the
check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your cash contribution.

Percy, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and 1 can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for b) Bob Barr - Congress Commiuce - Otarles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions arc no tax deductible

A
l
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Bob Barr for Congress '94
Schedule of Excessive Contributions

4. .444.++,+++4. +.4.+ .+,44+, 4++ +. 4. - .!. 4- +++++,++,+,,-

Name of Contributor
and Address

Check
Date

P Total Cont.
Amount G By Election

4444444+4444++44 +,+4+4+4+4++-- 4+ +4444444+444444 +44+++4+44+44+4++ + -

W.P. Adams
1475 Old Summervite Rd NW
Rome. Ga 30165

* Thomas J Bamette
* 521 Village Trace. Bldgl0

Manetta. Ga 30067

Dean Booth
3100 Cumberland Cir.
Suite 1500
Atlanta. Ga 30339

Jeffrey H Breedlove
3882 Carnage Ln
Conyers. GA 30208

HG Brown
628 Old town Rd
villa Rica. GA 30180

*William L Camp
204 Woodglen Rd
Rome Ga 30161

*Sharon 0 Cooper
4028 River Ridge Chase
Manetta Ga 30067

*Chns Edwards
67 Putnam Circle
Atlanta Ga 30342

James E Fins
3048 Vinigs Ferry
Atlanta, GA 30339

09/06/94
09/06194

06/29/93
02/15/94

07/31/94

05/01/93
12/29193
05/04/94
05/19/94
061194

0510194
06/10194

02111/94

11/13193

03131/94

10126194

08/09193
12/05193
07102194
07/13/94

$150.00 G
S1 .000.00 G

$2.000.00 P
$2.000.00 P

$2.000.00 G

$350.00
$100.00
$100.00
$100.00
$500.00

$50.00 P
$1.000.00 P

4.0o0.oo P

$100.00 P

$1.900.00 P

$1,500.00 G

$50.00 P
$800.00 P
$877.00 P

$25.00 P

Amount in
Excess

S1.150.00

$4 .000.00

$2.000.00

S1 .150.00

$1,050.00

$4.000.00

$2,00.0

$1,.500.00

$1,.552.00

$1 50.0C

$3,000.00

$1,0.00~o

$150.00

550.00

S3.000.00

$1,000.00

$500.00

$552.00
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Bob Bar for Congress J4
Schedule of Excessive Contributions

+++*++++++++4'+++++ ++* 4++++++4*+*+ + +++ + + ++ ++ + ++ + ++++

Name of Contnibutor
and Address

Check
Date

P Total Cont.
Amount G By Election

Excess*+++,,+++,4~+******+***+* *****,4*******,4*444.,,,,,,,,,+,,,,.,,,,,,,, *++4'+4'++*+++**

Roxanna J. Flick
5326 Presley Place
Douglasville, GA 30135

# . Robert W. Gates
7502 Rigby Way
Douglasville, Ga 30134

J LGray
616 Richardls Rd NE
White. Ga 30184

Ronad S Holey
* 3807 Acworth Due West Rd
* Acworth. Ga 30101

Elizabeth James
6436 Picketts Crossing
Acworlh Ga 30101

NCann B Jannuzzo
3418 Mission Ridge Circle
Atlanta Ga 30339

09/02/93
10128/93

09129/94
09129/94

09/13/94
10/17/94
12/31/94

03/16/93
04127/J3
0818/l93
03/23/94
05/10/94
06/17/94

09/10/93
12/16/93
05/09/93
06120/94

09/30/94
09/30/94

S1 .000.00 P
$803.25 P

$2.000.00 G
$1.000.00 G

$500.00
$500.00
$250.00

$500.0
$500.0

$1I.000.00
$500.0
$100.00
$125.00

$250.00
$250.00
$51.00

$500.00

$1.000.00 G
$2.000.00 G

Paul A Jones
9510 Bakers Ridge Rd
Douglasvwlle Ga 30134

Robert J Lnder
*990 Hammond Dr

Atlanta Ga 30328

02/18/94
03/05/94
06/21/94
06120/94
11/29/94

03/21 I94
06/05/93

$500.0 dOP
$500.00 P
$500 00 P

$1.000.00 G
$250.00 G

$500 00 P
$1.000.00 P

$1,500.00

$1 .25c.00

$500.00

$250.00

$1,500.00 $500.00

Amount in

$1 .803.25

$3.000.00

$1,250.00

$2,725.00

$1,051.00

$3,000.q

$803.25

$2,000.00

$250.00

$1,.725.00

$51.00

$2,.000.00
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Bob Ban" for Congress 94
Schedlule of Excessive Contributions

Name of Contributor
and Address

Check
Date

P Total Cont.
Amount G By Election

44+++4.444*+4+++.4+44444.4 44444 44 ........44. 44. +++++4. 4. .4++4.4444444444*444.4.4.4.

# . Peter S Manown
4739 Olde Village Lane
Dunwoody. Ga 30338

Terry M Manown
4739 Olde Village Lane
Dunwoody, Ga 30338

Harrold D McNallly
4400 Lakeside Hills Pt
Kennesaw, Ga 30144

Mary Ann Mc Worier
* 125 AllhSOn Circl1e
* CarrtoonGa 30117

Edward H Metzger. Ill
5365 Northwater Way
Duluth GA 30136

*James B Miller Jr
1956 River Forest Rd
Atlanta Ga 30327

*D Tim Nealley
11712 Musket Lane
Chanon e NC 28273

Robert E Oliver
4025 Summiet Dr
Marietta Ga 30068

Rick Sargent
P0) Box 6066
Rome Ga 30161

* Ruthanin Sargent
P0 Box 6066
Rome, Ga 30161

1016/94

1016194

11/21/93
05/21/94
10110/94
1019/94

08129/9
09/1?/94
09128/94
11/03/94

08/15/93
02/23194
02/24194

10/07/94

NW

09109/94

08/24/93
04105/94
1010/94

06102194

S2.000.00 G

$2.000.00 G

51.000.00 P
$250.00 P

$1.000.00 G
$750.00 G

$1,000.00 G
$250.00 G
$100.00 G
$500.00 G

5500.00 P
$50.00 P

$500.00 P

$2.000.00 G

$2.000.00 G

$1,000.00 P
$1,000.00 P
$2.000.00 G

$2.000.00 P

52.000.00 P

S

Amount in
Excess

$2.000.00

$2.000.00

$1,250.00

$1,750.00

$1,850.00

$1,050.00

$2,000.00

$2,000.00

$2.000.00
$2,000.00

$2,000.00

$2.000.00

Si1.000.0.

$1.000.0[

$250.0C

$750.0C

$85.0c:

$50.00

$1.000.00

$1,000.00

$1,000.00
$1,000.00

$1,000.00

$1,000.00
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Bob Barr for Congress 34
Schedule of Excessive Contnbutions

Name of Contributor
and Address

Check
Date

P Total Cont.
Amount G By Election

+**+4+*+ ***+...**** * +***** +4+++*4**+ ** +*+++ * ***+++,,

+Julius C. Shaw
735 West Ave
Carterville, Ga 30120

l.M. Sheffield.Ill
4950 Powers Ferry Rd.
Atlanta, Ga 30327

*Tyrone L Shull
14134 Whvsthing Duck Ct
Chalone, NC 28273

J P Smith
P0 Box 238
Menilo, GA 30731

* Stephen D Smith MD
* 508 LaPorle St
* Rome Ga 30161

*Wllam J Smth
PO Box 286
Conlet, Ga 30061

10112/94
10/27/94

10126193
0312/9

09112/94

11/)1193
12/16193
03/09/94

07/27194
09/12/94
09127194
10125/9

06/02/93
11/13/93

Cash
12/24193

SI1.000.00 G
$600.00 G

$1000.00 P

$2,000.00 G

$250.0
$750
$100.00

$500.00
$500.0
$500.00

$500.00
$500.0
$10.00

$500.00

$1,600.00

$1.100.00

$2.000.00

$1.100.00

$2,000.00

P
P
P
P $1,510.00

NDenise H Straus
12190 Chanone Dr
Alpharetla Ga 30201

Mehuse Tidwel:
7040 Pine Ridge Rd
Dallas. Ga 30132

Larry B Thompson
4287 Papem'nil Rd
Manetta. Ga 30067

12/15/93
02101/94

09112/94
11/03/94

10/26/93

$1.000.00 P
$1.000.00 P

$1,000.00 G
$500.00 G

$2.000.00 G

Amount in

$600.00

$ 100.00

$1,000.00

$1000

$1,0.o00o

$510.00

$2.000.00

$1,500.00

$2.000.00

$1,0.00~o

$500.00

$1,0.00~o
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Bob Bar" for Congress '94
Schedule of Excessive Contributions

****4.4 +*,4.44,**4.. *,•+* ***+,4.,4..44.. *,I-4•.4+ 4. 4.,* 4+*+4,+4 ++++++++*+.. ,

Name of Contrdbutor
and Address

Check
Date

P Total Cont
Amount G By Election

**+****,,*4****4**4**44* +++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ ~

Mary A Thompson
4257 Papermill Rd
Manetta, Ga 30067

Wendy W. Walker
17 Cameo Dr.
Rome, Ga 30165

Holland M Ware
212 Maple Dr.
Hogansville. Ga 30230

Crig E Weil MD
1121 Johnson Ferry Rd
Maremla. Ga 30067

Ben E Whmr1ngton
89 Crackemeck Rd
Armuchee. GA 30105

Paul D Walkerson
325 Great Southwest Pkwy
Atlanta. Ga 30336

Charles J W~rsing Jr
3413 Wheeler Rd
Augusta. GA 30909

Gardlner Wnght
P0 Box 1118
Calhoun GA 30701

* Dexter Yager
PD Box 412080
Charlone, NC 28241

10126193

10113/94
10/17/94

06/01/94

02/03/94

05/08/93
08/12/93
02/04/94
02/11194
06/10/94

10/12/93
0l/30//4
05/21/94

06/12/93
12130/93
01/06/94
0J/21/94

12./21193
05/11/94
06/01/94

09/07/94

$2.000.00 P

$1,000.00 G
$1,00.00 G

$2.000.00 P

$2.000.0 P

$88.00
$250.00
$50.0
$400.00
$250.00

$1,000.00
$400.00
$250.00

$2000
$20.0
S20.0
$600.0

$250.00
$500.0
$5O0.00

$2.000.00 G

0

Amount in
Excess

$2,000.00

$2.000.00

$2,000.00

$2.00.00

$1,488.0

$1.650.00

$1,200.00

$1,.250.0

$2.00.00

$1.,000.0t

$1.,000.0(

$1 .000.0C

$1 .000.0(
0
I

$488.0C

$650 .00

$20.0

$250.0

$1,.00.0
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Name of Contrbutor
and Adress

+44.4444.44444444.4444444

Bob Ban" for Congress '94
Schediule of Excessive Contributions
444444444.4 4444444444 44444444 44444444.444

Check P Total Cont.
Date Amount G By Election
<444444.4444 444.4.4444444.444.444.4444+4+4+4..44.44

Amount in
Excess
4.44+4.4+44.4.44

+ RhondaB. Yager855 Hamifton Ct
Clover, SC 29710

Steve Maculey
2490 Robinson Rd
Manetta. GA 30068

09/08194

11/02/93
02/07/94

$2,000.00 G

$25.00 P
$1,000.00 P

$2,000.00

SI1.025.00

Total

Legend
Nl Idientitiedi as one of the eight contnibutions rarwn on a joint account
and attnbutedi to a account holder who idr not sign the contribution check.

* Identified as an excessive contribution that was unitemized.

Si .000.OC

$25.00

$40.804.25

_1/Electon Designation was assignedi by Auit Staff using the checkdate and 7/19/94 pnmary da~te, unless designatedi otherwise on the check.
I

2/ The id:entity of the contnbutor follows the signatory.
No redesignations or reattnbutions were located in Committee records
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Bob Barr For Congress '94

Cash Contrnbutions
Name and Addlress Date Cash Excessive

Amount Amount

Cathy Atterman N/A $250.00 Si150.00
NIA
N/A

Gene Atkins NIA $ 100.00 $0.0030 S Fairground St N/A $100.00 $ 100.00
b Manetta. Ga 3060

Ernst Cochran N/A 5200.00 $100.00
i 352 N Tenessee St
-- Cartersydle, Ga 30120

- Flayd Cowan N/A $125.00 $25.00
- N/A
~N/A
SGeorge F utton N/A $120.00 $20.00

SB540 Bankhead Hwy N/A $100.00 $100.00
Douglasvwne G 30134
Gerald L anders N/A $100.00 $0.006646 Cowan Mdv Rd N/A $50.00 $50.00
Winston G 30187

BiiA Ledee N/A $500 00 $400.00
750 Columns Ctr
Matetta G 30067

Harold Mde$ N/A $200.00 $100.00
Male St
Carronlon Ga1 30117

T Kennetn M~mn Jr N/A $150 00 £50.00
40 Powoer Spning St
Marietta Ga 30064

Tont A Patak N/A $140.00 $40.00
1555 Loflgwood Dr
Manietta G 30060
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Bob Barr For Congress '94
Cash Contnbutions

Name and Address

Mike Sanders
N/A
N/A

Mary Alice Smith4856 Clark Lake Way
Acworth. Ga 30102

Reck Tibbits
NA

"" ''. Ga 30240

Percy P Wiley
4239 Ned1 Dr
Powder Sp~nngs. Ga 30073

TOtal Excess Cash

Date Cash

Amount Amount
N/A $120.00 $20.00

10/24/94

NIA
N/A

10/24/94
N/A

N/A

$3,105.00 $1,705.00

N/A - From the records avatable. the Audit staff was unable
determine these items

Excessive

$300.00

$10000
$100.00
$100.00
$100.0

$150.00

$200.00

$0.00
$100.00
$100.00
$100.00

Si5o.oo



January 2, 1996

Mr. Edward H. Metzger IIl
5365 Northwater Way
Duluth, GA 30136

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Ed:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,050.00 of which $1,050.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allows campaigns 60 days to correct these matters, however, this time
has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $50 and write "'94
general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Ed, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 •'(404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
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January 2, 1996

Mr. D. Tim Nealley
11712 Musket Lane
Charlotte, NC 28273

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO.. .
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Tim:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and Leanne, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from her properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line of the check?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Tim, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Politicai contributions are not tax deductible
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Bub Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444.• (404) 528-9555 FAX
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"'tU/.J D3IIIhL~~ 1~tl! TOUGH ENOUGH TO..
aretta, GA 3006gR CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Bob:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $4,000.00 of which $2,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Donna, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from her properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please have Donna write two checks for
$1,000? On one check write "'94 primary election debt" in the for line and on the other write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Bob, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer



January 2, 1996______________

Mr. Rick Sargent TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
P.O. Box 6066 CUT SPENDING FIRST
Rome, GA 30161

Dear Rick:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was for the primary and the general election, it needed this designation on the check
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Rick, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee -Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contributions are not tax deductible
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Bob Barr - Congress.• P0O Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for b) Bob Bar" - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contributions are nit tax dcductible

+ BARR

1vI[ . NxuUWJU argent TOUGH ENOUGH TO...P.O. Box 6066 CUT SPENDING FIRST
Rome, GA 30161

Dear Ruthann:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given for the primary and general election, the check needed designation as
such to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within 60 days,
the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Ruthann, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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January 2, 1996

BARR

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 . Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charlex Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are not tax deductile'

Mr. J. C. Shaw TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
735 West Av. - CUT SPENDING FIRST
Cartersville,GA .... _, ,,..-

Dear Bud: t."%v

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented

your contributions. 1.,v( ,3 -Vt. E 'Ic_:

You made total contributions of $1,600.00 of which $6UO as deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Mrs. Shaw, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from her properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"gswap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $600 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Bud, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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January 2, 1996

Mr. I.M. Sheffield, III
4950 Powers Ferry Rd.
Atlanta, GA 30327

TOUGH ENO UGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear I.M.:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,100.00 of which $100.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allow 60 days to correct these matters, however, this time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to i"swapii
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $100 and write "'94
general election debt" on the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

I.M., your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX

Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Politicai contributions are not tax deductible
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IVU. I yiviil Lb. 311U11 TOUGH ENOUGH TO...14134 Whistling Duck Ct. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Charlotte, NC 28273

Dear Tyrone:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and April, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from your spouse attributing part of the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. Would you please write a check for $1,000 and write "'94
primary election debt" in the for line of the check?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Tyrone, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress •P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee.- Charles Black, Treasurer. Political conmributions are not tax deductible



January 2, 1996

Mr. J.P. Smith
P.O. Box 238
Menlo, GA 30731

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO. .
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear J.P.:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,100.00 of which $100.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulation allows 60 to correct these matters, however, this time has passed..

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $100 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

J.P., your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for b) Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Political conltrbutions are not tax deductible

Sej,



/

January 2, 1996
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N

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contributions are nol tax deductible

LJr, atepnen l amnm TOUGH ENOUGH TO...508 Laporte St. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Rome, GA 30161

Dear Dr. Smith:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Mrs. Smith, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from her properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line of the check?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Dr. Smith, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer



January 2, 1996

Mr. William J. Smith
P.O. Box 286
Conley, GA 30061

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Bill:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,510.00 of which $510.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allow 60 days to correct these matters, however, this time has
passed..

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $510 and write "'94
general election debt" in the for line of the check?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Bill, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for b) Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Poiiticai contrnbutions are not tax deductible



January 2, 1996

Mrs. Denise H. Straus
12190 Charlotte Dr.
Aipharetta, GA 30201

U.

Dear Denise:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Barry, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Barry properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"'swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Denise, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall.hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob is fighting
in the campaign.

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Parid fur b) Bob Barr - Congress Committee€, Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contibutions are notj tax deductible

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST



January 2, 1996

Mrs. Melise Tidwell
7040 Pine Ridge Rd.
Dallas, GA 30132

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Melise:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,500.00 of which $500.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Jocy, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Joey properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $500 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Melise, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paiid for by Bob Barr - Congsress Committee - Chalehs Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are noti tax dcductible
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January 2, 1996

Mr. Larry B. Thompson
4287 Papermill Rd.
Marietta, GA 30067

,.-_/

Dear Larry:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given for the primary and general elections the check needed this designation to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Larry, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contributions arc ni.1 tax dcductihle
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TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST
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Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paod for by Bob Bar - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contributions arc !_9_l tax deductihle

iVi1: , iviaiy I,-. I IIuni lI TOUGH ENOUGH TO...4287 Papermill Rd. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Marietta, GA 30067

Dear Mary:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given for the primary and general elections the check needed this designation to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"Iswap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Mary, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

BARR
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January 2. 1996

Mr. Ben E. Whittington
89 Crackermeck Rd.
Armuchee, GA 30105

Dear Ben:

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO.. .
CUT SPENDING FIRST

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1 ,488.O0 of which $488.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given for the primary and general elections and the check needed this
designation to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within
60 days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $488 and write
"'94general election debt" in the for line of the check?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Ben, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Ban" - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for bs Bob Barr - Congress Commiiiee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political conlnbullons are nn)_.: Lax dcductnblc
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Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for b> Bob Barr - Congress Commnttee - Charles Black. Treasurer.- Poliical contributions are not tax deductible

lvii. [aU Li. VV I11, 1UI TOUGH ENOUGH TO...325 Great Southwest Pkwy. CUT SPENDING FIRST
Atlanta GA 30336

Dear Paul:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,650.00 of which $650.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Wanda, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Wanda properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $650 and write
"'94 general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Paul, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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January 2, 1996

Mr. Gardner Wright
P.O. Box 1118
Calhoun, GA 30701

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Gardner:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,250.00 of which $250.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given for the primary and general election, the check needed this
designation to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within
60 days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"Iswap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $250 check and write ";94
general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Gardner, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall.hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Bob is fighting
in the campaign.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are not tax deductible
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lvti. LJtXt: a gcr TOUGH ENOUGH TO...P.O. Box 412080 CUT SPENDING FIRST
Charlotte, NC 28241

Dear Dexter:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and Birdie, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Mrs. Yager properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"iswap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Dexter, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Bar" - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer.- Political contributions are not tax deductible
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January 2, 1996

Mrs. Rhonda B. Yager
855 Hamilton Ct.
Clover, SC 29710

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Rhonda:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Jeff, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days. the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Mr. Yager properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"'swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line of the check?.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Rhonda, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 ° Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-944.4 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Bar" - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are no i tax deductible
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Mr. Bill Adams
Campaign Director
Barr for Congress
P.O. Box 4323
Marietta, GA 30061

Sirb & TS rr
A IPU0USIIONAL 00PORATION

ATTORNElYS AT LAw

1150 MONARCH PLAZA
3414 PEACHTREE ROAD. NORTHEST

ATLNA. GEORGIA 30326

February 5, 1996

Via Hand Delivery

RE: 1994 Contribution

Dear Bill:

I hope all is going well.

In response to your letter of January 29, my contribution check number 7954 for $1000 wasdrawn on a noncorporate account, and I wrote that in the upper right of the check ("not a
corporate account"). My law practice operates and operated through both a corporation (then
Bird & Associates, P.C. and now Bird & Myers, P.C.) and an unincorporated proprietorship (then
and now Bird & Associates). The bank can verify that account 6488064 is a noncorporate
account (BankSouth, Elise Williams, 404-238-0100). The funds were strictly noncorporate
funds, and the campaign was correct to accept them.

Please let me know if I can provide any further information, or if you wish me to replace the
noncorporate check with another noncorporate check. Unless you wish me to, I am returning
your refund check. With kindest regards,

Sincerely,

t[frd & Myers, P.C.

tbw

TELEOOP. 14041 805.9731
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January 2, 1996

TOUGH ENOUGH T...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Mr. H.G. Brown
628 Old Town Rd.
Villa Rica, GA 30180

Dear Grady:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,050.00 of which $50.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations give a campaign 60 days to correct these situations, however, this
time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $50 check to the campaign and
write "'94 general debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Grady, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Bar" - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions arc not tax deductible
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Bob Bar" - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political conibutions arc noi tax deductible

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...January 2, 1996 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dr. W.P. Adams
1475 Old Summerville Rd.
Rome, GA 30165

Dear Pat:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,150.00 in the general election of which $150.00 was
deemed by them as excessive. The FEC gives a campaign 60 days to comply with their
regulations in these situations, however, this time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $150 check and write in the for
line, "'94 primary debt."

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Pat, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Mr. teve rMLcu) , TOUGH ENOUGH TO...2490 Robinson Road CUT SPENDING FIRSi
Marietta, GA 30068

Dear Steve:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,025.00 of which $25.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contributions were given for the primary and general election, the checks needed this
designation to comply with FEC regulations. If a missing designation is discovered within 60
days. the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you attributing the
excess contribution to the general election.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $25 check and write "'94
general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your origina1 contribution.

Steve, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Ban" - Congress •P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 ° (404) 528-9444 * t404i 528-9555 FAX
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Mr. Thomas 3. Barnette
521 Village Trace Bldg. 10

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • 1404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for b> Bob Barr - Congress Commiuec - Charles Black, Treasurer - Polaical contrnbutions arc no__ tax deductihi"
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CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Jack:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $4,000.00 of which $3,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Mrs. Barnette, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and Mrs.
Barnette write a $2,000 check to the campaign. On your check, please write "'94 general debt" in
the for line and on Mrs. Barnette's check, please have her write "$1,000 for '94 general election
debt, $1,000 for '94 primary election debt."

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Jack, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Mr. Dean Booth
3100 Cumberland Cir. Suite 1500
Atlanta, GA 30339

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Dean:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and Katie, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line? . lc., 7tt C4< ' c> i't 7.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Dean, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall.
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Bob is fighting
in the campaign.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr -- Congress * P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (4O4f 528-9555 FAX
Paod for b) Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contrbutions are not uas deduatibl
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January 2, 1996 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Mr. Jeffrey H. Breedlove
1306 Bayliss Av~t----- ',.
Alexandria, VA 22 Q

Dear Jeff:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,150.00 of which $150.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allow 60 days to correct these types of situations, however, this time
has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $150 check and write "'94
general debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Jeff, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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CUT SPENDING FIRST
Mr. H.G. Brown
628 Old Town Rd.
Villa Rica, GA 30180

Dear Grady:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,050.00 of which $50.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations give a campaign 60 days to correct these situations, however, this
time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $50 check to the campaign and
write '94 general debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Grady, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-944.4 •(404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Comimittee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contributions are not tax deductible
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Mr. William L. Camp
-'A't *,, UUU ,lI IXU. TOUGH ENOUGH TO...Rome, GA 30161 CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Dilly:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $4,000.00 of which $3,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of you and Jean, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $1,000 check and write
"'94 general debt" in the for line and have Mrs. Camp write a $2,000 check and write "$1,000
'94 general election debt, $1,000 '94 primary election debt" in her for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Billy, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Pa1id for bk Bob Bairr - Congress Commiiee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions arc noti ita deductible
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Mrs. naron U. ..ooper TOUGH ENOUGH TO...4028 River Ridge Chase CUT SPENDING FIRST
Marietta, GA 30067

Dear Sharon:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Tom, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 general debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Sharon, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Mr. James E. Fitts
3048 Vinings Ferry
Atlanta, GA 30339

TOUGH ENOUGH TO..
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Jim:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,552.00 of which $552.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allow 60 days to correct these situations, however, this time has
passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $552 to the campaign
and write "'94 general debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Jim, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer.- Political contributions are not tax dcductihlc
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Mrs. Roxanna J. Flick
5326 Presley Place
Douglasville, GA 30135

TOUGH ENOUGH TO.. .
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Roxanna:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,803.25 of which $803.25 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Ken, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days. the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from Ken properly attributing
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $803.25 and
write in the for line "'94 general debt?"

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Roxanna, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall.
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob is fighting
in the campaign.

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • t404) 528;-9555 FAX
F'.id for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Polhtical conmnbuiions are no: :ax deductible
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Mr. J.L. Gray
616 Richards Rd. NE
White, GA 30184

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Pete:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,250.00 of which $250.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulations allow 60 days for us to correct this type of situation, however, this
time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $250 and write "'94
primary election debt?"

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Pete, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 ° Marietta. GA 30061-4323 ° (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Commiuee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Pohtiical contnbulons are no tax dcductihle
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Bob Barr - Congress * P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...Mr. Ronald S. Holley CUT SPENDING FIRST
3807 Acworth Due West Rd.
Acworth, GA 30101

Dear Ron:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,725.00 of which $1,725.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. FEC regulation allows campaigns 60 days to correct these situations, however, this
time has passed.

At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to "swap"
checks with you. In other words, we are refu~nding your contribution in the same manner as it
was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write the campaign a check for $1,000
and write "'94 general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Ron, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

BARR
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Mrs. Elizabeth James
6436 Picketts Crossing
Acworth, GA 30101

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO0...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Elizabeth:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,051.00 of which $51.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Mr. James, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from him properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner

as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a $51 check to the campaign
and write "'94 general election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Elizabeth, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta. GA 30061-4323 • (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Commite - Charles Black, Treasurer - Polhtical contnibulons arc ntj tax deducible
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January 2, 1996

Mrs. Carin B. Jannuzzo
3418 Mission Ridge Circle
Atlanta, GA 30339

BARR
TOUGH ENOUGH TO.. .

CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Carin:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $3,000.00 of which $1,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Paul, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you and Paul properly attributing
the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $1,000 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line for the check and ask Paul to do the same?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Cari, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paiid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contnibutions are not tax deductible
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Mr. Paul A. Jones "

9510 Bakers Ridge Rd.
Douglasville, GA 30134

BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO.. .
CUT SPENDING FIRST

Dear Paul:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $2,750.00 of which $750.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Sybil, the checks needed both of your signatures
to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the
FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you and Sybil properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please ask Sybil to write two checks? One
for $500 and write "for the '94 general election debt" in the for line and one for $250 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Paul, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta. GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * 404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black, Treasurer - Political contnbutions arc not! tax deduc:tible
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ivr. &: ivirs. reter a. IVanfown TOUGH ENOLUGH T...4739 Olde Village Lane CUT SPENDING FIRST
Dunwoody, GA 30338

Dear Peter & Terry:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $4,000.00 of which $2,000.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your check was correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since the
contribution was given on behalf of both of you, the check needed both of your signatures to
comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60 days, the FEC
would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you properly attributing part of the
contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would both of you please write a $1,000 check and
write "'94 primary election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Peter & Terry, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill
Adams will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer
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Ivi[s, iairy tili IvItUwJ9rer TOUGH ENOUGH TO...125 Allison Circle CUT SPENDING FIRST
Carrollton, GA 30117

Dear Mary Ann:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately documented
your contributions.

You made total contributions of $1,850.00 of which $850.00 was deemed by them as
excessive. Your checks were correctly signed and made out to Bob's campaign. However, since
the contribution was given on behalf of you and Aaron, the checks needed both of your
signatures to comply with the FEC regulations. If a missing signature is discovered within 60
days, the FEC would have allowed us to accept a written statement from you and Aaron properly
attributing the contribution.

However, at this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to
"swap" checks with you. In other words, we are refunding your contribution in the same manner
as it was written to the campaign. In return, would you please write a check for $850 and write
"'94 primary election debt" in the for line?

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your original contribution.

Mary Ann, your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams
will be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill Adams or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Comrmttee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions are not tax deductible
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WORK AT HEADQUARTERS WORK PHONE BANKS HOST A COFFEE
YARD SIGNS RAISE FUNDS __INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

Tieffowu as al~mu~ ugrbllheF EIla~on Caaumam mbul Please ce a aihy qu~,seo Thank you fow mpr-=.

Address 1 ./ I .LI Ciy4L-(,..,Z Late _. p3Z3p
Occupati n &Tide-(ex:Saies, V.P.) 4 t. ., ,
Employer & Employer's Address _____-__________,.-______

:. "Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"

- Bob Barr Congress '94"*P.O. Box 215*'Dallas, GA 30132*-(404) 951-0817 OR (404) 951-290.'
P l~ 1w by 11 labi Cmyus q .C i b um m.w C mma be diL Cmumm w u )mubnua

=----

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1150 MONARCH PLA/.A

3414 I'L-ACIITRII|: KOAD. NORTHEIAST
ATLAN I A, GEORGIA 30326

14(M)} 261-9400

DATE REF NO. AMOUNT

w --~141E

PAY One thiousand dollars--------------------------DOLLARS
SDATE PAY TO THE ORDER OF CHECK NO GROSS AMOUNT DISCOUNT CHECK AMO

3/14/94 ac-c for Congr.ess --1,000.

DE SCRIPTION

K& 111IRI)

BAKSOUTH -ATLANTA. GEORGIA

7954
64-7
610



i BELLAMY FUNERAL. HOME
4405 MARETr'A STREET 3 7 92

POWDER SPRINGS. GA 30073 1-3/1

pPAY
i ORDER OF "$-fL'O"

__ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ _ DOLLAF
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BOB, COUNT ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND THE' 'OUGH ENOUGH TO..CUT SPENDING FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:

$5 $50 "$ 100 $250 .. $500O $1000 O F. $

WORK AT HEADQUARTERS __WORK PHONE BANKS __HOST A COFFEE

YARD SIGNS __RAISE FUNDS _._.INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

The followiag iafomaumon ma mwtuwed by she F ea Elcisos Commiuua lot can .ii Nae call wish my qituaoaa. Tha& youn for comnplyialg.

S5
Address t~ z . ,. '"
Occupation & Title (cx: Sales, V.P.)
Employer & Employer's Address

"Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"
Bob Ban" Congress 94**P.O. Box 4323**Marietta. GA**30061-4323
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SEWARD &€ KISSEL
1200 G STREET, N.W.

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20005

TELEPHONE:: (2021 737-6833

FACSIMILEr: (202) 737-5l84

IEUGE[NE P. SOUTI4ER
BLAISE 6. A. lASZT"ORY
ALSERT A. WALSH"
AIqAL S. COGAN
ERUCE

r 
0. SCNZEL

MtARLENE 0. DANIIELS
JAMES H. HANCOCm

e

ANTHONY N. MANS7IEL.O*
ANTHONY C. J. NULANO'
N. WILLIAM MUNNO
PETER C. PNONT
DALE C. CHRISTENSENH. JR
DAVID L. 7OBE[
HADLCY S ROC
RUSSELL C. PRINCE
CRAIG T, NICKRNELL
JANE[T ft. ZIMMCRq
ROSERT A. WALDER
JOHN C. TAVSS
WILLIAM 7. KUNTZ, .
GARY .I. WOL7rE
LAWNrENCE

r 
RUTKOWSKI

R ONALD L. COHEN
MARK J. HYLAND)
PAUL T. CLARK*
JONATNAN ERNG[ER
THOMAS 0. MACDONALD
MARK A. tERODY
PAUL M. G0OrTmLrE

JOHN J. CkLEARY
MICHAErL J. MCNAMARA
KALYANGA
JOHN 7. RIGMEY
PATRICIA A. POGLINCO

March 28, 1995

GEORGE C. SEWARD)'
SEIOR COUNSEL

LESTER KISSEL
RICHARD Nt. VALENTINE

ROSERT S. SIMON
KEITH H. ELLIS*

ALSERMTO L. CALAirELL
ICHARD H. METSCH

COUNSEL.

ONE BATTER~Y PARK PDLAZA
NEW YORK. N .Y. 10004

TErLEPHDONE[ 12121 874-1200
PrACSIMILE. 12121• 4SD-B42 i

REPRE~qSE NTATIVE ~ 07ICE
NADOR UTCA II

1051 IBUDAPEST, HUNGARY
TE[LEPIHONE: 1)611) 1)2 -TIIS
IrACSIMILEr 13011l 1 31'7840

*ADMITTED IN DISTRICT 07 COLUMBIA

Barr for Congress
P.O. Box 4323
Marietta, GA 30061

To Whom It May Concern:

Enclosed please find a check from Seward & Kissel
in the amount of $500.00 made payable to "Barr for Congress"
to be dedicated to the debt reduction for the 1994 campaign.
Seward & Kissel is a general partnership and, therefore, for
FEC reporting purposes the firm's contribution should be
attributed to each partner as follows:

Jonathan Berger
Mark A. Brody
Dale C. Christensen, Jr.
Paul T. Clark
John J. Cleary
Arrial S. Cogan
Ronald L. Cohen
Marlene D. Daniels
Kalyan Das
David L. Fobes
Paul M. Gottlieb
James H. Hancock
Craig T. Hickernell
Mark J. Hyland
William F. Kuntz II

$ 10.50
$ 10.50
$ 27.98
$ 10.50
$ 10.50
$ 10.50
$ 10.50
$ 17.46
$ 10.50
$ 10.50
$ 10.50
$ 17.46
$ 10.50
$ 17.46
$ 10.50



Barr for Congress
March 28, 1995
Page 2

Thomas G. MacDonald $ 17.46
Anthony R. Mansfield $ 17.46
Michael J. McNamara $ 10.50
M. William Munno $ 17.46
Anthony C. J. Nuland $ 24.46
Blaise G. A. Pasztory $ 17.46
Patricia A. Poglinco $ 10.50
Russell C. Prince $ 10.50
Peter E. Pront $ 17.46
John F. Rigney $ 10.50
iiadley S. Roe $ 10.50
Lawrence Rutkowski $ 10.50
Bruce D. Senzel $ 27.98
Eugene P. Souther $ 24.46
John Tavss $ 27.98
Robert A. Walder $ 17.46
Albert A. Walsh $ 10.50
Gary J. Wolfe $ 10.50
Janet R. Zimmer $ 10.50

Please contact me if you have any questions
concerning our contribution.

PTC:tv
Enclosure

0093F. A¥5
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BOB, COUNT ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.
MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND THE "TOUGH ENOUGH TO...CLrr SPENDING FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:

S25 $50 Sl00 S250 S500 Si000 OTHER S.

__ WORK AT HEADQUARTERS WORK PHONE BANKS HOST A COFFEE

YARD SIGNS RAISE FUNDS INVITE BOB TO SPEAK ! /

Thc foliowin¥ inform mn *s nxlmn:d by the F k'r l Ek:c.oe! misslon foe €o Lnbutm . Ple.a call with imy q r m . Thank You for €om ytng.

Name - . , t Phone (h)__
Address ," - -- City '  " State. , Zip.

.. - Occupation & Title (ex: Sales, V.P.) ..
; Employer & Employer's Address,

. "Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"
-Bob Barr Congress 4**P.O. Box 4323**Marietta. GA*'30061-4323

PaNJ f by "rke ilab lla r Caq 1 C mm, m ." C el/Black. Tmamm . Cmm bw m ul . m .
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BOB, COUNT ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY INMY PLEDGE TO YOU AND THE "TOUGH ENOUGH TO...CUT SPENDING FIRST" CAMPAi

___$25 ____$50 ___$100 ___$250 .$500
$ 1000 OTHER $.

___WORK AT HEADQUARTERS WORK PHlONE BANKS ___ HOST A COFFE I "'I: ._ ' ;..,YARD SIGNS ___ RAISE FUNDS ___ INVITE BOB TO SPEAK
"Thc following informillon is rcquircdi by the Fcdcrdl El_.i¢lon Commission for contlribuiion$. Plea.e call with any questions. Thank you for complying.

Narn



WINCO, LTD.
2150 COBB PARKWAY

SMYRNA, GA 30060

PAY , / .TO THE / L I 'J
ORDER OF d/,"v- v,

AL~4~
N_ i insa_

Nationsank of Goorgia, N.A., Atlanta, GA

~OLLA
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BOB, COUNT ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND THE 'TOUGH ENOUGH TO...CUT SPENDING FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:
S$25 .. $50..5._$100 $500 .__$1000 __OTHER $

WORK AT HEADQUARTERS __._WORK PHONE BANKS ___HOST A COFFEE

___YARD SIGNS RAISE FUNDS INVITE BOB TO SPEAK
Th. rolkowin8 anfonnlao s requird by sihs rFedwmI Fco Commasaaon far oonmnbsg~ona. Plem call with ma qemauoes. Tha you for complying.

Name 6U,4#...f Pl:v. 'l _ 9.1J - Phone (~) __ __(_____

Address b4_?' idf% /_, iT ,,/, zz i
O ccupation & Title (ex: Sales, V .P.)_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Employer & Employer's Address_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

"Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"
Bob Ban Congress '94"*P.O. Box 4323**Marietta, GA*'3006l-4323

1063

14-5J610
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aeBOB, COUNT ME'T TO HEgLP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.
MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND TB!] "TOUGH ]ENOUGH TO ...CUT SPENDING FIRST" CAM]PAIGN IS:

$50 $I 00 S250 S_.500 S.__$,000 OTHERS__

WORK AT HEADQUARTERS __WORK PHONE BANKSYARD SIGNS RAIJSE FUNDS INVITE HOST A COFFE
BOB TO SPEAK

The (oUoWIA ant'mga. as ,uqwg by she FiamA EIoaxcn Cwmaoaam fow s Pm ll m€a -u .... . ......

Namef±~LJ/i/
Occupation & Title (ex:Sales, V.P4 -____________Address

. . ... ... 9 " .. t ymd aae w'

Phone(h) (w). ______

Employer &Employer's Address -'.,.' f.- 7d -/s,,'.. ( '. t

"Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"

Bob Barr Congress '94"'P.O. Box 2I5"Dallas. GA 30132o.(404) 951-0817 OR (404) 951-290:'
hta 1w b ,"n Im obm CaiyM ,i Gmmmm. Iob Pusa, Tmsm , me u m Cm, m in o m oL

Allstrcass Radio & Mobile CoIlliwUlausdlil

ONE HUI4E4-.:EL, £.OL~F. ,-,4[,

PH)I1 UNION BIA~aK

DAfT

I. . 007541

AMOUNT
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BOB, COUNT ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGMFOR VICTORY IN 1994.MY PLEDGE TO Y01 J Ta! "TOUGH: E.NOUGH TO ...CUT P!cFs'CPAGIS

$25 _.__50 £_ 100 £250 .__500 ___1_S,000 ROTHERS

WORK AT HEADQUARTERS WORK PHONE BANKS =__HOST A COFFEEYARD SIGNS RAISE FUNDS IN._=_ E BOB TO SPEAK

The faoiowuag snmmu m quud by thi Fm EI.Ca m m a mm m~ai. l ecalwit um i "'m u f mp. u

Name 1,. I '. ]
Address K

Occupation & Title (ex:Saies, V.P.) j -Employer & Employer's Ades ,. -" -

Phone(h) (w)_________City _ . State~ Zip_____

- I I I. -

"Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"
Bob Barr Congress '94"*P.O. Box 215**Daas, GA 30132*(4O4) 951-0817 OR (404) 951-290""

I by "Ti Iab I Cinm 4 Clmm. Ib Pinms T~mm. C~m muba dhd Cm



303, COUNT ME IN TO HELP YOU 3EGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY [Ni 1994. ., I/ 'ivPLDO1 YOU AND TH "TOUGH E&NOUGH TO -CUTr SPLNDzsrT, CAMI4PAIGN 1.5

.S. 25 $5 3100 3250 .. S.OO _SI', ___OTHERS____ "

WORK AT H]EADQUAXTFERS __WORK PHONE BANKS __HOST A COFFEE
__YARD SIGNS ___AISE FUNDS __INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

lis k mm m ilh ~ l 5m ~C mmI. I t b~~mU , I~i T1iid lmstw ielywi

Ad7,. Lu ,.,. ,,,-. /i_. CayJ) /_ . Wsia .z Za 4_-
Oioa& Tid exzSakm. V.P.)____ _____________
EmpkaoyrEupaus.,dnzss v)' -il,L :-,. .... f A _

"Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"

Bodb Banrr Coamrps 4*eP.O. Box 2 ISeDaIs, GA 30132°°(404) 951.0317 OR (404) 951-2907
Ib I lb mm Ii J CimOI II C~I m~d"m in ~lb C~mpinm mi

I , ROMwE, GA 30161

jl ,.., F1, 1,N
• -----, ! ,. _.PAY-

_ _19

567
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640

$

.. ... DOLLARS
FORREST BUILDING ACCOUNT
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*BOB, COUNT ME INJII HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAGNR VIC'TORY IN 1994.

MY PLE.DGEg TO YOU WFH "TOUGH E.NOUGH TO .. CUT SPElND FIRST'" CAMPAIGN IS:

S25 $50 ____$100 ____250 $500 S1,000 OTHERS___

WORK AT HEADQUARTERS WORK PHONE BANKS HOST A COFFEE

YARD SIGNS RAISE FUNDS INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

the foflom . mqmmd tby the Fmdin. Eikasm Cininmi fa8I lan ol wuh..qmm 1 m f"manqlyw

Name , ," iPhon, h) (w)____
Addes ______________ City .. State... Zip_._ _

Occpaton & Tile (cx:Sales, V.P.)_____________________
Employer & Employers Address ,.--, .

"Tough Enough To..Cut Spending First"

Bob Barr Congres '94"*P.O. Box 215**DaIlas, GA 30132**(404) 951-0)817 OR (404) 951-2907
pml by I11 I~bIa CmtpS 14 C~m, bb Pin.1, . Cmat~m - mt h g~pm .mm~mm - mnl
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GEORGE H. JOHNSON PROPERTIES
100 GALLERIA PKWY . SUITE 1045

ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30339
(4041 955-1822

AY
MOUNT

EXPLANATION AMOUNT

-, * ,, " -LML -. L.& ,t ih~ 1 :L ri e-

F ,..e~~~~~ A, -_,..D, =I
DATE TO THE ORDER OF DESCRIPTION CHE CK,,,, ..,- .Nu,,aOER

FIRST UNION NATIONAL BANK
ATLANTA, GEORGIA

i CHECK
AMOUNT

si~S..
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BOB, COUNT ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND THE "TOUGH ENOUGH TO...CUT SPENDING FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:

.,.$..25 .... $50 .........$1OO .... $...250 .500 .... $...1000 OTHER $__.

WORK AT HEADQUARTERS WORK PHONE BANKS HOST A COFFEE

YARD SIGNS - RAISE FUNDS __INVITE BOB TO SPEAK
The fotlowing information is vequsredl by the Federal Election Commasaicn for consnbutons. Pleasecrall with any questons. Thank you for coniplynag

Address ./f .! . !ity! -'±I .L-f- State Zip .-.. o ..

Emnployer & Emrployer's Address

"Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"Bob Ban" Congress '94"*P.O. Box 4323**Marietta. GA**3001. 14323

64-22 /610
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J ~BAR-B-Q HOUSE-Ir it. ,L CLcgfer S. 8 783"~~~~~541 TH O R N TO N R D " "~LITHIA SPRINGS. GA 30051

14-101610

; lrrus Comnpay Bank
1P1oox .418

/ Alinia. Geo,a 3030?

BOBl, COUNT ME IN 10 IIELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.
MY PLEDGE TO YOU AN DJ T' TOUGI! EN OUGI! TO ...CUT SPENDING FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:

$25 $50 $ 100 $250 $500 $1,000 OTHIER$

WORK AT HEADQUARTERS WORK PHONE BANKS HOST A COFFEE
__._YARD SIGNS RAISE FUNDS ___INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

The follow in inormtionma isequiued by dhe FecaI Election Commision fox cont~mbutmons Please call with any questions Thank you tot complymn$ 
"

Addresess F --DYL,/ Cily .. " -,& ,. (SacD1f Zipj.. j L,
Occupation ,& Title (ex:Salcs, V.P.) .,,

"Toughi Etiough To...Cut Spending First"

Bob Barr Coiigrcss '94"*P.O. Box 215**Dallas, GA 30132*'(404) 528-9444Pad to by Th Sot Dan Conxpcss 9.1 Coceuasie," C--aik,$ Black,. Teaeive, Coninbusons ae not ax deducible Coxporale €o, buon ae prohibited

I 1... , .1 •., ,,,,



$25 ___50 __$ 100 ___250 __$500 __$1,000 __OTHERS__

__WORK AT HEADQUARTERS __WORK PHONE BANKS __HOST A COFFEE

YARD SIGNS __RAISE FUNDS INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

The following infomalon is re'quited by she Fedeta Election Coowni~ason for coninbutior Please call with an questionsliui you ( or co1iply111

Name "Phoe(h)_ (w)_________
Adrs City L T' A. " ' ( Statec'1l Zip t, .
Occupation &Title (ex:Salcs, V.P.) ! €"',
Employer & Employer's Address.." -l - ' .. " 0. C"

'Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"

Bob Barr Congress '94"*P.O. Box 215**Dalas, GA 30132**(404) 528-9444

Pu.. yfi o a Cnis 4Cnmne Cue lc.Tcis. oibsmw o a _eubl.Croa.eoiun epo~~e
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BARR
TOUGH ENOUGH TO...

CUT SPENDING FIRST

January 29, 1996

Mr. Buck Swindle
BSA Active Wear
105 Somerset Place, Suite A
Carroliton, GA 30116

Dear Buck,

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the 694 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted
corporate contributions from you.

You made total corporate contributions of $100.00. At this date, the only way we
have of complying with FEC regulations is to refund your contribution and in return ask
for you to please write a personal check for the same amount. If you would please write a
check for $100.00 made out to "Barr-Congress '94" and write "'94 general debt" in the for
line of the check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only
a reprocessing of your corporate contribution.

Buck, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will
be calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and in '94. Bob is
fighting hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in
the campaign. Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may ever be of assistance

Sincerely,

Charles Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paiid for b) Bob Barr - Congress Commiutee -Charles Black. Treasurer - Politicai conmrbutions arc nol tia deductible



BARR
TOUGH ENOUGH TO...

CUT SPENDING FIRST

January 13, 1996

Mr. Fred Hill
American Radio & Mobile Communiations
3770 Green Industrial Way
Chamblee, GA 30341

Dear Fred:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted
corporate contributions from you.

You made total corporate contributions of $100.00. At this date, the only wvay we have of
complying with the FEC regulations is to refund your contribution and in return ask for you to
please write a personal check for the same amount. If you would please write a check for $100.00
and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of the check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your corporate contribution.

Fred, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated Bob or Bill Adams will be
callini± you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and l can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting.
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congre.ss . P.O. Box 4323 • Marieua, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
P-',id for by Bob Barr - Congress Commauec - Charles Black, Tlreasurer - PolnlicaJ coninbution arc BP_ tax deducaic



BRR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

January 13, 1996

Mr. Jackson Morgan
M & M Development Co.
436 Broad Street
Rome, GA 30161

Dear Jackson:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted
corporate contributions from you.

You made total corporate contributions of $250.00 which were deemed by themi as non
allowable. At this date, the only way we have of complying with the FEC regulations is to refund
your contribution and in return ask for you to please write two personal checks totaling the same
amount of $250.00. If you would please write one check for $100 and write "'94 primary debt" in
the for line of the check and write the second check for $150 and write "'94 general debt" in the
for line, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your corporate contribution.

Jackson, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress . P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 0 (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for b)' Bob BanT - Congress Coaurntee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Polticl coninbuisons are no t ax deductihle



BARR I
TOUGH ENOUGH TO...

CUT SPENDING FIRST

January 13, 1996

Mr. M.G. Turner
M.G. Turner Architect & Associates, P.C.
513 East Tenth St.
Rome, GA 3 0161

DearM.G.:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted
corporate contributions from you.

You made total corporate contributions of $25.00. At this date, the only way we have of
complying with the FEC regulations is to refund your contribution and in return ask for you to
please write a personal check for the same amount. if you would please write a check for $25.00
and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of the check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your corporate contribution.

M.G., your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Commaucle - Charles Black. Treasurer - Politicai contnbuaons arc tio tax dcducaiblc



BARR
SI

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

January 13, 1996

Mr. Jack Baytos
Highland Marina & Resort
1000 Seminole Road
LaGrange, GA 30241

Dear Jack.

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted
corporate contributions from you.

You made total corporate contributions of $100.00. At this date, the only way we have of
complying with the FEC regulations is to refund your contribution and in return ask for you to
please write a personal check for the same amount. If you would please write a check for $100.00
and write i"'94 primary debtii in the for line of the check, we could satisfy' the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your corporate contribution.

Jack, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.

Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress * P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 *(404) 528-9444 * (4041) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political contributions alrc nlol tas deductiblc



BARR I
TOUGH ENOUGH TO...

CUT SPENDING FIRST

January 13, 1996

Mr. Ben Whittington
P0 Box 1264
Rome, GA 30161

Dear Ben:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted
corporate contributions from you.

You made total corporate contributions of $250.00. At this date, the only way we have of
complying with the FEC regulations is to refund your contribution and in return ask for you to
please write a personal check for thle same amount. If you would please write a check for $250.00
and write "'94 primary debt"' in the for line of the check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your corporate contribution.

Ben, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress . P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 ' (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for b) Bob Ban - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasur- Poliicai contnbutaons arc tnoi tas deductible
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TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

January 13, 1996

Ms. Lynda Dawson
Hughes Lumber Mill, Inc.
Route 1
Chuckey, TN 37641

Dear Lynda

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted
corporate contributions from you.

You made total corporate contributions of $100.00. At this date, the only way we have of

complying with the FEC regulations is to refund your contribution and in return ask for you to
please write a personal check for the same amount. If you would please write a check for $100.00
and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of the check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your corporate contribution.

Lynda, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress * P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Puid for b) Boh Barr - Congress Commitee - Ciawles Black. Treasurer - Politicai coninbution$ art noq sa' deductible



BAR F
TOUGH ENOUGH TO...

CUT SPENDING FIRST

January 13, 1996

Ms. Marion Schremp
Multiple Benefit Services
1133 Mossy Roack Road
Kennesaw, GA 30152

Dear Marion:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted

corporate contributions from you.

You made total corporate contributions of $500.00. At this date, the only way we have of

complying with the FEC regulations is to refund your contribution and in return ask for you to
please write a personal check for the same amount. If you would please write a check for $500.00

and write "'94 primary debt" in the for line of the check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a

reprocessing of your corporate contribution.

Marion, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adatms will be

calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting

hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign

Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress.• P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Pazid for b) Bob Barr - Congress Committee - Charles Black. Treasurer - Political conibuions arc not tas deductihlc
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TOUGH ENOUGH TO..
CUT SPENDING FIRST

January 13, 1996

Mr. David Brian Land
P0 Box 1264
Rome, GA 30161

Dear Brian:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted
corporate contributions from you.

You made total corporate contributions of $100.00. At this date, the only way we have of
complying with the FEC regulations is to refund your contribution and in return ask for you to
please write a personal check for the same amount. If you would please write a check for S$100.00
and write "'94 general debt" in the for line of the check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your corporate contribution.

Brian, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to reviewv the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for y'our assistance now and last fall. Bob is figthting~
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress ° P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta. GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
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TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

January 13, 1996

Mr. Dennis Bellamy
Bellamy Funeral Home
4405 Marietta Street
Powder Springs, GA 30073

Dear Dennis:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority,
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted
corporate contributions from you.

You made total corporate contributions of $100.00. At this date, the only way we have of
complying with the FEC regulations is to refund your contribution and in return ask for you to
please write a personal check for the same amount. If you would please write a check for $100.00
and write "'94 general debt" in the for line of the check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your corporate contribution

Dennis, your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance nowv and last fall Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign.
Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congress * P.O. Box 4323 * Marietta, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 * (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for b Bob Barn - Congress Committee . Charles Black, Treasurer.- Political contributions are p__t tax dcductiblk



BARR

TOUGH ENOUGH TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

January 13, 1996

Mr. Clyde Hollis
B 3 Comprehensive
P0 Box 282
Powder Springs, GA 30073

Dear Clyde:

The Federal Election Commission, which is the federal campaign finance authority.
audited the '94 campaign. They brought to our attention that we had inaccurately accepted

corporate contributions from you.

You made total corporate contributions of $20.00. At this date, the only way we have of

complying with the FEC regulations is to refund your contribution and in return ask for you to
please write a personal check for the same amount. If you would please write a check for $20.00
and write "194 general debt' in the for line of the check, we could satisfy the request of the FEC.

No additional contribution to the '94 campaign is required or being requested, only a
reprocessing of your corporate contribution

Clyde. your assistance in this matter is greatly appreciated. Bob or Bill Adams will be
calling you within a week to review the situation.

Bob and I can't thank you enough for your assistance now and last fall. Bob is fighting
hard in Washington for a balanced budget and all the other issues he promised in the campaign

Please contact Bob, Bill or me if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles C. Black
Treasurer

Bob Barr - Congres" . P.O. Box 4323 * Marieua, GA 30061-4323 * (404) 528-9444 • (404) 528-9555 FAX
Paid for by Bob Barr - Congress Conmmritee - Charles Black, Treasurer - PO~imiaj contributions are nioI tax deductible



-~M~OBOB, COUNT HEI roiLP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND THE "TOUGH OUCH TO _.CUT SPENDING FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS.

$25 S50 S100 .. i.S250 _..__$500SSO ..,.__.....S1,OO0 OTHERS__

WORK AT HE.ADQUA RTERS WORK PHONE BANKS HOST A COFFEE
YARD SIGNS RAISE FUNDS __INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

The f~owuael afm m mmqamd by se uilFEmea~moaCm~formmhnta Pie.. ml lwuhmyqamm Thumb you fif omramn
Name . Phone(h) ___w)__

Occupation & Title (ex:Sales, V.aP~Z p~~
Employer & Employer's Ad

03 46
"Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"

Bob Barr Congress '94"*P.O. Box 215**Dallas, GA 30132**(404) 951-0817 OR (404) 951-2907
IPt fm by "Tb. aM Cmu d C.S.l 3m" si.,..n Tim.. mwm us i ma - a Ctp.. m am s u pumi

FORTUNE INTERNATIONALONE CONCOURSE PARKWAY
SUITE 155

ATLANTA, GA 30326

THE CHATTAHOOCHEE BANK
MARIETTA, GEORGIA 30067

64-310/611 91

Two hundred fifty and no/100O......

DATE

2/18/94

Bob Barr Congress 94
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AMOUNT

$2 50.00



BOB, COUNT ME [N HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAGNER VICTORY IN 1994.

. MY PLEDGE TO YOU 4WTHE "TOUG5 .ENOUGH TO ..-CUT SlPINDN FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:

$25 $50 $I00 $250 S00 _._$1,000 O..THEfRS

WORK AT HEADQUARTERS __WORK PHONE BANKS HOST A COFFEE

YARD SIGNS __RAISE FUNDS I.__ TE BOB TO SPEAK

"r. followngm n umquuud bthi Fmuh -mmamCim f ibn" m m m~M walk ~ m 9 'r hsk u f mfap, 'n&

Employer & Employer's A dd P 4 f ' u'eL W id , /( t $3'

"Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"

Bob Barr Congress '94"*P.O. Box 215**Dalas, GA 30132"*(404) 951-0817 OR (404) 951-2907
: ~~~Pwad / Bby ira Cmm 4 Crumy Dab h..-. Tmm Cmmm - m ba . hm. Capm mimm



BBOB, COUN'1"ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994. ')L~ ~-MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND THE "TOUGH ENOUGH TO ...CUr SPENDING FIRSr' CAMPAIGN IS:

__ s50 ___.1oo S250 _$0 ____1,000 _OTHERS.

___WORK AT HEDUARTIERS WORK PHONE BANKS HOST A COFFEEYARD SIGNS RAISE FUNDS INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

" hg fao wiq im asum qm y .Fod aEl nm Cm~ am ugaf. n P hm mal banm y qinhm VT ak yu t ooanny

Name ,' (6. T,. ,,~~ ~ eh ) (w)
Ccxupation & Title (ex:Sales, V.P.) - ,r/, ,L ,_-F "

Employer & Einployer's Address ,',N F, ,..-. -L.. _j. ;. r .J- ...

I-*'

- I-I

"Tough Enough To..Cut Spending First"
Bob Barr Congres '9"PO Box 215**Dallas, GA 30'132"*(404) 951-0817 OR (404) 951-2907

It y I~r S ob I Cwina W Cm, Sirb Pmu T~l~ Cbu Wa 4 lk Cupmaw inmUma u ham

M. G. TURNER ARCHITECT &
513 EAST TENTH

ROME, GA 3016

I PAY

TO THE ; ' '-IORDER OF " "' ,..- _ ,'? ,

ASSOCIATES, P.C.
109

M-SI0

:'.~c\. I

$

6~~* ~ Jjn~.
m a ~*.>.. .2i I-~I ~ 1~~J~'* DOLL

- '~*-~..-.- rnAt~%~~ -

*anonsuanKNatLonaliunk of Gu;ura*, N.A.. Home, GA

SFOR

- : .. ... o .j v 1= "



a B, COUNT ME IN ~ HELi, YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGY~)R VICTORY IN 1994.MY PLEDGE TO YOU THmE "TOUGH ENOUGH TO _.CUT SP 1 FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:

$25 s5. ;:$l00 $250 ._$50 $1,o OerHERS

WORK AT HtEADQUARTERS WORK PHONE BANKS HOST A COFFEEYARD SIGNS RAISE FUNDS INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

Tb. fflhwims n ,muq im ~d .iu hmCmfr. mm Pm. -at wrobm.jvqumn Thmk~ f uqiiyvu

Ocupton & Title (ex:Salhes, V.P.) , ..
Employer & Employers Address,.

Phone(h), (w)______
City Sare.. Zip____

"Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"

Bob Barr" Congress '94"*P.O. Box 215**Dallas GA 30132**(404) 951-0817 OR (404) 951-2907
P~ kI "Tl 1 3 Cal YiN *m. 31 l~m.lmm C.mmm - mtm d- J ...-
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BOB, COUNT ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.

MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND THE "TOUGH ENOUGH TO...CUT SPENDING FIRST' CAMPAIGN IS:

$25 $50 S___100 ___$250 __$500 .. $1000 .___OTHER $LO. '

WORK AT HEADQUARTERS -WORK PHONE BANKS _--HOST A COFFEE

YARD SIGNS RAISE FUNDS INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

Thc rollowsng ,nfor,nal,on ,s rcquencd by mhc Rc~kral Ei'€on Con'nmssaon for consnibuseo,,s Please call wire ay qucsons. Thank you (or €omp~yinig

Adre Pho, (h) (w),
ty ~ tae. d..ip3.

Occupation & Title (ex: Sales, V.P. t.f±. '

Employer & Employer's Address

"Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"
Bob Barr Congress '94"*P.O. Box 4323**Marietta. GA*'3006I-4323
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1.517 ftBLACK REALTY & DEVELOPMENT CO. 047
7 4WAS N GTON AVE .

-- -
MARIETTA. GA 3O0.P ~r .241

TO TEO

PAY. __

_____,____________ --________________ _______________________________________-

" BOB, COUNT ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.
MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND THE "TOUGH ENOUGH Tro-.CUT SPENDING FIRST" CAMPAIGN I:

-WORK AT HEADQUARTERS __WORK PHONE BANKS -HOST A COFFEE

==== . - __YARD SIGNS __ RAISE FUNDS -_ INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

Employer & Employers Address e -

"Tough Enough To.--Cut Spending First"
Bob Barr Congrs '94"*P.O. Box 4323"Maricta, GAee30061.4323



BUCK SWINDLE ASSOCIATES105 SOMERSET PLACE. SUITE A
CARROLLTON. GA 30116

THE COMMUNITY BANK
OF CARAOLLTON

CARROLLTON. GEORGIA 30117
64-396-611

00005445

** ONE HUNDRED DOLLARS AND 00 CENTS **
DATE

BARR - CONGRESSP.O. BOX 4323
MARIETTA GA 30061-4323

/A
09/23/94 ****** 100.00

MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND THE "TOUGH ENOUGH TO..CUT SPENDING FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:
____25 _$50 L. $100 .........$250 ..... $.500 _$1000 ...... OTHERS$_

__WORK AT HEADQUARTERS __WORK PHONE BANKS __HOST A COFFEE

__YARD SIGNS __RAISE FUNDS __INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

The following infrmasaa a s qwud~ by Use Fom Election Cnaeaion for conarlbwaona. Pleaa call wads any qtusteosa. Thak you for comlyingl.

Address 7 Lr-P't --, / -p City( - I LJ/',,. ZI - '"

satOccunation & Title
Emnployer & Employer's Address_

"Tough Enough To..Cut Spending First"
Bob Barr Congress '94"P.O. Box 4323*Marnea, GA*'30O61-4323Paid Sm b "/. Dab Dan Coagme 4 Commam" Co31m. Tmmanr. Cemuiea m mm- demNL a Ce s esm--a- ma pmii

5445
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A' BO, ONTM TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAM IFOR VICTORY IN 1994.
MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND THE "TOUGH E.NOUGH TO ...CUT SPENDING FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:

$25 $50 / s1o $250 $500 -$1000 OTHR

WORK AT HEADQUARTERS WORK PHONE BANKS HOST A COFFEE
YARD SIGNS RAISE FUNDS INVITIE BOB TO SPEAK

• rs foUowm m uaammmwd y-,eFimuaiK~maCinmummmam Pmm mmuvym~quinam "buak fm'mpamg

Name -,
Addes.' . . ,
Occupation & Title (ex:Saies, V.P.) , "
Employer & FEmployer s Adrs

PhoneOh) (w)_ ____
'City U., State .... Zp_ __

"Tough Enough To..Cut Spending First"

Bob Barr Congress '94"P.O. Box 215**Dalas, GA 30132**(404) 951-0817 OR (404) 951-2907
PJ by W'he Io Cam YP4 C~n* Dub PITim. Cmmn - it wa d.mm. Cu e m 
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.. BOB, COUNT' ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.

.Mv u'izS To YOU .THE] "TOUGH ENOUGH TO - 'UTr SPND FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:

$25 ____0s ___lO S2oo0 _.s5oo s1,ooo O E

WORK AT HEDQATERS WORK PHONE BANKS HOST A COFFE
--- YARD SIGNS RAS FUNDS INiT BOB TO SPEAX

Amdes -" "; - - - ---'l " @( -s m(w)___________

Occupaion &TrlCe'CSale, VP.) I 1 " - :'. .
Employe-& Employer's Address -,i - - . .,. L

"Tough Enough TomCut Spending First"

Bob Bar" Copgxes '94*eP.O. Box 215e'Dallas, GA 30132*(404) 951-0817 OR (404) 951-2907
bud by-r Ib lie Y4m Cm. 3~ Pmm, mw m u L -ddsm Cem -mbm etel



MULTIPLE BENEFIT SERVICES
354 ST MARYS IN 404-424-577

MARIETTA, GA 30064

WACHOVIA BANK OF GEORGIA, N A.
ATLANTA, GA 30383

64-1/610

Barr-Congress S******500.00
Five Hundred and 00/*1******************* ******************

Barr-Congress
P0 Box 215
Dallas, GA 30132

DOLLARS

h'Vutu~t ~
U I '~

DOD, COUNT M~E IN T'O llELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND Tile "TOUGI! ENOUGli TO ...CUT SPENDING FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:

$100 _._$300
$1,000

OTHER$
WORK AT HEADQUARTERS .. _WORK PHONE BANKS _._HOST A COFFEE.. YARD SIGNS ... _RISE FUNDS _._INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

The fllowmnl ifm'o,ionma rsequited by ihe Federal E1s, Cea ammio feor ujim Pleas call with armyqiaamona Thank ym roe omrlyn
Name j.T.ec -c 4 te.-11) Phone(h). (w)_______
Address____________________ la e Zi_____Occupation & Title (ex:Salcs, V.P.) . ( ip_.._.Emlyr& Employcr's Address C- -- __

"Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"

Bob Barr Co~lgrcss '94"*P.O. Box 2 1IS*Dallas, GA 30132"(404) 328-9444
IPad fon by Th Bbk Baa, CoNress 1)4 Cm,w,a,.";~ awr. Tsaim Cosuanbwomsue so l,,, deducbtt Coapotuk 'onibu~ims e p'ahbed.

PAY TO THE
ORDER OF

64+2

10 May 94

MEMO

S

-,-. :'ew

____$25 $50



BOB, COUNT ME@TO IIELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CANPA~ FOR VICTORY IN 1994.
~~MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND TIlE "TOUGHI ENOUGH TO ...CUT SPENDING FJRSfl CAMPAIGN IS:

___$250 __ _500

..._WORK AT HEADQUARTERS .__WORK PHONE B ANKS .__HOST A COFFEE...YARD SIGNS .__RAISE FUNDS __.INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

Name b'L V.JA.d /1) L % ," Phone(h) (wAddress -.- /CityA,., jsi --")Occupation & Title (cx:Salcs. V.P.) .. _lt~'.,'ZipJ jE m p lo y e r & E m p lo y cr's A d d re ss _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
"Tough Enough To...Cut Spending First"

- Bob Barr Congrcss '94"*P.O. Box 2 lS"*Dallas, GA 30132"'(404) 528-9444
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BOB, COUNT ME 14 lELP YOU DEGIN YOUR CAMIPAIGSDR VCOYI 94
MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND TIlE "TOUGll ENOUGH TO ... CUT SPENDiNrG FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:

.. S__25 $50____'_.J00 $250 $500 ___$1,000 OTHERS

WORK AT HEADQUARTERS WORK PHONE BANKS _HOST A COFFEE

YARD SIGNS RAISE FUNDS INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

The IoIlowUW inforwition ," required by she Federal Election Conuwarnon for wiakwoh. Plem all with Uiy 9JmWIUU "IThsg&..p for oyia

Name ki vd V /,.-, L't~ i"' Phon (h) )(w)._______

Address /.-"/City$6i (-4IILvSteZ1, Zip 57 .//

Occupation & Title (ex:Salcs, V.P.)______________________________

Employer & Employer's Address____________________________

"Tough Enough To...Cut Spenudinig First"

Bob Barr Congrcss '94"*P.O. Box 215**Dallas, GA 30132"*(404) 528-9444
m~d l ,"r by.Bb Bi Conpsss 4 Conm iIm, Chtesm Dhck. TrusvCm bibusm ac gax dbl e Corp-us emsbu~oume prtees
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KI GHT DAVIDSON COM9 AN1Es

August 19, 1994

Mr. John Watson
Barr for Congress
P.O. Box 215
Dallas, GA 30132

Dear John:

Enclosed please find our checks totalling $2,500.00 for Bob's campaign. They are as follows:

Check #4098

Check #3715

Check #2744

Autumn Lake Partners, L.P.
for: Keith A. Davidson

330 Oakhurst Lane
Marietta, GA 30064

Summer Lake Properties, L.P. ,

for: W. David Knight
305 Oakhurst Lane
Marietta, GA 30064

Knight Davidson Rosewood I, L.P.

for: John Harrison
170 Mart Avenue
Marietta, GA 30060

1395 South Marita P~akway • lhdiag 400, Suie 210 •Marietiua, GA 300)67 •(404t) 427-4050 •Fax (404) 427-5175



KNIGHT DAVIDSON ROSEA D I
D/E/A ROSEWOOD APARTMENTS

PHONE 404-565-3170
1744 ROSWELL ROAD. SUITE 100

MARIETTA, GA 310062

WACHVIA ANK OP GEORGIA. N.A.
CARTERSVILLE. GA 30120

641-1410

8-19-94 2744 $500.000T

***Five hundred dollars and 0 cents***PAY
i11iE
CoENOF Bob Barr for Congress

AUTUMN LAKE1744 ROSWEuL ROAD N.E.
SUITE 100

MARIETTA, GA 30062

SANK SOUTH
MARIETTA, GEORGIA 30062

64-74510

DL l J COTO QAON
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l.', a r-r For ['ongir ess
FI. (. k.'c(x 2.1.5
!'g.I. 1L, s ,A 3VJJ.32

~~38/1/

4098 $**'K*Z*I, 000.0

0Cents

1/
------.----

SUMMERLAKE PROPERTIES. L.P.1744 ROSWELL ROAD N.E.. STE. 100
MARIETTA. GA 30062

SAK =OUTH 371.5
ATLANMTA. GEORGIA
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BOB, COUNT ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.
MY PLEDGE TO YOU A D THE "TOUGll ENOUGH TO..CUT SPENDING FIRST' CAMPAIGN IS:

$_25 $100 _$250 _$500 _$1000 _OTHERS__

__WORK AT HEADQUARTERS __WORK PtliONE BANKS HtOST A COFFEE

YARD SIGNS __ RAISE FUNDS __INVITE BOB TO SPEAK

Nam
The followingl informasson is s~qu,.ed by she Federal Elecsion Commission for coesrbusica, Pleas. call with any quessias Thank you far" complying.
Ce " 'L~ "'V'P" Phone (h .. (w)

Occupation &Titi~ex: SalesVP. 4/; Ci State~&Zip~i2I~J

Employer & Employer's Address r'. C. , )HfL 7 ) F./ P

"Tough Enough To..Cut Spending First"
Bob Barr Congress '94"*P.O. Box 4323**Marietta. GA*'30061-4323
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BOB, COUNT ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAIGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994. ' f

MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND TilE "TOUGli ENOUGll TO...CUT SPENDING FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS: '" Vl-

.___$25 S50 , SI00 $250 $S00 $1000 _..OTHER$_ --
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_____

Address ? 'Wi Li 
-~

Occupation & Title (exSales. V.P)1.)A.

Employcr&EmployersAddress-- - ?. C / LV 3,n ' . /S Z .-. '

'"Tough Enough To..Cut Spending First"
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[BARRI

TOUGil ENOUGI! TO...
CUT SPENDING FIRST

February 10, 1994

Mr. Brian Land
P.O. Box 1264
Rome, GA 30161!

Dear Brian:

Thank you for your contribution to the BARR - CONGRESS CAMPAIGN. Under the Federal
Election Campaign Act, we are required by law to request and maintain certain information on
all contributors. Please complete the following information and return it to us as soon as
possible.

Occupation: C." e" A.

c pA'
Employer

Thank you for your cooperation. A self-addressed envelope is enclosed for your convenience.

Very truly yours,

Charles Black
Treasurer

BoIh tBu'r -- 'nr,,
P.O. Bocx 215. Dalla,. GA 30132

(404) 528-q444 - (404) 528-Q555 FAX
l'aid lotb' ! o ICar tgrc, Cnmmitec -Chal'lc, Black. "lrcaaurcr - l''Iilical c'nrilmi,0n% arc £I It ~la d'aIblr
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BOB, COUNT ME IN TO HELP YOU BEGIN YOUR CAMPAMGN FOR VICTORY IN 1994.
MY PLEDGE TO YOU AND THE "TOUGH ENOUGH TO ...CUT SPENDING FIRST' CAMPAIGN IS:

___$100 $___25O $500 $1,000 OTHERS__

___WORK AT HEADQUARTERS _WORK PHONE BANKS __HOST A COFFEE
__YARD SIGNS __RAISE FUNDS __INVITE BOB TO SPEAK
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BOB, COUNT ME I N *IEL PYOU BEGIN YOUR CAM PAIGC 4 IR VICTORY IN 1994.
MY PLEDGE TO YOU ANW]iTIIE "TOUGhi ENOUGH TO ... CUT SPENDIN FIRST" CAMPAIGN IS:

V/ $25 $50 ___$100 ___$250 $500 ___$1,000 ___OTH-ERS___

__WORK AT HEADQUARTERS __WORK PHONE BANKS __HOST A COFFEE
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"I FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20461

December 9, 1997

Mr. Herbert M. Rutherford, III
United States Marshal
United States Courthouse
333 Constitution Avenue, N.W.

Room 1106B
Washington, DC 20001

RE: MUR 4357
Bob Barr for Congress '94

Dear Mr. Rutherford:

I am writing to request the assistance of the United States Marshals Service pursuant to

2 U.S.C. § 437c(f)(3) in perfecting service of the enclosed subpoena upon Mr. William ("Bill")

Adams.

Attempts to serve the subpoena by other means have proved unsuccessful. We therefore

request you effect personal service upon him. Our information is that Mr. Adams resides at 3925

Lavista Road, U- 1, Tucker, Georgia 30084.

We are an agency of the U.S. Government and, therefore, ask you to waive fees for your

services.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter. If you have any questions,

please contact me at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Rigsby

Attorney

Enclosures
UMS -285
Subpoena
Envelope
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S
U.S. Department of JusticeUnited States Marshals Service

PROCESS RECEIPT AND RETURN
See Instructions for" "'Service of Process by the U.S. Marshal"
on the reverse of this form.

~ADDRESS (Street or RFD. Apartment No., City State and ZIP Codle)

AT 3825 Lavista Road, U-I, Tucker, GA 30084
SEND NOTICE OF SERVICE COPY TO RE9 UESTER AT NAME AND ADDRESS BELOW: INme fptcs ob

Offce f th GeeralCouselI served with this Form -285

Federal Election Coommission 1 Number of pantie to be
999 E Street N.W. IlCTed in this l

L Wshington, DC 20463 'Cekfr evc

--------------------------------------------------- on U.S.A. -

SPECIAL INSTRUCT IONS OR OTHER INFORMATION THAT WILL ASSIST IN E.XP!DITING SERVICE (Ioclude Busiess and Alterate Aakiwsse. All

lbqtw Mib, and Estimated Tunes Available For Service)

- A cover letter addressed to Mr. William Adams is attached to the subpona. The home -

telephone rtumber for Mr. Adams is (770) 938-0453. Mr. Adams will most likely be
available for service early in the morning; late afternoon, or evening.

Signature of Attorney or other Originator reiluesting seg' ice on behalf of: ITELEPHONE NUMBER IDATE
o L [ DEFENDANT (202) 219-3690 12/03/97

SPACE BELOW FOR USE OF .. MARSHAL ONLY - DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE

I acknowledge receipt for the ttal Total Proi.ess Dis+trict District Signature of Authorized USMS Deputy or Clerk 1Date
number of process indicated, of Origin to Serse

(Sign onls first L'SaI ._85 it m<,n+I
thin iw.. t 'A 285 is uhntedl No _____- -

I hereb) celnlf) and return that I I hase personall% sersed. - hase legal esideni~e of 5cr' ice. hase eses:uted as shown in "Remarks". the pro:ess Jes.critse
on the indiidual, compan.y cooration. cih . at the address, shosn ahose or on the indisidual. cornpan, corpor'ation. etc . shossn at the address inse:rted Ielow

E] I hereby certify, and return that I am unahle to lo.'ate the ndi ,dual, comnpany. corporation. cii . named ahoe ¢Sec remarks tlov.I

Name and title of indisidual sersed (if not shovn Jl (I A person of suitable age and dis-
cretion then residing in the defendant's
usual place of ahode

Address eo'tmplete onls if diterent than shovn atsisei Date of Service Time am

pm

Signature of U'.S. Marshal or Deput

Set, ice Fee Total Mileage Charges Forssardtng F-ce Total Charg-es Ads ance Depos),its Amount ow~ed to 1 S Marshal or Amount of Refund

t ineluding endeavors)

REMARKS
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D C 20463

December 9, 1997

Mr. William ("Bill") Adams
3825 Lavista Road, U-I
Tucker, Georgia 30084

RE: MUR 4357
Bob Barr for Congress '94

Dear Mr. Adams:

The Federal Election Commission has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.
The Commission has issued the attached subpoena which requires you to appear and give sworn
testimony on Wednesday, January 21, 1998 in Room 651 at the Federal Election Commission,
999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. beginning at 10:00 am. in connection with an
investigation it is conducting. The Commission does not consider you a respondent in this
matter, but rather a witness only.

Because this information is being sought as part of an investigation being conducted by
the Commission, the confidentiality provision of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX12)(A) applies. That
section prohibits making public any investigation conducted by the Commission without the
express written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You are
advised that no such consent has been given in this case.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present with you at the
deposition. If you intend to be so represented, please advise us of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 111.14, a witness summoned by the Commission shall be paid
$40.00. Subsequent to the deposition, you will be sent a check for the witness fee.



William ("Bill") Adaxr
Page 2

Within two days of your receipt of this notification, please confirm your scheduled
appearance with me at (800) 424-9530 or (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Rigsby
Attorney

Enclosure
Subpoena



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )) MUR 4357
)
)

SUBPOENA

TO: Mr. William ("Bill") Adams
3825 Lavista Road, U-I
Tucker, Georgia 30084

Pursuant to 2 U.s.c. § 437d(a)(3), and in furtherance of its investigation in the

above-captioned matter, the Federal Election Commission hereby subpoenas you to appear for

deposition with regard to MUR 4357. Notice is hereby given that the deposition is to be taken on

Wednesday, January 21|, 1 998 in Room 651 at the Federal Election Commission, 999 E Street

N.W. Washington, D.C. 20463, beginning at 10:00 am. and continuing each day thereafter as

necessary.



MUR 4357
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has hereunto set

his han in Wasngton, D.C., on thi day of l k, 1997.

For the Commission,

ATTEST:

Secretary to the Commission



J ' i FEERALELECTION COMMISSION
- ° WASHINCTON. D C 20463

FEDERALDecember 9, 1997

£ERTlFIED MML
REURN RECEIPT EQUESTED

Mr. John Watson
955 Juniper Street
Apt. 4329
Atlanta, Georgia 30309

RE: MUR 4357
Bob Barr for Congress '94

Dear Mr. Watson:

The Federal Election Commission has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.
The Commission has issued the attached subpoena which requires you to appear and give sworn
testimony on Thursday, January 8, 1998 in Room 651 at the Federal Election Commission, 999 E
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. beginning at 10:00 a.m. in connection with an investigation it is
conducting. The Commission does not consider you a respondent in this matter, but rather a
witness only.

Because this information is being sought as part of an investigation being conducted by
the Commission, the confidentiality provision of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12)(A) applies. That
section prohibits making public any investigation conducted by the Commission without the
express written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You are
advised that no such consent has been given in this case.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present with you at the
deposition. If you intend to be so represented, please advise us of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11l C.F.R. § 111 .14, a witness summoned by the Commission shall be paid
$40.00. Subsequent to the deposition, you will be sent a check for the witness fee.



John Watson WP
Page 2

Within two days of your receipt of this notification, please confirm your scheduled
appearance with me at (800) 424-9530 or (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Rigy
Attorney

Enclosure
Subpoena



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )) MUR 4357
)
)

SUBPOENA

TO: Mr. John Watson
955 Juniper Street
Apt. 4329
Atlanta, GA 30309

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(3), and in furtherance of its investigation in the

above-captioned matter, the Federal Election Commission hereby subpoenas you to appear for

deposition with regard to MUR 4357. Notice is hereby given that the deposition is to be taken on

Thursday, January 8, 1998 in Room 651 at the Federal Election Commission, 999 E Street

N.W. Washington, D.C. 20463, beginning at 10:00 a.m. and continuing each day thereafter as

necessary.



MUR 4357
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has hereunto set

his hand in Washington, D.C., on this jP day of k1 A , 1997.

For the Commission,

ATTEST:

2wAA~Zt~ 4 iZ4A~d
Maijor(W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

- v• 

m --m--
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION...

In the Matter of ) LiEC j W >3 ,Jl

) MUR 4357
Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, )
as treasurer )S. NSI]iVE

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On August 19, 1997, the Federal Election Commission (the "Commission") found reason

to believe that Bob Barr for Congress '94 (the "Committee") and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la(f) by accepting excessive contributions; 2 U.S.C. 8 434(b)(3)(A) by

failing to itemize contributions over $200 and disclose occupation and name of employer

information; 2 U.S.C. 88 434(b)(2) and (4) by misstating financial activity; and 11 C.F.R.

§ 1 10.4(c)(2) by failing to promptly return the excessive amount of contributions of currency to

contributors. On August 19, 1997, the Commission also approved a deposition and document

subpoena to Charles C. Black, and deposition subpoenas to William Adams and John Watson,

the Committee's finance directors.

The Committee responded to the Commission's findings on October 6, 1997 and

submitted documents in response to the Commission's subpoena on October 9, 1997.1

Attachment. The Committee also requested pre-probable cause conciliation on October 6, 1997

in its response to the Commission's reason to believe findings. This Office deposed Charles C.

Black, the Committee's treasurer, on October 14, 1997; however, we have not yet been able to

depose Mr. Adams or Mr. Watson. William Adams has not responded to the Commission's

S On September 18, 1997, the Committee requested an extension of time to respond to the Commission's
findings. On September 30, 1997, this Office granted the Committee an extension until October 6, 1 997.
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subpoena, which was sent by certified mail. The subpoena has been returned to this Office. The

United States Postmaster has confirmed that the address to which the subpoena was sent is

current. Moreover, this Office also has attempted to contact Mr. Adams by telephone on several

occasions but to no avail. This Office is requesting that the United States Marshall's Office in

Atlanta, Georgia serve the subpoena to Mr. Adams. Finally, this Office has experienced

difficulty in obtaining a current address for John Watson. In his deposition, Mr. Black provided

information which allowed this Office to obtain a current address for Mr. Watson. Therefore, the

subpoena will be sent to Mr. Watson via certified mail with a return receipt requested.

II. AN ALYS

This Office recommends that the Commission reject the Committee's request for pre-

probable cause conciliation at this time. Based on the available evidence, it is not clear whether

the apparent violations relating to the Committee's acceptance of excessive contributions and

failure to itemize contributions are knowing and willful. The Commission's Audit Report on the

Committee concluded that the Committee accepted $40,804 in excessive contributions and

improperly reported $29,600 of such contributions because of unauthorized reattributions,

unauthorized redesignations, or failure to itemize the contributions. On several copies of

contributor checks, the Audit staff found various notations that suggest the Committee's

knowledge of the contribution limitations under the Federal Election Campaign Act, as amended

(the "Act"), and refer to whether such contributions should be reported to the Commission. For

example, a notation on a copy of a check dated September 23, 1994 in the amount of $500 from

Stephen Smith stated "Check not entered in database, XS." As of the date of the check,



Mr. Smith had already reached his contribution limit for both the primary and general elections.

In its disclosure report to the Commission, the Committee did not enter the contribution as a

contribution from Mr. Smith, but entered it as an unitemized contribution.

During Mr. Black's deposition, this Office asked Mr. Black about the notations on copies

of contributor checks. Mr. Black stated that he had no recollection of seeing any notations on

copies of checks and could not explain the meaning of those notations. Mr. Black also stated that

he was not involved in the day-to-day activities of the Committee but was responsible for

preparing the Committee's disclosure reports to the Commission, which were based upon

contributor data entered into the Committee's computer database under the direction and

supervision of Mr. Adams and Mr. Watson. He also stated that Mr. Adams and Mr. Watson may

be able to explain the notations on copies of contributor checks because they were responsible for

conducting the Committee's fundraising and processing all contributions. Therefore, this Office

believes that Mr. Adams and Mr. Watson may be able to identify the individuals who wrote the

notations on the copies of contributor checks and explain the meaning and purpose of such

notations.

Moreover, this Office reviewed the documents that the Committee submitted in response

to the Commission's subpoena. The Commission requested various types of documentation,

such as written authorizations to reattribute contributions and redesignate contributions, written

documentation of verbal authorizations to reattribute and redesignate contributions, written

documentation of efforts to secure authorization to reattribute or redesignate contributions, and

written documentation of efforts to obtain the occupation and name of employer information on

contributors whose contributions aggregated $200 or more in a calendar year. The Committee's



response to the Commission's subpoena only included information relating to written efforts to

secure authorization from contributors to reattribute or redesignate contributions. This Office

would like to confirm with Mr. Adams and Mr. Watson whether the various documentation

requested in the subpoena exists. Mr. Black testified in his deposition that, to the best of his

knowledge, the Committee did not have some of the documentation requested in the subpoena,

such as written authorizations to reattribute or redesignate contributions. Mr. Black also testified

that Mr. Adams spoke with contributors about reattributing their contributions. z Therefore, this

Office believes that Mr. Adams and Mr. Watson may be able to explain whether any written

authorizations to reattribute or redesignate contributions exist and describe the Committee's

efforts to obtain such authorizations. This Office also would like to ask Mr. Adams and

Mr. Watson questions about the documents relating to reattribution and redesignation of

contributions that the Committee provided in response to the subpoena.

Furthermore, the Commission concluded in its Audit Report that the Committee did not

disclose the occupation and name of employer on 33% of itemized contributions totaling

$45,683, but either inserted the terms "self employed small business owner" or "best efforts

refused." Mr. Black stated in his deposition that Mr. Adams and other Committee staffers were

responsible for obtaining this contributor information, and Mr. Adams and Mr. Watson knew that

many of the contributors were self-employed business owners. Mr. Black also stated that

Mr. Adams and Mr. Watson informed him that some contributors did not want to disclose

information relating to their occupations and the names of employers. Therefore, this Office

believes that Mr. Adams and Mr. Watson may be able to provide information relating to the

S In its response to the Audit Division's Interim Audit Report, the Committee stated that verbal
authorizations of reattributions were given to Bill Adams or John Watson.
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Committee's efforts to obtain the occupation and name of employer of contributors whose

contributions aggregated $200 or more in a calendar year.

To fully investigate the violations of the Act, this Office must interview Mr. Adams and

Mr. Watson, who were key Committee staff members with major responsibility for fundraising

and processing contributions. Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission reject the

,,: Committee's request for pre-probable cause conciliation at this time so that this Office can

: continue efforts to depose Mr. Adams and Mr. Watson, and determine whether the violations of

~the Act relating to the Committee's acceptance of excessive contributions and failure to itemize

.contributions were knowing and willful.

_ III. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Decline, at this time, to enter into conciliation with Bob Barr for Congress '94 and
iii Charles C. Black, as treasurer, prior to a finding of probable cause to believe.

2. Approve the appropriate letter.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

16 ate' 1 " Kim Brigh -Clea
Associate General Counsel

Committee Response to Commission's Reason to Believe Findings, dated October 6, 1997

Staff Assigned: Delbert K. Rigsby
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Bob Barr for Congress '94 and
Charles C. Black, as treasurer. ) MUR 4357

CERTIFICATION

I, MarJorie W. Emons, Secretary of the Federal Election

Commission, do hereby certify that on December 10, 1997, the

Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the following

actions in MUR 4357:

1. Decline, at this time, to enter into
conciliation with Bob Barr for Congress '94
and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, prior to
a finding of probable cause to believe.

2. Approve the appropriate letter, as
recommended in the General Counsel's Report
dated December 4, 1997.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, Mc~arry, and

Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

orie W. Emona
Sof the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Fri.,Circulated to the Commission: Fri.,
Deadline for vote: Wed.,

Dec. 05, 1997 10:13 a.m.
Dec. 05, 1997 12:00 p.m.
Dec. 10, 1997 4:00 p.m.

ird

- I I - CI '7Date" I
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

UIP~LY WASHINGTON. ODC 20463

December 12, 1997

Benjamin L. Ginsberg, Esq.
Patton Boggs, L.L.P.
2550 M Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20037-1350

RE: MUR 4357
Bob Barr for Congress '94

Dear Mr. Ginsberg:

On August 27, 1997, your client, Bob Barr for Congress '94, was notified that the Federal
Election Commission (the "Commission") found reason to believe that Bob Barr for Congress
'94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441a(f), 434(bX3XA), 434(bX2) and
(4) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and 11I C.F.R. § 1 10.4(cX2). On
October 6, 1997, you submitted a request, on behalf of your client, to enter into conciliation
negotiations prior to a finding of probable cause to believe.

The Commission has considered your request and determined, because of the need to
complete the investigation, to decline at this time to enter into conciliation prior to a finding of
probable cause to believe.

At such time when the investigation in this matter has been completed, the Commission
will reconsider your request to enter into conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Rigsby
Attorney
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In the Matter of ) ISZA I1II ,%'

) MUR 4357
Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On August 19, 1997, the Federal Election Commission (the "Commission") found reason

to believe that Bob Barr for Congress '94 (the "Committee") and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) by accepting excessive contributions; 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by

failing to itemize contributions over $200 and failing to disclose occupation and name of

employer information; 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b)(2) and (4) by misstating financial activity; and

11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(2) by failing to promptly return the excessive amount of contributions of

currency to contributors. On August 19, 1997, the Commission also approved a deposition and

document subpoena to Charles C. Black, and deposition subpoenas to William ("Bill") Adams

and John Watson, the Committee's finance directors.

The Committee responded to the Commission's findings on October 6, 1997 and

submitted documents in response to the Commission's subpoena on October 9, 1997.' The

Committee also requested pre-probable cause conciliation in its response to the Commission's

reason to believe findings. In order to permit this Office to complete its investigation, on

December 10, 1997, the Commission declined at that time, to enter into pre-probable cause to

believe conciliation with the Committee. This Office deposed Charles C. Black on October 14,

On September 18, 1 997, the Committee requested an extension of time to respond to the Commission's
findings. On September 30, 1997, this Office granted the Committee an extension until October 6, 1997.
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1997. Additionally, this Office deposed the Committee's finance directors, John Watson and

Bill Adams on January 27, 1998 and February 11, 1998, respectively.

II. SUMMARY OF INVESTIGATION

The primary objective of the investigation was to determine whether the apparent

violations relating to the Committee's acceptance of excessive contributions and failure to

itemize contributions were knowing and willful. The investigation was initiated to ascertain who

wrote notations on check copies, the purpose of the notations and whether other similar notations

or other documentation existed. The notations appeared to suggest the Committee's knowledge

of the contribution limitations of the Federal Election Campaign Act (the "Act"), as amended,

and an intent to omit such contributions on disclosure reports to the Commission. Additionally,

the investigation was conducted to determine whether the Committee engaged in a broad practice

of concealing excessive contributions and whether the Committee knowingly reattributed and

redesignated contributions without obtaining written authorizations.

Mr. Black and Mr. Adams testified that they did not make any notations, nor could they

identify who made the notations or explain the meaning of those notations. Mr. Watson,

however, admitted that he wrote one notation, which involved the redesignation and reattribution

of a contribution without written authorization. See 11 C.F.R. §§ 1 10.1(b)(5)(ii) and

110.1 (k)(3)(ii). Mr. Watson did not remember calling the contributor regarding the contribution

nor did he remember discussing it with other Committee staffers. Mr. Watson also testified that

he could not identify who made the other notations.

Moreover, the deponents testified that they would call contributors to inform them of

their excessive contributions, but there was no written documentation of those telephone
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conversations. Additionally, the deponents claimed that the Committee did not automatically

reattribute or redesignate contributions without contacting the contributor. However, it appears

that the Committee did not obtain written authorizations to reattribute or redesignate

contributions. See 11 C.F.R. §§ 103.3(b)(3) and 1 1O.1(b)(4).

This Office has completed its investigation of the apparent violations of the Act by the

Committee and will proceed to the next stage of the enforcement process.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Date Kim Bright-Ct ,man
Associate General Counsel

Staff Assigned: Delbert K. Rigsby
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20463 VENSITE

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Benjamin L. Ginsberg, Esq.
Patton Boggs, L.L.P.
2550 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20037-1350

RE: MUR 4357

Dear Mr. Ginsberg:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities, on August 19, 1997, the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe

that your client, Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§§ 441a(f), 434(bX3XA), 434(b)(2)and (4) and 11 C.F.R. § I110.4(c)(2), and instituted an

investigation in this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the Commission, the Office of the General

Counsel is prepared to recommend that the Commission find probable cause to believe that the

violations have occurred.

The Commission may or may not approve the General Counsel's recommendation.
Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position of the General Counsel on the legal and

factual issues of the case. Within 15 days of your receipt of this notice, you may file with the

Secretary of the Commission a brief (ten copies if possible) stating your position on the issues

and replying to the brief of the General Counsel. (Three copies of such brief should also be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, if possible.) The General Counsel's brief and

any brief which you may submit will be considered by the Commission beibre proceeding to a

vote of whether there is probable cause to believe a violation has occurred.

If you are unable to tile a responsive brief '\ ithin 1 5 days..x ou nmy submit a written

request for an extension of time. All requests for extensions of time must lbe submitted in writing

jive days prior to the due dlate, and good cause must be demonstrated. In aitiion, the ()ffice of

the G;eneral ('outnsel ordinaril\' will not give extensions be> ond 20I days.
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A finding of probable cause to believe requires that the Office of the General Counsel
attempt for a period of not less than 30, but not more than 90 days, to settle this matter through a

conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Delbert K. Rigsby, the attorney assigned

to this matter, at (202) 694-1650.

Enclosure
Brief



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )) MUR 4357
Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, )

as treasurer )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On August 19, 1997, the Federal Election Commission (the "Commission") found reason

to believe that Bob Barr for Congress '94 (the "Committee") and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) by accepting excessive contributions; 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A ) by

failing to itemize contributions over $200 and failing to disclose occupation and name of

employer information; 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b3)(2) and (4) by misstating financial activity; and

11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(2) by failing to promptly return the excessive amount of contributions of

currency to contributors.

The Committee responded to the Commission's findings on October 6, 1997 and

submitted documents in response to the Commission's subpoena on October 9, 1997.' The

Office of General Counsel deposed Charles C. Black on October 14, 1997. Additionally, the

Office of General Counsel deposed John Watson on January 27, 1998 and William Adams on

February 11, 1998.

O (n Sql~tciiber 8, It 997. the c'tllmlltttcc requested an extensiotl ot time Ito respond to the (Amm~niion s

- tndings. ()n September 30. 1 997. this t|lic c .ianted the Conimittee an extension until October ('. I ')9)



II. ANALYSIS

A. Excessive Contributions

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), provides that no

person may make contributions to a candidate and his or her committees which, in the aggregate,

exceed $1,000 per federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(1)(A). Furthermore, no candidate or

political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution which exceeds the contribution

limitations of 2 U.S.C. 9 441a. 2 U.S.C. § 44 la(f).

Contributions not designated in writing for a particular election are considered designated

for the candidate's next election for federal office. 11 C.F.R. 9 1 1O.1(bX2Xii). A joint

contribution must include the signatures of each contributor on the check or in a separate writing.

11 C.F.R. § 1 10.1 (kX 1). If a contribution on its face or in the aggregate exceeds the contribution

limitations, the committee must: 1) return the contribution to the contributor; or 2) deposit the

contribution in a designated campaign depository and obtain a written redesignation or

reattribution from the contributor within 60 days. II C.F.R. 99 103.3(b)(3) and I110.3(b)(4).

If no written redesignation or reattribution is obtained within 60 days, the committee must refund

the contribution. Id., 11 C.F.R. 99 I 10.l(b)(5)(ii ) and I110.l(k)(3)(i).

The Committee accepted 62 excessive contributions totaling $40,804. Of the $40,804 in

excessive contributions identified by the Audit staff, $29,600 were not properly reported by the

Committee. First, the Committee did not itemize contributor names and amounts of !14 excessive

contributions, the excessive portions of which totaled $11,100.2 See 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A).

[ he Committee also did not itemize seven additional contributions totaling $4,500 that were not excessive

but caused subsequent excessive contributions to alppcuir permissible.



Second, the Committee reported three excessive contributions in amounts less than the actual

amount of the contribution check, the excessive portions of which totaled $3,000.) Third, the

Committee reattributed ten excessive contributions totaling $10,500 and redesignated four

excessive contributions totaling $5,000 without obtaining written authorizations. See 11 C.F.R.

§§ 103.3(b)(3) and 110.3(b)(4).

On Committee copies of several contribution checks, the Audit staff discovered written

notations that refer to the reporting of the contribution. Certain notations appear to refer to

whether a contributor's name and the amount of an excessive contribution should be itemized on

the disclosure reports.4 Consistent with the Committee's notations, these checks did not appear

on the disclosure reports. Other notations appear to refer to wh;her the full amount of an

excessive contribution should be reported on disclosure reports5 Consistent with the

Committee's notations, these contribution were reported in lower amounts on the disclosure

S The Committee also reported two additional contributions in amounts less than the actual amount of the

contribution which were not excessive but caused subsequent excessive contributions to appear permissible.

S For example, on a copy of an October 25, 1994 check for $500 from Stephen D. Smith, the Committee

noted: "Check not in database, XS." Prior to this date, Stephen D. Smith had made three contributions totaling

$1,500 designated to the general election and two contributions totaling $1i,000 designated to the primary.

Likewise, on a copy of a September 23, 1994 check for $1,000 from the joint account of Paul and Sybil Jones,

signed only by Sybil Jones, the Committee noted: "not entered, both Paul and Sybil XS." Based on the notation, it

appears that the Committee understood Sybil Jones' contribution to be excessive, and thus did not itemize the check

on the disclosure reports. However, prior to this contribution, it appears from the disclosure reports that she had not

in fact reached the contribution limit for the general election; consequently, her contribution was not excessive.

Nevertheless, the Committee's reports are inaccurate in many respects and the Committee did not have sufficient

documentation of contributions. Thus, it is possible that Sybil Jones' contribution was in fact excessive.

s For example, on a copy of an October 18, 1994 check for $500 from Mr. or Mrs. J.P. Smith, signed only by

Mrs. JP. Smith, the Committee noted: "entered 400 of 500 check. XS contrib." Similarly, on a copy of an

October 17, 1994 check for $500 fromi J.L. or Anne Gray, signed by J.L. Gray, the Committee noted: 'XS by 200."

Based on thc notations, it appears that the Committee understood the contributions to be excessive, and thus

reported theni in lower amounts on the disclosure reports. I lo\ e'er, prior to thle contributions, the disclosure

reports show that these contributors had not reached their contribution limits, and the contributions were not

excessive. Nevertheless, the Committee's reports are inaccurate in many respects and the Committee did not have

Mitticient documentation of contributions. 'Thus, it is possible thait the contributions were in faict excessive._



reports. Finally, some notations appear to refer to whether a contribution should be reattributed

or redesignated. 6 The Committee either reattributed or redesignated the contributions or in one

case did both, but did not obtain written authorization to do so.

Only one of the seven notations could be explained by the Committee's treasurer and

finance directors.7 Mr. Watson admitted in his deposition that he wrote the notation on a

February 15, 1994 Committee facsimile of a deposit slip, which reads "Charles, Mr. and Mrs.

Camp gave us $4,000. 1/2 of that needs to be put toward the general election. Thanks. John."

The facsimile is related to a February 11, 1994 check from Mr. or Mrs. William Camp for

$4,000, and signed only by Mr. Camp.' Mr. Watson claimed not to know whether there was a

written authorization from Mr. Camp to redesignate this contribution. Furthermore, although

Mr. Watson testified that it was not the Committee's policy to redesignate or reattribute

contributions without notifying the contributors, he did not remember calling Mr. or Mrs. Camp

regarding the contribution, nor did he remember anything about this contribution or whether he

S For example, on a copy of a March 31!, 1994 check for $1,900 from J.T. or Sharon Cooper, signed only by

Sharon Cooper, the Committee noted: "900-Sharon, l000-J.T." The Committee reattributed $1!,000 to J.T. Cooper,
but did not obtain written authorization to reattribute the contribution. Finally, on a copy of a December 31I, 1994

check for $250 from J.L. (John) or Anne Gray, signed only by J.L. Gray, the Committee noted: "Contribution

entered under Anne. John has topped out." Prior to this contribution, J.L. Gray had already contributed $1,000 to
the general election. The Committee did not, however, follow up on this notation. Instead, the Committee reported

the excessive contribution under J.L. Gray.

S Mr. llack and Mr. Adams testified that they had no recollection of seeing any notations on copies of

checks and could not explain the meaning of those notations.

S I otn the $4,000 check, the Committee originally reported t\ o SI1,000 contributions attributed to Mrs. Jean

Camp. with both designated to the general election. The Commtlittee .siibscquentl. amended their reports to

designate $1,.000 attributed to Mrs. Camp for the primar' election and S$1,000 attributed to Mrs. Camp for the

general elet ion; $1,.000 attributed to Mr. Camp for the primary election and $1 .000 attributed to Mr. Camp lor the

general elctionl



discussed it with other Committee staff members. Finally, Mr. Watson claimed that he did not

make the other notations and could not identify who made those notations.

With respect to the Committee's acceptance of excessive contributions, Mr. Black

testified that he did not know that any contributors had exceeded the contribution limit until he

was informed by the Commission's audit staff. Mr. Watson and Mr. Adams apparently were

aware of the contribution limits and that the Committee had accepted excessive contributions

because they testified that they called contributors to inform them of their excessive

contributions. However, there was no written documentation of those telephone conversations.

See 11 C.F.R. § 110.1(b). Moreover, despite contacting contributors about excessive

contributions, the Committee did not, within the appropriate time period, obtain written

authorization from contributors to reattribute or redesignate contributions. See 11 C.F.R.

§ 103.3(b)(3). Indeed, Mr. Adams testified that he was not aware that the Committee was

required to obtain such written authorizations.

Based on the foregoing, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission

find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S. C. § 441la(f) by accepting excessive contributions.

B. Itemized Reporting of Contributions

Committees must report the identity of each person who makes a contribution or

contributions which exceed $200, along with the date and amount of the contribution. 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(b)(3)(A).



The Committee did not itemize on its disclosure reports 14 contributions totaling $18,100

which were in whole or in part excessive. 9 The deponents could not explain the Committee's

failure to itemize the excessive contributions.'0 However, the notations on Committee

documents, see supra pp. 3-4, suggest that the Committee did not itemize contributions in order

to conceal acceptance of excessive contributions. These notations also indicate the Committee's

knowledge of the reporting requirements."i See 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A).

Accordingly, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission find

probable cause to believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by failing to

itemize contributions over $200.

C. Excessive Contributions of Currency

No person may make cash contributions to any candidate for federal office which exceed

$100 in the aggregate. 2 U.S.C. § 441g; 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(1). A candidate or political

committee receiving a cash contribution in excess of $100 shall promptly return the amount over

$100 to the contributor.

Fourteen individuals made excessive contributions of currency totaling $1,705, and the

contributions ranged from $20 to $400 in excess of the contribution limit for currency.

Mr. Black testified that, until the Commission's audit staff informed him, he did not know that

there was a limit on the amount of cash contributions that could be accepted from an individual.

S The excessive amount of the 14 contributions totaled $11,100. See' Sup'ra p.2.

io Moreover, the deponents could not identify Committee personnel wvho mtade the decision not to itemize

excessive contributions

It Furthermre, as a result ot accepting excessive contributions, the C'ommnittee submitted inaccurate
disclosure reports to the ('onlmli.sionl because, inl some instances, the excessi\ e ctil ibut ions were reported as part
of the total anioiint of tiiwinazed c:ontributtions or reported in amounts less than the actuail conltributionl iI C" FI

§ 104.3(a)(4)(i).



The Committee did not refund the excessive contributions of currency until January 1996, in

response to the Interim Audit Report. The refunds were made 14 months after the election and

thus, not made promptly as prescribed by 1 1 C.F.R. § I110.4(c)(2).

Accordingly, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission find

probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated

11 C.F.R. § I10.4(c)(2) by failing to refund promptly contributions of currency over $100.

D. Misstatement of Financial Activity

Political committees are required to report the amount of all receipts and disbursements

for each reporting period and for the calendar year. 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4). The

Committee understated its 1993 receipts by $4,439 and understated its 1993 disbursements by

$3,549. The Committee's misstatement of receipts resulted from an unreported $1,850 receipt

from the Bob Barr '94 Exploratory Account, unreported in-kind contributions totaling $401, and

unexplained receipts of $3,188.1 The Committee's misstatement of disbursements resulted from

unreported disbursements totaling $3,882, unreported in-kind contributions totaling $401, and

adjustments totaling $93. 3 In the Interim Audit Report, the Audit staff recommended that the

Committee file amended reports to correct the public record. The Committee filed amended

reports containing the same, erroneous total reported receipts and disbursements, which did not

materially correct the public record.

12 These specific misstatements of receipts total $5.439. This amount was partially offset by a S$1.000

contribution drawn on an account \s ith insufficient funds '\ hich thle Committee reported, but tfor which it never
received the funds. Thus, thle actual understatement of I1993 receipts was $4,439

I) These misstatements were origiinally offset by t\ o disbursenments totaling $827 made in I t9t). but reported

in 1993. I lowever, thle Colmmitlec exiplined that thle t\ o disbursements totaling S827 wmce ciuaIIl' \ metn in 1993

despite the checks bearing the date ot Jaunuar\ 3. I1994 1 herefore. the total undertstated dmtli~rsemni,' in I 993

-increased frmn $3,549 oi iginally identified b\ the Audt .,taff to $4,376.



Based on the foregoing, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission

find probable cause to believe the Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b)(2) and (4) by understating its 1993 receipts by $4,439 and

understating its 1993 disbursements by $4,376.

E. Disclosure of Occupation and Name of Employer

Committees are required to disclose the identification of each person (other than a

political committee) making aggregate contributions in excess of $200 per calendar year, along

with the date and amount of any such contribution. 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A). Identification of

each individual includes the name, mailing address, occupation of the contributor, and name of

his or her employer. 2 U.S.C. § 431(13)(A).

If the treasurer of a political committee shows that best efforts have been used to obtain,

maintain, and submit the information required by the Act, any report or records of the committee

shall be considered to be in compliance with the Act. 2 U.S.C. § 432(i). The treasurer of a

political committee will be deemed to have exercised best efforts if he or she has satisfied the

requirements of 11 C.F.R. § 104.7.14 In order to satisfy best efforts, a treasurer and the

committee must, inter alia, make at least one follow-up stand-alone request for missing

information within 30 days of receiving a contribution with incomplete contributor information.

11l C.F.R. § I04.7(b)(2).' 5 Such effort must consist of a written request to the contributor for the

information or an oral request documented in writing. ld.

14 A revised version of I I C.I. § 104.7 be~cam1e effccti~e Mairch 3. 9Qq4. Only contributions received after

tihe effective date of thle revised regulat ionl are ilc luiled in thle anailysis.

ts The requirement of a stand-alone¢ ltllow -upl requecst tor iinIorlnat ion \\as upheld ii IRX1'ub:lis ,,:aIm~

( 'O~IHIII{' V' Vedcral I'IcUI~on ( ummm. on*a 76 FS hi .100 () C. Ci'r I9~t(,). c'l ,ic'nhC,. 117 N C.t ('S2 (I t)t)7)



The Committee did not include the required information on 33% of itemized

contributions, which totaled $45,683. Instead of providing complete and accurate information,

the Committee inserted the terms "self employed small business owner" on its disclosure reports

without specifying the name of the business or the address of the business. See 2 U.S.C.

§ 431I(13)(A). In some instances, the Committee did not report any information regarding the

contributors' occupation and name of employer by inserting "best efforts refused."

The deponents testified that they made calls to some contributors to obtain their

occupations and names of their employers. Mr. Watson testified that the term "best efforts

refused" means that the Committee was unsuccessful in making contact with the contributors.

Similarly, Mr. Black testified that this term was used when the contributors would, for whatever

reason, not give this information to the Committee. Moreover, Mr. Black testified that the term

"self employed small business owner" was used because the Committee staffers knew that such

contributors were business owners.

However, the Committee did not submit any written documentation of its efforts to obtain

this information on contributors. See 11 C.F.R. § I104.7(b)(2). Since the Committee did not

produce any evidence of follow-up efforts to obtain this information, such as written requests or

oral requests documented in writing, the Committee cannot avail itself of the best efforts

provision.

Based on the foregoing, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission

tind probable cause to bclieve that Bob lBarr for C'ongress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer.

\'iolated 2 UI.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by not disclosing occuptation and name of employer

intfoiiiation.
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III. GENERAL COUNSEL 'S RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 9 441a(f) by accepting excessive contributions;

2. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by not itemizing contributions over $200;

3. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(2) by not promptly returning the excessive
amount of contributions of currency to contributors;

4. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b)(2) and (4); and

5. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for Congress and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by not disclosing occupation and name of
empyer nformation.

Date Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel



PATTON BOGGS, L.L.P.
2550 M STREET. N.W.

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20037-1350

I2021 457-6000

r'ACI|MILC (202)I 457-63t5 WRITER'S DIRECT DIAL

(202) 457-6405

September 8, 1998

VIA FACSIMILE: 202-219-3923

Delbert K. Rigsby, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4357 -- Bob Barr for Congress '94

Dear Mr. Rigsby:

We have recently received your Office's correspondence in the above-captioned matter,
including the General Counsel's Brief. In order to prepare a complete response, we request a

twenty (20) day extension to submit a responsive brief.

Accordingly, we request an extension until September 30, 1998.

Thank you for your consideration.
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASINGTON. D.C. ~

.pte ~r 11, 1998

enjamin L. Giseg E-sq.
Patton Boggs, L.L.P.
2550 M Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20037-1350

RE: MUR 4357

Dear Mt. Ginsberg:

This is in response to your letter dated September 8, 1998, which was received the same

day via fascimile, requestin a 20-day extension "until September 30, 1998" for your client,

Bob Barr for Congress '94, to respond to the General Counsel's brief in MUR 4357. After
considering the circumtne presented in your letter, the Office of the General Counsel has

granted the requested 20-day extension to your clent. We note that 20 days would be

Seteber29, 1991. Accordingly, your respons is due by the close of business on
September 29, 1991.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202) 694-1650.

Sincerely,

Delbeit K. Rigsby
Attomne
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PATTON BONGS LLP
AIIlINEYS Al LAW

September 29, 1998

Delbert K. Rigsby, Esquire
Federal Election Commission
Office of the General Counsel
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 4357 - Bob Barr for Congress '94

Dear Mr. Rigsby:

Enclosed please find our clients' response to the
above-referenced matter.

2550 M Street. NW
Washington, DC 20037-1350

202-457-6000

FACSIMILE 202-457-6315

.. ,t , I

General Counsel's Brief in the

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Benjamin L. Ginsberg
Donald F. McGahn II

Enc.

BALTIMORE • DALLAS • DENVER * GREENSBORO * RALEIGH • SEATTLE * WASHINGTON, DC



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

).
BOB BARR FOR CONGRESS '94 AND ) Re: MUR 4357
CHARLES C. BLACK, AS TREASURER )

)

RESPONSE TO GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

Respondents Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as Treasurer

("Respondents" or the "Committee"), by and through the undersigned counsel, hereby respond to

the General Counsel's Brief filed in the above-captioned Matter Under Review. While many of

the underlying facts are not in dispute, the scant evidence presented by the General Counsel's

Office after a year-long investigation cannot justify the sweeping conclusions of the General

Counsel's Brief. And while the General Counsel's Office does not justify its probable cause

recommendation, they have ignored Respondents' request for pre-probable cause conciliation.

For those reasons, Respondents respectfully request that the Commission find that the General

Counsel's Brief does not support a probable cause finding.

L TEIVSIAINADLC FCNIITO

This matter was instituted by the Commission following a full-scale field audit of the

Committee. Over thirteen months ago, the Commission found reason to believe that

Respondents had violated the Act. Respondents filed a response approximately one year ago, not

disputing many of the underlying technical reporting errors, but disputing many of the sweeping

and unjustified premises contained in the Factual and Legal Analysis. See generally October 6,

1997 Response to Factual and Legal Analysis. Also in that response, Respondents requested

pre-probable cause conciliation. Id. at 2 n.2.

36125S



The General Counsel's Office began an "investigation" of this matter, apparently

conducting only three depositions, and not issuing any written questions.' During the course of

the investigation, the General Counsel's Office indicated in a December 12, 1997 letter that the

Commission had declined to enter into conciliation, but that such a decision would be

reconsidered pr to a finding of probable cause. After a year, the General Counsel's Office now

indicates that it "is prepared to recommend that the Commission find probable cause to believe

that the violations have occurred." Undated Cover Letter to General Counsel's Brief. Based on

the investigation as it appears in the General Counsel's Brief, an objective observer would be

hard-pressed to see why.

The General Counsel's Brief, supposedly based on and justified by the investigation, in

most instances is nothing more than a carbon copy of the prior Factual and Legal Analysis,

suggesting an unwillingness to reevaluate its initial assumptions despite an investigation that

could not support such earlier premises. Included in the Brief are many of the same sweeping

and unjustified insinuations that were found in the Factual and Legal Analysis, presented in the

same conclusory manner as they were before. As discussed below, the year-long investigation

produced no evidence to support such speculation, nor has it clarified the underlying factual

allegations. Speculation should not provide the basis upon which a probable cause ruling is

based.

Further, absent from the General Counsel's Brief or the accompanying cover letter isan

reference to Respondent's request for pre-probable cause conciliation. Such an omission is

I In fact, these depositions uncovered very little in the way of new evidence. Many of the questions,
particularly those posed to the Committee's treasurer, Charles Black, lacked any foundation, and in other cases
merely rehashed the obvious and were repetitive. Even though the General Counsel's Office was unable to
substantiate its speculation via the depositions, it nonetheless restates its conclusory statements in the General
Counsel's Brief, but presents them as fact.
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puzzling since many of the underlying reporting errors are not in dispute, and the General
Counsel's Brief puts forward very little new evidence. Thus, given the incomplete investigation,

the speculation, and the failure to even attempt to conciliate, the General Counsel's Office has

failed to supply an adequate basis upon which to find probable cause.

I. THE ALLEGATIONS OF THlE GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

The General Counsel's Brief alleges that the Committee accepted excessive contributions;

failed to itemize certain contributions; accepted excessive contributions of currency; misstated

some of its financial activity; and failed to obtain the occupation and name of employer of certain

contributors. As Respondents observed approximately one year ago in their response to the

Factual and Legal Analysis, and as the General Counsel's Brief establishes, the violations alleged

are ones of omission rather than commission, and can be traced back to technical bookkeeping

and reporting errors.

What is clear is that while Respondents may have failed to comply with each letter of the

Act, they certainly complied with the spirit of the Act. Further, as explained in its response to

the Factual and Legal Analysis (but not even referenced in the General Counsel's Brief),

Respondents have taken numerous steps to correct their internal situation to ensure compliance

with the Act and related regulations.2 The violations alleged have been corrected. Respondents'

reports have been amended where needed, and contributions refunded.

2 Such steps include the following: (1) the hiring of a compliance director whose only duties are to insure the
recordation and monitoring of campaign contributions; (2) the updating and installation of computers, including the
use of a computer program dedicated to the task of campaign-related record keeping; (3) attendance by Committee
personal at the Commission's instructional course; and (4) a commitment to follow internal procedures designed to
prevent the acceptance of excessive contributions, and the failure to obtain proper information and misreporting.
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A. Excessive Contributions

The lack of evidence found by the General Counsel's Office's investigation is readily

apparent in its discussion of alleged excessive contributions. The General Counsel's Brief fails to

identify a single contribution which was excessive, whether by contributor name, date, check

number or other means. Other than the Briefs conclusory allegations, General Counsel's Brief at

2, the Brief does not include any facts upon which the Commission can legitimately make a

finding of probable cause. Instead, the General Counsel's Office seems to infer that merely

because it assumes that probable cause exists, the Commission ought to join in that assumption,

and take the Briefs conclusions on faith. But, under the Act, that is not sufficient for the

Commission to find probable cause.

The Brief further fails to differentiate between contributions which were excessive, and

those for which written reattributions or redesignations were not obtained. Although the Brief

claims that the Committee accepted 62 excessive contributions totaling $40,804, the Brief fails to

make clear that $15,500 of these so-called excessive contributions were in reality a failure to

obtain written redesignations or reattributions, and not the acceptance of excessive contributions

prohibited by 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f). Accordingly, although obscured by the Briefs lack of detail,

the total amount of allegedly excessive contributions at issue is $25,304 (or 3.9% of the

Committee's total receipts of $648,266), and not the $40,804 claimed by the General Counsel's

Office.

Nor does the Briefs tortured reading and interpretation of the deposition testimony

bolster its conclusions 3 What is clear from the uncontroverted testimony is that Respondents did

S Although the General Counsel's Brief does not contest and thus concedes the truthfulness of the deponents,
Respondents invite the Commission to review the transcripts themselves, and not rely on the unsubstantiated
inference and speculation offered in the General Counsel's Brief.
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not know that they had to obtain their reattributions and redesignations in writing4 General

Counsel's Brief at 5. The Brief concedes that Respondents telephoned the contributors regarding

either reattribution or redesignation. Id. Yet the Brief insists, without elaboration, that such

contributions were excessive, ignoring the reattribution/redesignation issue. The Briefs effort,

however, to "have it both ways" by classifying the contributions as excessive is improper, and

could have been avoided but for the sketchy investigation upon which the General Counsel's

Office now wishes to base probable cause.

This effort to "have it both ways" also appears in the Briefs discussion of the remaining

allegedly excessive contributions. Left unclear is any basis for the allegation that "the

Committee did not itemize contributor names and amounts of 14 excessive contributions, the

portion of which totaled $;11,100." General Counsel's Brief at 2. The Brief never specifies the

contributions to which it refers, and instead parrots the Factual and Legal Analysis' conclusory

statement (which in turn was based on the Audit Report). The Brief is equally cryptic regarding

an alleged $3,000 worth of excessive contributions. Presumably, as footnotes 2 and 3 of the

Brief infer, these excessive contributions were caused by reporting errors. A lack of facts to

support its conclusion should not convince the Commission to rubberstamp the findings called

for by the General Counsel's Office.

Perhaps most mystifying is the Briefs discussion of written notations on certain checks.

Although the General Counsel's Brief claims that such notations appear "[o]n Committee copies

of sevral contributions checks," General Counsel's Brief at 3 (emphasis added), in reality only

4 Of course, such ignorance does not absolve Respondents, but could have been used as a mitigating
factoring in a conciliation agreement, had the General Counsel's Office honored Respondents' request.
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six 5 checks totaling $4,650 (a mere 0.7% of the total receipts) are implicated. In fact, the Brief

cannot state with any certainty that the Committee was even responsible for the notations. See

General Counsel's Brief at 4 nt.7 ("Mr. Black and Mr. Adams testified that they had no

recollection of seeing any notations on copies of checks and could not explain the meaning of

those notations.").

Equally unsupported are the claims that such notations "refer to the reporting of

contributions." Id. There is no evidence whatsoever for this speculative accusation 6 In fact, in

footnotes (copied verbatim from the Factual and Legal Analysis, and in turn from the Audit

Report), the Brief concedes that it lacks support for its accusations. See General Counsel's Brief

at 3 nt.4, nt.5 (conceding that the contributions were not excessive, noting that it is only

"possible" that they were). Such "possibilities" are what is supposed to be determined by the

Commission's investigation between a reason to believe finding and probable cause. It is wrong

for these "possibilities" to form the basis for a probable cause recommendation. Absent more,

the Commission cannot find probable cause with respect to excessive contributions based upon

the General Counsel's Brief.

B. Itemized Reporting of Contributions

Once again, the General Counsel's Brief glosses over critical details, and engages in

unsupported speculation. In fact, its analysis is taken virtually verbatim from the Factual and

Legal Analysis, notwithstanding a year long "investigation." First, the Brief fails to identify a

5 The Brief also includes a discussion of a February 1 I, 1994 $4,000 check. General Counsel's Brief at 4.
Given that the contribution was properly attributed and designated, and thus not excessive, the discussion does not
support a finding of probable cause, and its inclusion only clouds the issues before the Commission even further,
and demonstrates the lack of precision in this investigation.
6 Once again, Respondents invite the Commission to review the deposition testimony themselves with
respect to this point.
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single contribution alleged to have been itemized. See General Counsel's Brief at 5-6. Second,

obscured by the Briefs broad-brush conclusions is the fact that these contributions were lawful;

it is merely the failure to itemize that is at issue.

Third, as discussed above, the Brief includes cryptic speculation regarding notations on a

few checks. Not only is such accusation baseless, it has no link whatsoever to whether certain

contributions were itemized. Fourth, although referred to as "excessive" contributions,

presumably such contributions only exceeded the $200 itemization threshold, and not the $1,000

limit. Therefore, the General Counsel's Brief does not support a finding of probable cause.

C. Excessive Contributions of Currency

Although Respondents did accept cash contributions in excess of $ 100 per individual

contributor, such excessive contributions have been refunded, as the Brief concedes. General

Counsel's Brief at 6. The General Counsel's Brief, however, asserts that such refunds were not

"promptly" made, using the date of the election as the operative date. General Counsel's Brief at

7 ("[tlhe refunds were made 14 months after the election"). Of course, the applicable regulation

makes no reference to election day, nor does it define "promptly." Id.

The Brief concedes that Respondents were unaware that there was a separate limit with

respect to cash contributions. Id. Once Respondents became aware that the Committee had

accepted such excessive contributions (by way of the Interim Audit Report), it refunded them.

Given the language of the regulation, such a refund was prompt, and thus in accordance with 11

C.F.R. § 11l0.4(c)(2). Accordingly, the Brief fails to provide a basis upon which the Commission

should find probable cause.

31258-7-361258



eo .9
D. Misstatement of Financial Activity

The General Counsel's Brief once again does nothing more, despite a year-long

investigation, than take the prior analysis of the Factual and Legal Analysis, and include it

verbatim. Completely omitted is any reference to the efforts undertaken by Respondents since

the initiation of the matter to correct the misstatement. In fact, the Committee has amended its

reports, and thus materially corrected the public record, contrary to the Briefs assertion. Such an

omission is yet another example of the insufficient factual basis upon which this probable cause

recommendation is based. Accordingly, the General Counsel's Brief does not support a finding

of probable cause.

E. Disclosure of Occupation and Name of Employer

Although Respondents may not have adhered to the strict mandates of 11 C.F.R. § 104.7,

the General Counsel's Brief overstates the facts and misstates the law, and thus does not provide

sufficient grounds upon which a finding of probable cause should be based.\ Factually, the Brief

once again fails to identify with any precision which contributions are at issue, and instead relies

on conclusory statements lifted from the year-old Factual and Legal Analysis. General Counsel's

Brief at 8-9.

More importantly, the Briefs allegation that "[t]he Committee did not include the

required information for... $45,683 [in contributions]," id. at 9, is inaccurate. In all instances,

the names of the contributors were reported, and in several instances, the contributor was

identified properly. 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) requires that such contributors be "identified,"

which means: "[Tin the case of any individual, the name, the mailing address, and the occupation

of such individual, as well as the name of her employer ... ." 2 U.S.C § 431(13)(A). Here, the
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Brief takes issue with the Committee's phrase "self employed small business owner," and

somehow reads section 431 (l3)(A) as requiring "the address of the business." General Counsel's

Brief at 9. The Brief is incorrect, because that section imposes no such requirement; only

occupation and employer need be reported. Further, when one is self-employed, one does not

have any employer; thus, "self employed" is an accurate response. Thus, where applicable,

Respondents properly reported the identification of the contributors. Accordingly, the General

Counsel's Brief does not warrant a probable cause finding.

III CONCLUlSION

In sum, the errors of Respondents were ones of omission, rather than commission, and

can be traced back to the lack of complete records. Despite these bookkeeping errors, during the

Audit Respondents did produce photocopies of checks accounting for over ninety-five percent of

the total receipts. Thus, Respondents' actions did not frustrate the overall purpose of the Act's

reporting requirements.

More importantly, Respondents have corrected the errors. Where appropriate,

contributions have been refunded, and reports have been amended. Thus, after much hard work

and expense, the public record is complete. Ultimately, further remedial measures are not

warranted in this matter.

Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, Respondents respectfully request that the

Commission find that the General Counsel's Brief does not support a finding of probable cause.
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In the Matter of )
) MUR 4357

Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, )astesrr)l l T ll

In the Matter of )
)

Bob Barr - Congress and Charles C. Black, ) MUR 4802
as treasurer )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. INTRODUCTION

MUR 4357 was generated by an audit of Bob Barr for Congress '94 (the "1994

Committee") and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, (collectively "Respondents") undertaken in

accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 438(b). On August 19, 1997, the Federal Election Commission (the

"Commission") found reason to believe that Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black,

as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la(f) by accepting excessive contributions; 2 U.S.C.

9 434(b)(3)(A) by failing to itemize contributions over $200 and failing to disclose occupation

and name of employer information; 2 U.S.C. 99 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4) by misstating financial

activity; and 11 C.F.R. 9 11 0.4(c)(2) by failing to promptly return the excessive amount of

contributions of currency to contributors.

On August 24, 1998, the Office of General Counsel transmitted a brief to the

Commission and to the 1994 Committee. The General Counsel's Brief recommended that the

Commission find probable cause to believe that the violations occurred. After a 20-day

extension of time to respond, the 1994 Committee submitted its response to the General

Counsel's Brief on September 29, 1998. Attachment 1.
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MUR 4802 was generated by an audit of Bob Barr - Congress (the "1996 Committee")

and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, (collectively "Respondents") undertaken in accordance with

2 U.S.C. § 438(b). On August 27, 1998, the Commission found reason to believe that the 1996

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 441 a(f) by accepting excessive contributions, 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(b)(3)(A) by failing to itemize contributions, and 2 U.S.C. § 434(a)(6) by failing to file

48-hour notices on 19 contributions for the primary election and 18 contributions for the general

election. The Commission also authorized the Office of General Counsel to enter into

conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe with the 1996 Committee. On

November 9, 1998, the Respondents submitted a response to the Factual and Legal Analysis.

Attachment 2.

The alleged violations in MUR 4357 and MUR 4802 are similar in many respects.

Therefore, this report contains a discussion of both matters and recommends that these matters

proceed jointly.

II. ANALYSIS

A. MUR 4357

The General Counsel's Brief dated August 24, 1998 is incorporated herein by reference.

In their brief, the Respondents acknowledge that many of the underlying facts are not in dispute,

and essentially admit the violations. They argue, however, that the "violations alleged are ones

of omission rather than commission, and can be traced back to technical bookkeeping and

reporting errors." Attachment 1 at 3. The Respondents also state that they "have taken

numerous steps to correct their internal situation to ensure compliance with the [Federal Election

Campaign] Act and related regulations. The violations alleged have been corrected.



Respondents' reports have been amended where needed, and contributions refunded."' Id.

Respondents also expressed the view that there should be a conciliation of this matter prior to a

probable cause finding. Id. at 1.

While it does not appear that the 1994 Committee committed knowing and willful

violations pursuant to 2 U.S.C. §§ 437g(a)(5)(B) and 437g(d), the 1994 Committee did

knowingly accept contributions prohibited by the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. § 441 a(a).

2 U.S.C. § 441la(f). Moreover, contrary to the respondents' assertions, the violations by the 1994

Committee are more than mere technical violations. For example, the 1994 Committee accepted

excessive contributions amounting to $40,804, which was 8% of the total amount of

contributions, and failed to provide any written documentation of efforts to contact the

contributors regarding the possible reattribution or redesignation of those contributions.

11 C.F.R. §§ 103.3(bo)(3) and 1 10.1(k)(3)(i). Furthermore, on $45,683 or 33% of contributions

that were required to be itemized, the 1994 Committee failed to disclose the occupation and

name of employer of such contributors, and failed to provide any documentation of efforts to

obtain such information. 11 C.F.R. § 104.7(b)(2).

Thus, the Respondents' arguments appear to be more appropriate toward mitigation than

to support a finding of no probable cause to believe that violations occurred or a decision to take

no further action. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission

find probable cause to believe that the Respondents violated the Federal Campaign Election Act,

as amended, by accepting excessive contributions, failing to itemize contributions over $200,

The Committee's assertion regarding amended reports is not totally accurate. See discussion under Section
Il.D., infra.



failing to promptly return excessive cash contributions, misstating financial activity, and failing

to disclose contributors' occupations and names of employers.

1. Excessive Contributions

Respondents argue that the Commission should not find probable cause to believe that the

1994 Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la(1) by accepting excessive contributions because the

General Counsel's Brief did not identify the contributions that were excessive by name and date,

and did not "differentiate between contributions which were excessive, and those for which

written reattributions or redesignations were not obtained." Attachment 1 at 4. Furthermore,

Respondents contend that $15,500 of the $40,804 in excessive contributions were caused by a

failure to obtain written redesignations or reattributions, and not the acceptance of excessive

contributions prohibited by 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f). Id.

The General Counsel's Brief identified the number and the total amount of excessive

contributions, and the number and amount of contributions that were improperly reattributed and

redesignated. General Counsel's Brief at 2-3. Although the General Counsel's Brief may not

have itemized in detail the excessive contributions, the 1994 Committee had previously received

a schedule of the excessive contributions to the 1994 Committee at the audit exit conference, and

as an attachment to the Audit Report.

While the 1994 Committee made efforts to contact contributors who made excessive

contributions, there was no written documentation of those telephone conversations, as required

by 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3). Furthermore, the 1994 Committee did not, within the appropriate

time period, obtain written authorization from contributors to reattribute or redesignate

contributions as required under 11 C.F.R. § 103.3(b)(3). See General Counsel's Brief at 5.

Because the contributions were not properly redesignated or reattributed, or were not refunded
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within 60 days of receipt by the 1994 Committee, those contributions are considered excessive

contributions. 2 U.S.C. §§ 441a(a)(1) and 441a(f); 11 C.F.R. § 110.1(b).

Furthermore, the Respondents seem to suggest that the General Counsel's probable cause

recommendation with respect to excessive contributions is based primarily on the written

notations on the checks or contributor forms involving six contributions. Attachment 1 at 5-6.

However, the General Counsel's recommendation for probable cause is based on more than those

notations; rather, it is based on the 1994 Committee's acceptance of 62 excessive contributions

and the failure to refund them or obtain a proper reattribution or redesignation. Accordingly,

this Office recommends that the Commission find probable cause to believe that the Bob Barr for

Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) by accepting

excessive contributions totaling $40,804.

2. Itemized Reporting of Contributions

The Respondents argue that the Commission should not find probable cause to believe

that the 1994 Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by failing to itemize contributions

because the General Counsel's Brief does not identify contributions that were not itemized. The

Respondents also claim that the "contributions were lawful; it is merely the failure to itemize that

is at issue." Attachment 1 at 7. Furthermore, Respondents contend that such contributions were

not excessive but "presumably such contributions only exceeded the $200 itemization threshold,

and not the $1,000 limit." Id.

The General Counsel's Brief states the number of unitemized contributions that were

excessive, and the excessive amount of such contributions. General Counsel's Brief at 6.

Moreover, the excessive contributions that were not itemized were previously identified for the



1994 Committee at the audit exit conference, and such information was attached to the Audit

Report.

The 1994 Committee did not itemize on its disclosure reports 14 contributions totaling

$18,100, which were in whole or in part excessive. 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A). In some instances,

the excessive contributions were reported as part of the total amount of unitemized contributions

or reported in amounts less than the actual contribution. Id. Accordingly, the Office of General

Counsel recommends that the Commission find probable cause to believe that the 1994

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by failing to itemize contributions over $200.

3. Excessive Contributions of Currency

The Respondents argue that the Commission should not find probable cause to believe

that the 1994 Committee violated 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(2) by failing to promptly refund

excessive cash contributions because the "applicable regulation makes no reference to election

day, nor does it define 'promptly.'" Attachment 1 at 7. 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(2). As noted in the

General Counsel's Brief, the refunds of the excessive cash contributions were made 14 months

after the election. General Counsel's Brief at 6 and 7.

The regulation does not define the term "promptly," and its meaning in this context does

not appear to have been previously considered by the Commission. However, it can be argued

by analogy that such refunds should be returned no later than 60 days from the date of receipt

of such funds, which is the requirement for other excessive contributions. See 11 C.F.R.

§ 103 .3(b)(3). Generally, the purpose of a time period for returning excessive contributions is to

give the committee a reasonable amount of time to review its records and to contact the

contributors. In the case of excessive cash contributions, a strong argument can be made that an

extended period of time to review such contributions is not necessary. Thus, the 1994
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Committee's refund of excessive cash contributions in January 1996, which was 14 months after

the election, is certainly not prompt by any reasonable standard. Therefore, the Office of

General Counsel recommends that the Commission find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr

for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(2) by failing

to refund promptly contributions of currency over $100.

4. Misstatement of Financial Activity

The Respondents argue that the Commission should not find probable cause to believe

that the 1994 Committee violated 2 U.S.C. 99 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4) by misstating financial

activity because the 1994 Committee amended its reports and materially corrected the public

record. Attachment 1 at 8. The 1994 Committee understated its 1993 receipts by $4,439 and

understated its 1993 disbursements by $3,549. 2 U.S.C. 99 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4). Although

the 1994 Committee filed amended reports, the amended reports contained the same, erroneous

total reported receipts and disbursements. 2 General Counsel's Brief at 7. Thus, contrary to its

assertion, the 1994 Committee has not materially corrected the public record with respect to

the 1993 year end report. Accordingly, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the

Commission find probable cause to believe that the 1994 Committee violated 2 U.S.C.

99 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4) by understating its 1993 receipts by $4,439 and understating its

1993 disbursements by $4,376.

5. Disclosure of Occupation and Name of Employer

Respondents admit that they "may not have adhered to the strict mandates of 11 C.F.R.

9 104.7 [the best efforts provision]," but argue that there should be no probable cause finding for

2 As of January 19, 1999, the Committee still has not amended the 1993 year end report to correct the

understatement of receipts and disbursements.
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violating 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by failing to disclose the occupation and the name of employer

of contributors who contributed more than $200 to the 1994 Committee because the "General

Counsel's brief overstates the facts and misstates the law." Attachment 1 at 8. Specifically, the

Respondents argue that all contributors were identified by name, and that the term "self

employed small business owner" satisfies the requirement that the occupation and the name of

the employer of the contributor be identified.

The Act provides a safe harbor for committees with respect to information to be obtained

from contributors. Specifically, "when the treasurer of a political committee shows that best

efforts have been used to obtain, maintain, and submit the information required by this Act for

the political committee, any report or any records of such committee shall be in compliance with

this Act." 2 U.S.C. § 432(i). To implement this provision of the Act, the Commission's

regulations state that the treasurer must make at least one effort, within thirty days after receipt of

the contribution, to obtain the information, and such effort shall consist of "either a written

request sent to the contributor or an oral request to the contributor documented in writing."

11 C.F.R. § 1 04.7(b)(2). The 1994 Committee did not submit any documentation, such as

written requests to the contributors or oral requests to the contributors documented in writing, of

its efforts to obtain the information required by the Act. 2 U.S.C. §§ 431(13)(A), 434(b)(3)(A)

and 432(i). General Counsel's Brief at 8-9. Thus, the 1994 Committee may not avail itself of

the safe harbor provision. Moreover, as the Commission noted in the Explanation and

Justification for 11 C.F.R. § 104.7(b), any concerns that some contributors may have about

identifying their home addresses, occupations and employers must be "evaluated in light of the

high priority the [Federal Election Campaign Act] places on the public interest in the disclosure

of accurate and complete contributor information." 58 Fed. Reg. 57726 (October 27, 1993). The
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term "self employed small business owner" does not satisfy the requirements of 11 C.F.R.

§ 104.7(b) because the name of the business is not identified, and it results in the 1994

Committee failing to provide complete contributor information. Accordingly, the Office of

General Counsel recommends that the Commission find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr

for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by not

disclosing occupation and name of employer information.

B. MUR 4802

The First General Counsel's Report dated August 21, 1998 is incorporated herein by

reference. In their response to the Factual and Legal Analysis, the Respondents state that they

are "interested in pursuing pre-probable cause conciliation in this matter, but disagree with

portions of the Factual and Legal Analysis." Attachment 2 at 1. The Commission authorized the

Office of General Counsel to enter into conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to

believe. Furthermore, Respondents repeat their argument contained in their response to the

interim audit report that the violations are ones of "omission rather than commission." Id.

Finally, Respondents argue that "the [1996] Committee has already taken major corrective steps

to ensure that all past mistakes have been corrected and that future ones do not occur." Id.

1. Excessive Contributions

Respondents argue that "most of the specific allegations contained in the [Factual and

Legal] Analysis can be traced back to the failure to obtain written designations and

reattributions." Attachment 2 at 2. Furthermore, Respondents state that "although the

Committee mailed redesignation and reattribution forms or otherwise attempted to contact

virtually all the contributors at issue, it failed to maintain records of such mailings and efforts."

Id. Finally, Respondents argue that "failure to detect these excessive contributions was due to a
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data management failure that could not keep up with the volume of contributions, and "this

situation has been corrected." Id. at 3.

The 1996 Committee accepted excessive contributions totaling $52,971, which was

approximately 8% of the dollar amount of all contributions from individuals. First General

Counsel's Report at 4. During the 1996 election cycle, the Commission's Reports and Analysis

Division sent numerous inquiries to the 1996 Committee regarding the 1996 Committee's

acceptance of excessive contributions. First General Counsel's Report at 5. Thereafter, the 1996

Committee amended its disclosure reports to reflect the reattribution of 24 contributions totaling

$22,700 and the redesignation of 19 contributions totaling $17,970, but it did not obtain

written authorizations for the reattributions and redesignations as required under 11 C.F.R.

§§ 1 10.1(b)(5)(ii) and 1 10.1(k)(3)(ii). Id Because the contributions were not properly

redesignated or reattributed, or were not refunded within 60 days of receipt by the 1996

Committee, those contributions are considered excessive contributions. 2 U.S.C. §§ 441 a(a)(1)

and 441a(f); 11 C.F.R. § 110.1(b).

2. Itemized Reporting of Contributions

Respondents argue that the "$7,945 at issue constitutes less than one percent of the

[1996] Committee's total receipts" and the failure to itemize the contributions "were caused by

the [ 1996] Committee's data management shortcomings and these shortcomings have been

corrected." Attachment 2 at 4. Nevertheless, the contributions were not itemized in accordance

with 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A).

3. Failure to File Forty-Eight Hour Notices

Respondents state that "the [ 1996] Committee has conceded that it should have filed 48-

hour notices." Attachment 2 at 4. Furthermore, Respondents state that "because Congressman



Barr was unopposed [in the primary election], the [ 1996] Committee assumed that such notices

were not needed." Id. With respect to the general election, Respondents state that "the [ 1996]

Committee's inability to keep up with the volume of contributions apparently affected its 48-

hour reports as wll." Attachment 2 at 5.

Nevertheless, the amounts that were not reported were significant. There were 19

contributions on six days totaling $29,804, deposited between June 20, 1998 and July 6, 1996,

that required 48-hour notices. Moreover, there were 18 contrbutions on nine days totaling

$20,000, deposited between October 17, 1996 and November 2, 1996, that required 48-hour

notices.

I1I. DISCUSSION OF JOINT CONCILIATION AGREEMENT AND CIVIL PENALTY

If the Commission approves the recommendations relating to MUR 4357, this Office

would like to attempt a joint conciliation agreement with respect to MUR 4357 and MUR 4802

because there are similar violations in both matters. Thus, this Office also recommends that the

Commission approve the attached joint conciliation agreement with Bob Barr for Congress '94

and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, and Bob Barr - Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer
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IV. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) by accepting excessive contributions;

2. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by not itemizing contributions over $200;

3. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black,
as treasurer, violated I11 C.F.R. § 11l0.4(c)(2) by not promptly returning the excessive
amount of contributions of currency to contributors;

4. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4);

5. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) by not disclosing occupation and name of
employer information;

6. Approve the attached joint conciliation agreement with Bob Barr for Congress '94 and
Charles C. Black, as treasurer, and Bob Barr - Congress and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer; and

7. Approve the appropriate letters.

Date/ a .Ncel
General Counsel

Attachments
1. Respondents' Brief in MUR 4357 dated September 29, 1998

2. Response to Factual and Legal Analysis in MUR 4802 dated November 9, 1998
3. Proposed Joint Conciliation Agreement

Staff Person: Delbert K. Rigsby



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMM(ISSION

In the Matter of

Bob Barr for Congress '94 and )
Charles C. Black, am treasurer. )

)
Bob Barr - Congress and )
Charles C. Black, as treasurer. )

MUR 4357

MUR 4802

CERTlI&FCAIO

I, Marjorie W. Enuons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on

January 27, 1999, the Conuission decided by a vote

of 6-0 to take the following actions in MURs 4357 &

MUR 4802:

1. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr
for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. I 441a(f) by
accepting excessive contributions.

2. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr
for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 1 434(b) (3) (A)
by not itemizing contributions over $200.

3. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr
for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. 1110.4(c) (2) by
not promptly returning the excessive amount
of contributions of currency to contributors.

(continued)
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January 27, 1999

4. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr

for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. Sf 434(b) (2) and

434(b) (4).

5. Find probable cause to believe that Bob Barr

for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black , as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) (3) (A)

by not disclosing occupation and name of

employer information.

6. Approve the joint conciliation agreement with

Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black,

as treasurer, and Bob Barr - Congress and
Charles C. Black, as treasurer.

7. Approve the appropriate letters, as recoummended

in the General Counsel's Report dated

January 21, 1999.

Commissioners Elliott, Mason, McDonald, Sandstrom,

Thomas and Wold voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

DateMa ieW
Secretary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Thurs., Jan. 21, 1999 4:12 p.m.

Circulated to the Commission: Thurs., Jan. 21, 1999 12:00 p.m.

Deadline for vote: Wed., Jan. 27, 1999 4:00 p.m.

ird
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'It:' FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 204b ,

February 2, 1999
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REOUESTED

Benjamin L. Ginsberg, Esq.
Patton Boggs, L.L.P.
2550 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20037-1350

RE: MUR 4357 (Bob Barr for Congress '94)
MUR 4802 (Bob Barr - Congress)

Dear Mr. Ginsberg:

On January 27, 1999, the Federal Election Commission (the "Commission") found that
there is probable cause to believe that your client, Bob Barr for Congress '94 (the "1994
Committee") and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.§ 441a(f), 2 U.S.C.
§ 434(b)(3)(A), 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4), which are provisions of Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act") and 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(2) in connection with
accepting excessive contributions, failing to itemize contributions over $200, failing to promptly
return excessive cash contributions, misstating financial activity and failing to disclose
contributors' occupations and names of employers.

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct such violations for a period of at least
30 days and no more than 90 days by informal methods of conference, conciliation, and
persuasion, and by entering into a conciliation agreement with a respondent. If we are unable to
reach an agreement after 30 days, the Commission may institute a civil suit in United States
District Court and seek payment of a civil penalty.

On August 27, 1998, the Commission found that there is reason to believe that your
client, Bob Barr - Congress (the "1996 Committee") and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. § 441a(f), 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A) and 2 U.S.C. § 434(a)(6) of the Act by accepting
excessive contributions, failing to itemize contributions over $200, and failing to file 48-hour
notices on contributions for the primary election and the general election. The Commission also
authorized the Office of General Counsel to enter into conciliation prior to a finding of probable
cause to believe with the 1996 Committee.

Therefore, enclosed is a joint conciliation agreement that the Commission has approved
in settlement of these matters involving the 1994 Committee and the 1996 Committee. If your
clients agree with the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please have your clients sign and



Benjamin L. Ginsberg
Page 2
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return it, along with the civil penalties, to the Commission within ten days. I will thenrecommend that the Commission accept the agreement. Please make the checks for the civil
penalties payable to the Federal Election Commission.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the enclosed joint conciliation
agreement, or if you wish to arrange a meeting in connection with a mutually satisfactory
conciliation agreement, please contact Delbert K. Rigsby, the attorney assigned to these matters
at (202) 694-1650.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Joint Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

InteMte f) SENSITIVE
) MR45

Bob Barr for Congress '94 and )
Charles C. Black, as treasurer )

In the Matter of )

Bob Barr - Congress and ) MUR 4802 '
Charles C. Black, as treasurer ) ._,.

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT - ---.o- -

1. BACKGROUND t

On August 27, 1998, the Federal Election Commission (the "Commission") found reason

to believe that Bob Barr - Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer (the "1996 Committee"),

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la(f) by accepting excessive contributions; 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)X3)(A) by

failing to itemize contributions; and 2 U.S.C. § 434(a)(6) by failing to file 48-hour notices on

contributions for the primary and general election. The Commission also authorized the Office

of General Counsel to enter into conciliation with the 1996 Committee prior to a finding of

probable cause.

On January 27, 1999, the Commission found probable cause to believe that Bob Barr for

Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer (the "1994 Committee"), violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441la(f) by accepting excessive contributions; 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)3)(A) by failing to itemize

contributions over $200 and failing to disclose occupation and name of employer information;

2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4) by misstating financial activity; and 11 C.F.R. § 11l0.4(c)(2)

by failing to promptly return the excessive amount of contributions of currency to contributors.

The Commission also approved a joint conciliation agreement to be sent to the 1994 Committee

and the 1996 Committee to resolve these matters.
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II. ANALYSIS

Attached is a proposed joint conciliation agreement which has been signed by

Benjamin L. Ginsberg, Counsel to the 1994 Committee and the 1996 Committee. Attachment.



0

III. CONCLUSION

Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends

that the Commission accept the proposed joint conciliation agreement with Bob Barr for

Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, and Bob Barr - Congress and Charles C. Black,

as treasurer, approve the appropriate letters, and close the files in both MURs.



IV. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Accept the attached proposed Joint Conciliation Agreement with Bob Barr for Congress
'94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, and Bob Barr - Congress and Charles C. Black, as
treasurer;

2. Close the file in MUR 4357;

3. Close the file in MUR 4802; and

4. Approve the appropriate letters.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

5(( q'~
Associate General Counsel

Attachment
Proposed Joint Conciliation Agreement

Staff Assigned: Delbert K. Rigsby



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Bob Barr for Congress '94 and )
Charles C. Black, as treasurer; )

)
Bob Barr - Congress and )
Charles C. Black, as treasurer. )

MUR 4357

MUR 4802

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmuons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that 
on

May 18, 1999 the Commuission decided by a vote

of 6-0 to take the following actions in MURs 
4357

and 4802:

1. Accept the proposed Joint Conciliation

Agreement with Bob Barr for Congress '94

and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, and

Bob Barr - Congress and Charles C. Black,

as treasurer, as recomnended in the General

Counsel's Report dated May 11, 1999.

2. Close the file in MUR 4357.

3. Close the file in MUR 4802.

(Continued)
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Certification for MURs 4357 & 4802

May 18, 1999

4. Approve the appropriate letters, as recommended

in the General Counsel's Report dated May 11,

1999.

Conuissioners Elliott, Mason, McDonald, Sandstrom,

Thomas, and Wold voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date
Mar rie W. Ezzuons

Secretary of the Conmmission

Received in the Secretariat: Tues., May 11, 1999 4:19 p.m.
Circulated to the Commnission: Wed., May 12, 1999 11:00 a.m.

Deadline for vote: Mon., May 17, 1999 4:00 p.m.

lrd



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W T Y WASHINGTON. D C 20463

May 24, 1999

Mr. William L. Camp
204 Woodgien Road
Rome, GA 30161

RE: MUR 4357 (Bob Barr for Congress '94)

Dear Mr. Camp:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The confidentiality provisions at
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no longer apply and this matter is now pubic. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days, this could occur at any time
following certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be
placed on the public record before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202) 694-1650.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Rigsby
Attorney



SFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONWASHINGTON. D C 20463

Sr,~i.May 24, 1999

Mr. Thomas J. Barnette
521 Village Trace, Bldg 10
Marietta, GA 30067

RE: MUR 4357 (Bob Barr for Congress '94)

Dear Mr. Barnette:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The confidentiality provisions at
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no longer apply and this matter is now pubic. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days, this could occur at any time
following certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be
placed on the public record before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202) 694-1650.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Rigsby
Attorney



t FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
T WASHINGTON. D C 20463

May 24, 1999

Ms. Carin B. Jannuzzo
4610 Tiger Lily Way
Marietta, GA 30067

RE: MUR 4357 (Bob Barr for Congress '94)

Dear Ms. Jannuzzo:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The confidentiality provisions at
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no longer apply and this matter is now pubic. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days, this could occur at any time
following certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be
placed on the public record before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202) 694-1650.

Sincerely,

~g 4 tK.
Delbert K. Rigsby
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20463

May 24, 1999

Mr. Ronald S. Holley
3807 Acworth Due West Road
Acworth, GA 30101

RE: MUR 4357 (Bob Barr for Congress '94)

Dear Mr. Holley:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The confidentiality provisions at
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no longer apply and this matter is now pubic. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days, this could occur at any time
following certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as possible. While the file maxy be
placed on the public record before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202) 694-1650.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Rigsby
Attorney



~WASHINGTON. D C 20463

May 24, 1999

Mr. Robert W. Gates
6720 Deer Run Trl
Douglasville, GA 301 35-6120

RE: MUR 4357 (Bob Barr for Congress '94)

Dear Mr. Gates:

This is to advise you that this matter is now closed. The confidentiality provisions at
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no longer apply and this matter is now pubic. In addition, although the
complete file must be placed on the public record within 30 days, this could occur at any time
following certification of the Commission's vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be
placed on the public record before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (202) 694-1650.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Rigsby
Attorney



'W X FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W 7I. WASH INCTON. D C 20463

May 24, 1999

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REOUESTED

Benjamin L. Ginsberg, Esq.
Patton Boggs, L.L.P.
2550 M StreetNHW
Washington, D.C. 20037-1350

RE: MUR 4357 (Bob Barr for Congress '94)
MUR 4802 (Bob Barr - Congress)

Dear Mr. Ginsberg:

On May 18, 1999, the Federal Election Commission accepted the signed joint
conciliation agreement submitted on behalf of your clients, Bob Barr for Congress '94 and
Bob Barr - Congress. The agreement is in settlement of violations of 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f),
2 U.S.C. § 434(bX3XA), 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(bX2) and 434(b0)(4) and 11 C.F.R. § I110.4(cX2)
by Bob Barr for Congress '94, and in settlement of violations of 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f), 2 U.S.C.
§ 434(b)(3XA) and 2 U.S.C. § 434(aX6) by Bob Barr - Congress. The statutory provisions refer
to provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act, as amended (the "Act"). The regulatory
provision refers to a regulation promulgated pursuant to the Act. Accordingly, the files have
been closed in these matters.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX 12) no longer apply and these
matters are now public. In addition, although the complete files must be placed on the public
record within 30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's
vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please
do so as soon as possible. While the files may be placed on the public record before receiving
your additional materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the public record upon
receipt.

Information derived in connection with any conciliation attempt will not become
public without the written consent of the respondents and the Commission. See 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a)(4XB). The enclosed joint conciliation agreement, however, will become a part of
the public record.
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Benjamin L. Ginsberg
MURs 4357 and 4802
Page 2

Enclosed you will find a copy of the fully executed joint conciliation agreement for your
files. Please note that the civil penalty of $12,055 to be paid by Bob Barr for Congress '94 and
the civil penalty of $16,000 to be paid by Bob Barr - Congress are due within 30 days of the joint
conciliation agreement's effective date. If you have any questions, please contact me at (202)
694-1650.

Sincerely,

Delbert K. Rigsby
Attorney

Enclosure
Joint Conciliation Agreement
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) ;
) MUR 4357 o.

Bob Barr for Congress '94 and ) --2
Charles C. Black, as treasurer ) ,-

In the Matter of ) ''

Bob Barr - Congress and ) MUR 4802
Charles C. Black, as treasurer )

' JOINT CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

~These matters were initiated by the Federal Election Commission ("Commission"),

-" pursuant to information ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

~responsibilities. In MUR 4357, the Commission found probable cause to believe that Bob Barr

+ for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441a(f), 434(b)(3)(A),

~434(b)(2), 434(b)(4) and 11 C.F.R. § I110.4(c)(2). In MUR 4802, the Commission found reason

to believe that Bob Barr - Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§§ 441la(f), 434(b)(3)(A), and 434(a)(6). Bob Barr for Congress '94, Bob Barr - Congress, and

Charles C. Black, treasurer for both committees, are collectively referred to as Respondents.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondents, having duly entered into

conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(A)(i), do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondents and the subject matter of this

proceeding.

II. Respondents have had a reasonable opportunity to demonstrate that no action should

be taken in these matters.

~III. Respondents enter voluntarily into this agreement with the Commission.

IV. The pertinent facts in MUR 4357 are as follows:
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1. Bob Barr for Congress '94 is a political committee within the meaning of 2 U.S.C.

§ 43 1(4).

2. Charles C. Black is the treasurer of Bob Barr for Congress '94.

3. The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"), provides that no

person may make contributions to a candidate and his or her committees which, in the aggregate,

exceed $1,000 per federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441 a(a)( 1)(A).

4. No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. § 441a. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f).

5. Contributions not designated in writing for a particular election are considered

designated for the candidate's next election for federal office. 1 1 C.F.R. § 110.1 (b)(2)(ii).

6. A joint contribution must include the signatures of each contributor on the check or in

a separate writing. 11 C.F.R. § 11l0.1(k)(1).

7. If a contribution on its face or in the aggregate exceeds the contribution limitations,

the committee must either return the contribution to the contributor or deposit the contribution in

a designated campaign depository and obtain a written redesignation or reattribution from the

contributor within 60 days. 11 C.F.R. §§ 103.3(b)(3) and 1 10.3(b)(4).

8. If no written redesignation or reattribution is obtained within 60 days, the committee

must refund the contribution. 11 C.F.R. §§ 1 10.1(b)(5)(ii ) and 1 10.1(k)(3)(i).

9. Committees must report the identity of each person who makes a contribution or

contributions which exceed $200, along with the date and amount of the contribution. 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(b)(3)(A).

10. No person may make cash contributions to any candidate for federal office which

exceed $100 in the aggregate. 2 U.S.C. § 441g; 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(1).
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11. A candidate or political committee receiving a cash contribution in excess of $100

shall promptly return the amount over $100 to the contributor. 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.4(c)(2).

V. Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441a(f) by accepting 62 excessive contributions totaling $40,804.

VI. Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(b)(3)(A) by failing to itemize 14 contributions totaling $18,100.

VII. Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R.

§ 1 10.4(c)(2) by failing to promptly refund excessive contributions of currency totaling $1,705.

i VIII. Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§§ 434(b)(2) and 434(b)(4) by understating their 1993 receipts by $4,439 and understating their

1993 disbursements by $3,549. They filed amended reports containing the same, erroneous total

Sreported receipts and disbursements for 1993.

IX. Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(b)(3)(A) by failing to disclose information on the occupation and name of employer of

individual contributors who made contributions aggregating $200 or more in a calendar year on

contributions totaling $45,683.

X. Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, will pay a civil penalty

to the Federal Election Commission in the amount of $12,055, pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

§ 437g(a)(5)(A). Some of the violations for accepting excessive contributions, failing to itemize

contributions, failing to disclose information on the occupation and name of employer of

contributors, and the understatement of receipts and disbursements on the 1993 Year End Report

by Bob Barr for Congress '94 and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, are not subject to a civil penalty

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2462 (the five-year statute of limitations for enforcement actions).
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XI. The pertinent facts in MUR 4802 are as follows:

I. Bob Barr - Congress is a political committee within the meaning of 2 U.S.C.

§ 43 1(4).

2. Charles C. Black is the treasurer of Bob Barr - Congress.

3. The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amend d (the "Act"), provides that no

person may make contributions to a candidate and his or her committees which, in the aggregate,

exceed $1,000 per federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a)(1)(A).

4. No candidate or political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. § 441a. 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f).

5. Contributions not designated in writing for a particular election are considered

designated for the candidate's next election for federal office. 11 C.F.R. § 110.1 (b)(2)(ii).

S~6. A joint contribution must include the signatures of each contributor on the check or in

a separate writing. 11 C.F.R. § 1 10.1(k)(1).

7. If a contribution on its face or in the aggregate exceeds the contribution limitations,

the committee must either return the contribution to the contributor or deposit the contribution in

a designated campaign depository and obtain a written redesignation or reattribution from the

contributor within 60 days. 11 C.F.R. §§ 103.3(b)(3) and 1 10.3(b)(4).

8. If no written redesignation or reattribution is obtained within 60 days, the committee

must refund the contribution. 11 C.F.R. §§ 1 10.1(b)(5)(ii ) and 1 10.1(k)(3(i).

9. Committees must report the identity of each person who makes a contribution or

contributions which exceed $200, along with the date and amount of the contribution.

2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3)(A).
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10. The principal campaign committee of a candidate shall notify the Secretary or the

Commission, and the Secretary of State, as appropriate, in writing, or any contribution of $ 1,000

or more received by any authorized committee of such candidate after the 20th day, but more

than 48 hours before, any election. 2 U.S.C. § 434(a)(6).

XII. Bob Barr - Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la(f)

by accepting 92 excessive contributions totaling $52,971I.

XIII. Bob Barr - Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(b)(3)(a) by failing to itemize 12 contributions totaling $7,945.

S~XIV. Bob Barr - Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(a)(6) by failing to file 48-hour notices on 19 contributions to the primary election totaling

$29,804, and on 18 contributions to the general election totaling $20,000.

XV. Bob Barr - Congress and Charles C. Black, as treasurer, will pay a civil penalty to

the Federal Election Commission in the amount of $16,000, pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

§ 437g(a)(5)(A).

XVI. Respondents will take the following steps:

1. Implement accounting procedures that are designed to identify and detect reporting

errors and substantive problems such as excessive contribtions.

2. Require appropriate personnel responsible for complying with the Act and the

Commission's regulations to attend a Commission-sponsored training program or similar

program.

3. Prepare an internal training manual to assist appropriate personnel in understanding

laws and regulations concerning federal elections.
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XVII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint under 2 U.S.C.

§ 437g(a)(l) concerning the matters at issue herein or on its own motion, may review compliance

with this agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement or any requirement thereof

has been violated, it may institute a civil action for relief in the United States District Court for

the District of Columbia.

XVIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date that all parties hereto have

executed same and the Commission has approved the entire agreement.

XIX. Respondents shall have no more than 30 days from the date this agreement

becomes effective to comply with and implement the requirements contained in this agreement

and to so notify the Commission.

XX. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire agreement among the parties on

the matters raised herein, and no other statement, promise or agreement, either written or oral,

made by any party or by agents of any party, that is not contained in this written agreement shall

be enforceable.

FOR THE COMMISSION

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

: Brig t-C m Dat

Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

f-i *i

In the Matter of:

BOB BARR FOR CONGRESS

)) No. : MUR 4357

Deposition of: t

CHARLES C. BLACK

a witness of lawful age, taken on behalf of the Federal

Election Commission, pursuant to notice, in the offices of

the Federal Election Commission, Room 657, 999 E Street,

Northwest, Washington, D. C., on Tuesday, October 14, 1997,

at 10:00 a.m., before Peter Shonerd, Notary Public in and

for the District of Columbia when were present:
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APPEARANCES:

On behalf of the Commission:

DELBERT K. RIGSBY, ESQ.
RHONDA J. VOSDINGH, ESQ.
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, Northwest
Washington, D. C. 20463
(202) 219-3690

On Behalf of the Witness:

BENJAMIN L. GINSBERG. ESQ.
DONALD F. MCGAHN II, ESQ.
Patton Boggs, L.L.P.
2550 M Street, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20037
(202) 457-6315
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WITNESS :

Charles C. Black

EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR FEC

EXHIBITS IDENTIFIED DE$CRIPTION

FEC :

35 Check by Jones with card

39 Check by Smith

41 Check by J. P. Smith

43 Check by J. L. Gray

46 Check and deposit receipt

by Camp

49 Check by Cooper

51 Check by Gray

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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2 THE COURT REPORTER: Would you raise your right

* 3 hand, please?

4 Whereupon,

5 CHARLES C. BLACK

6 having been first duly sworn, was called as a

7 witness herein and was examined and testified as follows:

8 THE COURT REPORTER: And would you please state

9 your name for the record?

10 THE WITNESS: Charles Clay Black.

11 THE COURT REPORTER: Thank you.

- 12 MR. RIGSBY: My name is Delbert K. Rigsby, and

. . 13 with me is Rhonda J. Vosdingh. We are attorneys here at the

@ 14 Federal Election Commission, and we represent the Commission

15 with the Matter Under Review 4357.

16 This deposition is being taken pursuant to a

17 Federal Election Commission investigation subpoena issued in

18 connection with an investigation under Section 437(g) of the

19 United States Code, Title II.

20 The statute provides for confidentiality of this

21 proceeding, and it must be maintained until the Commission

22 closes its file in this investigation.

23 Please state your name and social security number?

@ Heritage Reporting Corporation

(202) 628-4888
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WITNESS:

RIGSBY:

WITNESS:

RIGSBY:

WITNESS:

RIGSBY:

WITNESS:

RIGSBY:

WITNESS:

10 associate, Dan.

11 MR. MCGAHN:

12 THE WITNESS:

Charles Clay Black

What is your date of birth?

THE

MR.

THE

MR.

THE

MR.

THE

MR.

THE

nervous, Don.

MR. MCGAHN: Okay.

MR. RIGSBY: Are you represented by anyone else?

THE WITNESS: No.

MR. RIGSBY: Have you ever been deposed before?

THE WITNESS: Yes.

MR. RIGSBY: Well, since you have been deposed

before, I'm sure you are familiar with a lot of these

instructions, but I just want a record so I will give these

instructions.

Please keep in mind that your testimony is under

Heritage Reporting Corporation(202) 628-4888

Are you represented by counsel?

Yes.

Is your attorney with you today?

Yes.

Can you identify your attorney?

Ben Ginsberg to my left, and his

Don.

Don. I'm sorry. I'm a little

0

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23
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6

1oath. It is critical that you answer truthfully as if you

2were giving testimony in court before a judge and jury. If

* 3 you violate this oath to tell the truth, you could be

4subject to a charge of perjury under Section 1621 of Title

518 of the United States Code.

6 It is important to answer each question clearly

7 and audibly. The court reporter cannot record body

8 movements such as the nod of a head. Please wait until a

9 question is finished before you answer it.

10 The court reporter will be recording everything

I1 that we say. You will have the opportunity to review the

12 transcript to determine whether it conforms with your

13 recollection of what occurred today. You should review the

@ 14 transcript and sign it.

15 It is important that you answer questions fully.

16 If anytime you realize that you gave an inaccurate or

17 incomplete answer, let me know. If you realize later in the

18 course of the deposition that you have something to add to

19 an earlier response, please let me know so that you can do

20 so.

21 If you do not understand a question, please let me

22 know and I will rephrase it. Otherwise, I will assume that

23 you understand the question.

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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1 Finally, if you need to take a break, let me know

2 and I will ask the court reporter to go off the record so

* 3 that we can recess for a few minutes.

4 Are you taking any medication or have any medical

5 condition that may affect your ability to continue with this

6 deposition.

7 THE WITNESS: No.

8MR. RIGSBY: Is there any other reason why you

9 cannot continue with this deposition?

10 THE WITNESS: No.

1I MR. RIGSBY: Do you have any questions regarding

S 12 the deposition instructions?

13 THE WITNESS: No.

@ 14 MR. GINSBERG: Let me add a couple of points here

15 to your opening.

16 Number one, your interpretation of the

17 confidentiality provisions, I assume, we may take some

18 exception to. The wording of the statute is that the

19 confidentiality provision applies to the Commission, not to

20 the people who are being deposed. So just for the record we

21 are going to state an objection and disagreement with your

22 interpretation of the confidentiality provisions.

23 Secondly, you --

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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MR. RIGSBY: Objection is noted for the record.

MR. GINSBERG: Secondly, you noted that he was

required to sign his deposition. I take it you will make

the deposition available to him where it's convenient for

him?

MR. RIGSBY: Yes, it will be made available in

Washington.

6

7
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9
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MR.

MS.

for

MR.

MS.

MR.

MR.

MR.

GINSBERG: I'm sorry?

VOSDINGH: Normally, that - - we can make it

him in his --

RIGSBY: Hometown.

VOSDINGH: In his hometown.

GINSBERG: That may or may not work.

RIGSBY: Any more questions?

GINSBERG: No.

EXAMINATION

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q Mr. Black, what have you done to prepare for

today' s deposition?

A I flew up here yesterday, and went to Mr.

Ginsberg's office and talked to him for a little while, and

I reviewed some documents.

Q What documents did you review?

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888

available
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1A My response to the -- that Mr. Ginsberg prepared,

2 and then I had written a response to the audit report a long

* 3 time ago, and I re-read that.

4 Anything else?

5A No.

6 Q Have you spoken with anyone else besides your

7 lawyer regarding this deposition?

8 A Yes.

9 Q Who did you speak with?

10 A Jeff Breedlove.

11 Q Can you identify who Jeff Breedlove is?

12 A Campaign manager for Bob Barr.

13 Q Is he the current campaign manager for the '98

@ 14 cycle?

15 A Yes.

16 Q When did you speak with Mr. Breedlove?

17 A A week or two ago.

18 Q What did you discuss with him?

19 A Nothing really specific. It's just that I was

20 coming up here and that you all would pay for it, FEC would

21 pay for it. And if you all didn't, the campaign would pay

22 for it.

23 Q Any other discussions with Mr. Breedlove regarding

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888



0

4

6

7

8

9

10

12

13

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

Heritage Reporting Corporation(202) 628-4888

that issue?

A None that I can recall. Nothing specific.

Q I would like to ask you a few background

questions.

What is your home address?

A 3324 Ben Hill Street, Marietta, Georgia, 30060.

Q How long have you lived there?

A Since '82 or '3.

Q Where are you currently employed?

A I am a lawyer/CPA, and also, Georgia.

Q How long have you practiced law?

A I passed the bar in 1980. And then I worked for

some CPA firms until '83, and then 1 started practicing law.

Q So you have been with your current firm since

1983?

A Right. It was a two-man firm, and then my partner

died last November. So it's a one-man firm now.

Q Are you a member of any professional

organizations, political organizations or civic clubs?

A The Austell Rotary Club, Austell South Rotary

Club.

Q Any political organizations?

A The Republican National Committee keeps mailing me

0
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fund raising letters and little credit cards, but I don't

know if that means that I am a member or not.

Q Are you a member of the state Republican Party or

local Republican Party?

A No, not that I know of.

Q Have you ever run for an elected office?

A No.

Q Are you currently involved in any political

campaign or political committee?

A Bob Barr For Congress.

Q What is your position?

A Treasurer.

Q Is this a paid position or a volunteer position?

A Volunteer.

Q How many years have you been involved in political

campaigns?

A This one. Well, no. A friend of mine ran for a

judge back in the late seventies, and I was his treasurer.

And then his wife, who is now a judge, I was listed as her

treasurer, but the husband did the reports, so they were

state elections, so they weren't federal.

Q You mentioned that you were treasurer in both of

those campaigns. What were some of your duties?

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888



1A Fill out the reports. They have state reporting.

2 It's so long ago. Mostly fill out the reports.

* 3 Q How long have you been involved with the Bob Barr

4 For Congress campaign?

5 A I believe it was some time in late '93. The

6 treasurer didn't want to continue, and they need one. And

7 it was some guy that I had helped for judge asked me if I

8 would do it.

9Q And all the campaigns that you have been involved

10 in, have you ever been involved in the financial aspects of

11 the campaigns, such as handling contributions or processing

12 contributions?

13 A No.

O 14 Q How many federal campaigns have you been involved

15 in?

16 A Bob Barr for Congress, and then he has a '92, when

17 he ran for Senate, and the treasurer for that resigned a

18 couple of years ago, so I took over as treasurer for that.

19 And that's winding up, so it's all been for Bob Barr, his

20 '92 campaign for Senate; in '94, he was elected; and '96

21 reelection; and then now he's done it again.

22 Q With respect to your involvement in federal

23 campaigns, such as a congressional campaign, have you ever

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888



1 been trained in federal election laws or Federal Election

2 Commission regulations?

O 3A In the winter of -- winter before last, we came to

4 a seminar that you all put on at the Madison Hotel.

5Q What was the nature of that seminar? What

6 subjects were discussed?

7 A Basically, filling out the reports.

8 Q Did you receive written documents that you could

9 take home and refer to for the reference?

10 A Yes, they gave us a stack of material.

ii Q Do you recall the type of material other than

12 filling out reports? Can you be more specific?

13 A I don't remember all the material. I do remember

@ 14 one. They gave us 1120 POL, which is the tax return you

15 file, and they are very hard to find, and the Service

16 doesn't even product them or have them. And they gave us

17 one of those; I remember that.

18 Q Now, who was the treasurer for the Bob Barr

19 campaign before you became the treasurer?

20 A I don't recall his name. He, I believe, to the

21 best of my recollection, he was a CPA in Carrollton. But

22 that's a very hazy, vague recollection.

23 Q When did you become the treasurer and the date,

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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1 the year?

2 A I don't recall. It would have been late -- to the

* 3 best of my recollection, it was late '93.

4Q Have you ever made any contributions to a federal

5campaign congressional, senatorial or presidential campaign?

6 A No.

7 Q Are you aware of the legal limitations on

8 contributions to federal campaigns?

9 A Yes.

10 Q Describe the 1994 Bob Barr For Congress Committee

i11 organizational structure.

S12 A Jeff Breedlove was the campaign manager. Bill

13 Adams was the finance director, and Bill had an assistant,

@ 14 John Watson, who was either assistant or associate finance

15 director. And then there were some -- we might have had one

16 or two other paid assistants or something, but I don't

17 recall.

18 Q You don't recall their names or their titles?

19 A No. Right off the bat, no.

20 Q Who was the chairman of the committee?

21 You described Mr. Breedlove as the campaign

22 manager. Who was the chairman?

23 A I don't think we had a chairman.

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888



1 ~We had some people - - I did an organizational

2chart a long time ago, and I forgot whether we actually had

* 3 a chairman or not. I don't recall.

4Q You mentioned earlier that you were aware of the

5contribution limitations.

6 A A guy named Al might have been the chairman, but I

7 forgot Al's last name.

8 Q Okay. You testified earlier that you were aware

9 of the contribution limitations for federal campaigns.

10 When did you become aware of that?

11 A When Bill Adams asked me to be the treasurer, he

12 gave me the book,the guide book that you all publish for

13 federal elections for Congress, and I read the book; a

@ 14 little brochure.

15 Q What was the exact date of that?

16 A I have no way of knowing.

17 Q 1993 or 1994?

18 A It was probably late '93.

19 Q With respect to the Bob Barr For Congress

20 Committee, 1994 campaign, who was the ultimate decisionmaker

21 at the campaign?

22 A Jeff Breedlove and Bob Barr made, I guess, the

23 political decisions.

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 Q What other kind of decisions with respect to the

2 running of the campaign?

* 3 A I'm not sure if I understand your question because

4everybody along the lines make decisions. It just depends

5on --

6Q Who is the ultimate decisionmaker when there were

7questions or conflicts between or among the staff members?

8Who was the ultimate decisionmaker?

9A Bob Barr.

10 MR. GINSBERG: Well, wait a minute. Let's

11 rephrase the question to ask what you're trying to ask

12 about. Are you asking about any sort of specific instances

13 or just generally who is in charge of any campaign?@ 14 MR. RIGSBY: I'm asking generally with respect to

15 the '94 Bob Barr For Congress campaign, who was the ultimate

16 decisionmaker.

17 MR. GINSBERG: It is a meaningless question

18 because the candidate is going to be the ultimate

19 decisionmaker in anything. That doesn't mean he has any day-

20 to-day knowledge.

21 I mean, as a direct question if you want to ask a

22 direct question.

23 II

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 BY MR. RIGSBY:

2Q Who was the campaign chairman or campaign manager?

* 3 MR. GINSBERG: He already answered that.

4MR. RIGSBY: I will ask it again.

5 BY MR. RIGSBY:

6- Q Who was the campaign manager?

7 MR. GINSBERG: Go ahead and answer it.

8THE WITNESS: Jeff Breed --

9 MR. RIGSBY: Answer it again.

10 THE WITNESS: Jeff Breedlove.

S 11 BY MR. RIGSBY:

12 Q Did Mr. Breedlove make most of the final decisions

° 13 in the campaign?@ 14 MR. GINSBERG: Well, that's too vague a question.

15 Decisions about what?

16 MR. RIGSBY: Final decision about financing,

17 processing contributions.

18 THE WITNESS: I think you would have to be more

19 specific because I really don't understand that question

20 because everybody made decisions. It's just a question of

21 at what level.

22 BY MR. RIGSBY:

23 Q Describe your responsibilities and your day-to-day

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 activities in the campaign.

2A Well, I had no day-to-day activities. At times I

* 3 would write checks or sign checks, and somebody else would'

4 fill them out. Sometimes Jeff Breedlove filled out checks,

5 and sometimes Bill Adams wrote checks. It's kind of varied,

6 depending on what point in the election cycle.

7 Q And you would sign checks at whose request?

8 MR. MCGAHN: He didn't finish the answer as to

9 what his day-to-day duties were. I think he was still

10 answering that question.

13. MR. GINSBERG: Go ahead.

12 BY MR. RIGSBY:

13 Q Please continue.
@ 14 A Okay, which question do you want me to answer?

15 0 Who signed checks at the request of whom?

16 A Well some checks by payroll deposits or anything

17 to do with taxes, at nobody's request. I filled out the

18 return and mailed the checks in with them.

19 The others, mostly Jeff Breedlove, if he wanted a

20 disbursement paid to a certain person and I had the

21 checkbook, but that wasn't all the time. There were some

22 points in time when I had the checkbooks, and some points in

23 time when Mr. Breedlove would have the checkbook. And there

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1was even other points when Bill Adams had the checkbook as

2 to who would make the disbursements.

* 3 Q How many people reported to you and what were

4 their duties?

5A None.

6 Q Who prepared the disclosure reports for submission

7 to the Federal Election Commission?

8 A I did.

9 Q Did you have any assistance from other staff

10 members in preparing those reports?

11 A Other people key punched the data into the

12 computer, and if I had questions, there were some people I

13 could ask.
@ 14 Q And about how many staff members? Who were those

15 staff members? Can you identify them by name?

16 A Well, Bill Adams, the finance director, on

17 occasion would help me with occupations and employers

18 because he knew who the people were, if they didn't make it

19 into the database. Or if I had a question about a

20 disbursement, I could ask Mr. Breedlove, for instance, you

21 know, what's this $100 to Office Depot for, or something

22 like that.

23 Q Did you compare the disclosure report against the

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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2. committee's database of contributions before filing the
2 disclosure report with the Commission?

O 3A No.

4Q What kind of oversight did you do in preparation

5 for filing the reports with the Federal Election Commission?

6A I'm not sure I understand the question as far as

7 oversight.

8Q Well, earlier I asked did you compare the

9disclosure reports with the committee's computer database

10 just to serve as a double checking system.

12. How did you check what was being submitted to the

12 Federal Election Commission was accurate?

13 A I didn't double check anything with what the@ 14 Federal Election Commission had because at the same time our

15 reports were due was the same time these other people were

16 sending in their reports. And if we were filing the report

17 on the last day or the next to the last day, you all have

18 the data.

19 I wish you all would give us some time to do that.

20 Let the past report first.

21 Q You stated earlier that no one reported to you.

22 Was there any cases in which you had to delegate some of

23 your duties?

HeitgeReporting Corporation
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A Everybody else was too busy. If I didn't do it,
it didn't get done as far as compliance, reporting

compliance.
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Q Who was responsible for processing contributions?

A Bill Adams.

You're taking doing key punching in the data?

0 Yes.

A Well, he didn't actually -- he key punched some,

but he would supervise whoever was key punching in the data.

Q Can you identify the staffers who were responsible

for key punching in the data?

A No.

Q How many staff members can you - -

A During '94, it was mostly volunteers. i would

know their faces, and maybe I spoke to them when I was down

there. But as far as recalling their names, I'm not very

good at names.

Q And these staffers worked closely with Mr. Adams?

A Well, they were volunteers, and I don't know how

you would define "closely." I mean, they all worked in the

same office or in the campaign headquarters, and they were

volunteers.

Q What was the committee's procedure when a



1contributor's aggregate contribution exceeded $1,000?

2A I didn't know that we had anybody exceeding $1,000

* 3 until the audit came out. So I'm not aware that we had any

4 procedure.

5Q So there was no one in the campaign that was

6 conducting oversight with respect to whether the

7 contribution limit had been exceeded?

8 A Well, Bill Adams was the finance director, and he

9 was aware of the limits, and he was there.

10 Q What was the committee's procedure when a

11 contributor's aggregate contributions exceeded $200 in a

12 calendar year?

13 A Well, they went on the reports. All I know is if@ 14 they went over $200,I put them on the report.

15 Q But there was no special procedure to do some

16 additional reporting?

17 A If they went over $200?

18 Q Yes.

19 A Well, we entered it - - to my knowledge, everybody

20 was supposed to be entered into the database. And I had a

21 little routine in my program that generated the reports if

22 the amount was over $199 for contributions or disbursements,

23 their aggregate, then they went on Schedule A or B.

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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Q So how did you know about whether it exceeded

$200? Through your computer?

A Correct.

Q Did the committee offer its employees any training

on Federal Election Commission laws or regulations?

A None that I am aware of, other than the brochures

and the 1-800 number.

Q Can you describe the duties of Bill Adams for the

campaign?

A Bill is in charge -- he's finance director, which

is mainly he's in charge of cash or funds coming in.

Q This is for the 1994 campaign I'm referring to.

A Correct.

Q Who did Bill Adams report to?

A Bob Barr, and sometimes Jeff Breedlove.

Q Did any staffers report to Bill Adams?

A John Watson, and then maybe some volunteers; maybe

some staffers. He has had assistants before, or helpers.

Q How many paid staffers did the '94 committee have?

A I don't recall. The amounts varied.

I think we may have had one or two besides those

two when it was closer to the election time. I think we had

some people we paid to answer the phones and do some typing



and faxing and things like that. I think there were some

other people we paid besides those.

Q Describe your working relationship with Bill

Adams.

A I like Bill. He's a fine man. I think a lot of
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Q Can you tell me what town or city that Bill Adams

resides in?

A Tucker.

Q What is Bill Adams' occupation?

A He's works full time for Bob Barr Campaign

Committee.

Q That's his only job, to the best of your

knowledge?

A To the best of my knowledge.

Q What were the duties of John Watson?

A He was Bill's right hand man.

Q And what did that entail?

A They did a lot of fund raisers.

Q Did Mr. Watson do any of the computer work,

entering contributions into the data base, et cetera?

A I have no knowledge of that.

Q What town or city does John Watson live in?

Heritage Reporting Corporation(202) 628-4888

him.



6

7

~8
F:

i10

12

13

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

, 23

A I think now he liveB in Marietta, but I'm not

sure. He doesn't work for us anymore.

Q What is Mr. Watson's occupation?

A He's the campaign director for a guy who is

running for governor of Georgia.

Q Can you identify who that candidate is?

A Michael Bowers, and I just know that from hearsay

and reading it in the paper.

Q Did the committee have a policy of obtaining

written authorization from the contributors for the

attribution of contributions?

A I had no knowledge of any written policy.

Q Did the committee obtain any written authorization

to reattribute or redesignate contributions?

A That we had a formal written policy, I don't think

we did.

Q Well, I'm asking did the committee actually obtain

any written authorization to reattribute or redesignate

contributions?

A I don't know if Bill Adams did that or not. I do

vaguely recall some partnerships writing us letters, and

that really being a pain to reprogram the computer to do

that because I wrote my own program to do it. I remember

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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that really being a pain in the back side.

Q Can you identify any of those partnerships?

A I have -- I mean, that's what I remember was how

hard it was to reprogram the computer for that. I mean,

that's the thing that sticks out in my mind.

Q were those documents of written authorization

given to the Commission?

A No, they wrote us a letter or something like that,

it seems like. There wasn't a very big -- it was only like

$250, but it was really a pain. It took me like an hour to

figure out how to get my computer program to do that, or two

hours.

Q So are you saying there was only one contributor?

A That's the only one that sticks out because I

remember it being late at night, at 10 or I1 o'clock at

night and me thinking it would be easier just to type the

report than it would be to figure out how to get the

computer to do it, but I stuck in there and figured out a

way.

Q Do you recall whether this written documentation

was given to the Commission in connection with its audit or

in connection with our subpoena request?

A There was a letter from the partnership telling us

Heritage Reporting Corporation(202) 628-4888
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1which partners to give the money to. And you all - - when

2 the auditors came out, we gave you all everything we had, so

* 3 I would assume the letter was in there somewhere; probably

4 with a copy of the check attached to it or something.

5Q Other than this particular letter that you are

6 referring to, if the committee obtained any other written

7 authorizations to reattribute or redesignate contributions?

8 A Well, I remember a couple more partnership letters

9 coming in, and me thinking, well, at least now I know how to

10 do it. I mean, those are the ones I recall. That doesn't

ii mean there weren't others. Those are just the ones that

12 stick in my mind because of certain events.

13 Q Did the committee document in writing or by

O 14 electronic means any verbal authorizations to reattribute

15 contributions?

16 A Well, I know Bill Adams talked to the

17 contributors. But whether he kept notes or not, I don't

18 know.

19 Q Did anyone else besides Bill Adams seek to

20 obtain --

21 A Well, John Watson, possibly, because they worked

22 together, but I don't have any knowledge of that.

23 Q So to the best of your knowledge, the committee

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1has no documentation in writing or any electronic means of

2 efforts to obtain verbal authorizations to reattribute or

* 3 redesignate contributions?

4A To my knowledge, no.

5Q Did the committee have a policy or procedure in

6 place for accepting cash contributions?

7A To my knowledge, no.

8Q In the response to the Commission's finding, you

9 mentioned that campaign volunteers accepted cash.

10 How was that handled once this cash was given to

11 the campaign?

12 A They photocopied the cash and wrote down on the

13 photocopy who gave it, to my recollection.

0 14 Q Well, was the committee aware that there were

15 limitations on the amount of cash contributions that an

16 individual could give?

17 A Okay, the only thing I can talk about is my

18 knowledge. I don't know if anybody else at the FEC.

19 I did not know that until the auditors pointed it

20 out to me. I thought it said "legal tender" on there for

21 all debts public and private.

22 Q In the committee's response to the Commission

23 finding, the committee stated that, "All excessive

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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contributions were refunded except one for one

contribution."

Can you identify that one contribution that was

not refunded?

A No, not today. I'm sure I could look it up, but I

don't know who it was, and I don't even know why. There was

only one.

Q When the audit staff from the Federal Election

Commission conducted its field audit of the campaign, of the

'94 campaign, the committee's computer file only contained

70 percent of the reported contributions.

Why did the committee's computer file only contain

70 percent of the reported contributions?

A I'm not sure what computer file you're talking

about.

Q The database.

A Okay. I had a database on my computer, and I gave

them what I had.

Q was it complete?

A Well, I was learning how to -- I never had to use

the database program before. We didn't know and we didn't

have the money to know about these commercial vendors. And

I probably may have erased some files or lost some files, or

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1something like that could have happened.

2Q Why did the committee fail to obtain information

* 3 for five percent of the individual contributors?

4A What type of information?

5Q Apparently, according to the audit staff, there

6 was no information at all on five percent of the receipts

7 from individual contributions.

8MR. MCGAHN: That mischaracterizes what the audit

9 staff found. Ninety-five percent was accounted for by

10 checks. I don't think that the audit staff found that there

11i was a five percent gap.

: 12 MR. RIGSBY: The audit staff was -- the audit

13 staff stated that there was no information on about five

O 14 percent of the receipts of individual contributors.

15 MR. MCGAHN: Given that's a paraphrase, I think

16 you are drawing an inference from the affirmative statement

17 that they made about 95 percent was the checks.

18 BY MR. RIGSBY:

19 Q The audit staff identified 25,000 in receipts that

20 they could not account for information about those

21 contributors.

22 Do you recall, can you state why there was not

23 information about that $25,000 in receipts?

5 eitg Reporting Corporation
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1A Was it cash that went into our bank account that

2we don't have --

e 3 Q Contributions.

4A Well, we had some fund raisers where people would

5give 100 bucks, and you get five - six hundred people at a

6 fund raiser and they give 50 to 100 bucks a piece, that

7 could account for a lot of it.

8 Q When you had these fund raisers, who was

9 responsible for handling the contributions?

10 A Well, Bill Adams and John Watson arranged the fund

11 raisers, and then they would sit at the front table when

12 people came in, and take up their money and give them name

13 tags, and they had little slips for them to fill out if they

@ 14 could get them to fill them out; those kind of things.

15 Q After the fund raiser, describe the procedure for

16 handling the contributions once you received them from the

17 fund raiser?

18 A They photocopied all the checks. They even

19 photocopied the cash, and put the money in the bank.

20 Q Who did put the money in the bank?

21 A Generally, I think, most deposits, I think, either

22 John Watson or Bill Adams filled out the deposit slip and

23 put the money in the bank; most of the time.
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1MR. GINSBERG: Let's just state for the record

2 that you're -- this is not his own personal knowledge. You

e 3 are asking him to state what he believes happened, correct?

4MR. RIGSBY: Yes.

5 MR. GINSBERG: You might phrase that specifically,

6 that questions.

7 BY MR. RIGSBY:

8 Q To your knowledge, who entered the contributions

9 onto the computer database?

10 A Well, after the photocopies were sent over, you

11 know, in a stack, then we had different volunteers who would

12 enter them into a database.

13 MR. RIGSBY: I think we are ready to take a five

@ 14 or 10-minute break.

15 (Whereupon, a recess was taken.)

16 BY MR. RIGSBY:

17 Q Mr. Black, with respect to your contributors, did

18 the committee have a policy of sending thank you notes to

19 all of the contributors to the campaign?

20 A Yes.

21 Q Did you send thank you notes to contributors, so

22 that includes the -- well, let me rephrase that.

23 There was $25,000 in receipts in which there was

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1no information on the contributors. If the committee was

2 sending thank you notes to all of the contributors, how did

* 3 you miss having information on those contributors?

4MR. GINSBERG: Whoa, whoa, whoa.

5MR. MCGAHN: I think you are assuming some facts

6 not in evidence yet. I mean you are assuming --

7 BY MR. RIGSBY:

8Q The audit staff had $25,000 -- identified $25,000

9 in which there was no information on the contributors.

10 How could that have happened that the committee

11i would not have information on contributors?

.12 MR. MCGAHN: Well, what do you mean by "no

13 nfomaton" just so we're clear.

*14 MR. RIGSBY: Names and amounts of the

15 contributions.

16 THE WITNESS: I can think of --

17 MR. MCGAHN: How could they not have the amount?

18 Okay, answer the question.

19 THE WITNESS: I can think of a dozen different

20 mistakes that could have been made. I don't know which

21 mistake, if any, mistake was made.

22 BY MR. RIGSBY:

23 0 Can you identify those mistakes?

HeiaeReporting Corporation
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1MR. GINSBERG: Potential mistakes. He doesn't

2 know if mistakes were made.

O 3THE WITNESS: We could have photocopied the

4 checks, and before they made it into the database it could

5 have accidently gone somewhere else. You know, somebody

6 picked them up thinking they had been put in, and went into

7 the file, or thought they were something else. Or they

8 could have been entered into the computer and then we had a

9 power failure and they didn't make it in. A dozen maybe --

10 I can only think of two. But say three more. I mean, there

ii is just hundreds of bad things that can happen in a business

12 or in a election or anything to keep things from making it

13 into the database.@ 14 It could be that they were put into the database

15 but entered into the wrong file and they are still on the

16 disk somewhere, or, you know, the disk could have had a bad

17 place in it. It could be that we just had the cards and

18 they ended up in somebody's suit that went to the laundry.

19 I guess I could speculate on about bad things that could

20 happen to records.

21 MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit into

22 the record. I am handing to the court reporter for

23 identification FEC Exhibit A; a copy of a check dated

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1September 23, 1994, for $1,000 from the account of Paul and

2 Sybil Jones, which is signed only by Sybil Jones, and a

O 3 contributor information form for Sybil Jones. And, of

4 course, I have handed a copy of this exhibit to Mr. Black

5 and his counsel.

6 And the court reporter will mark this document as

7 Exhibit A.

8 (The document referred to was

9 marked for identification as

10 FEC Exhibit A.)

1i BY MR. RIGSBY:

12 Q Have you seen this document before, Mr. Black?

13 A Not to my recollection.

@ 14 Q Who wrote the notation "not entered, both Paul and

15 Sybil excessive," in the lower right hand corner of the

16 contributor information form in Exhibit A?

17 A I don't know.

18 Q Is that handwriting familiar at all?

19 A No.

20 Q Can you identify a member of the committee staff

21 who may have wrote the notation?

22 A I suppose you could ask either Bill Adams or John

23 Watson. They are the only people who I can think of who
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might know.

Q To whom do you think the notation was directed?

A I don't know.

Q Can you identify committee staffers who may know

to whom this notation was directed?

A I don't know who it was directed to.

Q What do you think the notation means?

A I can't read it.

Q It reads, "Not entered, both Paul and Sybil XS."

A I don't know what it means.

It says "not entered"?

Q What does the term "not entered" mean? Not

entered on what?

MR. GINSBERG: If he didn't write it and he

doesn't know who did write it, what are you asking --

MR. RIGSBY: I'm asking him to speculate.

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q What do you think the term "not entered" means?

MR. GINSBERG: You don't need to speculate. You

don't need to speculate.

THE WITNESS: Okay.

MR. RIGSBY: I will rephrase it. I will repeat it

again.



1 BY MR. RIGSBY:

2 Q What does the notation mean to you?

O 3A It makes no sense to me.

4 Q What does the term "XS" mean to you?

5 A Nothing.

6 Q Who made the decision not to itemize the check

7 marked Exhibit A on the disclosure - - who made the decision

8 not to itemize this check on the disclosure reports?

9 A I don't know that a decision was made not to. I

10 mean, I never made a decision not to itemize a check, and I

11 don't know that anybody else ever made that decision to

12 consciously not itemize something. I sure wouldn't have,

13 and I don't think anybody else would have consciously made a@ 14 decision in our campaign not to itemize something.

15 Q Did you review in detail the work of the staffers

16 who helped you to prepare the disclosure reports?

17 A Nobody helped me prepare the disclosure reports.

18 I downloaded the database that had been entered into the

19 campaign headquarters probably back in my office and

20 prepared the disclosure reports based on what was entered

21 into the database at the campaign headquarters.

22 Q Would there be any reason why checks would not be

23 entered into the computer database and be submitted on the

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 disclosure reports?

2A Well, like I said, I can think of a dozen reasons.

* 3 I mean, it could have got washed with somebody's clothes, or

4 knocked off of a counter, or fell into the back of a file

5 cabinet, or anyone of a dozen things that could happen in

6 the middle of a hectic challenger campaign.

7 Q How many staffers were responsible, in terms of

8 numbers how many staffers were responsible for entering

9 information into the computer database?

10 A I don't know.

11 MR. GINSBERG: When you speak of staffers, do you

12 mean paid staffers, or do you mean volunteers, or both?

13 MR. RIGSBY: I'll ask -- both.
* 14 THE WITNESS: To my knowledge --

15 MR. GINSBERG: This has already been asked and

16 answered.

17 THE WITNESS: To my knowledge, it was all

18 volunteers. I don't know of anybody that was paid to key

19 punch data into the computer. They may have paid some

20 people to write thank you letters, but not to key punch the

21 data into the computer.

22 MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

23 record. I am handing to the court reporter Exhibit B; a
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1copy of a check - -

2MR. GINSBERG: Mr. Rigsby, would you mind leaving

* 3 the exhibits up here so that we can refer back to them?

4 THE WITNESS: That was our copy anyway, wasn't it?

5 MS. VOSDINGH: No, it wasn't.

6 MR. GINSBERG: The FEC doesn't believe in giving

7 parties copies of the exhibit.

8 THE WITNESS: Oh.

9 MR. GINSBERG: This is all part of the fun part

10 that an administrative deposition, including trying to get

ii you to speculate about. It's all sort of part and parcel in

12 the control mechanisms.

13 THE WITNESS: Starting to understand.

* 14 MR. RIGSBY: Exhibit B - -

15 MS. VOSDINGH: Speculation is perfectly

16 appropriate in a deposition.

17 MR. GINSBERG: Of course.

18 MR. RIGSBY: A copy of a check dated October 25,

19 1994, for $500 from Stephen Smith, and the court reporter

20 has marked this document as Exhibit B.

21 (The document referred to was

22 marked for identification as

23 FEC Exhibit B.)
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1 BY MR. RIGSBY:

2 Q Mr. Black, have you seen this document before?

O 3A I don't recall ever seeing this document.

4 Q Who wrote the notation at the top right hand

5 corner of the check, "Check not in database excessive" on

6 this check?

7A I don't know.

8Q Can you identify committee staffers who may have

9 wrote the notation?

10 A The only people who might know would be either

1i Bill Adams or John Watson might.

12 MR. GINSBERG: I'm sorry, where do the words

13 "excessive" appear on there?

* 14 MR. RIGSBY: "XS."

15 MR. GINSBERG: Okay, so that's your assumption

16 that that's what that means?

17 MR. RIGSBY: That's my assumption.

18 MR. GINSBERG: Okay.

19 BY MR. RIGSBY:

20 Q To whom was the notation directed?

21 A I don't know.

22 Q Can you identify staffers who may know to whom the

23 notation was directed?
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1A There is a possibility Bill Adams or John Watson

2could shed some light on it. But to my knowledge, no.

O 3 Q Why would a check not be put in the database?

4A I thought all the checks were put into the

5database, or they were supposed to have been. I thought

6they were, other than a mistake like we talked about before.

7Q Who made the decision not to itemize this check,

8FEC Exhibit B, on the committee's disclosure reports?

9A I have to give you the same answer that I said

10 before as to not itemizing. I itemized every check that was

Ii in the -- that was in our database that I knew we had, and I

12 don't know that anybody would ever make a decision like

13 that, a conscious decision.

* 14 Q I would like to put another exhibit on the record.

15 I'm handing to the court reporter Exhibit C; a copy of a

16 check dated October 18, 1994, from the account of Mr. And

17 Mrs. J. P. Smith, which was signed only by Mrs. J. P. Smith,

18 and I also have handed a copy of this exhibit to Mr. Black.

19 (The document referred to was

20 marked for identification as

21 FEC Exhibit C.)

22 BY MR. RIGSBY:

23 Q Mr. Black, have you seen this document before?
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A I have no recollection of ever seeing this before.

Q Who wrote the notation at the bottom right hand

corner reading, "Entered 400 of 500 check excess contrib."

on Exhibit C?

A I don't know.

Q Can you identify the committee staffers who may

know who wrote this notation?

A It would be the same as I answered before.

Q Which?

A Bill Adams or John Watson may or may not.

And I don't even know there was a committee

staffer who wrote it. I've got no idea who wrote it, or

that it was even written on there by somebody. I have no

idea. I've never seen it before.

Q And the handwriting is not familiar?

A No.

Q What does the notation mean?

A It means nothing to me.

Q Who made the decision to itemize this check marked

Exhibit C as $400 on the committee's disclosure reports

instead of $500?

MR. GINSBERG: I don't believe you have

established for the record that that's indeed what the entry

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1on the disclosure report was.

2 BY MR. RIGSBY:

* 3 Q Mr. Black, didn't you sign all disclosure reports?

4 A Yes.

5 Q Under what circumstances would the committee

6 itemize a contribution in an amount less than the actual

7 contribution?

8 A None that I know of. I mean, I took the records

9 from the database and put them in the reports. If they were

10 less than the $200, we didn't itemize it. But I can't think

1i of any reason.

12 MR. RIGSBY: I'm handing to the court reporter

13 Exhibit D for identification. I have handed to the court

* 14 reporter for identification Exhibit D a copy of a check

15 dated October 17, 1994, for $500 from the account of J. L.

16 or Anne Gray, which was signed only by Mr. J. L. Gray, and a

17 contributor information form.

18 (The document referred to was

19 marked for identification as

20 FEC Exhibit D.)

21 BY MR. RIGSBY:

22 Q Have you seen this document before, Mr. Black?

23 A Not to my recollection.
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1 Q Who wrote the notation "XS by 200" --

2 A I don't know.

e 3Q -- at the bottom there?

4 A I don't know.

5 Q Can you identify staffers who may know who wrote

6 the notation on Exhibit D?

7A I would have to speculate as to who would know

8 that. Bill Adams or John Watson may or may not know who

9 wrote that.

10 Q What do you think the notation means?

11 A It means nothing to me.

12 Q Who made the decision to itemize the check listed

13 on Exhibit D in the amount of $300 instead of $500 on the

* 14 committee's disclosure reports?

15 A Well, I prepared the disclosure reports, but I

16 never made a decision to itemize a check for a different

17 amount.

18 Q What kind of policies and procedures that you have

19 in place as treasurer to make sure that you would minimize

20 the errors in reporting, the disclosure reports?

21 MR. GINSBERG: I believe we have gone over that

22 already.

23 MR. RIGSBY: I don't.
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1 BY MR. RIGSBY:

2Q I would like you to again repeat for the record

* 3 what the procedures that you as treasurer had in place to

4 ensure accuracy of the reporting to the Federal Election

5 Commission.

6 A Well, I took the database off of the computer that

7 was at the campaign headquarters, took it back to my office,

8 and prepared the reports based on that. If there was

9 incomplete information, I would talk to Bill Adams and ask

10 him if he knew the answers. Some people, I would look up

11 their addresses or something like that on a phone disk CD

12 that I had.

13 And then the reports, generally before they were

* 14 sent out, Bill Adams would look at the Schedule A before we

15 mailed it out if we had time.

16 MR. RIGSBY: I want to hand to the court reporter

17 Exhibit E. Exhibit E is a copy of the committee facsimile

18 of a deposit slip and a check dated February 11, 1994, for

19 $4,000 from the account of Mr. or Mrs. Charles Camp to the

20 committee. And I have also handed a copy of this exhibit to

21 Mr. Black.

22 //

23 //
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1 (The document referred to was

2 marked for identification as

O 3 FEC Exhibit E.)

4 BY MR. RIGSBY:

5Q Mr. Black, have you seen this document before?

6 A No.

7 Q Who wrote the notation "Charles, Mr. and Mrs.

8 Charles Camp gave $4,000. One-half of that needs to be put

9 toward general election. Thanks, John."?

10 A Well, I would have to assume somebody named John

11 wrote that.

12 Q Can you identify all the staffers with the name

13 John in the campaign?

* 14 A John Watson is the only staffer that I recall

15 named John. There may have been a volunteer named John, but

16 he's the only staffer that I recall.

17 Q The salutation, who is Charles that is being

18 referred to in the notation?

19 A I don't know.

20 Q Were there any other staffers named Charles

21 besides yourself?

22 A There may have been a volunteer who key punched

23 data into the computer named Charles, but I don't think
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1 there are any staffers.

2Q Can you identify committee staffers who may know

* 3 the Charles and John that is being referred to in this

4 notation?

5A Bill Adams and John watson may or may not know who

6 is referred to, but I've never seen it. I don't know.

7 Q What does the notation mean?

8 A Well --

9 MR. GINSBERG: I take it you're asking him to

10 speculate.

i1 THE WITNESS: Should I answer?

12 MR. GINSBERG: Yes.

13 THE WITNESS: Well, if a couple gives $4,000, half
* 14 of it's to the primary and half of it's the general, which

15 my understanding of the law is allowable.

16 BY MR. RIGSBY:

17 Q Was there a written authorization to redesignate

18 this contribution on Exhibit E, this one here, Exhibit E?

19 A I have no idea. I don't know.

20 Q During the Commission's field audit of the

21 committee, you stated that the committee did not obtain any

22 requests for redesignations or reattributions, and doubted

23 whether any existed.
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1 In the committee's response to the exit conference

2 memorandum, you stated that the committee had received

* 3 verbal authorizations of redesignations or reattributions

4 that were given to Bill Adams and John Watson; is that

5 correct?

6 A Yes.

7 Q Are you aware that verbal authorizations are

8 not -- do not meet the requirements of the law with respect

9 to reattributions and redesignations of contributions?

10 A I am aware of that today.

11 Q But you were not aware of that during the 1994

12 campaign?

13 A No, I was not aware of it then.
* 14 Q Who made the decision to redesignate the check on

15 Exhibit A without written authorization?

16 MR. GINSBERG: I'm sorry. You're referring back

17 to Exhibit A?

18 MR. RIGSBY: I'm sorry. Exhibit E.

19 BY MR. RIGSBY:

20 Q Who made the decision to redesignate the check

21 marked Exhibit E without written authorization?

22 A Well, I would have to speculate there that it

23 was --
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1 MR. GINSBERG: You don't need to speculate.

2 THE WITNESS: Okay.

O 3 BY MR. RIGSBY:

4Q I know that you can speculate, and I'm asking you

5 to speculate who made the decision to redesignate the check

:6 marked Exhibit E without written authorization?

7 MR. GINSBERG: If they want you to speculate, you

8 can speculate. However, if you don't know, you don't know,

9 and you should state that in your answer.

10 THE WITNESS: I have -- I don't know, and I would

11i have to guess 15 - 20 different things -- well, not 15

12 things; several different things could have happened.

13 MR. RIGSBY: I'm handing to the court reporter@ 14 Exhibit F, and I'm handing a copy to Mr. Black. Exhibit F

15 is a copy of a check dated March 31, 1994, for $1900 from

16 the account of J. T. or Sharon Cooper, which was signed only

17 by Sharon Cooper.

18 (The document referred to was

19 marked for identification as

20 FEC Exhibit F. )

21 BY MR. RIGSBY:

22 Q Have you seen this document before, Mr. Black?

23 A I don't recall ever seeing this document before.
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1.Q Who wrote the notation at the bottom, "900 -

2 Sharon, 1,000 - J.T."?

O 3A I don't know.

4Q Can you identify staffers who may know who wrote

5 the notation?

6 A John Watson or Bill Adams may or may not know who

7 wrote that.

8 Q To whom would the notation be directed?

9 A I don't know.

10 Q What does the notation mean?

11 A It doesn't mean anything to me. I would -- I

12 would have to -- I would just be mailing wild guesses.

13 Q Who made the decision to reattribute this check

* 14 without written authorization?

15 A Assuming that it was reattributed, which I don't

16 recall how all it was put on the report.

17 Q Did committee staffers automatically reattribute

18 or redesignate contributions when they thought a contributor

19 had exceeded his or her limit?

20 A To my knowledge, no.

21 MR. RIGSBY: I am going to hand to the court

22 reporter Exhibit G for identification, and a copy to Mr.

23 Black. Exhibit G is a copy of a check dated December 31,
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1994, for $250 from the account of J. L. or Anne Gray, which

is signed only by J. L. Gray.

(The document referred to was

marked for identification as

FEC Exhibit G.)

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q Have you seen this document before, Mr. Black?

A I don't recall ever seeing this document.

Q Who wrote the notation at the bottom,

"Contribution entered under Anne. John has topped out."?

A I don't know.

0 That handwriting is not familiar to you?

A No.

Q Can you identify any of the staffers who may know

who wrote the notation?

A I would have to speculate that either Bill Adams

or John Watson may or may not know who wrote it.

0 To whom would this notation be directed?

A I have no knowledge of who it would be directed

to.

0 Are there any other documents, copies of checks

with notations similar to those that were found on Exhibit A

through Exhibit G?

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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A I still can't read Exhibit A, but it doesn't look

like they are that close. I forgot what it said.

Q So I will just repeat again, are there any other

documents or copies of checks that you know of with

notations similar to notations found on Exhibit A through

Exhibit G?

A I don't know of any other documents, no.

MR. MCGAHN: You don't have any. You're not going

to spring one on him now and say, "Oh, here is one."

THE WITNESS: Well, I've never seen these before.

MR. RIGSBY: Okay. Why don't we take another 10-

minute break.

(Whereupon, a recess was taken.)

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q Mr. Black, with respect to handing the

contributions, who would deposit the checks in the bank?

A To my knowledge, either John or Bill would make

out the deposit slips most of the time. I think at one time

they had an assistant, but I don't remember who it was, who

assisted in making out some deposit slips in the '94

campaign, but that's been awhile ago.

Q Who endorsed the contribution checks?

A I would have to guess that we had a stamp, but I

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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2.don't know.

2Q But who would be responsible for - - if you had a

* 3 stamp, who would be responsible for stamping the checks with

4the endorsement?

5A Either Bill Adams or somebody working under him.

6 Q With respect to the computer database, was it more

7 than one staffer who was responsible for entering data,

8contribution data into the database?

9 A We had a series of volunteers who key punched the

10 data in, and different ones did it, whoever was available.

11i Q Was it more than 10?

S 12 A I don't know.

13 Q However, it was more than one or two?

*14 A Yes.

15 Q How many computers did the committee have?

16 A To my recollection, there was only one that had

17 that database on it, but I think we had more than -- we had

18 more than one computer. But the only one I ever worked with

19 was that one, but I think there were some others.

20 Q With respect to the computer database that we have

21 been discussing, can you explain some information about the

22 database?

23 Was it made available to FEC auditors?

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1A It would be easier for me to explain what

2 happened. We had a database that was in Foxpro that was at

* 3 the campaign headquarters that the - - they liked to enter

4 the data in. They did not like my database or the way I was

5 doing it. So they entered data into a database at the

6 campaign headquarters in a program called Foxpro.

7 I would go a week or two before the reports were

8 due, download it into a DBF file, and take the data back to

9 my office and I used a program called either Alpha 4 or

10 Alpha 5. At one time Alpha 4, and then it gets upgraded to

•11i Alpha 5. I think now it's Alpha 6 or 7. And that was the

S 12 only program I had. It's a little bit easier to use than

13 Foxpro and I had used it once before and was somewhat

* 14 familiar with it, and I couldn't figure out Foxpro. So

15 that's -- so which database are you talking about?

16 Q The database regarding the contributions; yours?

17 A The Alpha 5 one?

18 Yeah, everything I - - I kept it in a separate

19 directory on my hard drive, and I gave them that whole

20 directory on a floppy disk before they came down to do the

21 audit, everything I had.

22 Q And everything that you had should have been the

23 same information that was at the committee headquarters?

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1A Yes, but I -- like I added some to it. Like when

2 I downloaded it, some of them didn't have occupation and

* 3 employer, and I would fax over to Bill and list the ones

4 that didn't have occupation and employer. And he would

5 write on the fax, you know, if he knew who they were. You

6 know, that's John, he works -- you know, he owns the lumber

7 yard in Cartersville or whatever, and fax it back to me, and

8 then I would enter it into the database. So mine was

9 probably a little more complete in that regard.

10 And then in '94, mine had the PACs in it, and the

11 one in the campaign headquarters did not have the PACs in

12 it. They could figure out how to enter PACs and parties

13 there.

* 14 Q With respect to reattributions and --

15 A Oh, and they didn't know how to enter "in kinds"

16 either, so I had to enter the "in kinds" into mine.

17 Q With respect to reattributions and redesignations,

18 you testified earlier that perhaps some verbal

19 authorizations were given to Bill Adams or John Watson.

20 Does the committee have any documentation of these

21 oral or verbal authorizations?

22 A To my knowledge, no. But you would have to ask

23 Bill or John that.

O Heritage Reporting Corporation0 (202) 628-4888



1 0 I just wanted to get some additional information

2 on Mr. Jeff Breedlove?

O 3A Yes.

4Q Was he the campaign manager in 1994?

5A Yes.

6Q What is Mr. Breedlove's occupation?

7A He's the campaign manager currently.

8 Q That's his full-time occupation?

9 A Yes.

10 Oh, well, it seems like he may be part time with

11 the congressional office, or he may not be. At one time he

12 was. Whether or not he still is, I really don't know.

13 0 Where does Mr. Breedlove reside?

*14 A He just has moved so I don't -- he did live with

15 his parents for awhile, and then he and his wife moved

16 somewhere, but I really am not sure what part of town it is.

17 Q You mentioned earlier that Mr. Adams lives in

18 Tucker?

19 A Correct.

20 0 That is, Tucker, Georgia?

21 A Correct.

22 Q Do you have a street address or phone number?

23 A In the database, I do, but I don't know it off the

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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top of my head.

Q You testified earlier that Mr. Watson lives in

Marietta?

A I think I read that in the paper that John was

living in Marietta now, or he had just married a girl who

lived in Marietta or something like that.

Q What was the approximate time in terms of month or

year that Mr. Watson no longer worked on Bob Barr For

Congress campaign?

A Well, after the election was over, I think he went

to work for the Georgia Republican Party.

Q With respect to your own campaign experience, you

mentioned earlier that you worked on - - served as treasurer

for a judge.

What is that judge's name?

A Wally Clayton, and Melody Clayton.

Q And that was in which county?

A It was in Cobb County.

QCobb.

Mr. Black, what kind of law do you practice

primarily?

A Bankruptcy, taxes and commercial business type



1Q Did the committee obtain the occupation and the

2 name of employer of each contributor whose contributions

* 3 aggregated more than $200 in a calendar year?

4A No.

5 MR. GINSBERG: You meant that question as a

6 factual matter?

7 MR. RIGSBY: Yes.

8 MR. GINSBERG: Rather than a policy matter?

9 MR. RIGSBY: Yes, did the committee obtain.

10 THE WITNESS: I'm sure out of all of those we

Ii missed at least one.

12 BY MR. RIGSBY:

13 0 How did you obtain this information from the

* 14 contributors who aggregated more than $200?

15 A More than - - on your other exhibits we had a

16 little card; that the procedure was that the contributors

17 fill out the card. And for some reason they didn't make it

18 into the database, they didn't fill out a card, or didn't

19 want to fill out a card or whatever. I could get my program

20 to run off everybody over $200 that a certain field was

21 blank, and I would run a report off of everybody who was

22 blank and fax it over to Bill Adams.

23 Bill knew most of them, you know, out of the
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(202) 628-4888



0 0

1

5

6

10

15

12

13

18

19

20

21

22

23

59

report because he had solicited money, been to their place

of business or whatnot, and would fax it back to me and I

would type them into the database, the ones he knew.

And then if there were still some blank, I had a

CD that I bought that had the phone numbers in it, and I

would look them up in the CD and I called some and would

just ask them. Or some of them, we had a business telephone

number for in the database but no occupation, and I would

call and ask them.

Q With respect to the telephone calls that you or

Mr. Adams may have made, do you have written documentation

of those telephone calls?

A Well, what would have happened was I would have

printed out a sheet with the blank ones, written it in. And

after I typed them in the computer, I probably threw the

sheet away.

Q With respect to those contributors who had not

given you all of the information, did you make a request for

this information within 30 days of receiving the

contribution?

A Me personally, no.

Q Other staffers?

A I have no knowledge whether they did or did not.

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1Q Identify the name and title of the staffers who

2 made requests for information on the occupation and employer

* 3 of contributors.

4A The staffers who were -- that was in their

5 description of what they were supposed to do would have been

6 Bill Adams or somebody working under him. I mean, he

7 handled that.

8Q On the committee's disclosure report the committee

9 used the term "best efforts refused" instead of listing the

10 occupation and name of employer for those contributors.

11 What does the term "best efforts refused" mean?

12 A The times that I used it is people didn't want to

13 tell us for whatever reason.

* 14 Q Did you explain to them that it was required by

15 the law to obtain this information?

16 MR. GINSBERG: You're talking about the 1994 time

17 period for this?

18 MR. RIGSBY: Yes, for 1994 campaign.

19 THE WITNESS: Me personally, nobody refused me

20 personally, but that was they either refused to John or

21 Bill. And I would call some that Bill and John telling me

22 that those people don't want it on the report. They don't

23 want to give it to us. So I would assume that John and Bill

e Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1had explained it to them.

2 BY MR. RIGSBY:

O 3Q Could you state how many or percentage of

4 contributors who refused to give that information?

5A My personal knowledge, it's only a handful. But

6 other than just, you know, a small percentage, I don't

7 recall. I mean, you know, we got thousands of contributors

8 and I don't remember, you know. But I remember John or Bill

9 telling me -- when I would fax them over to Bill, he told me

10 once -- I just remember one or two, but it seems like there

12. may have been more. It seems like there was more where he

12 told me that, but it's a lot of data, a lot of people.

13 Q Also, on the committee disclosure reports the

*14 committee states that many contributors who contributed more

15 than $200 in calendar year were "self-employed small

16 business owners."

17 In providing this information, did any of these

18 contributors know whether their businesses were

19 incorporated?

20 A We didn't know. Bill knew the people and knew

21 where they worked and knew they owned the business, or I

22 asked John or somebody who knew that they did have their own

23 business and that they were the boss of that business.

O Heritage Reporting Corporation0 (202) 628-4888



1MR. RIGSBY: Okay, let's take a five-minute break.

2 (Whereupon, a recess was taken.)

O 3 BY MR. RIGSBY:

4 I'll refer back to your testimony regarding Mr.

5 Breedlove. Did you state which town he resided in?

6 A I don't know now.

7 Q Where did he used to live?

8 A He used to - - before he got married, I think he

9 lived with his parents, and it was somewhere over near Sandy

10 Springs. Since he's been married, I know they have got an

11 apartment somewhere, and I know he's told me but I have just

12 forgot. And I think I've got it in my -- it would be in my

13 records where it is because we will have to send him a W-2.

*14 Q Do you recall how long ago he --

15 A Well, if you need to get in touch with Mr.

16 Breedlove, he's at the campaign headquarters. You can reach

17 him there.

18 Q Which is located in?

19 A Marietta.

20 Q And the street address?

21 A I don't know it.

22 MR. GINSBERG: I think it's a post office box.

23 It's kind of rural. I think you found him already for
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(202) 628-4888



1 purposes of sending him documents.

2 THE WITNESS: Right, but Mr. Ginsberg can -- that

* 3 would be fine to go through him too, I'm sure, wouldn't it?

4MR. GINSBERG: I'm always happy to help the FEC

5 find people at the campaign headquarters they report from,

6 sure.

7 THE WITNESS: Yeah.

8 BY MR. RIGSBY:

9 Q With respect to using the term "best efforts

10 refused" on the disclosure reports in terms of finding name

1i of occupation and employer, in those instances in which you

12 put "best efforts refused," did the committee make an

13 attempt to search its own files to submit any information

* 14 that they may have had on those individuals submitted to

15 the --

16 A Yes, I would have. I mean, I'm not saying that I

17 was successful every time. But if I had it in my files, I

18 would use it if I could find it. Now, that would have just

19 been on my database.

20 Now, we may have had something else from them in

21 our boxes of stuff. But if I knew were it was, I would have

22 used it.

23 Q With respect to your testimony relating to the
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1 written authorizations for reattributions and

2 redesignations, you mentioned that there were a few

* 3 partnerships that submitted a letterreadn

4 reattributions and redesignations.

5 What prompted them to send you letters?

= 6 A There was like a transmittal letter with the

S7 contribution.

8 Q Did you or anyone on the committee staff contact

9 them requesting that they --

10 A The one that really sticks out in my mind was

11I somebody that evidently knew what the law was and wrote us a

, 12 letter and said here's a check on partnership funds. This

13 should go to partners X and Y. And I remember that real --

* 14 and I had to get out your book and read how that was

15 supposed to be attributed, and it was a pain to do that

16 because my report, the database I used wanted to add them up

17 and the totals weren't right because the way you all do it

18 you do one entry, and then an entry for each of the others,

19 but they don't all -- the columns don't add up. So I

20 remember that really being a pain, and that just stuck out

21 in my mind because I remember it was really a pain to do it

22 computer programming-wise. Not being a computer programmer

23 and reading a book and just figuring it out, it was a pain
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1 for me.

2Q Mr. Black, did you have any involvement in

* 3 preparing the committee response to the Commission's finding

4of reason to believe?

5A The one that Mr. Ginsberg did?

S6 Q Yes.

S7 A Yes, he called me and talked to me.

8 Q Do you think that your answers to my questions

: 9 were complete?

10 A To the best of my knowledge.

11i Q Is there anything else that you would like to add

S 12 to any of your answers?

:.13 A There is a few little things that, you know, just
* 14 a little think like you asking about civic clubs. I'm in two

15 or three other clubs or organizations, and you just started

16 asking a question sometimes when I was answering. But I

17 don't remember anything pertinent other than, you know,

18 background question kind of thing. I mean, if you want --

19 Q With respect to those background questions, you

20 mentioned that you had been deposed before.

21 Under what circumstances were you deposed?

22 A I was in -- I divorced my wife, my ex-wife filed

23 for divorce, and that's one deposition. And then my current
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1wife's ex-husband filed for change of custody, and I think I

2 was deposed then. And to my knowledge, that's -- I can't

* 3 recall any others.

4 I have been an expert witness, but I don't -- in

5 some other cases, but I don't remember if there were

6 depositions or not.

S7 Q Are you going to exercise your right to read the

8 transcript in this case?

S9 A I'm going to ask Mr. Ginsberg about that and see

10 what he thinks is best.

11 MR. GINSBERG: I think part of the response to

12 that will be exactly how and where he can review it. At

13 his office, certainly yes. If you make him traipse halfway

*14 across the state of Georgia, we will deal with that issue

15 when we need to.

16 MR. RIGSBY: Although I do not foresee the need to

17 further depose you, this deposition is being continued

18 because this investigation is ongoing. And we may have to

19 speak with you again.

20 Just to clarify, is there anything else you would

21 like to add in your answers?

22 MR. GINSBERG: Why don't you go ahead and do that.

23 THE WITNESS: Okay. You were asking some specific
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1 questions about who had responsibility for making decisions

2 and things like that. I mean, Bob Barr had the -- you know,

* 3 he's the candidate, and he was the ultimate decisionmaking

4 authority, but he made very few day-to-day decision, if any,

5 that I have any recollection of as far as how the campaign

6 was run. The day to day and almost every decision I ever

7 heard of was either made by Jeff Breedlove or Bill Adams.

*8Bob Barr, I had almost never saw him in the

-. 9 campaign headquarter making decisions or doing the work. If

10 he was there, all he was always -- he was on the phone. As

11I far as him making decisions or having anything to do with

C 12 day-to-day operations, I don't think he did.

13 MR. RIGSBY: Is there anything else?
* 14 THE WITNESS: No.

15 II

16 I/

17 II

18 II

19 I/

20 II

21 II

22 II

23 /I

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888



• 0

68

1MR. RIGSBY: I would like to remind you once again

2that this investigation must remain confidential until the

* 3 Federal Election Commission closes its file in this matter.

4 Thank you very much.

5 (Whereupon, at 12:08 p.m., the hearing was

-6 recessed, to resume sine die.)

~7

8 I have read the foregoing pages 1 through 68, and

S9 they are a true and accurate record of my

10 testimony therein recorded, and any changes and/or

11i corrections appear on the attached errata sheet

u 12 signed by me.

13

15 CHARLES C. BLACK

16

17 Subscribed and sworn to before me

18 this _______day of _________, 1997

19

20 Notary Public

21 My Commission expires:

I e Heritage Reporting Corporation
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Handwritten note from
Watson; Copy of $4,000
check from Camp to Barr

Copy of $500 check dated
10-25-94 from S. Smith to
Barr

Copy of $500 check dated
10-18-94 from J. P. Smith
to Barr
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dated 9-23-94 from Jones
to Barr

35 Copy of $1,900 check
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2THE REPORTER: On the record. I have 1:52 p.m.

3 Sir, if you would stand and raise your right hand?

4 Whereupon,

5 JOHN K. WATSON

6 having been first duly sworn, was called as a witness herein

7 and was examined and testified as follows:

8 EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

9 BY MR. RIGSBY:

10 Q My name is Delbert K. Rigsby, and with me is

11 Rhonda J. Vosdingh. We are attorneys at the Federal

12 Election Commission, and we represent the Commission in

13 Matter Under Review or MUR 4357.

14 This deposition is being taken pursuant to a

15 Federal Election Commission subpoena issued in connection

16 with an investigation under Section 437(g) of Title 2 of the

17 United States Code. This statute provides that the

18 confidentiality of this proceeding must be maintained until

19 the Commission closes the file in this investigation.

20 Please state your name and social security number.

21 A John middle initial K. Watson

22 Q And what is your date of birth?

23 A

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1Q Are you represented by counsel?

2A Yes.

* 3 Q Is yorattorney with yuhere today?

4A Yes.

5 Q Please identify your attorney.

6 A Mr. Ginsberg.

7Q Are you being represented by anyone else?

8A Don, and I don't know Don's last name.

9MR. MCGAHN: McGahn.

10 THE WITNESS: McGahn. I'm sorry.

II MR. MCGAHN: It is the same firm as Mr. Ginsberg.

12 BY MR. RIGSBY:

13 Q Have you been deposed before?

@14 A No.

15 0 Okay. I will just give you some preliminary

16 instructions regarding how depositions work so that you can

17 get comfortable with that.

18 I will ask questions, and the court reporter will

19 be recording my questions and your answers. The questions

20 will not necessarily be limited to your involvement in this

21 matter, but may include requests for information concerning

22 other people.

23 Please keep in mind that your testimony is under
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1oath. It is critical that you answer truthfully, as if you

2 were giving testimony in Court before a Judge and a jury.

* If yuviolate this oath to tell the truth, yucould be

4 subject to a charge of perjury under Section 1621 of Title

5 18 of the United States Code.

6 It is important to answer each question clearly

7 and audibly. The court reporter cannot record body

8 movements, such as a nod of the head. Please wait until the

9 question is finished before you answer it.

10 The court reporter will be recording everything

11 that we say. You will have the opportunity to review the

12 transcript to determine whether it conforms with your

13 recollection of what occurred today, and you may sign it if

14 you wish.

15 It is important that you answer questions fully.

16 If at any time you realize that you gave an inaccurate or

17 incomplete answer, let me know, if you realize later in the

18 course of the deposition that you may have something to add

19 to an earlier response. If you do not understand a

20 question, please let me know, and I will rephrase it.

21 Otherwise, I will assume that you understand the question.

22 Finally, if you need to take a break let me know,

23 and I will ask the court reporter to go off the record so

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1that we can recess for a few minutes.

2 Are you taking any medication or have any medical

* 3 condition that may affect your ability to continue with this

4deposition?

5A No.

6 Q Is there any other reason why you cannot continue

7 with this deposition?

8 A No.

9 Q Do you have any questions regarding the deposition

10 instructions?

11 A No, sir.

12 Q What have you done to prepare for today's

13 deposition here? Did you review any documents?

@14 A No, sir.

15 Q Have you spoken with anyone besides your lawyer

16 regarding this deposition?

17 A No.

18 Q I would just like to ask, first of all, some

19 background questions. What is your home address?

20 A 955 Juniper Street, N.E., #4329, Atlanta, 30309.

21 Q How long have you lived there?

22 A This spring. April. No, it wasn't. It was June.

23 I'm sorry.

* Heritage ReportingCoprtn
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1Q June of which year?

2A June of this year. No. I'm sorry. The previous

* 3 year. 1997.

4 Q Where are you currently employed?

5 A Mike Bowers for Governor Campaign for Georgia.

6 Q What is your job title?

7 A Campaign manager.

8 Q And how long have you held this position?

9 A May of 1997.

10 Q What are your job responsibilities?

11 A I manage and oversee the day-to-day running of the

12 campaign for governor.

13 Q What is the telephone number at your office?

@14 A (770) 645-1426.

15 Q Are you a member of any professional

16 organizations, political organizations or civic clubs or

17 party organizations?

18 A In Georgia, there is no party affiliation,

19 official party affiliations.

20 Q No civic clubs or anything of that sort?

21 A A memnber of the NRA.

22 Q And that is the acronym for?

23 A Sorry. National Rifle Association.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1Q Have you ever run for an elected office?

2A No.

* 3 Q Now, is yorposition with Mr. Bowers a paid

4 position or volunteer position?

5A It's paid.

6 Q Have you been involved in any other political

7 campaigns?

8 A Yes, I have.

9 0 Can you name those campaigns and the title of your

10 position in those campaigns?

ii A Forgive me on the exactness of the year. In 1991,

12 I was involved, as a volunteer, in the Michael Fry for

13 Supervisor race in Centerville, Virginia. I volunteered on

14 a gentleman that was running for Governor of Virginia at

15 that time. I can't remember his name.

16 I moved to Georgia and worked on the Bob Barr for

17 Congress campaign. That was the only other campaign prior

18 to the job in --

19 0 And that is the Bob Barr campaign in what year?

20 A 1994.

21 Q Have you ever been involved in the financial

22 aspects of a campaign, such as soliciting contributions or

23 processing contributions?
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1A Yes, I have.

2Q Have you been involved in any federal campaigns

* 3 besides the Bob Barr for Congress?

4A No, sir.

5Q were you ever trained in federal election laws or

6 Federal Election Commission regulations?

7 A I was never trained. No, sir.

8 Q Have you ever made any contributions to a federal

9 election campaign, Congressional, Senatorial or Presidential

10 Campaign?

11 A Yes. Yes. I contributed to the Barr.

12 0 I beg your pardon?

13 A I contributed to the Barr effort in 1994.

@ 14 Q What was the amount of your contribution?

15 A I don't remember. A couple hundred dollars.

16 Q Are you aware of the legal limitations on

17 contributions to federal campaigns that are set forth in the

18 Federal National Campaign Act?

19 A Yes.

20 Q Describe the 1994 Bob Barr for Congress

21 committee's organizational structure.

22 A There were three principals. We had a campaign

23 that would fluctuate of other employees -- four, five, six,
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1seven. The organizational structure consisted of a finance

2side of the campaign and a political side of the campaign.

* 3 Q When you say there were three principals, can you

4give the names and the titles of those individuals?

5 A Certainly. Bill Adams as finance director, myself

6 as deputy finance director and Jeff Breedlove as campaign

7 manager.

8 Q And you mentioned that there were seven other

9 staffers?

10 A There were several others. We had folks that were

11 responsible for inputting data. We had some folks that were

12 responsible at fluctuating times for putting up yard signs.

13 I cannot remember the exact number of employees throughout

@ 14 the entire campaign.

15 Q When did you join the Bob Barr for Congress '94

16 campaign?

17 A It was the summer. I don't know the exact -- in

18 June or July of '93. The summer of '93.

19 Q When did you complete your employment with the

20 Barr campaign?

21 A It would be June, I believe, of '95. June of '95.

22 Q And why did you leave the campaign?

23 A Another job offer. A different job.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1Q Describe your responsibilities and your day-to-day

2activities in the 1994 campaign.

* 3 A I was responsible for raising mnyto gotowards

4electing Bob for Congress. Those activities included

5solicitation, one-on-one phone solicitation, mail and/or

6 events typically.

7 Q Did you delegate any of your duties?

8 A Help me. Specifically?

9 Q Did you delegate any of your duties? You

10 mentioned that there were several other staffers.

11 A At points in time there were folks that assisted

12 me, yes, whether it be scheduling events, inputting of data,

13 helping out with thank-yous, yes.
@14 I had no regular volunteers. I mean, people

15 assisted me, yes, in my efforts.

16 Q Was your position a paid position or volunteer?

17 A It was paid.

18 Q Who was your direct supervisor?

19 A Bill Adams.

20 Q Who prepared the disclosure reports on

21 contributions and expenditures with the Federal Election

22 Commission?

23 A Charles Black.
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1 Q What was Charles Black's title?

2 A Treasurer.

* 3 Q Did yuhave ayrole in preparing the disclosure

4 reports?

5 A No role other than providing the information to

6 which he would use a computer to come up with the report.

7 Q Describe for me the committee's procedure for

8 processing contributions, so to speak, the chain of custody

9 of the contribution once it came in the door. For example,

10 who opened the mail?

11 A The opener of the mail was the person that got to

12 the mailbox. There was no regular person that was assigned

13 to open the mail.
@14 Checks would come to myself or Bill Adams or a

15 designee, volunteer or otherwise, that was helping us at

16 that time. To the best of my memory, checks were copied.

17 The actual checks themselves were then deposited, and copies

18 of the checks were kept on file to be used to make the

19 final - -

20 Q Who made the copies of the checks?

21 A Any number of people. I did it. Volunteers did

22 it. Again, my designee. Any number of people would make

23 the copies.
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1Q Who was responsible for entering contribution data

2 into the committee's database?

* 3 A We had, again, volunteers. We had one temporary

4 service employee that would come in and key information in.

5 Ultimately, all that information went to Charles as the

;6 campaign treasurer, and he had the program by which to spit

S7 out a report. There was no one designee to put in the

8 checks.

"9 Q Did you ever enter any contribution data?

10 A Delbert, I don't have a specific memory of it, but

Ii it would not surprise me that, I mean, I, at one point in

~12 time, did enter a check, yes.

13 Q Did Mr. Adams also on occasion enter some
@ 14 contribution data?

15 A I have no memory - - no specific memory -- of Bill

16 doing that.

17 MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

18 record. I am going to hand to the court reporter, for

19 identification purposes, FEC Exhibit A.

20 I will give a copy of this exhibit to Mr. Watson

21 and his counsel.

22 II

23 II
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1 (The document referred to was

2 marked for identification as

O 3 FEC Exhibit A.)

4 BY MR. RIGSBY:

5Q Can you identify the handwriting there?

ft.: 6 A It's mine.

S7 Q Is that your handwriting?

8 A Yes, sir.

S9 Q Okay. Who is the Charles that is referred to in

10 this notation?

11I A My assumption would be Charles Black.

12 Q All right. When was the notation on this Exhibit

13 A written?
@ 14 A I'm sorry?

15 Q When was that notation?

16 A I don't see a date on it.

17 Q What does this notation mean to you, this language

18 here, your note to Charles?

19 A Well, it reads, "Mr. and Mrs. Charles Camp gave us

20 $4,000. Half of that needs to be put toward the general

21 election." I guess it means what it says.

22 Q Did the committee have written authorization to

23 redesignate contributions, this particular contribution here

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1on Exhibit A?

2A The committee could have had authorization. Our

* 3 procedure or myprocedure was to simply contact them in sm

4 manner. We did not have authorization that I'm aware of,

5 but that does not mean we didn't.

S6 Q In general, you mentioned that you would contact

i 7 the individuals. This would be by phone?

8 A My procedure was to contact individuals by phone,

= 9 yes.

10 Q Did you make a written record of that phone

11 conversation?

12 A No, sir.

13 Q Let me be clear at the end. Was there a written@ 14 authorization to redesignate this particular contribution?

15 A There could have been, sir. My memory -- I don't

16 have any record of it, but again there could have very well

17 have been.

18 Q Now was it the general policy of the committee to

19 redesignate or reattribute contributions without notifying

20 the contributors?

21 A No, it was not.

22 Q Do you recall making a phone call to Mr. and Mrs.

23 Camp?
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A No, I do not recall.

0 So are you saying that you may have but you do not

recall?

A No, sir. I'm just saying I don't remember calling

the Camps.

QWhat was the committee's procedure when a

contributor's aggregate contributions exceeded $1,000?

A Election law, as I understand it, prohibits that.

So, if someone gave $1,000 -- over $1,000 -- then it would

have to be given back. That was the law.

Q Was there a standard time frame in which the

committee returned contributions that were excessive?

A My memory only serves as a time that was

appropriate. I don't have a specific -- there was no policy

on the particular amount of time to get a contribution back.

Q Who made the decision to redesignate this check

marked here on Exhibit A?

A The decision, in this instance, Delbert, and again

this is my handwriting. I understand that. I don't know

who would have made the decision.

I don't remember making this specific notation

here, but again, I know that it is my handwriting. As for

the decision, I don't know.

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1Q Do you think, since you reported to Mr. Adams, do

2 you think Mr. Adams made that decision?

* 3 A I don't kosir. I can't to mymmr -it

4 doesn't go to my memory in line with that.

5Q Once you made this notation to Charles, would you

ii 6 have discussed this with Charles or with Mr. Adams or with

7 anyone else?

8 A Again, I don't remember this exact instance. I

9 remember nothing about it.

10 How I would have proceeded would have been to

11 contact this person. I have no memory of that. That was

S 12 our procedure, if there was an excessive contribution, to

13 make contact with that contributor such that they understood
14 they were in excess, and if they desired to attribute to a

15 wife, typically a spouse, a husband.

16 MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

17 record. I am handing to the court reporter, for

18 identification purposes, FEC Exhibit B, a copy of a check

19 dated October 25, 1994, for $500 from Steven Smith.

20 I am also handing a copy of this exhibit to Mr.

21 Watson and his counsel.

22 II

23 II
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1 (The document referred to was

2 marked for identification as

O 3 FEC Exhibit B.)

4 BY MR. RIGSBY:

5Q Have you seen this document before?

6 A I have no memory of seeing this document before,

N7 no.

S8 Q Who wrote the notation, "Check not in database,

C'9 XS," at the top of the check? Do you recognize that

10 handwriting?

11 A No, sir, I don't.

12 Q Since you testified earlier that there were how

C'13 many staffers during most of your time there, in addition to

@ 14 the three principals?

15 A Between volunteers and other paid folks, there was

16 as many as six, seven or eight even.

17 Q How many staffers would have actually handled or

18 processed contributions once they came in the door?

19 A It could have been as many as one person getting

20 the mail and opening it, giving that mail to someone to

21 photocopy, giving that then on to someone to input.

22 As many as, unfortunately, four or five hands

23 could be on something before we got it at the end of the

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 line.

2Q Do you recall the names of any of those

* 3 individuals?

4A I recall the names of individuals on the campaign.

5 There was one person, a temporary person, Ms. Weaver I

6 believe was her name, who was the only person I can say with

V fact was involved in that process as I remember it.

8Again, I don't have a specific memory of her.I

9.just know she was our temporary and would be involved in

i10 data input and the like.

11I Q Do you have any further idea of who may have

~12 written that notation?

13 A No, sir, I don't.

@14 Q To whom do you think the notation would have been

15 directed to?

16 A I have no idea.

17 Q The staffers that worked on contributions,

18 whenever they had a problem, for example, or questions to

19 whom did they direct those questions, to you or Mr. Adams

20 or --

21 A It could have gone to both of us. Yes, sir.

22 Q What does the notation on Exhibit B mean to you as

23 you see that, "Check not in database?"
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1A I wouldn't want to speculate. I don't -- I mean,

2 to me that would mean that it was not in our existing

* 3 computer database.

4Q Why would the committee not put a check in or the

5 contribution amount for that check in the database?

6 A I don't think it was a not putting in. To me, it

7 says that it is not in our system as it stands. It's not in

8 there now, thinking at this point at time.

9 And to me, that means it needed to be entered in.

10 I don't read it that it had not or was not going to be put

1i in.

12 Q And what database is being referred to in this

13 notation?. 14 A I don't remember the name of it. I don't know

15 what kind of software it was. There was a database that the

16 campaign maintained that was in a format.

17 All I remember is that Charles was able to pull --

18 take -- from our system at the campaign and download that

19 and put it into his computer by which he could format in the

20 program, you can buy to have it spit it out in FEC form. I

21 don't know the name of it or anything. We also needed to

22 use it for banking and other purposes.

23 Q Before communicating with Charles regarding some
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1 of the contributions, did you or Bill Adams or other

2 staffers double check the contribution amounts against the

* 3 inputted dtfodubechecking purposes?

4A No, sir. I don't remember doing that.

5Q Do you recall anyone doing that?

6 A No, sir.

7 Q The Barr committee's report to the FEC on

8 contributions received during this time period indicates

9 that this contribution was not entered into the database.

10 Who do you think made the decision not to itemize this check

11 marked Exhibit B?

12 A I can't speculate as to who made that decision.

13 MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

@14 record. I am handing to the court reporter for

15 identification purposes, FEC Exhibit C, a copy of a check

16 dated October 18, 1994, for $500 from the account of Mr. and

17 Mrs. J. P. Smith, which was signed only by Mrs. J. P. Smith.

18 I am also handing a copy of this exhibit to Mr.

19 Watson and his counsel.

20 (The document referred to was

21 marked for identification as

22 FEC Exhibit C.)

23 BY MR. RIGSBY:
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1Q Mr. Watson, do you recognize the handwriting in

2 that notation on the bottom there of this exhibit?

* 3 A No, sir, I do not.

4Q Have you seen this document before?

5A No, sir, not to my recollection.

S6 Q Do you have any idea who wrote the notation,

S7 "Entered $400 of $500 check, XS contrib," on Exhibit C in

8 the lower right-hand corner?

S9 A Do I know who wrote it?

10 Q Yes, or have any idea.

11i A No, sir, I do not.

i 12 0 I just want to reiterate. You said that is not

13 your handwriting?

@ 14 A It doesn't look like my handwriting, Delbert, no.

15 I don't believe it to be mine.

16 Q What does the notation mean to you?

17 A It's confusing -- Entered $400 of $500 check.

18 Again like the prior, it means simply what it says. Entered

19 $400 of the $500.

20 Q The Barr committee's report to the FEC on

21 contributions received during this time period indicates

22 that this contribution was listed on the report in the

23 amount of $400.
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1 Who made the decision to itemize the check marked

2 Exhibit C in the amount of $400 instead of $500 on the

* 3 committee's disclosure reports to the Commission?

4A I don't know who made that decision.

5Q Under what circumstances would the committee

6 itemize a contribution in an amount less than the actual

S7 contribution?

8 A Under what circumstances? Read me that. Would

i9 you please restate that?

10 0 Yes. Under what circumstances would the committee

II. itemize a contribution in an amount less than the actual

~12 contribution?

13 A If there had to be someone -- if there had to be

@ 14 because of an excessive contribution money either rebated or

15 attributed to a spouse who claimed that check and

16 contributed it.

17 Q Do you know what happened with the remaining $100

18 of this contribution?

19 A No, sir.

20 MR. MCGAHN: Just so the record is clear, I am not

21 sure if it is established that the Smiths were excessive in

22 general. I do not want to put words in your mouth, but you

23 may have inferred or said that the extra $100 was excessive.
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I think one of your footnotes in the report says

you are not sure. Am I right?

MR. RIGSBY: There is a footnote stating that

because the records of the committee were in such disarray.

MR. MCGAHN: Okay.

MR. RIGSBY: But from the records that we have,

that $100 was probably unitemized, but still counted as a

contribution.

MR. MCGAHN: Just so we are clear that you are not

saying that you are certain. You are not saying that it was

excessive necessarily, correct?

MR. RIGSBY: The questions that we have raised --

I asked Mr. Watson why the contribution was not reported

accurately, since the check was for $500, and the amount

that was actually recorded or submitted on the report was

for $400.

MR. MCGAHN: Okay. Thanks.

MR. RIGSBY: I just want to reiterate that we are

still trying to figure out what happened to the $100.

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q Again, Mr. Watson, you stated you had no idea what

would have happened to the remaining $100 and how it would

have been reported?
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A It would be only speculation. No, sir, I don't

know. I don't have any idea. No memory of it certainly.

MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

record. I am handing to the court reporter, for

identification purposes, FEC Exhibit D, a copy of a check

dated October 17, 1994, for $500 from the account of J. L.

or Ann Gray, which was signed only by Mr. J. L. Gray, and a

contributor information form.

I am also handing a copy of this exhibit to Mr.

Watson and his counsel.

(The document referred to was

marked for identification as

FEC Exhibit D.)

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q Mr. Watson, is that your handwriting at the bottom

of this exhibit?

A No, it's not.

Q Have you seen this exhibit before?

A Not to my memory. I've never seen it.

Q Do you recognize the handwriting at all?

A No, sir.

Q Do you have any idea who may have written the

notation, "XS by $200?"

0
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1A I do not.

2Q To whom would this notation been directed?

O 3 A I don't know.

4 You mentioned earlier that you had several

5staffers that worked with processing and handling

o. 6 contributions. Did you or Mr. Adams have any conversations

.... 7 with them regarding making notations on the copies of the

~8 checks?

S9 A I can speak for myself. If there was a

I10 contributor that contributed in excess of the law, I

II1 contacted that contributor such that they were put on notice

~12 that either we needed to refund the money or they needed to

13 notify us that they wanted it to be attributed to a spouse.
@14 Again, I can't comment as to Bill. I don't

15 remember any conversations we had regarding notation. I may

16 have made a note, but after that, sir, I don't know.

17 Q Do you recall specifically making a call to Mr. or

18 Mrs. Gray regarding this contribution?

19 A I'm sorry. I don't remember a specific phone call

20 I made, no.

21 Q The Barr committee's report to the FEC on

22 contributions received during this period indicates that

23 this contribution was listed in the amount of $300 on the

5 Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1report instead of $500.

2 Who do you think made the decision to itemize the

* 3 check marked on Exhibit D in the amount of $300 instead of

4 $500 in the disclosure reports to the Commission?

5A I have no idea.

6 Q Did you or Mr. Adams and the staff that worked

7 specifically on processing and handling contributions have

8 periodic meetings and discussions on how to handle

9 contributions that came in that were excessive?

10 A No, sir, we didn't. With the speed of the

11 campaign, we were a challenger race at that point.

12 Honestly, there was not a lot of communication after we got

13 the check in the door.

14 Q Was there any training by the committee? Did the

15 committee offer any training to staffers regarding federal

16 election campaign laws or FEC regulations?

17 A No.

18 0 Can you describe a little bit Mr. Breedlove's role

19 as a campaign manager? Did you periodically meet with him

20 and Mr. Adams to discuss --

21 A It was a small shop. I mean, we worked with each

22 other, and Jeff was the campaign manager responsible for the

23 day-to-day running and making sure the trains were on time
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1for the campaign.

2There was communication certainly. However, the

* 3 political arms and the finance arms were very separate i

4terms of interest.

SQ You mentioned the political arm and the financial

6 arm. Who was in charge of the financial arm?

7 A The finance director was Bill Adams. I was the

8 deputy finance director. We were in charge.

9 Q And who was in charge of the political arm?

10 A Jeff Breedlove.

11 Q You testified earlier that you do not recall ever

12 conducting a double checking of the contribution data to be

13 sure that it was accurate in comparing it against the checks. 14 that were received. Did anyone do any kind of oversight for

15 accuracy?

16 A Well, certainly we were never trying to take in

17 more money than the law allowed. I don't have a specific

18 memory of the double checking.

19 We made copies of checks, and when there was the

20 opportunity and a second check came, in we would look at the

21 first check to see what the aggregate would be, but there

22 was no systematic approach to that. Again, we knew what the

23 limits were on that, but after that, no, sir.
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1Q Again with respect to excessive contributions that

2may have been made, who again would have been responsible

* 3 for contacting contributors?

4A If I was aware that a contributor made an

5excessive contribution, I would contact that individual and

6do my best to put them on notice.

7Q Would anyone else?

8A No, not that I'm aware. No.

9 Q Mr. Adams never contacted contributors?

10 A He very well could have. I'm not aware.

ii Q When a contribution check came into the office,

12 who would compare that check and the name of that

*13 contributor against your master list to see whether they had

14 exceeded their limit?

15 A I don't know. Most of the time I -- I don't know.

16 I don't have a memory, Delbert, of dealing with how we dealt

17 with it, the squaring.

18 We just put it in the database, and then we would

19 give the database over to Charles for the report, so I don't

20 remember or remember a system by which we checked each and

21 every contribution.

22 Q How were you sure that your disclosure reports

23 would be accurate?
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1A We had a campaign treasurer, and that was his

2responsibility.

* 3 Q Did yuhave periodic conversations with the

4 campaign treasurer regarding the accuracy of the

5 contributions and the amounts and whether --

6A We did not. We didn't have regular conversations.

7 We would speak around the time of the reporting period.

8MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

9 record. I am handing to the court reporter, for

10 identification, FEC Exhibit E, a copy of a check dated

I1 September 23, 1994, for $1,000 from the account of Paul and

12 Sybil Jones, which was signed only by Sybil Jones, and a

13 contributor information form for Sybil Jones.

@ 14 I1am also handing a copy of this exhibit to Mr.

15 Watson and his counsel.

16 (The document referred to was

17 marked for identification as

18 FEC Exhibit E.)

19 BY MR. RIGSBY:

20 Q Do you recognize the handwriting in the lower

21 right-hand corner of the information form on this exhibit?

22 A I don't recognize it, no. What does it say?

23 Q "Both Paul and Sybil XS. Not entered. Have not
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entered both Paul and Sybil XS."

A "Both Paul and Sybil not entered."

MR. MCGAHN: There is a triangle there.

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q Is this handwriting familiar to you at all?

A No, sir.

Q To whom would this notation be directed to?

A I don't know.

Q What does this notation mean to you?

A Again, I read it to mean both Paul and Sybil not

entered, meaning they were not yet entered into the

database.

Q What does the term XS mean to you?

A That is conjecture. Excess. I don't know. It

doesn't mean extra small, I don't think.

Q The Barr committee's report to the FEC on

contributions received during this time period indicates

that this contribution was not included in such a report.

Who made the decision not to itemize the check

marked Exhibit E on the committee's disclosure reports to

the FEC?

A This check was not entered onto the report?

Q Yes.



1A And who made that decision?

2 Q Yes.

O 3A I don't know who would have made the decision.

4 don't know who.

5Q Just to let me clarify. Once your particular

6 staffers entered in the contribution data and it was in the

7 computer, after that it was basically turned over to Mr.

8 Black as the campaign treasurer?

9 A It was stored in the computer until which time

10 near reporting time, he would come and get the information

1i off the computer and put it into his own.

12 Q Were there occasions when Mr. Black, as treasurer

13 notified you or Mr. Adams that there were excessive. 14 contributions or contributions that had not been included on

15 the disclosure reports?

16 A I have no direct memory of a conversation like

17 that. It could have been, but I have no direct memory.

18 Q Do you recall Mr. Black conducting any oversight

19 of the contribution data to insure its accuracy as he

20 prepared his disclosure reports?

21 A Charles is responsible for the filing of the

22 reports. Again, near reporting time, roughly a week out I

23 can guess as I remember, he would come and download the
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1system and put it into his, and then from there on out my

2 responsibilities were for bringing it in and not necessarily

* the aconigof it. Wewould gtthat information t

4 Charles and go from there.

5 Q So are you saying that your role was strictly to

6 bring the money in, and all of the accounting was done by

7 Mr. Black?

8 A I was simply trying to raise it the best I could,

9 and we all helped out to get the whole job done. My

10 responsibilities were principally asking people for money.

11 Q How many staffers reported to Bill Adams?

12 A I was the deputy. Bill and I worked together. It

13 was so much reporting together, but that fluctuated

14 depending on how many volunteers were running in and out and

15 what project we had or what event we had going.

16 Q Were there any duties that Mr. Adams had that were

17 different from yours since he was the finance director and

18 you were just the deputy? Were there any duties that he had

19 that were different?

20 A He worked on another campaign where I only worked

21 on one, but our day to day activities did not differ greatly

22 as I remember.

23 Q What kind of working relationship did you have

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 with Mr. Adams?

2A I consider him a friend. We had a good working

* 3 relationship.

4Q Did the committee have policies and procedures for

5 accepting cash contributions?

6 A Our policy for cash contributions, as I remember,

7 was that everything had to be recorded. We treated cash as

8 a check.

9 Q And who would have been responsible for handling

10 cash contributions, processing cash contributions?

11 A With everything, it could have been any one of us.

12 Myself, I don't remember ever dealing in cash, but again

13 that's not to say I never did. Again, three or four people@ 14 could have been involved in the process. We reported cash

15 like we reported every other contribution.

16 MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

17 record. I am handing to the court reporter for

18 identification purposes FEC Exhibit F, a copy of a check

19 dated March 31, 1994, for $1,900 from the account of J. T.

20 or Sharon Cooper, which was signed only by Sharon Cooper.

21 I am also handing a copy of this exhibit to Mr.

22 Watson and his counsel.

23
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1 (The document referred to was

2 marked for identification as

FE ExhibitF.

4 BY MR. RIGSBY:

5Q Do you recognize the handwriting at the bottom of

S6 this exhibit?

S7 A I do not.

S8 Q Do you have any idea who may have written this

S9 notation?
.'-

10 A No, sir.

Ii Q What does this notation mean to you?

12 A Nine hundred to Sharon and $1,000 to J. T.

13 0 Looking at this exhibit, who signed this check?
@14 A It reads Ms. Sharon Cooper or simply Sharon

15 Cooper.

16 Q During the appropriate time period, the committee

17 did not present the Commission with a written authorization

18 to reattribute a portion of this contribution from Sharon

19 Cooper to J. T. Cooper.

20 Who made the decision to reattribute the check

21 marked Exhibit F without written authorization?

22 A I don't know who would have done that

23 authorization. As I understood, it was putting them on

Q Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1notice.

2Q Putting who on notice?

* 3 A The contributor and contacting them.

4 Q Do you recall contacting Mr. or Mrs. Cooper?

5 A I know the Coopers, sir. I don't remember making

S6 a phone call to them, no.

S7 As I understood it, in error unfortunately, I

8 called folks and let them know they were in excess.

S9 Q Again, when you called individuals did you make a

10 written notation of your phone calls?

11i A I'm not certain. I mean, I have no exact memory

S 12 of that.

13 Q was it the committee's general policy and
14 procedure to always request written authorization from

15 contributors to redesignate or reattribute contributions?

16 A I made an effort to contact all the individuals

17 that I was aware of.

18 Q Would committee staffers automatically reattribute

19 or redesignate a contribution without contacting a

20 contributor?

21 A I don't -- I can't say definitively yes or no to

22 that. I don't know.

23 Q You mentioned earlier that the three principals in

0 Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1the campaign were paid positions.

2A Those were the original employees. Yes, sir.

* 3 Q And all of the other emlye eevolunteer

4 employees?

5A They were not all volunteer. There were

6 individuals, other individuals, that were paid.

7 Q Was there much turnover among the other staffers

8 besides the three principals?

9 A There were lots of folks that came in and out of

10 the campaign. As you can imagine, there were a lot of

11 volunteers.

12 As for the paid people, I don't know. I can't

13 even remember who. No, there was not a tremendous turnover.

14 It was a small group.

15 Q Why would a decision have been made to reattribute

16 this contribution from Sharon Cooper without written

17 authorization?

18 MR. GINSBERG: I think you have asked that

19 already.

20 MR. RIGSBY: Well, if he can answer --

21 MR. GINSBERG: He has answered it already.

22 BY MR. RIGSBY:

23 Q If you can answer it again?

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 MR. GINSBERG: Why do you not read back what his

2 previous answer was?

* 3 THE REPORTER: Plyit back?

4MR. RIGSBY: Sure.

5THE REPORTER: One moment. Do you want to do it

6 on or off the record?

S7 MR. RIGSBY: Off.

8 THE REPORTER: Of f the record.

S9 (The reporter read back the previous answer.)

10 THE REPORTER: Back on the record.

* 1i BY MR. RIGSBY:

- 12 Q Mr. Watson, why would a decision be made to

13 reattribute a contribution without written authorization?
@14 A As I understood it, if I was on notice I would

15 contact the contributor. For any other reason, I don't

16 know.

17 Q Were all of the staff members that worked on

18 processing or handling contributions aware that written

19 authorizations were required to reattribute or redesignate

20 contributions?

21 A No, sir.

22 Q Why would all of the staffers not have been aware

23 of that?

5 Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1A As I answered before, we had no formal training on

2 procedure. We had no policies.

* 3 Q But you testified earlier that you and Mr. Adams

4 knew that written authorizations were a requirement.

5A No, sir. I didn't answer that. I answered that I

6 knew the legal maximums -- that's all that I knew -- and

7 that it was personal money needed.

8Q So you were not aware that written authorizations

9 were required --

10 A No, sir.

11 Q -- to reattribute or redesignate contributions?

12 A No, sir, I did not.

13 MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the
14 record. I am handing to the court reporter for

15 identification purposes FEC Exhibit G, a copy of a check

16 dated December 31, 1994, for $250 from the account of J. L.

17 (John) or Anne Gray which was signed only by J. L. Gray.

18 I am also handing a copy of this exhibit to Mr.

19 Watson and his counsel.

20 The court reporter will mark this document as

21 Exhibit G.

22 //

23 II
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1 (The document referred to was

2 marked for identification as

O 3 FEC Exhibit G.)

4 BY MR. RIGSBY:

5 Q Have you seen this document before?

6 A I have not.

7 Q Do you recognize the handwriting at the bottom of

8 this exhibit?

9 A No, sir, I don't.

10 Q What do you think the notation means that reads,

11 "Contribution entered under Anne. John has topped out."?

12 A Again, it means to me what it says. Contribution

13 entered under Anne. John is topped out. There is
14 conjecture as to what that means. I think we can all

15 understand what it says.

16 0 Who signed the check represented on Exhibit G?

17 A It looks like John L. Gray.

18 0 You mentioned earlier that it was the standard

19 practice to make copies of all checks that came into the

20 campaign. Are you aware of any other copies of checks with

21 notations on them besides those that you have reviewed

22 today, Exhibits A through G?

23 A Am I aware of any other checks?
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Q Of any other copies of checks in which there are

various notations?

A No, sir. I don't have any that I'm aware of.

Q To whom would this notation have been directed to?

A Unfortunately, my previous answer is the same.I

don't know.

MR. RIGSBY: We are going to go off the record and

take a break.

THE REPORTER: Of f the record.

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken.)

THE REPORTER: Back on the record.

I will remind you that you are still under oath.

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q Did the Barr committee obtain the occupation and

the name of the employer of each contributor whose

contributions aggregated in excess of $200 per calendar

year?

A I'm sorry. Was every one of them?

Q Yes. Did the committee obtain the occupation and

the name of the employer of each contributor whose

contributions aggregated in excess of $200 per calendar

year?

A I can't say with definitiveness every one. I

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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don't know.

Q How did you obtain this information on these

contributors?

A We had the response mechanism that was sent out

with each appeal asking for that information.

0 Did you make a request for this information within

30 days of receipt of the contribution that did not contain

this information?

A I don't know whether we made a 30 day window.I

don't know as to that.

Q If that was information in your possession or in

the committee's records regarding these various

contributors, would you report that information to the

Commission on that contributor?

A If I knew the information, I would certainly have

that information put on the record. Yes, sir.

Q Can you identify the name and the title of the

persons within the committee who made the requests for

information on the occupation and name of employer or

contributors?

AI did that.

Q Anyone else?

A I mean, other people could have certainly. When I



1 spoke to a contributor and asked for a contribution and they

2 responded in the affirmative, I asked for employer and

* 3 occupation.

4 0 Do you recall anyone else that may have made these

5 phone calls?

6 A I can only speak for myself.

7 Q was it the committee's policy to make phone calls

8 to contributors who had not filled out the contributor

9 information form if they had contributed more than $200?

10 A At the end of the reporting period when that

11 information was necessary, we tried to get that information.

12 I would call the people. Not every one of them. If I knew

13 them, I called them.
@14 Q But you were testifying that you cannot recall

15 whether anyone else besides yourself made these phone calls?

16 A No, sir.

17 Q Did Mr. Adams or Mr. Black made such phone calls?

18 A Quite possibly.

19 Q Were you aware that the law required committees to

20 obtain the occupation and name of employer of contributors

21 whose aggregate contribution exceeded $200 in a calendar

22 year?

23 A Yes, sir.
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1Q On the committee's disclosure reports, the

2 committee used the term best efforts refused instead of

* 3 listing the occupation and name of employer for many of the

4 contributors. What does the term best efforts refused mean?

5A We tried to make contact and were unsuccessful in

6 doing so.

7 Q When you testified that you made contact, was

8 there one contact or several contacts?

9 A I have made repeated phone calls, but I don't know

10 exactly. There was no system in place.

11 Q Did you do anything other than phone calls?

12 A I believe there were letters written, but I am not

13 aware of the exact number.
@14 Q With respect to the exhibits, I just want to

15 confirm again that you did not make calls to Mr. and Mrs.

16 Camp regarding that contribution, Exhibit A?

17 A I have no specific memory of a call to the Camps.

18 That does not mean that I did not make a call.

19 Q And I think you testified that you knew Mr. and

20 Mrs. Camp personally?

21 A No. I didn't say that.

22 Q You testified that you knew one of these

23 contributors personally. Did you know Mr. or Mrs. J. P.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 Smith personally?

2A I don't remember Baying I knew anybody personally.

* 3 I know the names, but again I don't remember testimony that

4 I knew them personally.

SMR. MCGAHN: I think the transcript will speak for

J6 itself.

w 7 MR. RIGSBY: I just want to clarify it. I am sure

"8 the transcript will do so.

9 BY MR. RIGSBY:

10 Q Did you know Mr. and Mrs. J. L. Gray?

13. A I know who Mr. Gray is. He wouldn't know me.

S 12 Q And you do not recall making any telephone calls

13 to him regarding an excessive contribution?
O 14 A I don't remember a specific phone call. That does

15 not mean that I did not try.

16 Q Do you recall making a telephone call to Mr. or

17 Mrs. J. P. Smith?

18 A I do not remember a specific phone call. Again,

19 that does not mean I did not try. I just have no

20 recollection.

21 Q Do you know Mr. or Mrs. Paul Jones, Paul and Sybil

22 Jones?

23 A I do know Paul and Sybil Jones.

* Heritage(2Reporting 8Corporation



1Q Do you recall making a telephone call to Mr. or

2 Mrs. Jones regarding any excessive contribution?

* No, sir, btidosnot mean I didn't.

4Q As I recall, I think you said you knew Mr. or Mrs.

5 Cooper?

6 A Yes. I'm sorry. You're right. I know Ms.

7 Cooper. I apologize.

8 Q Do you recall making a telephone call to Mr. or

9 Mrs. Cooper regarding how to reattribute this contribution?

10 A I do not remember a specific conversation

11 regarding that, but it does not mean that I did not have

12 one.

13 Q Do you know Dr. Stephen Smith?
@14 A No, sir, I do not.

15 Q Do you recall making any telephone calls to him

16 regarding an excessive contribution?

17 A No, sir. I do not remember making a specific

18 phone call regarding that. However, it's quite possible I

19 did.

20 Q With respect to these exhibits, and I will pull

21 them out again, I just want to confirm again that you did

22 not recognize the handwriting on Exhibit C here?

23 A No, sir.

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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Q Do you recognize the handwriting on Exhibit D?

A No, sir. I recognize only my writing on the one

exhibit.

Q We will just formally go through that. Do you

recognize the handwriting on Exhibit E?

A No, sir.

Q The notation on Exhibit E?

A The notation. I do not.

Q Do you recognize the handwriting of the notation

on Exhibit F?

A No, sir.

Q Do you recognize the handwriting of the notation

on Exhibit G?

A I do not.

Q You mentioned earlier that it was such a small

staff. Can you identify again for me the names of the

staffers who worked closely on processing and handling

contributions?

You mentioned earlier a Mrs. Weaver. Can you give

me a first name for Mrs. Weaver?

A Becky Weaver.

Q Do you recall her place of residence? City? Town

or city?

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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A She is a Georgian. Unfortunately, I have not seen

her since 1994.

Q Do you recall any of the other staffers who may

have inputted contribution data?

A I have no specific knowledge of any of those

people actually doing it. There were again six or eight

people involved in our race, but I don't have a specific

memory of anyone inputting.

Q You mentioned earlier that it was standard

procedure to make copies of all of the checks that came in,

contributor checks that came in. Once those copies were

made, did you have an opportunity or any reason to review

those copies, or did anyone else have any reason to review

the copies of those checks?

A They were reviewable. I had no reason to review

them. No, sir.

Q You testified earlier that when checks came in to

the committee you would compare those checks to other

checks. What did you mean by that?

A I don't remember saying some of the context. I

don't understand the question.

Q I think it related to when we were discussing the

role of individuals who worked on and establishing the chain

0
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1of custody regarding contributions as they came into the

2 campaign office.

* 3 MS. VOSDINGH: Can wgooff the recordamiue

4 please?

5MR. RIGSBY: Sure.

6 THE REPORTER: Of f the record.

u37 (Whereupon, a short recess was taken.)

8 THE REPORTER: Back on the record.

S9 I remind the witness he is still under oath.

10 BY MR. RIGSBY:

11I Q Earlier you testified I think in the context of

S 12 reporting on contributions in excess of $200 and reporting

13 the name and occupation and name of employer, you mentioned

O 14 that when checks came in that you would compare that check

15 to other checks.

16 I am trying to determine what did you mean when

17 you said compare a check that came in to other checks?

18 A I'm having a hard time understanding the context I

19 said that in. Checks were copied. Checks were inputted.

20 Charles then took the checks and put them in the report.

21 I'm sorry. I just don't remember how I said that I checked

22 checks. I'm not trying to be deceptive. I just don't know.

23 Q You also testified earlier that Charles Black

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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prepared the disclosure reports, but that you and Mr. Adams

and others provided him with the information to prepare

those reports. How did you provide him with this

information?

A Checks were put into the database. He then

downloaded the database and used that information to upload

his and to use the FEC format that he had to create the

report.

Q To the best of your knowledge, did Mr. Black

conduct an oversight to insure the accuracy of the reports?

MR. GINSBERG: You are asking him to speculate

about what Mr. Black may or may not have done?

MR. RIGSBY: Yes.

THE WITNESS: I can't speculate. I don't know.

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q To reiterate, can you identify the names of people

who inputted data, contributor data, into the database?

A I cannot identify who each and every person

throughout that time span inputted checks. No, sir.

Q But Ms. Weaver was one of those individuals?

A She was one individual.

Q Did Bill Adams input data, contributor data?

A I don't remember a specific instance of Bill

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1inputting data. No, sir.

2Q And you cannot recall anyone else or identify the

* ae of anoeelse who myhave input data?

4A Again, there were any number of individuals that

5 volunteered or worked on the campaign. As I said before,

6 not a large number, but I don't at all remember exactly who

7 ever put in checks.

8 Q Do you know the name of anyone who may have? You

9 said you cannot identify any at all other than Ms. Weaver?

10 A I would have to get the records of who all the

Ii volunteers were over that two year time span that I worked

12 there, many of whose names I do not know right now, that we

13 could have had inputting names.

O 14 Q Do you know any names? Any at all?

15 A It would be speculation as to who could or could

16 not have. I don't know. I don't have a vision ever of a

17 specific person inputting those names that I can tell you

18 absolute truth about who inputted.

19 Q And can you tell me any of the names of

20 individuals who had some role in handling and processing

21 contributions even if they did not perhaps input data, but

22 they had some role? They may have opened the mail. They

23 may have copied checks.
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A Do I know the names of all the individuals that

helped in that amount of time?

Q Yes.

A No, sir, I don't know all those names. I know who

at periods of time worked for the campaign, but again I

don't know all those individuals.

o With respect to the notations that were on the

exhibits that you reviewed earlier, is it possible that Bill

Adams made those notations?

A I don't know.

o To the best of your knowledge, did Mr. Black ever

review the copies of checks?

A To the best of my knowledge, did Charles ever

review the copies of checks?

Q Yes.

A No, sir. I don't have a memory of that.

Q Did Bill Adams ever review the copies of checks?

A I don't know about that.

Q Did you have an occasion to review the copies of

the checks?

A I have reviewed and seen copies of checks,

Delbert. I don't have a specific memory of going through

checks. No, sir.

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1MR. RIGSBY: Let's go off the record. We are

2going to take a five minute break.

O 3 THE REPORTER: Of f the record.

4 (Whereupon, a short recess was taken.)

5THE REPORTER: Back on the record.

6 I remind the witness he is still under oath.

7 BY MR. RIGSBY:

8 Q Do you think that your answers to my questions

9 were complete?

10 A Yes.

11 Q Is there anything else that you would like to add

12 to any of your answers?

13 A No, sir.
14 Q As I mentioned earlier, you have the right to read

15 the transcript. Are you going to exercise that right to

16 read the transcript of this deposition?

17 MR. GINSBERG: Where are you going to make him

18 read the transcript?

19 MR. RIGSBY: We would make an arrangement for him

20 to read it in the Atlanta area and review it there.

21 MR. GINSBERG: Atlanta is a big area.

22 MR. RIGSBY: It would be close to his place of

23 business or residence.
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1THE WITNESS: I feel comfortable with what I said,

2 but I defer to you.

O 3 MR. GINSBERG: We will waive it.

4 MR. RIGSBY: Although I do not foresee the need to

5 further depose you, this deposition is being continued

6 because the investigation is ongoing. We may have to speak

7 with you again.

8 I would like to remind you once again that this

9 investigation must remain confidential until the Federal

10 Election Commission closes its file in the matter.

11 THE REPORTER: Of f the record.

12 (Whereupon, at 3:26 p.m. the deposition was

13 concluded.)

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

* Heritage Reporting Corporation

(202) 628-4888



I have read the foregoing pages 1 through 54 ., and

they are a true and accurate record of my

testimony therein recorded, and any changes and/or

corrections appear on the attached errata sheet

signed by me.
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Notary Public

My Commission expires:
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John Watson

Subscribed and sworn to before me

this _ __day of ______, 199
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1 CERTIFICATE OF COURT REPORTER/NOTARY pUBLIC

3 I, Shari Bowman , the officer before whom

4 the foregoing testimony was taken, do hereby certify that the

5 witness whose testimony appears in the foregoing deposition

6 was duly sworn by me; that the testimony of said witness was

7 taken by me and thereafter reduced to typewriting; that I am

8 neither counsel for, related to, nor employed by any of the

9 parties to the action in which this deposition was taken;

10 and further, that I am not a relative or employee of any

11 attorney or counsel employed by the parties hereto; nor am

12 I financially or otherwise interested in the outcome of the

13 action.

14

15

16 Shari Bowman

17 Court Reporter/Notary Public

18

19

20 My Commission Expires:

21

22

23

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888



JURISDICTION: ___________ ______

Before me, the undersigned authority, personally appeared

John watson who, after being duly sworn states that

he/she has read the foregoing deposition transcript, and states

S that he/she wishes to make the following changes or corrections

to this transcript for the following reasons:

PAGE LINE CHANGE REASON FOR CHANGE

S

The witness states that the deposition transcript,
pages through___, is otherwise true and accurate.

SWORN AND SUBSCRIBED before me on the ____day

of ____ _, A.D. 19 .

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:
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1PR E N S

2THE REPORTER: Would you stand and raise your

* 3 right hand, please?

4 Whereupon,

5WILLIAM W. ADAMS, III

i6 having been first duly sworn, was called as a witness herein

S7 and was examined and testified as follows:

.8 THE REPORTER: And we're going to have 10:04.

C MR. RIGSBY: My name is Delbert K. Rigsby, and

10 with me is Rhonda J. Vosdingh. We are attorneys for the

1i Federal Election Commission, and we represent the Commission

12 in the matter under review, for MUJR4357.

13 This deposition is being taken pursuant to a

@ 14 Federal Reelection Commission subpoena issued in connection

15 with an investigation under Section 437(g) of Title II of

16 the United States Code.

17 The statute provides that the confidentiality of

18 this proceeding must be maintained until the Commission

19 closes the file in this investigation.

20 Please state your name and Social Security number.

21 THE WITNESS: Full name?

22 MR. RIGSBY: Yes.

23 THE WITNESS: William Walton Adams, III,

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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MR. RIGSBY:

THE WITNESS:

MR. RIGSBY:

THE WITNESS:

MR. RIGSBY:

THE WITNESS:

MR. RIGSBY:

THE WITNESS:

MR. RIGSBY:

What is your date of birth?

Are you represented by counsel?

Yes.

Is your attorney with you today?

Yes.

Please identify your attorney.

Ben Ginsberg and Don McGahn.

Are you being represented by anyone

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

ii

12

1.3

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23
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else?

THE WITNESS: No.

MR. RIGSBY: Have you ever been deposed before?

THE WITNESS: No.

MR. RIGSBY: Okay, I will just give you a few

instructions regarding this deposition. I will ask

questions, and the Court Reporter will be recording my

questions and your answers. The questions will not

necessarily be limited to your involvement in this matter,

but may include requests for information concerning other

people.

Please keep in mind that your testimony is under

oath. It is critical that you answer truthfully, as if you



1 were giving testimony in Court before a judge and jury. If

2 you violate this oath to tell the truth, you could be

* 3 subject to a charge of perjury under Section 1621 of Title

4 XVIII of the United States Code.

5 It is important to answer each question clearly

6 and audibly. The Court Reporter cannot record body

S7 movements, such as a nod of the head. Please wait until the

S8 question is finished before you answer it.

9 The Court Reporter will be recording everything

10 that we say. You will have the opportunity to review the

11i transcript to determine whether it conforms with your

12 recollection of what occurred today. And you may sign, if

13 you wish.

@ 14 It is important that you answer questions fully.

15 If at any time you realize that you gave an inaccurate or

16 incomplete answer, let me know, if you realize later in the

17 course of the deposition that you have something to add to

18 an earlier response.

19 If you do not understand a question, please let me

20 know, and I will rephrase it. Otherwise I will assume that

21 you understand the question.

22 Finally, if you need to take a break, let me know,

23 and I will ask the Court Reporter to go of f the record so

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 that we can recess for a few minutes.

2 Are you taking any medication or have any medical

* 3 condition that myaffect yuablt tocontinue this

4 deposition?

5THE WITNESS: No.

m 6 MR. RIGSBY: Is there any other reason why you

S7 cannot continue with this deposition?

8 THE WITNESS: No.

S9 MR. RIGSBY: Do you have any questions regarding

10 the deposition instructions?

11 THE WITNESS: No.

12 EXAMINATION

13 BY MR. RIGSBY:@ 14 Q What was your title in the Bob Barr campaign in

15 1994?

16 A Finance Director.

17 Q What were your qualifications to be Finance

18 Director? Why were you chosen for this position?

19 A I'd been raising money for, since 1991. And just

20 had the experience, had - - well, let me ask. What are you

21 looking for? What do you want me to explain?

22 Q Just basic qualifications to be Finance Director.

23 Your experience in that area.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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6

7

8

9

10

12

13

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

A I had two years of fundraising experience, two

Congressional elections. Spent two weeks up here training

in the Senatorial Committee.

Q What were those two Congressional elections? Can

you identify the candidates?

A Zack Wamp, 1992. Sam Jones, 1990. And in between

there I - - Jim Gardner for Governor in North Carolina.

Q What kind of training did you have here at the,

the Senatorial training, you said? Can you describe that a

little bit?

A Okay. Spent two weeks over there observing how

they do things. Talking to Al Mitchler. He was the Finance

Director at the time. And the other people they had.

Q Excuse me. This is the Finance Director to the

Republican - -

ASenatorial Committee.

Q Senatorial Committee, okay.

A I don't remember how he and I met. I called him

one day and he said, "Yeah, if you want to come on up and

spend two weeks, do it." So I --

Q And this was in what year?

A 1993.

Q When did you join the Barr campaign?

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-48880



1A Spring of '93. I began to work with Bob in the

2Spring of '93.

* 3 Q Can you identify a month?

4A I think it was, I think it was March.

5Q Describe your responsibilities and your day-to-day

6 activities.

7 A As the Finance Director I had overall

8 responsibility for meeting the finance goals that the

9 campaign set forth.

10 Q And describe your day-to-day activities. What you

11 would do on a daily basis, for example, on a typical day.

12 A Arranging meetings, arranging phone calls,

13 arranging events. So I would, I initiated the contacts for

@ 14 those types of things. Writing direct-mail letters, or

15 overseeing it. Working with people that worked with and for

16 me.

17 Q How many staffers reported to you?

18 A One and a half.

19 Q I mean, their names.

20 A In '94 it was John Watson. And a girl named Becky

21 began with us, and, some time in the spring and summer, and

22 did data entry work.

23 Q And her last name, do you recall that?

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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23

A

Q

A

Q

with the

A

Q

Jeff Breedlove.

And what was his title?

Campaign Manager.

Who prepared the disclosure reports to be filed

Federal Election Commission?

What do you mean, prepared?

To file - -

Heritage Reporting Corporation(202) 628-4888

A I think it was Becky Lewis. I can't remember her

last name. But also in '93 and '94 I think it's important

to note I was simultaneously assuming the same position tor

Congressman Zack Wamp. So I was not there every day.

Q So can you say how long you were there? Three

times a week? Or can you - -

A Three days a week.

Q And the days that you spent at Bob Barr's

campaign, would you be there all day?

A Yeah. We'd talk on the phone.

Q In light of the fact that you were not there every

day, did you delegate some of your duties?

A Didn't necessarily delegate. John did the duties.

We just, you know, John Watson got the duties done.

Q Who was your direct supervisor? Who did you work

for?

0



1A I mean, Charles Black was the Treasurer. He got

2 the reports done.

* 3 Q Did yuhave ayrole in preparing the disclosure

4 reports?

5A A little bit, just take a look when they were

S6 done. But that was the extent of it.

7 Q And would you review them for each quarter? For

8 each quarterly disclosure report you reviewed it?

? 9 A Right.

10 Q Would you review them before they were officially

11 I filed with the FEC?

12 A Not - - my recollection is generally, in the heat

13 of things, take a look at this and see how it looks.

@ 14 Q How many people were responsible for entering

15 contribution data into the computer?

16 MR. MCGAHN: Which computer are you talking about?

17 The one at the campaign, or the one at Charles Black's

18 office?

19 MR. RIGSBY: No, at the campaign.

20 MR. MCGAHN: You might want to flesh out a little

21 bit more about what he knows about the system.

22 BY MR. RIGSBY:

23 Q First of all, let's rephrase. How many computers

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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were at the campaign?

A One. That's my recollection. One that we used to

enter checks in.

Q So how many people entered contribution data there

at the campaign?

A I know of three people that entered them. And,

but John was getting that done, so I don't know the extent,

the full extent, of that.

Q Those three people, can you identify?

A Becky was one. And then there was a husband and

wife called the Baileys, Bill and Belinda Bailey. I think

they did some work. I think there were other people,

volunteers, doing the work, but I don't know exactly.

Q Were any of these people paid, paid positions? Or

were they volunteer positions? Say Bill and Belinda and

Becky?

A They were volunteer. Becky was paid. I think we

had one person, I think we had one person that was kind of

doing a lot of that work, but I don't remember.

Q How many computers were at Charles Black's office?

A I don't know.

Q Who was responsible - - I understand that the

Committee made xerox copies of all the contributor checks.



1Who was responsible f or making those copies?

2A What --

* 3 Q Just making the photocopies of the checks.

4A I don't know exactly.

5Q So no one was responsible. But did the Committee

6 make xerox copies of the checks?

7 A Yeah, they copied the checks. You know, John

8 basically got it done. I don't remember every day. The

9 mail was picked up, copies were made of the checks.

10 Q Who picked up the mail?

11 A I don't know. I think John got it done. I don't

12 know.

13 Q And just to clarify, you do not recall who made

@ 14 the copies of the checks.

15 A It was not just one person, I would surmise. But

16 again, I don't know.

17 Q And when you say that John got it done, does that

18 mean he supervised it? Or he actually made the copies?

19 A A little of both. We did what needed to be done,

20 so - -

21 Q You mentioned that you were only there maybe three

22 days a week. So was John there all the time, all day?

23 A Yes. Not all the time all day, but he was, in the

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1sense of 9 to 5 every day, he never left. You know, we

2would both travel with Bob, when he occasionally called for

S3 it.

4Q Did you ever review the copies of the checks for

5any reason?

6 A From time to time.

7 Q For what purpose? Just to - -

8 A We did not have a standard policy of letting me

9review every check copied, but would look either perhaps at

10 the check copy or the checks to see what came in. My

11 interest was in what was coming in.

12 Q Did you double-check the contribution data that

13 was entered into the computer against the copies of the

@ 14 checks?

15 A No, I did not do that.

16 Q Did anyone else double-check the contribution data

17 for accuracy?

18 A As it was printed on the report? Or - -

19 Q Just to double-check, in general, just to

20 double-check the data to be sure that it was accurate.

21 A You know, the intent was to check it at the end,

22 when the report was complete. We didn't have a system, per

23 se, to enter the check, double-check it. We entered the

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 checks and just kept - - do you follow me?

2Q You mentioned that someone would check it at the

* 3 end. Who would check it at the end?

4A When Charles did the report, they would - -

5Q Charles would check it? Or anyone else?

:6 MR. GINSBERG: The question is, do you know of

T 7 anyone who supervised, who did the checking? Do you know of

8 anyone who did?

: 9 THE WITNESS: No.

1z 0 BY MR. RIGSBY:

11i Q But did anyone do it? Do you have the knowledge?

_ 12 MR. GINSBERG: He just said no.

13 THE WITNESS: I - - I don't know. No to that

@ 14 question. Somebody may have checked it, you know, but no to

15 the question.

16 BY MR. RIGSBY:

17 Q Again, as the Finance Director, can you describe

18 your responsibilities a little bit? Your responsibilities

19 did not include checking contribution data.

20 A In my mind, I was not responsible for filing the

21 report. And so it was not a decision of mine to ignore the

22 data. My responsibility, and my overall objective, was to

23 raise the money. And that's what I did.

Heritage Reporting Corporation(202) 628-4888
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1So I did not have FEC training. You know, I

2 didn't come to one of your schools and those kind of things.

* 3 Q Did Charles Black ever contact you and ask you

4 questions regarding various contributions and amounts?

5 Accuracy questions?

-, A Yes, we would discuss it.

7Q And what did you discuss? Can you give me an

S8 example of some questions that may have come up?

S9 A Employer occupation questions. Check accuracy.

10 Things of that nature.

11 Q Any questions regarding whether a contribution was

12 excessive?

13 A It's been a long time. I can't say exactly.

@ 14 There's the inevitable gamut of questions to be asked when

15 you file a report.

16 THE WITNESS: Did you want to ask me a question?

17 THE REPORTER: No.

18 THE WITNESS: Okay.

19 MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

20 record. I am handing to the Court Reporter for

21 identification FEC Exhibit A, a copy of a check dated

22 October 18, 1994 for $500, from the account of Mr. and Mrs.

23 J. P. Smith, which was signed only by Mrs. J. P. Smith.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 I am also handing a copy of this exhibit to

2 Mr. Adams. And the Court Reporter will mark this document

* 3 as Exhibit A.

4 (The document referred to was

5 marked for identification as

6 FED Exhibit A. )

7 BY MR. RIGSBY:

S8 Q Mr. Adams, is this your handwriting on Exhibit A?

F "9 A No.

10 Q The handwriting which reads, "Entered $400 or $500

I11 check, XS?"

12 A No.

13 Q Can you identify whose handwriting that is?

@14 A No.

15 Q Have you ever seen this document before? This

16 check, and this contribution information form?

17 A Not to my recollection.

18 MR. MCGAHN: Just for clarification, are you

19 talking about this exhibit, or the actual check or the

20 actual card?

21 MR. RIGSBY: The actual check and actual card.

22 MR. MCGAHN: Okay.

23 THE WITNESS: Have I ever seen it before? Not to

5Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888



1 my recollection.

2 BY MR. RIGSBY:

* 3 Q Do yuever recall seeing even this copy? This

4 copy of this --

5A It's very possible. A check dated 10/18 coming

6 in, three weeks to go, two weeks to go. I paid attention to

7 what came in the door, and amounts and so forth. So I

8 possibly could have, you know, seen it. So if I say I've

9 never seen it, that may not be exactly true. But I don't

10 recall seeing this, all of this.

11 Q Do you have any idea who may have written this

12 notation at the bottom here?

13 A I have no idea. The handwriting is not someone I

@ 14 have - - I really don't know who that is.

15 Q Can you identify any staffers who may know?

16 A Well, of course, John might know. I don't know,

17 on 10/18, who was entering checks. I think Laine was

18 entering some checks. The Baileys might have done it. You

19 know - -

20 Q Who is Lamne? I do not think that name has come

21 up before. Can you identify it?

22 A She worked for us in some way. I don't - - her

23 name is Lamne Honnold. And she would do some work over

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 there. I don't know if she actually entered checks. I

2 just --

* 3 Q Are there aycommittee records of who entered

4 checks, and when? I mean, did you keep those kinds of

5 records?

6 A No. A log?

7 Q Yes.

8 A No.

9 Q What does that notation mean to you? What do you

10 think that means? This notation, "Entered $400 or $500

1). check, XS contrib?"

12 A I really don't know.

13 Q You do not have any idea.

@ 14 A Uh --

15 MR. MCGAHN: Object. Asked and answered.

16 THE WITNESS: Pardon?

17 MR. MCGAHN: I am going to object. If you can

18 answer it, go again. If you do not know, you do not know.

19 It does not matter how many different ways he answers.

20 THE WITNESS: I could guess, but I don't know.

21 BY MR. RIGSBY:

22 Q Do you know Mr. or Mrs. J. P. Smith?

23 A Yes, I know Mr. Smith.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1Q Did you communicate with Mr. or Mrs. Smith by

2 telephone or in writing regarding this contribution?

O 3 A No.

4Q If you saw such a notation during the campaign,

5 who would you ask about it? If you saw that notation during

6 the campaign, who would you ask about it?

7MR. MCGAHN: Objection. Presupposes he saw this

8 during the campaign.

9 MR. RIGSBY: And that is why I said if he saw

i~ 0 something like this, who would you ask about it.

11 THE WITNESS: If I saw a note like this, I would

S12 speak to John or whoever was entering the checks. It could

13 have been - - did you want to ask me another question?

@ 14 MR. GINSBERG: No. He is asking you to speculate.

15 And if you do not know, you do not know. He can ask you to

16 speculate a million different ways, and it does not matter.

17 THE WITNESS: Can I describe, perhaps -- I do not

18 know - - describe our scenario in the campaign? How we - -

19 We were probably in a, you know, there were three

20 of us working in one room, four in another. Things were

21 going on. And so if you asked me who would I ask, we

22 weren't, you know, we weren't each sitting at our own

S23 individual desk with a secretary, say.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 So if you can envision all the movement and so

2 forth. Follow what I am saying?

O 3 BY MR. RIGSBY:

4Q Now, there are three people in one room. Who

5would those three people be? That would be you and - -

- ~ 6A Jeff, and Bob had a desk in there when he was in

c there. And then --

8 Q And the other room where you mentioned four

9 people, what would those four people be doing?

10 A John was in the other room, and it could have been

11I a little bit of anything. As, you know, as campaigns go on,

12 more people volunteer, come on board, and so forth. And

13 they could have, you know, been making calls to put up yard

O 14 signs, or whatever. So, but - -

15 Q Again, I am just asking you to speculate. If you

16 saw a note like this, what would you do?

17 MR. GINSBERG: I will remind you you are under no

18 legal requirement to speculate just because he wants you to.

19 You can answer his questions. We are not writing a novel

20 here.

21 BY MR. RIGSBY:

22 Q If you saw such a note, what would you do? Or who

23 would you ask about it?

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1A Well, probably immediate, perhaps John and I would

2have talked about it, and that would have been it.

* 3 Q Did Mr. Black or Mr. Watson or ayother campaign

4 staffer discuss this contribution with you?

5A I have no idea.

6Q The Barr Committee's report to the FEC on

7 contributions received during this time period indicates

8 that this contribution was listed on the report in the

9 amount of $400.

10 A Mm-hmm.

11 Q Who made the decision to itemize the check - -

12 A I have no idea.

13 Q - - marked Exhibit A in the amount of $400?

@ 14 A I have no idea. I don't know.

15 Q Did you review the quarterly disclosure report

16 prepared by Mr. Black before it was filed with the FEC?

17 A Yes.

18 Q The quarterly disclosure report during this time

19 period?

20 A I don't remember.

21 Q But you testified earlier that you did, on

22 occasion, review quarterly disclosure reports.

23 A I would review them, but in a - - I don't remember

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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sitting dawn and going over this thing with a fine-tooth

comb. Did I look over it? Probably. So I don't really

remember how it came to pass.

Q And if, on occasion, when you did review the

quarterly disclosure report, exactly what you be looking f or

in your review?

A What would I look for? Accuracy. What I knew.

What I knew in terms of accuracy.

Q Accuracy in terms of the amounts? How would you,

since you were looking for accuracy, how would you determine

that the reports were accurate?

A What I remember people giving, saying they would

give things.

Q But you would not review any records, such as the

copies of the checks, or go back into the computer to look

at the - -

A

Q

itemize a

amount of

A

Q

A

NO.

Under what circumstances would the committee

contribution in an amount less than the actual

the contribution?

I have no idea. I don't know.

Well, who would know? Since you do not know.

I don't know.

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1Q What was the role of Jeff Breedlove? Did he have

2 any - - how did he supervise you and the work that you did?

* 3 A How did he supervise me. He delegated the

4 fund-raising responsibilities to me. We would discuss it.

5 He had confidence in me doing the job.

S6 Q Did he ever ask you any questions about the

7 contributions, about the data, how accurate it was?

8 A Again, probably, but I don't remember. You know,

S9 define asking me. You know?

10 Q Plain and simple. Did he ask you, did he ever ask

11i yut rve h data to be sure that it was accurate? The

S12 contribution data.

13 A And what does that mean to you? How would he ask

@ 14 me?

15 Q Plain and simple. Have you reviewed the

16 contribution data that has been inputted into the computer.

17 Did you kind of double-checking to be sure that it was

18 accurate?

19 A You know, I'm sure he did. I don't remember.

20 MR. RIGSBY: Let's take a five-minute break. Go

21 of f the record.

22 THE REPORTER: Of f the record.

23 (Whereupon, a short recess was taken.)

5 Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1THE REPORTER: Back on the record.

2MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

* 3 record. I am handing to the Court Reporter, for

4identification, FEC Exhibit B, a copy of a check dated

5 October 17, 1994 for $500, from the account of J.L., or M.

6 Gray, which was signed only by J.L. Gray. And the

7 contributor information form.

8I am also handing a copy of this exhibit to

~9 Mr. Adams and his counsel.

S10 (The document referred to was

11 marked for identification as

S12 FEC Exhibit B.)

13 BY MR. RIGSBY:

@ 14 Q Mr. Adams, is that your handwriting on Exhibit B -

15 -

16 A No.

17 Q - - that reads, "XS - -" let me finish the question

18 first.

19 A Sorry.

20 Q Is that your handwriting on Exhibit B, which

21 reads, "XS by $200?"

22 A No.

23 Q Can you identify whose handwriting that may be?

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1A No.

2Q You do not have any idea.

O 3A No.

4Q Have you seen this copy of this check and

5 contributor information form before?

, 6 A Uh, no.

7 Q Can you identify the committee staffers who may

8 know who wrote that notation?

9 A No.
M

1 0 Q What does that notation mean to you? "XS by

II $200."
I

12 A I have no - - nothing. No idea. Don't know what

13 it means.

@ 14 Q Do you know Mr. or Mrs. J.L. Gray?

15 A Yes.

16 Q Did you communicate with Mr. or Mrs. J.L. Gray

17 regarding this contribution?

18 A Not to my recollection.

19 Q Did Mr. Black, Mr. Watson, or any other campaign

20 staffer discuss this contribution as listed on Exhibit B

21 with you?

22 A Not to my recollection.

23 Q The Barr Committee's report to the FEC on

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 contributions received during this time period, this

2 contribution is listed in the amount of $300 in the

* 3 disclosure report. Who made the decision to itemize the

4 check marked Exhibit B in the amount of $300 instead of

5 $500 - -

S6 A I don't know.

r 7 Q - - on the Committee's disclosure report?

8 A I don't know.

S9 Q Who would have made such a decision? You have no

I10 idea who would have made such a decision?

11i A No. I don't know.

S12 Q But you reviewed the disclosure reports, you

13 testified earlier.

@ 14 MR. MCGAHN: I am going to object to the

15 characterization of his testimony. But you can answer.

16 THE WITNESS: Would you ask it again?

17 BY MR. RIGSBY:

18 Q You testified earlier that you reviewed the

19 disclosure reports prior to them being filed with the FEC.

20 A I did.

21 Q Did you recall, when you reviewed those disclosure

22 reports, do you recall reviewing this contribution?

23 A I do not recall specifically seeing this

5 Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1contribution, no.

2Q Can you describe Mr. Black's, the type of

* 3 preparation that Mr. Black did in preparing the disclosure

4 reports?

5 A I have no idea.

S6 Q Was Mr. Black at the campaign on a day-to-day

7 basis?

8 A No.

9 =Q How did he get his information to prepare the

i10 disclosure reports?

1i. A I don't remember.

12 Q You were the Finance Director in charge of all the

13 contributions.

@ 14 A Right.

15 Q But you do not remember how Mr. Black was able to

16 get his information to prepare the disclosure reports.

17 MR. MCGAHN: Objection. Argumentative, and asked

18 and answered. You can answer it if you want the second

19 time.

20 THE WITNESS: Would you ask it again?

21 BY MR. RIGSBY:

22 Q How did Mr. Black obtain his information to

23 prepare the disclosure reports?

*Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1A I really don't remember exactly. I can guess, but

2I don't remember exactly. So, no.

* 3 Q Did Mr. Black come over to the campaign

4headquarters?

5A Yes.

6 Q To obtain information?

7 A I remember him coming in there. Yes.

8 Q Did you and Mr. Black and Mr. Breedlove ever have

9 any discussions on how contributions were to be processed,

10 and how this data was to be transmitted to Mr. Black to

11 prepare the disclosure reports?

12 A Sounds like you are asking two questions.

13 MR. MCGAHN: Sounded like a compound, but you can

O 14 answer it anyway.

15 THE WITNESS: Can you ask it?

16 BY MR. RIGSBY:

17 Q Did you and Mr. Breedlove and Mr. Black have any

18 discussions about how to process contributions?

19 A I don't remember.

20 Q Did the three of you have periodic meetings in

21 general on how campaign operations were being run,

22 particularly as it relates to contributions?

23 A No.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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(Pause.)

MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

record. I am handing to the Court Reporter for

identification FEC Exhibit C, a copy of a check dated

March 31, 1994, for $1900, from the account of J.T. or

Sharon Cooper, which was signed only by Sharon Cooper.

I am also handing a copy of this exhibit to

Mr. Adams.

1
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BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q Mr. Adams, is that your handwriting at the bottom

of that exhibit?

A No.

Q Have you seen this copy of this check before?

A Not to my recollection, no.

Q Do you have any idea who may have written this

notation?

ANo.

Q Can you identify committee staffers who may know

who wrote the notation on Exhibit C?

A You're asking me to speculate. I don't know who

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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marked for identification as
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did it. I don't know who wrote it. And I have no idea how

it got there, or why it got there.

Q You testitied earlier there were a total of seven

staffers?

A In October of 1994, yes.

MR. GINSBERG: He did not testify to that in

March.

BY MR. RIGSBY:

QHow many staffers worked on working on processing

contributions in any form?

A I have no idea.

Q But those staffers reported to you.

MR. GINSBERG: Objection. He has described his

duties to you already.

MR. RIGSBY: Well, I am just trying -- let's go

back.

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q There were -- your responsibility was to process

the contributions. The staffers who reported to you were

responsible for processing contributions.

A Yes.

Q How many staffers worked on processing

contributions?
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1A I don't know.

2 Q But they reported to you, but you do not know how

3 many.

4MR. MCGAHN: Objection. Argumentative again.

5 BY MR. RIGSBY:

6 Q So you, just to clarify, you do not know how many

7 staffers worked on processing contributions.

8 A That is correct.

9 Q Okay. What does that notation on Exhibit C mean

10 to you?

11 A What do you mean, what does it mean to me?

12 Q How would you interpret that notation?

13 A I don't know.

14 Q If you saw this notation, what would you do with

15 it?

16 A I would do nothing with it.

17 Q Would you ask other staffers about it?

18 MR. GINSBERG: This is a hypothetical. Because we

19 have established that he never saw it, right?

20 BY MR. RIGSBY:

21 Q The question is stated, if you saw such a note.

22 Yes.

A If I saw a note like this, you are asking me what

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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Q Yes.

A Look at it.

Q Would you ask other staffers about it?

A You know, I have no idea.

Q Do you know Mr. or Mrs. J.T. Cooper?

A Yeah.

Q Did you communicate with Mr. or Mrs. Cooper

regarding this contribution?

A Not to my recollection.

Q Did Mr. Black, Mr. Watson, or any other campaign

staffer discuss this contribution - -

A I have no idea.

Q - - with you?

A Oh, with me? I don't remember.

Q Did you review the quarterly disclosure report

prepared by Mr. Black for this appropriate time period?

MR. GINSBERG: Objection on the characterization

of review. Go ahead.

THE WITNESS: Like I said before, I probably saw

it. I don't remember the exact time and date, no.

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q The quarterly report that was filed at the FEC



1 showed that this contribution was in the amount of $900

2 credited toward Sharon Cooper, and $1000 credited toward

* 3 J.T. Cooper. Did the committee obtain a written

4 authorization to reattribute a portion of this contribution

5 from Sharon Cooper to J.T. Cooper?

6 A I don't know.

7 Q Did the committee have a policy on obtaining the

8 written authorizations to reattribute contributions?

9 A No.

10 Q were you aware that you needed to obtain written

11 authorizations to reattribute contributions?

12 A Ask that again.

13 Q were you aware that the committee was required to

@ 14 obtain written authorizations to reattribute contributions?

15 A No.

16 Q Are you aware of whether the committee obtained a

17 verbal authorization to reattribute this contribution?

18 A I have no idea.

19 Q Was anyone on the campaign staff responsible for

20 obtaining written authorizations?

21 A No.

22 Q Or was anybody responsible for obtaining verbal

23 authorizations to reattribute contributions?

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1A No.

2 Q As you look at Exhibit C, you see that Mrs. Cooper

* 3 signed this check.

4 A Mm-hmnm.

5Q She was the only person that signed this check.

i 6 As I stated earlier, the quarterly disclosure report

7 indicated that $900 was attributed to Sharon Cooper, and

8 $1000 was attributed to J.T. Cooper.

9 So the committee automatically reattributed

10 contributions without authorization?

11I A No.

12 Q Did the committee have a policy on how it handled

13 excessive contributions?

@ 14 A No.

15 Q Can you explain what would happen when an

16 excessive contribution came in the door?

17 A What do you mean?

18 Q Contributions are excessive if they are more than

19 $1000. Say, for example, if a contribution for $1100 came

20 into the door. How would you handle that contribution?

21 MR. MCGAHN: From an individual, correct?

22 BY MR. RIGSBY:

23 Q Yes, from an individual.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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Q What would you discuss?

A If my recollection serves me, "You've given over

the limit. We need to do something about it. How do you

want to handle it?"

Q Did you periodically review the contribution data

to see whether contributors had made excessive

contributions?

A No.

Q When you made those telephone calls to an

individual who made an excessive contribution, would you

make a notation? Did you make a record of this

conversation?

A A mental record.

Q No written record.

A Right.

Q Can you identify the campaign staffers who had the

responsibility for calling contributors when they made

excessive contributions?

A No. I don't know. The word "responsibility"

denotes one person.

Q Was anyone -- how many people, to your knowledge,

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 how many people would make telephone calls to contributors.

2 I have no idea.

O 3MR. RIGSBY: Let's take a few-minute break. We

4 are going to go off the record f or 10 minutes.

5THE REPORTER: Off the record.

6 (Whereupon, a short recess was taken.)

7 THE REPORTER: Back on the record. I remind you

8 that you are still under oath.

9 MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

10 record. I am handing to the Court Reporter for

11 identification purposes FEC Exhibit D, a copy of a committee

12 facsimile of a deposit slip and a check dated February 11,

13 1994 for $4,000, from the account of Mr. and Mrs. William

@ 14 Camp to the committee.

15 The Court Reporter will mark this document as

16 Exhibit D.

17 (The document referred to was

18 marked for identification as

19 FEC Exhibit D.)

20 BY MR. RIGSBY:

21 Q Is that your handwriting on Exhibit D?

22 A No.

23 Q Have you seen this copy of this notation before?

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1A NO.

2Q Can you identify who John and Charles are? The

* 3 salutations in this exhibit?

4A I don't know. I presume it's John Watson and

5Charles Black.

6 Q What does this notation mean to you?

7 A What do you mean, what does it mean to me?

8 Q How would you interpret this notation?

9 A I don't know.

10 Q Do you know Mr. or Mrs. Charles Camp?

II A I do. No, I don't know Charles Camp. I know

12 William L. Camp.

13 Q Did you communicate with Mr. or Mrs. Camp by

@ 14 telephone, writing, or in person regarding this

15 contribution?

16 A Ask the question again, please. It does say

17 Charles Camp, doesn't it?

18 Q Did you communicate with Mr. or Mrs. Camp

19 regarding this contribution?

20 A No.

21 Q Did Mr. Black or Mr. Watson or any other campaign

22 staffer discuss this contribution that is listed on

23 Exhibit D with you?

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1A Not to my recollection.

2Q The quarterly disclosure report that the committee

* 3 filed reattributed, or redesignated, rather, $2,000 of this

4 contribution toward the general election. Did you recall

5 reviewing the quarterly disclosure report prepared by

6 Mr. Black during this time period?

7A Like I said, I don't remember the date and the

8 time I did. Undoubtedly, I took at look at it. But I don't

9 remember specifically.

10 Q Did the committee obtain written authorization

11 from Mr. or Mrs. Camp to redesignate this contribution or

12 reattribute this contribution?

13 A I don't know.

O 14 Q Why was the decision made to redesignate this

15 contribution?

16 A I don't know.

17 Q Can you describe Mr. Breedlove's role in handling

18 or processing contributions?

19 A In what capacity do you mean?

20 Q Just describe his role.

21 A Campaign managers have oversight over entire

22 operations of the campaign. To my knowledge, he did enter

23 checks. Undoubtedly he saw them, picked some up from time

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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to time. You know, just various things. But that was

probably his role in it.

Q Did you say before that you never had any

discussions with Mr. Breedlove regarding contributions?

MR. GINSBERG: I do not think that is what he

said.

THE WITNESS: No. No, I didn't say that.

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q I am asking, did you say that?

A No. Okay. If that is what came out of my mouth,

or you heard that, that's no.

Q Did you have periodic discussions with Charles

Black regarding how contributions were being processed and

handled?

A You asked me earlier. And I said, you know, he

would call me about certain matters. So I don't recollect a

specific conversation, but - -

Q Did he call you about Exhibit D?

A Not to my knowledge.

(Pause.)

MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

record. I am handing to the Court Reporter for

identification purposes Exhibit E, a copy of a check dated

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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October 25, 1994 for $500 from Stephen Smith.

(The document referred to was

marked for identification as

FEC Exhibit E.)
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BY MR. RIGSBY:

Mr. Adams, is that your handwriting on Exhibit E,

top check, which reads, "Check not in database, XS?"

No.

Can you identify whose handwriting that may be?

I have no idea.

Have you seen this copy, a copy of this check,

before?

A Not to my recollection.

Q What do you think the notation "check not in

database, XS" means?

A I don't know.

Q If you saw such a notation on a copy of a check,

how would you respond to that notation?

A I don't know.

Q So are you saying that you would not ask any

staffers about it if you saw such a notation?

A I don't know what it is to ask.

Q What do you think the term "database" means in

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1that notation?

2A I don't know for sure.

* 3 Q Is there ayreason why a check would not be put

4in the database?

5 A No.

6 Q Do you know Mr. Stephen Smith, or Dr. Stephen

S7 Smith?

8 A Yes.

S9 Q Did you communicate with Dr. Smith regarding this

10 contribution?

11 A Not to my recollection.
i

S12 Q Did you ask Dr. Smith for a contribution?

13 A I don't remember.

@ 14 Q Did Mr. Black, Mr. Watson, or any other staffer

15 discuss this contribution with you?

16 A Not to my recollection.

17 Q The Barr Committee's report to the FEC on

18 contributions received during this time period indicates

19 that this contribution was not entered into the database.

20 Who made the decision not to itemize the check marked

21 Exhibit E?

22 A I don't know.

23 Q Did you review the quarterly disclosure report

* Heritage Reporting Corporation

(202) 628-4888



0

43

1prepared by Mr. Black, f or this time period, before it was

2 filed with the FEC?

* 3 A Like I said before, I don't remember exactly what

4 happened. Undoubtedly I looked at it, but I don't remember.

5Q As the Finance Director, did you make any

6 decisions regarding how contributions would be reported?

7 A Undoubtedly we discussed them. I don't remember

j8 exactly.

_9 Q When you say "we, " to whom are you referring?

10 A John, Becky, whoever was engaged.

11I Q Would you have any discussions with Jeff Breedlove

12 or Charles Black on how contributions would be reported?

13 A Again, we probably discussed it. I don't remember

S 14 specific examples.

15 Q Would Becky know about any of these notations that

16 we have discussed in previous exhibits, as well as this

17 exhibit?

18 A It's possible.

19 Q Is this Becky's handwriting here on Exhibit E?

20 A I don't know.

21 ( Pause. )

22 MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

23 record. I am handing the Court Reporter for identification

5 Heritage Reporting Corporation
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purposes FEC Exhibit F, a copy of a check dated December 31,

1994, for $250, from the account of J.L. or Anne Gray, which

was signed only by J.L. Gray.

(The document referred to was

marked for identification as

FEC Exhibit F.)6
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BY MR. RIGSBY:

Mr. Adams, is that your handwriting at the bottom

that exhibit?

No.

Can you identify whose handwriting that may be?

No.

Is it Becky's handwriting?

Probably not. The date of the check, I don't

was still around. But I don't know for sure.

Who was around on December 31, 1994? What

A I don't remember.

MR. GINSBERG: It has not been established that

that handwriting was put on the check on December 31, 1994,

or any time around there.

THE WITNESS: That's a good point.

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1 BY MR. RIGSBY:

2Q What was the term or the time frame of Becky's

* 3 employment, as you recall?

4A I don't remember.

5Q But you are saying she was not around during the

6 date of this check.

7 A She was not there on 12/31/94. Yes. But do I

8 remember the beginning and end? No.

9 Q So you do remember when she left?

10 A I do not remember when she left. I know she

11 wasn't there then, to the best of my knowledge.

12 Q Was she already working at the campaign when you

13 joined the campaign?

@ 14 A No.

15 Q What does this notation mean to you here? How

16 would you interpret this notation?

17 A I have no idea.

18 Q If you saw a notation such as this on Exhibit F,

19 what would you do? How would you respond to such a

20 notation?

21 A I don't know.

22 Q Do you know Mr. or Mrs. J.L. Gray?

23 A Yes.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1Q Did you communicate with Mr. or Mrs. J.L. Gray

2regarding this contribution?

* 3 A Not to my recollection.

4Q Did Mr. Black or Mr. Watson or any other staffer

5discuss this contribution with you?

6 A Not to my recollection.

7 Q Did you call Mr. Gray and ask for this

8 contribution?

9 A Not to my recollection.

10 (Pause.)

11 MR. RIGSBY: I would like to put an exhibit on the

12 record. I am handing to the Court Reporter for

13 identification purposes FEC Exhibit G, a copy of a check

@ 14 dated September 23, 1994 for $1000, from the account of Paul

15 and Sybil Jones, which was signed only by Sybil Jones.

16 I am also handing a copy of this exhibit to

17 Mr. Adams.

18 (The document referred to was

19 marked for identification as

20 FEC Exhibit G.)

21 BY MR. RIGSBY:

22 Q Mr. Adams, is that your handwriting at the bottom

23 of that exhibit, on the contributor information form, which

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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reads, "Not entered, both Paul and Sybil XS"?

A No.

Q Have you seen this copy before? Copy of this

check and contributor information form report?

A Not to my recollection.

Q Do you recognize the handwriting which reads, "Not

entered, both Paul and Sybil XS?"

A No.

Q Can you identify committee staffers who may know

who wrote this notation?

A No.

Q If you saw a notation such as this, how would you

respond to such a notation?

A I don't know.

Q Who on the campaign staff handled the contributor

information forms?

A What do you mean, "contributor information forms?"

Q The bottom here of Exhibit G, these forms here.

A What do you mean, "handled them?"

Q Responsible for collecting them, obtaining the

information.

A I don't know. They were mailed out. They were

mailed out in our correspondence.

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1Q Who mailed them out?

2A What do you mean, who?

O 3Q Who mailed the forms out?

4A I don't know.

5Q Do you know Mr. Paul Jones or Mrs. Sybil Jones?

6 A Yes.

7 Q Did you call them requesting a contribution?

8 A Requesting a contribution, or this one?

9 Q A contribution.

10 A Not to my recollection.

1I Q Did you meet them at a fundraiser, or ask them

12 personally for a contribution?

13 A Did I meet them at a fundraiser? I'm sure we did.

@ 14 Did I ask them for a contribution? Not to my recollection.

15 Q Do you recall inviting them to a fundraiser?

16 A I don't.

17 Q Did you communicate with Mr. or Mrs. Jones

18 regarding this contribution listed here on Exhibit G?

19 A Not to my recollection.

20 Q Did Mr. Black or Mr. Watson or any other staffer

21 communicate with you regarding this contribution listed on

22 Exhibit G?

23 A Again, not to my recollection.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1Q Did you communicate with Mr. or Mrs. Jones

2 regarding any contribution?

* 3 A Again, not to my recollection.

4Q The Barr Committee's report to the FEC on

5 contributions received during this time period indicates

6 that this contribution was not included in such disclosure

7 report. Who made the decision not to itemize the check

S 8 marked on Exhibit G on the committee's disclosure reports?

9 A I don't know.

10 Q Would there be any reason why the committee would

I11 not enter the checks on the database?

12 A No.

13 Q Did you say that you, did you say before that you

@ 14 reviewed the copies of checks?

15 A I think you asked me before, and I said I

16 probably, I've seen them, saw them.

17 Q Are you aware of any notations on other copies of

18 checks other than the notations that we showed you here

19 today, Exhibits A through G?

20 A No, not to my recollection.

21 Q Did the committee obtain the occupation and the

22 name of the employer of each contributor whose contributions

23 aggregated in excess of $200 per calendar year?

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1A Say the first part again?

2Q Did the committee obtain the occupation and the

* 3 name of the employer of each contributor whose contributions

4 aggregated in excess of $200 per calendar year?

5A Probably not each one.

6 Q How did you obtain this information on those

7 contributors that you did secure the information? How did

8 you obtain it?

9 A As I stated earlier, we mailed out cards with

10 invitations. We mailed cards with questions on that

11 information, fundraising letters. We took cards with us

12 when we met with people.

13 Q Who are you referring to when you say "we?"

@ 14 A John and I. John and me.

15 Q Did you say that you did not obtain this

16 information on each contributor?

17 A Right.

18 Q Are you aware of those that you did not obtain

19 this information on?

20 A No.

21 Q Why would the committee not have obtained this

22 information on all of the contributors who made

23 contributions in excess of $200 per calendar year?

Heritage Reporting Corporation(202) 628-4888



I

0

6

7

8

9

10

12

13

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888

A Your initial question implies do we have that

information on each contributor over $200. And I'm

surmising we don't. There's no reason why we would not have

requested it, or why we did not seek it.

Q Did you prepare written documentation on your

efforts to obtain this information?

A I don't know.

Q For each such contributor, did you make a request

for this information within 30 days of receiving the

contribution?

A I don't know.

Q If there was information in your committee records

regarding these various contributors, did you report such

information to the Commission on the contributor information

form?

A Say the first part again, please.

Q If the committee had information on these various

contributors, did you put that information on the

contributor information form? And report it to the

Commission?

A You are asking me if we had information, did we

put it on one of those forms to file it away?

Q Did you put it on the disclosure report?
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1A I don't know.

2MR. MCGAHN: Are you asking him personally, or

* 3 having the committee - -

4MR. RIGSBY: Any staffer who would have done this.

5THE WITNESS: Who would have done what? Which

o6 part of it?

=7 BY MR. RIGSBY:

S8 Q Obtained information that you already had on these

9 various contributors, and put that information onto the

i 0 disclosure report?

11I A Are you asking which staffers would have obtained

S12 the information form?

13 Q I am asking whether the committee already had

@ 14 information on the various contributors.

15 MR. GINSBERG: Are you asking if somebody gave a

16 contribution at one time, and provided the information to

17 the committee, and then they gave a second contribution, the

18 committee would take the contribution from the first

19 response and used it on the disclosure form for the second

20 contribution?

21 MS. VOSDINGH: Or if they had the information from

22 any other place.

23 MR. RIGSBY: Any other source.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1THE WITNESS: I'm still not clear on what you're

2trying to find out. I'm not trying to be difficult.

Q 3 BY MR. RIGSBY:

4Q If the committee already had various information

5- name, address, et cetera - - on various contributors'

6 occupation, employer, on various contributors, when it was

7 time to file the disclosure report, would you have placed

8 that information on the disclosure report? Even though they

9 had not submitted the information?

10 A It's likely.

II Q Are you aware that the Federal Election Laws

12 require committees to obtain the occupation and name of

13 employer of contributors whose aggregate contributions

@ 14 exceeded $200 in a calendar year?

15 A Yes.

16 Q So again, what did the committee, did you do

17 personally or the committee staffers do, to comply with this

18 law?

19 A To comply with obtaining the information? Or to

20 comply with requesting it?

21 Q Requesting the information.

22 A As I said a minute ago, we put those cards in our

23 invitations. We put them in our direct mail pieces. We --

O Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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I say we; I'm collectively the campaign. The campaign

routinely put cards in invitations, cards in direct mail

pieces. If I was out with Bob, I took cards with me. If

John was out with Bob, he probably had cards with him.

That's how we obtained information.

Q On the committee's disclosure reports the

committee used the term "best efforts refused," instead of

listing the occupation and name of employer for

contributors. What does the term "best efforts refused"

mean?

A I don't know.

Q When you did not initially obtain - - when you

initially called a contributor, and they failed to give you

information about name and occupation, name of employer and

occupation, did you continually follow 1/2 up with those

contributors to obtain this information?

A Did I continue to follow 1/2 up?

Q Yes.

MR. MCGAHN: I am going to object to the use of

the word "continuing," because that has 50 different

meanings. But you can answer it.

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q Did anyone ever follow 1/2 up on contributors who

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888



1. did not give this information on name of employer and

2 occupation?

* 3 A My recollection is we, you know, would continue to

4 discuss it in some manner. But I don't know exactly.

5Q What have you done to prepare for today's

6 deposition? Did you review any documents?

7 A No.

8 Q Did you speak with anyone besides your lawyers in

9 preparation for this deposition?

10 A No.

i1 Q Where are you currently employed? Is your

12 employment with Mr. Barr your full-time employment?

13 A No.

@ 14 Q Where are you currently employed?

15 A I'm not.

16 Q Are you currently working for the Bob Barr for

17 Congress '98 Committee?

18 A No.

19 Q When did you leave your employment with Mr. Barr?

20 A December 13 was the last day.

21 Q December 13 of which year?

22 A '97.

23 Q Why did you leave employment with Mr. Barr?

* eitg Reporting Corporation
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1A It was just, it's a personal decision. I felt

2 like it was time to pursue other interests, as they say.

* 3 Q And let me recall, when did you say you began with

4 Mr. Barr?

5A Roughly, March of 1993. So that's five years.

6 Q How many campaigns have you been involved in?

7 Federal campaigns?

8 MR. GINSBERG: I believe that has been asked and

9 answered.

10 BY MR. RIGSBY:

11 Q I am asking - - well, let me ask again, just to

12 recall. I think you identified, how many campaigns were you

13 involved in before?

@ 14 A I have worked with three people running for

15 federal office. And that encompasses one, two, three, four,

16 five elections.

17 Q You mentioned earlier that you worked with

18 Congressman Wamp at the same time that you worked with

19 Congressman Barr. How many hours did you work on Mr. Wamp's

20 campaign per day or week?

21 A Beginning in the fall of '93, I would work three

22 days for Bob and two days for Zack. The primaries were

23 over. I would work three days in one place and three days

Heritage Reporting Corporation(202) 628-4888
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in the other.

Q What were your duties with Mr. Wamp? Were they

similar to your duties with Mr. Barr?

A My title was the same, yes.

Q Were your duties and responsibilities the same?

A For the most part, yes.

MR. RIGSBY: We will take a quick five-minute

break.

THE REPORTER: Off the record.

(Whereupon, a short recess was taken.)

THE REPORTER: Back on the record. Reminder, you

are still under oath.

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q Earlier in the deposition, Mr. Adams, you said,

quote, it was important to note that during the time period

1993 to 1994 you were assuming the same position for another

candidate.

A Correct.

Q Why was it important to note that?

A Because of my time commitment involved. And the

time commitment, the responsibilities that were entailed,

those things.

Q Since you were part 1/2 time, so to speak, during

0
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that time, who were the full-time staffers during that time

period?

A Who were the full 1/2 time? It grew as it went.

Q Was Jeff Breedlove full 1/2 time?

A He was full 1/2 time.

Q was Becky Lewis full 1/2 time?

A For the most part. For a while. I don't know

when she left.

Q I believe you testified earlier that she was not,

Becky was not at the campaign around 12/31/94.

A Right.

Q Do you recall at all when she left?

A I really don't remember.

MS. VOSDINGH: Can you speak up a little?

THE WITNESS: I really don't remember.

MS. VOSDINGH: Thank you.

BY MR. RIGSBY:

Q Was she already on board in the campaign when you

arrived at the campaign?

A No.

Q Did you hire her?

A No.

Q Do you know where Ms. Lewis lives? What town,
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space?

A NO.

Q And when did you leave this space and move to

another one?

A I don't remember. I really don't remember.

Q Do you think Ms. Lewis left the campaign before

Thanksgiving of '94?

A I'm telling you, I don't know. I have no idea.

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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A NO.

Q You have no periodic contact with her?

A None.

(Pause.)

Q You do not have any idea when she came on board?

The month or the year?

A My recollection is it was in '93. But I don't

remember exactly when.

Q Was it spring or summer?

A I'll tell you, I'll tell you but I really don't

know. I know where we were working. We rented space in

the -- he rented space, we rented space in the bottom floor.

That's all I know.

Q You do not recall when you began to rent this



1can' t remember.

2Q What were her qualifications, do you recall?

* 3 A Myrecollection is she was hired to do tmoay-

4 - she was hired as a temporary, to do temporary office work.

5Q And just to clarify, that work did include

6 handling and processing contributions and inputting data?

7 A I would say she did some of that work.

8 (Pause.)

9 Q What was your working relationship like with

10 Ms. Lewis? Becky Lewis?

11 A What do you mean?

12 Q Just describe the working relationship.

13 A That can take on a lot of things.

@ 14 Q Well, was it a cordial relationship?

15 A Yes, cordial.

16 Q Professional? Okay. Did you give her any

17 employment reference when she left to pursue other

18 opportunities?

19 A Not to my recollection.

20 Q Do you think that your answers to my questions

21 were complete? Is there anything else that you would like

22 to add to any of your answers?

23 A No.

* Heritage Reporting Corporation
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1Q Are you going to exercise your right to read this

2 deposition, the transcript of this deposition?

O 3 A No.

4MR. GINSBERG: Basically because they will make

5 you travel wherever they feel like making you travel, then

6 you will have to sit and read it somewhere. They promise

7 that it is - - but that is the system that they have set up.

8 MR. RIGSBY: Although I do not foresee the need to

9 further depose you, this deposition is being continued

10 because the investigation is ongoing. And we may have to

11 speak with you again.

12 I would like to remind you once again that this

13 investigation must remain confidential until the Federal

@ 14 Election Commission closes its file in this matter.

15 THE REPORTER: Of f the record.

16 MR. RIGSBY: Of f the record.

17 (Whereupon, at 11:59 a.m., the deposition was

18 concluded.)
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July 1, 1999

Mr. Delbert Rigsby
Office of the General Counsel
FEC
999 East Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

IN RE: MUR 4357 and MUR 4802

Dear Mr. Rigsby:

Please find enclosed a check for $28,055 in compliance with the conciliation agreement

for the above referenced cases.

Barr for Congress

Bob Barr - Congress • P.O. Box 4323 • Marietta, GA 30061-4323e•(770) 528-9444 •(770) 528-9555 FAX • http://wwwbobbarr.orr
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BOB BARR FOR CONGRESS 2000
PH. 770-528-9444

P.O. BOX 4323
MARIETT'A, GA 30061

SUNTRUST SANK, ATLANTA
ATLANTA, GEORGIA

64-10-410

~1/99

Twenty Eight thousand Fifty Five dollars and 00 oents
Fecderl Election Commission

Washington, DC 20463

MEMO: 1994 & 1996 Concilation
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880 & 1 58 q 5 q

PAY
QTO THE

~ORDER

2235

//



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Ft . ECEIVpDoD[ftlt ELECTiON

8 IIo4Iie9,

July 7, 1999

TWO WAY MEMORANDUM

OGC Docket

Rosa E. SwintonAccounting Technician

SUBJECT: Account Determination for Funds Received

We recently received a check from Bob Barr for Conrss 2000, checknumber 2235, date July 1, 1999, for the amount of *28,055.00. A copy of
the check and any correspondence is being forwarded. Please indicate below
which a account the funds should be deposited and give the MUR/Case
number and name associated with the deposit.

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Rosa E. SwintonAccounting Technician
OGC Dce/

Disposition of Funds Received

In reference to te bove heck in the amount of $ 2f " ,. the
/.Cs ulri and in the name of

'--k . 4./ # --. Place this deoi inth
account-indi Ited behf ,,:-

Budget Clearing Account (OGC), 95F3875. 16
7 Civil Penalties Account, 95-1099.160

Other:

Signature 
Date

TO:

FROM:

Date


