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1. memo
related questions 2 p.

Fred Fielding to Michael McManus re campaign

2/17/84

%P/f/"’

RESTRICTION CODES

Presidential Records Act - [44 U.S.C. 2204(a)]

P-1
P2
P-3
P-4

P-5

P6

National security classified information [(a)(1) of the PRA).

Relating to appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA].

Release would violate a Federal statute {(a)(3) of the PRA].

Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential cornmercial or financial information
[(a)(4) of the PRA].

Release would disclose confidential advice bet
between such advisors [(a)(5) of the PRA].
Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy [{a)(6) of
the PRA].

1 the President and his advisors, or

Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed of gift.

Freedom of information Act - [§ U.S.C. 552(b}]

F1
F-2

F3
F-4

F-6
F7
F8
F-9

National security classified information [(b)(1) of the FOIA].

Release could disclose internal personnel rules and practices of an agency [(b)(2) of the
FOIA].

Release would violate a Federal statue [(b)(3) of the FOIA].

Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or financial information
[{b)(4) of the FOIA).

Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy [(b)(6) of the
FOIA].

Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement purposes [(b}(7) of
the FOLA].

Release would disclose information conceming the regulation of financia! institutions
{(b)(8) of the FOIA].

Release would disclose geological or geophysical information concerning wells [(b){9) of
the FOIA).
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THE WHITE HOUSE /”/¢

WASHINGTON ’ '?ﬁ

February 17, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR MICHAEL A. McMANUS, JR.
ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT
AND DEPUTY TO THE, CHIEF OF STAFF
LaﬂWQy
FROM: FRED F. FIELDING Orig. signed by FFF
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Campaign Related Questions

This will respond to your request for guidance on three
campaign~related issues.

1. May you conduct convention meetings at the White House?

In our opinion, the planning and coordination of activi-
ties of the 1984 Republican National Convention is not a
function that should be conducted in Federal buildings not
generally made available to the public. As you know, the
Republican National Committee is charged with the responsibil-
ity of planning and conducting the Republican National Conven-
tion; concomitantly, Reagan-Bush '84 is primarily responsible
for the coordination of the President's political activities
at that convention. Your responsibilities as White House
liaison to the 1984 convention require you to coordinate with
both the RNC and Reagan-Bush '84; however, such coordination
relates only peripherally to the conduct and planning of any
official Government business because it is the coordination of
the President's needs at an established political event.
Hence, we recommend against the scheduling of regular conven-
tion coordination meetings in the White House complex.

2. Is there a legal problem in coordinating with the RNC,
Reagan-Bush '84 and the NRSCC on surrogate activities and
"themes"?

If there is actual "coordination" between the RNC,
Reagan-Bush '84 and the NRSCC on the "themes" surrogates are
developing, a case could be made that all of those surrogate
activities were "in-kind contributions" to Reagan-Bush '84.
The FEC has never dealt with this specific question before
because in the past there have been no obvious demonstrations
of a concentrated "coordination" of surrogates and themes.
("Obvious" refers to the scheduling of meetings for coordina-
tion of surrogate activities and the preparation of memoranda
detailing the development of campaign themes by various
surrogate groups, including surrogates not designated as
Reagan-Bush '84 surrogates.)
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Thus, in our opinion, you should not establish an intercom-
mittee surrogate coordination group or transmit coordination
memoranda to the RNC, Reagan-Bush '84 and the NRSCC; you may,
however, informally discuss with representatives of any
Republican Party committees the themes they may be developing
in their surrogate activities and you may, after production
has been completed, view the various media spots such commit-
tees plan to run. The key here is that you avoid "directing”
the surrogate activities of these committees.

3. Is there a legal problem in establishing a computer link
between Reagan-Bush '84 and appropriate White House offices
for transmittal of issues tracking, scheduling information and
general information?

The legal concerns about such a proposal relate to the allo-
cation of expenses related to the implementation of that
program, the use of "hatched" personnel in either sending or
receiving information, and the control of the type of any
information being transmitted from the White House to Reagan-
Bush '84. It is possible that most of the legal concerns
relating to the cost of such a program could be resolved;
however, a preliminary review of this question suggests that a
computer link could cost Reagan-Bush '84 as much as $1,000 a
month plus one-time hook-up costs of several thousand dollars.
Assuming such cost problems could be resolved and that Reagan-
Bush '84 felt such payments were a good utilization of its
resources, the appearance questions relating to the personnel
involved in implementing such a system and, more importantly,
the propriety of the information being transmitted, would
still be significant. 1Indeed, I am concerned that the limits
that would have to be placed on the transmittal of information
to and from the White House to Reagan-Bush '84 would seriously
undermine the usefulness of a computer link between the two
committees. For example, the transmittal of negative issue
research on Democratic candidates would create problems
related to subsequent transmittal of that information within
the White House and throughout the Departments and agencies.
If your plan is to transmit a "line of the day" to Adminis-
tration surrogates you should be aware that the "electronic
mailboxes" of Cabinet offices are operated by career "hatched"
Federal employees. Additionally, many of the "issues" workers
- within the White House (e.g., most of the OPD and OMB staffs)
are also subject to the Hatch Act. Another example of infor-
mation that could not be transmitted is the President's
schedule; for security reasons the Secret Service opposes
transmittal of the President's schedule through electronic
mail.

In sum, these are legal concerns associated with the creation
of a computer link between the White House; additionally, the



-3-

appearance questions related to the transmittal of either
"confidential" Government information on "partisan," political
information cause me serious misgivings about the propriety
and oversight of such an arrangement.

cc: James A. Baker, III &—



-  THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 14, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HEADS OF ALL DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES
FROM: FRED F. FIELDINGB,.‘_ L_\‘/é,\
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: 18 U.S.C., § 603

Section 603 of title 18 makes it a felony for any officer or
employee of the United States to give a political contribution
to any other officer or employee of the United States who is
the "employer or employing authority" of the contributor. */
Although the issue is not free from doubt, this provision may
prohibit any Federal employee from contributing to the autho-
rized campaign committee of the President (Reagan-Bush '84).

Although such interpretation **/ would raise grave constitu-
tional concerns, prudence regquires that any ambiguity in the
language of this statute be resolved against placing any
Presidential appointee or other Federal employee in the
position of inadvertently violating Federal law. Hence, in
the absence of any judicial interpretation of this prowvision
or any legislative clarification of it, all Federal employees
should be advised that this statute may preclude them from
contributing to Reagan-Bush '84, the authorized campaign
committee of the President. -

I regret that such advice may inhibit Federal employees from
the full exercise of their First Amendment rights; nevertheless,
in the interest of maintaining strict compliance with all
Federal statutes, every Federal employee should be made aware

of the language and potential restrictions of this statutory
provision.

Your cooperation in disseminating this advice will be greatly
appreciated.

*/ The terms "contribution” and "authorized committee“'are
used as they are defined in the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. §§ 431(8)and 432(e) (1).

**/ This interpretation would be personal to the employee
only, and would not apply to his or her spouse or family, and
would be applicable only to contributions to Reagan-Bush '84.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 5, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR EDWIN MEESE III
JAMES A. BAKER, III
JOHN S. HERRINGTON
M. B. OGLESBY
MARGARET TUTWILER&—

FROM: FRED F. FIELDING Qric.. gignei by Fug
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Judicial Appointment Recommendations

Set forth below are recommendations on various judicial
candidates. Please advise my office by close of business
Wednesday, February 7, if you have any objections to the
recommendation on each candidate.

For your information, the resumes of the candidates recom-
mended for these positions are attached. Also attached are
the latest status sheets on judicial and U.S. Attorney
candidates.

I. U.S. DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

The Justice Department has recommended that we initiate the
background investigations on Joseph H. Longobardi as the
candidate for appointment to the U.S. District Court for the
District of Delaware. Longobardi was recommended for this
position by Senator Roth.

Longobardi, 53, is the Vice Chancellor of the Delaware Court
of Chancery, Delaware's trial court of equity jurisdiction
and, since May 1982, the forum for most litigation under the
Delaware corporations law. Prior to his appointment to the
Court of Chancery, he spent approximately eight years as a
judge of the Delaware Superior Court where he was reputed to
be a "tough sentencer™ in criminal cases. Justice reports
that as a member of the Delaware Superior Court Longobardi
was very efficient in eliminating the backlog of cases that
existed when he first assumed the bench. In addition to his
judicial experience, Longobardi has had substantial experience
in private practice as a trial lawyer, and served as a Deputy
Attorney General of Delaware from 1959 to 1961.

Justice reports that Longobardi is regarded as a man of high
integrity and as a competent, conservative jurist. He construes
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statutes narrowly and believes that judges should not intrude
upon the legislative sphere. His judicial temperament is even
and he is reputed to be a competent legal scholar and writer.

Recommendation: That we initiate the background clearances on
Joseph J. Longobardi as the candidate for appointment to the
U.S. District Court for the District of Delaware.

II. DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEVADA

The Justice Department has recommended that we initiate the
background investigations on Lloyd D. George as the candidate
for appointment to the U.S. District Court for the District of
Nevada. Senator Laxalt recommended George for this position.

George, 53, has served as a U.S. Bankruptcy Judge since March
1974. He engaged in the general practice of law in Las Vegas
from 1961 to 1974.

Justice reports that Judge George is "a man of unquestioned
character and integrity, with moderate to conservative
political views." Justice states that George is respected
by the "entire Las Vegas bar, and is regarded as one of the
best bankruptcy judges in the country." Although Justice
recognizes that the relatively narrow scope of Judge George's
judicial experience could be a drawback, it states that he
should be able to handle the various issues arising in the
district court.

Recommendation: That we initiate the background clearances on
Judge Lloyd George as the candidate for appointment to the
U.S. District Court for the District of Nevada.

Attachments



Pate of Birth:
Place of Birth:

Marital Status:

Residenoe:

EdQucation:

Degreces:

Mwards:

Profeasion:
Professional
Act.ivitices:

BIOCKAYIICAL DEYA

JOSIPH I, LONGGISARDL

April 29, )90

Wilimington, Nelaware

Married

Wife's name: Maud

Two children: Joseph J., 111, April 19, 1957
Cynthia Jcan, hugust 16, 1958

26 Winterbury Circle

_Winterbury

Wilmington, Dclaware 19808

Chrisl Our King Parochial School - 1944
Arvchmere Academy -~ 1948

Washington College ~ 1952

Temple University School of Law - 1957

R.A. - Washingtmn'COIIQQQ
L.L.B. - Temple University

(1) Temple Univerusity Schouol oi Taw:
(a) Associate kditor Tcemple Law Quarterly
(b} s. A. shull Memorial Award for Excellence in

I.egal Rescarch and Writing

(2) Paul C. Reardon Award, 1981, xponsorcd by the
National Center for State Courtsg, Williswsburg,
Virginia (a National award for & paper on the
Supcrior Court’'s causcllow manavement program)

Lawyer -~ Admitied to DPDelaware Bar in Deccuwber, 19%7

(1) Member of Now Castle, Doelaware, and American Bar
hssociations

(2} Menber of Awmerican Trial l.awyers Asusociation

(3) Former Deputy Attorney General - 1959-1961

{4) Former Counsel Lo Sheriff of New Castle County -
Eight ycars

(S) FPormer Counsel to Rew Castle County Council

(6) rormer wmerber of the Statc A Appeal Board

(7) Deleyate to Rational Conference of State Trial
Judgyes _

(8) Yaculty Advisor to the National Judicial College,
Reno, Neovada - Sunmmey of 1981

{9) Manmber of Board uf Overscors, Delawarce Law
School - Prosent



Professional
hcitvitices
{con't}):

Political
ARctivities:

Fouemeyr Fiploy-
mend:

Frescent jimiploy-
vy

(10) Mcmber of Lxecutive Conmittee of Delaware Bar
Association - June, 1983 to present

(11) Legal Edvcation Comnittcece - Only Judicial repre-
sentative and one of two trained lawyers in
conjunction with mombers of the Board of Rdwea-
tion who developed a curriculum for the
education of law commencing in kindergartoen
through the twelfth grade. Program bacame
effective September, 1883 .

{12) Chairman of Delaware Criminal Justice Round-
table's Committee to develop a wrooram for solv-
ing present information system's problems,

This project involves a program by which the
executive, legislative and judicial branches

ot the Statc of Delaware {logether with the
individual member aoencies of the criminal
justice community, i.e., police, courts, public
defender, attorney general, Cepartment of TPublic
Safety and prisons, will henefit from an en-
hanced proyram of information distribution.

(13) Develojunent and implenentation of a statewide
casceflow management system for Lhe Superior
Court of Deldware: Statewide and national
recognition of the project making Delaware a
national leader.

(14) Chairman of the Judicial Conference Caommittee
which svcecessfully concluded the constitulional
confrontation between the Judicial and Leoisla-
tive Rranches of State Govermacnt.

Registered Republican

I have been a district committecman, district chajr-
man, president of a local AYR, Bundhied chairiwan snd
treasurer of the Second Convention District for eioht
vears; member of the Execuwtive Committcee of the
Second Convention District for eight years.

Major sharcholder in a ten lawyer firm employing a Lot.
ot 26 prople. The firm was comprised of specialists )
tax, corporate and bhusiness lav, with Joseph J. T.onsgob,
controlling the section on litication of al) kinds, re
estate and cormercial ventures.

Mssociate Judye of the Superior Couwsrt of Delavasre
Rovenber 14, 1974 to iay 14, 1982
Vice Chancellor of the Court of Chancery

Yay 14, 1982 to present
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Resume
LLOYD D, GEORGE

United States Bankruptey Judge
Distriet of Nevada

As an attorney, Judge George practiced primarily in the area
of commercial law for over a decade. He has seved on the
Bankruptcy Bench for approximately ten years.

He hnlds the following degrees: B.S. Degqree, Brigham Young
University - 1955, majorin% in Business Management; JvD.
Degree, University of California, Boalt Hall, Berkeley =
1961.

He recently cempleted serving a four-year term on the Board
of the Federal Judicial Cepnter. Judge George was elected hy
the United States Judicial Conference to serve with the
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court and six other judges on
the Board, which i8 concerned with legal and technological
research and with the education of Jjudges and other support
personnel {n the judicial branch of government,

In the Ninth Circuit 6f the United States Federal Court
gystem, Judge George has heen named ag one of five judges to
Bit on intermediate appellate panels to hear appeals from
the Bankruptcy Trial Ceurts,

In October, 1982, Judge Ggorge was elected to memberthip i{n
the National Bankrupteoy Conference,

He was a fighter pilot in the U. 8. Air Ferce from 1855 to
1958, attaining the rank of Captain.:

Some of the professional erganizations and offices in which
the Judge {5 {nvolved include the following: recipient of
the 1980-81 BYU Alumni Distinguished Service Award; former
president of the local chapter and present member of the
national board of trustees, National Conference of
Christians and Jewsg; former president, Brigham Young
University International Alumni Agsoclation; former
Chairman, State Apprentice Council: former President of the
Clark County Associlatiecn for Retarded Children; former
President and present member of the Busirezs and
Professional Aesociation of Southern Nevada; member,
Executive Committee of Board of Viasiters of J. Reuben Clark
Law Schonl, Brigham Yeaung University.




































THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 3, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR JAMES A. BAKER,III

ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT AND
CHIEF OF STAFF

MICHAEL K. DEAVER
ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT AND
DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF

FROM: FRED F. FIELDING N\,
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee
Complaint Against Reagan-Bush '84 and the President

The Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee (the "DCCC")
has filed a complaint with the Federal Election Commission
(the "FEC") alleging that, because of activities by the
President and members of the White House staff throughout 1982
and 1983 with officials of the National Conservative Political
Action Committee ("NCPAC"), NCPAC is precluded from making
"independent expenditures" on behalf of the President, and,
all of NCPAC's political activities in support of the President
are illegal, excessive political contributions to Reagan-Bush
'*84. Although the DCCC named the President as a "respondent"
in its complaint to the FEC, the FEC has not served me with
notice of this complaint because, consistent with its past
treatment of complaints against candidates and their autho-
rized committees, it is treating Reagan-Bush '84 and the
President as one respondent.

This complaint is part of a series of legal actions being
initiated by the DCCC to contest the ability of NCPAC and
other "independent expenditure" committees to make independent
expenditures on behalf of the President in the 1984 elections.
Last year the DCCC sought a judicial determination that the
restrictions of the Presidential Election Campaign Fund Act
prohibiting the spending of more than $1000 in the Presi-
dential general elections by "independent expenditure" commit-
tees was constitutional. */ The three judge panel considering

*/ 1In 1982, the Supreme Court, by a 4-4 decision, upheld a
Tower court decision finding such restrictions to be unconsti-
tutional. The FEC, however, has taken the position that the
Supreme Court's decision is not binding because it was not
made by a majority opinion.
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that request, however, ruled that such restrictions are
unconstitutional. Although that decision will be appealed by
the DCCC, this action was initiated as an interim measure to
preclude NCPAC from making "independent expenditures” on
behalf of the President's re-election.

As you know, an "independent expenditure" is one made without
"consultation, coordination, cooperation or control" of the
party on whose behalf such expenditure is made. The basis of
the allegations against Reagan-Bush '84 are that the long term
association of several of the President's advisers (e.g., Lyn
Nofziger and Ed Rollins) with NCPAC, and specific actions
taken by the White House staff in 1982 and 1983 are evidence
of such "consultation, coordination, cooperation and control"
that would preclude NCPAC from making "independent expendi-
tures"” on behalf of the President in the 1984 elections.

One specific incident cited as evidence of NCPAC's "lack of
independence" is the telephone call the President made to
Terry Dolan praising NCPAC's television special, "Ronald
Reagan's BAmerica". The DCCC alleges that such film was made
specifically to support the re-election of the President and
contained footage of the President that could have been
obtained only through a special meeting with the President,
and the President was calling to encourage NCPAC to continue
its support of him. The facts as we know them, however,
reveal that the President did not do a special taping for
NCPAC in 1983 and that in his telephone conversation with
Dolan he specifically acknowledged that he and Dolan could not
engadge in substantive political communications about what
NCPAC could do for the President.

Procedurally, Reagan-Bush '84 has 15 days in which to respond
to this complaint and to explain to the FEC why it should find
"no reason to believe" that a violation of the Federal
election laws has occurred. Since the factual allegations of
the complaint are lengthy, and there is a need for careful
coordination of such response between White House and campaign
officials, Ron Robertson (the Reagan-Bush'84 counsel who will
be the attorney of record on all responses to the FEC on this
matter) has requested the FEC to grant a 10 day extension for
our time of response. Such extensions are routinely granted.

You may recall that in anticipation of allegations of White
House or campaign staff "collusion" with independent expendi-
ture committees, we adopted a policy, in June, 1983, against
any substantive political communications between White House
officials and any representatives of political committees
(such as NCPAC) known to be planning to make independent
expenditures on behalf of the President if he became a candi-
date for re-election. Similarly, the first memorandum issued
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to Reagan-Bush committee staff advised them of the restrictions
on their communications with independent expenditure committees.
For these reasons, we consider the DCCC complaint to be wholly
without merit; nevertheless, it is possible that the FEC will
find it necessary to investigate these allegations before
resolving the matter in our favor. Such investigation, if it
is initiated, will be considered confidential and the FEC

staff and commissioners will be precluded from talking about

it to anyone outside the Commission. We will have the right

to waive the confidentiality of this investigation, but I
cannot recommend such waiver at this time.

Attached for your information is a copy of the complaint filed
with the FEC. I will advise you of the substance of the
proposed responses to this complaint once it is prepared
(which should be by next Wednesday) and keep you informed of
any other actions that may arise with respect to this matter.

Attachment



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 31, 1984

HAND DELIVERY

Angela M. Buchanan Jackson
Reagan-Bush ‘84

440 lst Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001

Re: MUR 1624
Dear Ms. Jackson: -

This letter is to notify you that on January 30, 1984 the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleges
that Reagan-Bush '84 and you, as treasurer, may have violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We
have numbered this matter MUR 1624. Please refer to this number
in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against the committee
and you, as treasurer, in connection with this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

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 matter to be made
public.

If you and your committee intend to be represented by counsel
in this matter, please advise the Commission by completing the
enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number of
such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.



Page 2
Letter to Angela M. Buchanan Jackson

If you have any qguestions, please contact Gary Johansen, the
staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4143. For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

NAME OF COUNSEL:

ADDRESS:

TELEPEONE: -

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission and to act on my

behalf before the Commission.

Date Signature

NAME :

ADDRESS:

HOME PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE:



| DESCRIPTION OF PRELIMINARY PROCEDURES
FOR PROCESSING COMPLAINTS FILED WITH THE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Complaints filed with the Federal Election Commission N
shall be referred to the Enforcement Division of the Office . T
of the General Counsel, where they are assigned a MUR (Matter %/
Under Review) number and assigned to a staff member. Within ¢
5 davs of receipt of a complaint, the Commission shall notify,
in writing, any respondent listed in the complaint that the
complaint has been filed and shall include with such notification -
a copy of the complaint. Simultaneously, the complainant shall
be notified that the complaint has been received and will
be acted upon. The respondent(s) shall then have 15 days to
demonstrate, in writing, that no action should be taken against
him/ her in response to the complaint.

At the end of the 15 davs, the Office of General Counsel .
shall report to the Commission making a recommendation(s)
based upon a preliminary legal and factual analysis of the
complaint and any submission made by the respondent(s). A
copy of respondent's submissicon shall be attached to the Office
of General Counsel's report and forwarded to the Commission.
This initial report shall recommend either: (&) that the
Commission find reason to believe that the complaint sets forth
a possible violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA)
and that the Commission will conduct an investigation of the
matter; or (b) that the Commission finds no reason to believe
that the complaint sets forth a possible violation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act (FECA) and, accordingly, that the Commission
close the file on the matter.

If, by an affirmative vote of four (4) Commissioners, the
Commission decides that it has reason to believe that a2 person
has committed or is about to commit a violation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act (FECA), the Office of the General Counsel
shall open an investigation into the matter. During the investi-
gation, the Commission shall have ‘the power to subpoena documents,
to subpoena individuals to appear for deposition, and to order
answers to interrogatories. The respondent(s) may be contacted
more than once by the Commission during its investigation.



1f, during this period of investigation, the respondent(s)
1nd;cate a desire to enter into conciliztion, the Office of
General Counsel staff may begin the conciliation process prior
to a finding of probable cause to believe a violation has .
been committed. Conciliation is an informal method of conference ;-
and persuasion to endeavor to correct or prevent a violation of v
the Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA). Most often, the
result of conciliation is an agreement signed by the Commission
and the f%spondent(s) The Conciliation Agreement must be adopted
by four votes of the Commission before it becomes final. After’
signature by the Commission and the respondent(s), the Commission
shall make public the Conciliation Agreement.

[If the investigation warrants], and no conciliation agree-
ment is entered into prior to a probable cause to believe finding, -
the General Counsel must notify the respondent(s) of his intent
to proceed to a vote on probable cause to believe that a violation
of the Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA) has been committed or
is about to be committed. Included with the notification to the
respondent(s) shall be a brief setting forth the position of the
General Counsel on the legal and factuzl issuves of the case.

Within 15 days of receipt of such brief, the respondent(s) may
- submit a brief posing the position-of respondent(s) and replying
to the brief of the General Counsel. Both briefs will then be
filed with the Comnission Secretary and will be considered by
the Commission. Thereafter, if the Commission determines by an
affirmative vote of four (4) Commissioners, that there is probable
cause to believe that a violation of the FECA has been commnitted
or is about to be committed conciliation must be undertaken for
a period of at least 30 days but not more than 90 days. 1If the
Commission is unable to correct or prevent any violation of the
FECA through conciliation the Office of General Counsel may re-
commend that the Commission file a civil suit against the re-
spondent({s) to enforce the Federal Election Campaign Act. (FECA).
Thereafter, the Commission may, upon an affirmative vote of four
(4) Commissioners, institute civil action for relief in the
District Court of the United States.

See 2 U.S.C. § 437g, 11 C.F.R. Part 111.
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2. Enter into a prc C and
Reagan/Bush '84 to remedy the ;
complaint, and most important] er

violations occur; and

3. Impose any and all civil penalties appropriate to the

violations alleged in this Complaint.

Respectfully submitted,
~Tony Coelho
Chairman
Democratic Congressional
Campaign Committee

400 North Capitol St., N.W., Suite 31
Washington, D.C. 20001 (202) 224-244

Subscribed and sworn to me on this@jﬁLaay of January, 1984.
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