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MEMORANDUM

Bebruary 2, 1976

TO: Bo Callaway
Bob Mosbacher
Stu Spencer
Bob Odell
Bob Moot

FROM: Bob Visser
RE: Reggan Report to January 10, 1976.

Attached please find the summary pages of the Report
for Receipts and Expenditures for Citizens for Reggan.
We have the complete copy available in our office.

ee: Fred Slight
Skip Watts
Ed Terrell
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Ed Terrell




MEMORANDUM

January 9, 1976

TO: Bo Callaway

o T
Stu Spencer f%‘;oﬁr>\
Q -
FROM: Jim Falk (: 1%
i >/
RE: Reagan's $90 Billion Plan \f v/

The single most radical and probably most detrimental
aspect of his proposal is the total elimination of General
Revenue Sharing. He is wvulnerable on several fronts with
this element of the plan.

1. The "miscalculation" pointed out in the
recent Washington Post article by Richard Stout
is symptomatic of the thoughtlessness or at
best lack of care in projecting budget savings.
It states that Reagan's Backgrounder One claimed
a $7.2 Billion annual savings. This is just a
"careless'" $1 Billion error. The program is
funded at $6 Billion per annum.

2. While Reagan was not out in front in
1971 he did support enactment of General Revenue
Sharing and because population is a major
formula  factor its loss would be greatest
in his home state California.

3. The elimination of the program would
have immediate and severe effects in New
Hampshire. To illustrate:

A. Totals to April 75

State Current Annual Receipts Total to Apr. 1975
$6,716,314 $20,065,455
Manchester ' $2,317,007 $6,671,362

Concord " $444,935 $1,541,609



B. Aggregate for State v. Local Government
To April 1975 $60,325,805

C. Uses of Funds (Illustrative)

State Amount
State Cancer Commission $82,000
Laconia State School 3.6 M
N. H. Hospital : 9 M
Veteran's Council 50,000
N. H. Port Authority 40,000

Cities

Manchester: New roof for Library, School Improvements
Bridge Reconstruction, New Fire Truck

Concord: Fire Station Improvements; Visiting
Nurses, Streets, Sidewalks and
Police Equipment

Note:

Republican Mayors and County officials can provide
other good illustrations particularly in Keene, Concord,
Laconia, Dover, Portsmouth and Claremont Counties.
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MARK H. JOHNSON ’ }u:"

762l Meple Ste
Morton Grove, Ille 60053
January 12, 1976

Mre David E. Brown
Legal Depte Co P 10 e AN O6GILVIE
Kemper Inourance LS

Long Grove, Ille-_60049

—

Dear Dave:?

I was pleased to learn that you are working for Ford
instead of Reagane

Enclosed 1s some information that may indicate Illinols
Reagan people are about to violate campaign fund-raising laws
later this weeke "My only hard informatiom- is- the-enclosed
annéuncement of a 3-days 75~dollar symposium at the Sheraton
Oak Brook. However, the program description ("moral philose
ophyesemethods of communicating) could also apply to a ripe
roaring session to fire up Reagan campalgn workerse

To 1lluminate the situation, I pose these que stions?

(A) Vhy is the ICU doing this now, instead of gearing
up the Reagan organization? I understand the ICU las been
Inactive the last few years but the American Conservative
Unlion 1s strongly for Reagane ACU may have lots of talent
in Illinois now to "get ICU moving again."

(B) If some generous donor offerred to purchase several
hundred tickets that were not used, would his request be
honored and 1f so, who would get the money?

(C) Given the distinction between hard political
dollarss which only individuals may legally. glve to candidates,
as opposed to soft political dollars that corporations may
freely give to encourage economic and polltical education,
might not thils conference be an ideal vehicle for quletly
converting soft corporate money into hard partisan Reagan
money, in clear violatlion of law?

(D) How many individuals would really pay $75.00 fér
such a symposium, and what publicity effort has there actually
been to maximize individual participaticn? I couldn't find
eny of the names in the symposium announcement in the phone
book, but other sources indicate the ICU is at that Lombard
address with the number 629«l300e

If we Ford people are able to prove hanky-panky it could
. ZTRORRN
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be Watergate all over again for Reagane In this situation
the greatest thing working against the people putting on the
symposium could be the relative inexperience of the ICU
people, which may create tense relations between them and
the national ACU professionalse Fast action by Ford people
may be extremely important because all I have ever read
about fund=-rasing events says to take the money and run,
meaning procceds will be disbursed and records may start to
disappear the day after the conference. Hope that they use
double entry book«keeping and leave behind a complete set
of books for Ford people to audits.

Right or wrong about thls Oak Brook meeting, I am
eager to help President Ford, particularly in precinct
orga izationes I expect you will start such work soons and
I hope to be in on it from the very begirning, including
the training that you give to new precinct workerse Just as
early money 1s imporxrtsnt in campailgns, I believe early vole
unteers are also important=-so I hope to become onee.

: I can be reached during the day at (312)=375-L310=-xte285
and after 6130 PM at 965=11G5.

Sincerely,

Mot Ladle

Mark He Johnsodn

c¢?! Mre Richard Ogllvie
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The national Conservative Political
Action Conference, now an annual event
co-sponsored by the American Conserva-
tive Union and Young Americans for
Freedom, is looming on the horizon. The
1976 version of CPAC is scheduled for

_ February 13-16 at the Mayflower Hotel
in Washington, D.C. Conservative lead-
ers from many fields will be participating
in what promises to be a most important
gathering for conservatives.

In keeping with an anti-inflationary
policy. registration costs will remain at
$65 for pre-registration and S§75 after
the first of February. There will also be a
special student rate of $35. The number
of attendees necessarily will be limited
due to space limitations in the hotel.
Consequently, interested persons are
encouraged to register promptly. Send
your name and registration fee to: "76

CPAC. 422 First Street, S.E., Washing-

ton, D.C. 20003.

Arizona Sen. Paul J. Farnin, the 68-

year-old conservative Republican, an-
nounced last week that

F,)" “% he will not seek re-elec-
r § 5 tion. He became the
P 2%y en g sixth senator to announce
¢ .";}'M . his retirernent at the end

"

"’\'\ others are: Philip Hart

(D Mich.). Stuart Sy-

ﬁ Y mington (D.-Mo.). John

Pastore (D.-R.1)), Ro-

FANNIN man Hruska (R.-Neb.)
and Hugh Scott (R.-Pa.).

Fannin, a three-term former governor
of Arizona, succeeded Barry Goldwater
when he resigned from the Senate to
seek the presidency in 1964. He then went
on to win a second term in 1970. Fannin
is considered by many to bec a leader
among the conservatives in the Senate.

STEIGER

He cited the health of his wife, Elma, as
a factor in his decision.

The retirement of Fannin is expected
to set off a heated Republican primary
fight between fellow conservatives Rep.

John Conlan and Rep. Sam Steiger.

The Illinois Conservative Union, the
[llinois affiliate of the American Con-
servative Union, and Mainspring are
presenting a FEE seminar January 16-18,
1976, at the Sheraton Oak Brook in Ouak
Brook. Ill. The program is a symposium
on the dynamics of the individual and

. the free market and will feature discus-

sion of cconomic, political and moral
philosophy as well as methods of com-
municating ideas. Registration is limited
and the fee of $75 should be sent to Mrs.
James R. Evans, 325 Fisenhower l,am,
Lombard, 111. 60148,

A Y T LT TR 4 -

’(‘1;35; of the current term. The °
: *_.

. ._...«-.._

The United Conservatives of Ohio,
ACU’s Buckeye State aftiliate, recently
announced plans for an awards dinner to
honor those members of the Ohno Gen-

SYMMS 4 KINDNESS

eral Assembly who scored 80 per cent or

higher on the 1975 legislative rating com-
piled by UCO. Scheduled for January 22-
in Columbus, the featured speaker will
be GOP Rep. Sieve Syminis of Idaho.
Congressmen John Ashbrook and Tom
Kindness, both Republicans of Ohio, will
also be attending and hosting a special
reception just prior to the dinner. Further
details- are available from UCO Execu-
tive Director Donald G. Thibaut, 83 S. .
High St., Suite 206, Columbus, Ohio,

43215.

William Rickenbacker and lewis
Uhler have fornicd a committee to work
with citizen grours in the stales to acti-

vate constitutional tax limitation. The
National Tax Limitation Comniittee is a
direct outgrowth of the Proposition One
campaign in California. The committee
will not suppori candidates nor take a
partisan position but will work toward
enacting constitutional tax limitations in
the states.

The founders of the committee repre-
sent many of the finest minds in the con-
servative movement: Robert Carleson,
former U.S. commissioner of welfare;
George Champion, former chairman of
the board of Chase Manhattan Bank;
M. Stanton Evans, author and columnist;
Milton Friedman, the well-known econ-
omist; Clarc Boothe Luce, -author;
Frank Shakespeare, former director of
the U.S. Inforniation Agency; and Gen.
Albert Wedemeyer, U.S. Army (Ret.).

- (National Tax Limitation Committee,

555 Capital Mall, Suite 703 Sacramento,
Calif. 95814 or Box 1000, Briarcliff
Manor, N.Y. 10510).

Liberal banker and newspaper mag-
nate Joe L. Allbritton was granted the
right by the Federal Communications
Commission to purchase the Washington
Star Communications Inc., its troubled

!

newspaper and its lucrative broadcast
properties,

Human EvenTs’ ROUALY 10, 197%
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President Ford Committee

1828 L STREET, N.W., SUITE 250, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 457-6400

January 19, 1976

Mr. Alexander C. Ray

Post Office Box 1001

Augusta, Maine 04330

Dear Alex:

Many thanks for your note.

I've turned this over to Bob Visser, our General
Counsel, who works very closely with the F.E.C.
as they are definitely on the look-out for this
type of thing. However, I think we both know
the answer.

Keep in touch.

Sincerely,

MIMI AUSTIN
Assistant to the Chairman

- beec: Bob Visser

Bob, I think there are probably lots of things like
this that are slipping through the cracks, but I.
don't know if there is anything we can do about it.

The President Ford Committee, Howard H. Callaway, Chairman, Robert Mosbacher, National Finance Chairman, Robert C. Moot, Treasurer. A copy of our
Report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. 20463.






January 26, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: BOB VISSER

FROM: FRED SLIGHT

Bruce Ladd provided me with a copy of the attached letter with
enclosure.

In follow-up to our earlier conversation, I thought you should

be aware of this alleged activity and would be interested in
receiving these materials.

Attachment

cc: Stu Spencer
Peter Kaye




One of the biggest myths in American politics is the
image of Ronald Reagan as a tight-fisted fiscal conservative.

In reality, Reagan was the biggest taxer and spender of
any governor in California's history.

Lou Cannon, a political writer for the Washington Post
and author of a Reagan biography, wrote in a recent article:

"At times Reagan seems to be the various things his
advocates and his adversaries say about him. What Reagan says
and what Reagan does are frequently contradictory. And he left
a conflicting legacy after two four-year terms in the governorship."

Nowhere are the Reagan rhetoric and the Reagan record in
more conflict than in the field of fiscal policy.

Let's compare the rhetoric and the record.

A letter from Sen. Paul Laxalt, R-Nevada, who is chairman
of Citizens for Reagan, set the theme of the campaign.

The senator said Reagan would tell the American people
.~ _"that_as governor of California he was successful in:

--creating and returning an $850 million surplus to the
California taxpayers.

--keeping the size of the California state government constant.

--originating and signing a massive tax relief bill which

. resulted in a $378 million saving to California's property owners

and a $110 million saving to renters."
//(Taii?\
P <
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That's the rhetoric. 1In detail, let's look at the record.

Q. What about the Reagan campaign claim that as governor,
he created and returned an $850 million surplus to the California
taxpayers?"

A. The $850 million surplus was not the result of any savings
in state government. Rather, it was a serious miscalculation. In
1967, Reagan, in effect, 'overtaxed' Californians through an
enormous $943 million tax increase. While the tax increase was
permanent, the rebate was a one-shot temporary form of relief in
1969 -- the year preceding his bid for reelection.

Q. And the claim of a "massive tax relief bill which
resulted in a $378 million saving to property owners and a $110
million saving to renters?"

A. This was in no way the result of sound management of
the state. The property tax relief was achieved by other federal
and state revenues. Specifically, they were a federal revenue
sharing surplus, a major increase in the state sales tax and a

jggéoné.business climate.
| Q. What about the Reagan campaign boast that he kept
"the size of California state government constant?"

A. Under Reagan, the state budget more than doubled in
eight years from $4.6 billion to $10.2 billion. The number of
state employees increased from 113,779 in 1967 to 127,929 in
1975.



Q. Yes, but don't inflation and the growth of California's
population contribute to that budget increase?

A. Doubtless they do. But it is significant to note that
under Reagan the state budget increased an average of 12.2% yearly.
Under his successor, Edmund G. Brown, Jr., the increase has been
6%. And while California's population grew 1% a year during
Reagan's eight-year administration, it grew 3% a year during the
14 preceding years under Governors Edmund G. Brown, Sr. and
Goodwin J. Knight.

Q. How did Reagan balance the state budget during those
years that it more than doubled? By practicing fiscal economies?

A. By no means. Under Reagan, there were three huge tax
increasés totalling more than $2 billion. In 1967, there was an
increase of $967 million -- the largest state tax hike in the
nation's history. Of this, $280 million went for a one-time deficit
payment and future property tax relief. 1In 1971, the increase was
$488 million with $150 million for property tax relief. In 1972,

" “the increase was $682 million with $650 million for property tax
" relief. Much of this property tax relief was short term. But
the overall tax increases were permanent.

Q. How was this money raised?

A. By all sorts of taxes. State personal income tax

" revenues went from $500 million to $2.5 billion, a 500% increase.
Top bracket levies were increased from 7% to 11%. The size of

the brackets was reduced so that taxpayers reached the highest



bracket more quickly. And personal exemptions were reduced.
Finally, after adamantly denying he would ever do so, the governor
agreed to a system of withholding state income taxes.
Bank and corporation taxes went up 100%. The state sales
tax rose from 47 to 67%. The tax on cigarettes went up 7 cents
a pack and the liquor tax rose 50 cents per gallon. Inheritance
tax rates also were increased and collections more than doubled.
Q. But didn't taxpayers benefit from local property tax relief?
A. Hardly. Under Reagan, the average tax rate for each $100
of assessed valuation rose from $8.84 to $11.15. Under predecessor
Pat Brown the increase was much less in dollars and percentage --

from $6.96 to $8.84. And in the six years of Republican Knight's

administration it was still less -- from $5.94 to $6.96. One reason
for the big increase under Reagan -- from $3.7 billion to $8.3
billion -- is that the state paid a steadily smaller percentage of
school costs -- one of the biggest reasons for local property taxes.

Despite periodic efforts to provide relief, there has been

PP

a substantial increase in the burden carried by most property
 owners. Inflation and higher assessments have helped wipe out any
savings. Only $855 million of the record $10.2 billion budget in
Reagan's final year was for tax relief for homeowners and renters.

Q. What did Reagan have to say about all this spending?

A. DNothing very consistent. In his first inaugural message

P



on January 5, 1967, he said '"we are going to squeeze and cut
and trim until we reduce the cost of government."
On July 9, 1967, he said in a televised speech that as
long as California grows in population and as long as the country

is in an inflationary spiral '"we will have a record breaking
budget every year....and that is roughly 8%."

On Oct. 2, 1967, Reagan was asked in Milwaukee about his
comment that he balanced the budget without new taxes. He
replied: 'We raised the old ones about $1 billion."

Q. Many of Reagan's supporters claim that the reason for
the huge budget increases in his administration was because of
increases in assistance to local governments?

A. That's true. And under the same logic, we could
eliminate about $60 billion from the federal budget spent for
assistance to the states. Extending that bookkeeping system to
foreign aid and assistance to individuals, nearly three-fourths
-~of- the federal budget could be disregarded. If Reagan is going
-~ to continue to criticize the growth of the federal budget, he

has to accept similar criticism on the growth of California's

budget while he was governor. He can't have it both ways.

HHHE
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RECEIPT
~ ~EDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
. 1325 K Street, N. W.
o Washington, D. C. 20463

2 ¥
Date _

The Federal Election Couéssion has received $__/ for the purchase of%pages
($.10 per page) of statements and/or reports filed with

e Commission.

Pug?e RecordyOffice
Federal )Zﬁeﬂc on Commission
Purchaser understands any information copied from reports and statements shall not be sold

or utilized by any person for the purpose of soliciting contributions or for any commercial
purpose. 2 USC Sec. 438
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MEMORANDUM

February 2, 1976

TO: Bo Callaway
Bob Mosbacher
Stu Spencer
Bob Odell

Bob Moot
FROM: Bob Visser

RE: Reagan Report to January 10, 1976

Attached please find the summary pages of the Report
for Receipts and Expenditures for Citizens for Reagan.
We have the complete copy available in our office.

e Fred Slight
Skip Watts
Ed Terrell



SUMMARY PAGE

“ Name of Committee ___ CITIZEN: QR REAGAM

REPORT COVERING PERIOD FROM

Qetoker 1. 19735

THRU December 31, 1975

SECTION A-RECEIPTS:

Part 1. Individual contributions:
a. Itemized (use schedule A*®)

B UEHEORIIR | e e i Y P s L E O e e e b s L el

Part 2. Sales and collections:

Itemized (use schedule B and as necessary schedule A*)
Part 3. Loans received:
TV AT e ) 3 S e SR et BRI 5 R B R L S Sk S
b. Unitemized

‘Part 4. Other receipts (refunds, rebates, interest, etc.):

a. ltemized (use schedule A®) . . . YR B e L s s o
In Kind Contributions

Transfers in:
Irersize all (use SCREATIE R Y o vie s G al s Bl s o o el o2 st ) o el S won s & e Jayia S s

Part §.

TOTAL RECEIPTS
SECTION B-EXPENDITURES:

Part 6. Void: Use Part 9.

Part 7. Expenditures for personal services, salaries, and reimbursed expenses:
artamized (st SCREGWIETIRT. ~ b dhiniol W we o g0 o mar bt Sl A6, % s i et H¥h
R B PTG RE E E  ERRR

Total expenditures for personal services,
salaries, and reimbursed expenses
Part 8. Loans made:
ar dremizediCuse Schedule B%) o n v i hs s b e e e w8 S s 8 SR e B
B UAIEIMEEET - - o o v 5 3 s 5 S S SiilE e e Rl a A e} I8 i T e B
Part 9. Media and other expenses:
a. ltemized (use schedule C*)

DL IRRameR o, e TR BT S ok S RO s e e ORI st S e sl
Total other expenditures
Part 10. Transters out: a. transfers out

Iternize all (use schedule D*) . b... .in.kind .contributions............

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

SECTION C-CASH BALANCES:

Cash on hand at beginning of reporting period

~ Add total receipts (section A above)
Subtotal
= Subtract total expenditures (section B above)

Cash on hand at close of reporting period

SECTION D-DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS:
Part 11. Debts and obligations owed ro the committee (use schedule E*)

Part 12. Debts and obligations owed by the committee (use schedule E*)

Column A -
This period

$.523,393.19. .

§1,392,894.71

Column F - i
Calendar year to daie

s 719.50 |l g 712.50
e == S

SR, o s s 1.00

S 1.00 S
$....22,969.00

et 2,023,771

S 28,992 7] S 25,662.,50

s 110,500.00

s__110,500.90

il o s )
S

§1,925,570.58

s...138,474.24

R 2,386.28

s 140,860.52 s 161, !

. S None S

8 s Nane. . ... S

S None s Nonse

$. . 953, B19.89 S

St St l3nEl S

M 959,593.,50 51234, 170 .3
110,500.00

e 2,028 AL . ) 1 1 O RS r B Snc 6)

O e W

s 100,593,2>

$.1,529,107.92

s 416,723.48

s 6,914.00

223,388.17

*Schedules are to be used only when itemization is required. (See each Schedule for instructions.) When itemization is unnecessary for a given I'are
the total of any amounts for that Part is to bé entered as a lump sum on the “Uniremized ' line of the appropriate Part of the Summary Report. 7°.
word ‘““None’’ should be entered on any line of the Summary Report when no amount is being reported.

GPO 893-.667



Name of Committee

REPORT COVERING PERIOD FROM

CITIZENN 4OR REAGAN

SUMMARY PAGE

S—

THRU December

Qctokar

gl 1395

1975

-

SECTION A-RECEIPTS:

Part 1.

Part 2.

Part 3.

Part 4.

Part §5.

Individual contributions:

a. Itemized (use schedBle A% . .. ..o i cvv vt ciwrwe
B REIRCERNIEAL <orty e o s st b o Ar i d, s S T e P

Sales and collections:
Itemized (use schedule B and as necessary schedule A*

Loans received:

a. Itemized (use schedule A%) ... o vovo v wine vivsion

b. Unitemized

Other receipts (refunds, rebates, interest, etc.):

a. Itemized (use schedule A*®) . . . A/R Press

In Kind Contributions

Transfers in:

ltemize allifuse schedule A )i o« v v v s woa v vl v %

SECTION B-EXPENDITURES:

Part 6.

Part 7.

Void: Use Part 9.

Expenditures for personal services, salaries, and reimbursed expenses:

a. Itemized (use schedule D*)

Column A-—
Thus period

s 1;392,894.71

Column I’
Calendar year 1o daie

s1,788,637.53

........................ s 719.50 |fs 712.50
...................... S e ) o
...................... AR I 010

Total loans received  § 1.00 S

s 2,003, 71

s__ 25,652.50

s 110,500.00

s__110,500.00

1,529,307.92
TOTAL RECEIPTS §

¢1+925,570.58

B T N s s s A s 6 T e ot RN o 1 ek ST 17 T o e - TR B 2,386,.28
Total expenditures for personal services,
; salaries, and reimbursed expenses §___140,860.52 s . Lol !
Pax? 8. Loans made:
2y Ttemized (useschedUle B .« o liisis i s ve bs o s aie s ol & b @ B o febal ol s e 5ol et & o Pt trels Naone..... S
B, UIDIROTHRZEAL o5 s 5o v s s plwis o 310855 56 ) 3 om AT 1, e 0§ AW TR 8B\ ey 5 ok gt Nane. . ... S
Total loans made  § None S None -
Part 9. Media and other expenses:
a. Itemized (useschedule C*) ... . ..ot vevvnn..n ey A i il $..~.953,879.89 S
B TS TR J o oK eI B O e = B R ) L ri it st AR IR 0 e R il 35 bl S
Total other expenditures  $ 959,593, 50 Sl 238 176, 3
Part 10. Transfers out: a. transfers out 110,500.00
Itemize all (use schedule D*) . b... .in.kind .contributions............ S 2023078 8 el R A e S
TOTAL EXPENDITURES §1,212,977.73 $1,508,847.10

SECTION C-CASH BALANCES:

Cash on hand at beginning of reporting period
.Add total receipts (section A above)
Subtotal

Subtract total expenditures (section B above) . ......

Cash on hand at close of reporting period

SECTION D-DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS:

Part 11. Debts and obligations owed ro the committee (use schedule E*)
Part 12. Debts and obligations owed by the committee (use schedule E*)

...................... )

100,593,2"
§.1,529,107.92

g 416,723.48

6,914.00

223,388, 17

*Schedules are to be used only when itemization is required. (See each Schedule for instructions.) When itemization is unnecessary for a given | e
the total of any amounts for that Part is to be entered as a lump sum on the “Unitermized’” line of the appropriate Part of the Summary Report. 7'«
word ‘“None”” should be entered on any line of the Summary Report when no amount is being reported.

GPO 893-687



Name of Committee ___CITIZEMS _OR

REPORT COVERING PERIOD FROM

REAGAM

SUMMARY PAGL

THRU December 31, 1975

Qctokber -1 =

1975

SECTION A-RECEIPTS:

Part 1.

Part 2.

Part 3.

Part 4.

Past' S.

Individual contributions:

ae Itemized (useschedule A®Y . & oo o5 b s mstoms s
B UntemiRea. o <o s« mulore st o Fos e bbbt e o) s

Sales and collections:

Itemized (use schedule B and as necessary schedule A*®)

Loans received:

4. Ixemized (useschedule A% i smwen s s o s e

b. Unitemized

Other receipts (refunds, rebates, interest, etc.):

a. ltemized (use schedule A*®) . . . A/ Press

In Kind Contributions

Transters in:

Itemize all (use schedule A% . ¢ Sown viam o oloe s

SECTION B-EXPENDITURES:

TOTAL RECEIPTS

Part 6. Void: Use Part 9.
Part 7. Expenditures for personal services, salaries, and reimbursed expenses:
2. Tremized (uie SCRedAde DENL o 05000 s ol i, e 5 ) (5 st 50610 el s Fora 5 el o ey 4 S e
T D e o L L AT R
Total expenditures for personal services,
salaries, and reimbursed expenses
Part 8. Loans made:
TR £ e B RTT U e YL T S [ ORISR I SR Tl IS S S R e e R e
T R e e )~ g e S IE SR Notearel WIS
Total loans made
Part 9. Media and other expenses:
a. dremized (use schedule ©*) . oo vvvins onmuv on e i i e S A o e e
B URPCIMIZEI v s e o w5 e WA W S ARel R v S e e & e s e, v s ey e
Total other expenditures
Part 10. Transfers out: a. transfers out
Itemize all (use schedule D*) . b... .in.kind .contributions............
TOTAL EXPENDITURES

SECTION C-CASH BALANCES:

Cash on hand at beginning of reporting period
Add total receipts (section A above)

Subtotal
Subtract total expenditures (section B above)
Cash on hand at close of reporting period

SECTION D-DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS:

Part 11. Debts and obligations owed ro the committee (use schedule E*)
Part 12. Debts and obligations owed by the committee (use schedule E*)

Column A -
Thus period

s1,392,894.71

Column I
Calendar year 1 daie

sl,788,637,58

s 719.50 |lg 712.50
AT A SO S

B i, e 1.00

S j Rin e S 1

I 2,023, 71

s 110,500.00

1,529,107.92
S

RN 2,386.28

S 140,860.52 3o LB !

TR g None. . ... S

oy Nane. .. .. S

S None S None

5. 0. 953,8192.B9 S

$i v Lo B B A S

S 959, 593,50 $1.,.234,376. 3
110,500.00

. g 2023 % S 9 P 18,

D

s  416,723.48

s 6,914.00

s 223,388,171

*Schedules are to be used only when itemization is required. (See each Schedule for instructions.) When itemization is unnecessary for a given e,
the total of any amounts for that Part is to be entered as a lump sum on the “Unitemized’ line of the appropnate Part of the Summary Report. 1
word ‘““None’’ should be entered on any line of the Summary Report when no amount is being reported.

GPO 893-687



2 SUMMARY PAGL

Name of Committee ____CTTTIZENS QR REAGAM

REPORT COVERING PERIOD FROM

THRU December 31, 1975

Qctokber -1

SECTION A-RECEIPTS:

Part 1. Individual contributions:
A emizedi(use SCREGUIEANY o/ 15 o o i B s b T R B - i A 4 T
B SEIREETTZOI & 16 oy i B 2 05 Brreay R R s o SR SR e e 8 B gy e S
Part 2. Sales and collections:
Itemized (use schedule B and as necessary schedule A®) . .. .. ..cutiae v omoonmesn
Part 3. L;)ans received:
A, - Teenized /(se SERSAUIS A Y ¢ . o o a0 55 Ty ot om i o) W TR g s 308 b e e W
b. Unitemized

Part 4. Other receipts (refunds, rebates, interest, etc.):

a. Itemized (use schedule A®) . . . AYRIPERGS. e Lo i )
b. Unitemised . 10 Kind Contributions

Part 5. Transfersin:

Itemize all (useschedule ™). o o coviin oo vm v o m st et O vasimivass & e aa s e

TOTAL RECEIPTS
SECTION B-EXPENDITURES:

Part 6. Void: Use Part 9.

Part 7. Expenditures for personal services, salaries, and reimbursed expenses:

Coiumn A -
This period

Column I
Calendar year (o daie

s1,788,637.53

5 719,50 S 719,50
T Aol =

35 G wa ke 1.00

3 1.00 S

S 24,992, 71

s 110,500.00

1,529,307 .92
S

i ltemizedl tuse SChEdMIE DN | o v e AT e $e e e e B SR TR
bR 0T T YT Ui, SRS S N SRRy B S R e e e e WO SN S S 2,386.28
Total expenditures for personal services,
salaries, and reimbursed expenses §__140,860.52 |{s__ 161, " 21
Part 8. Loans made:
2 ltemized (tse sChedWle DI®) < oo v sls v v v s v vin s v s 8 6 oA s 0155 a0 s leiel e St e e S Nope:. .. .. S
N R TR Tiursi s o e It e bk e syt i e o) s TR et e T s 8 i e e Sl Noge.. ... S
Total loans made  § None S Nona
Part 9. Media and other expenses:
O T T ] ek (R e e oS $e 0 983819189 S
T L N e e A 5+113.61 S
Total other expenditures  $ 959.,593.,50 s1.234. 170 . R,
Part 10. Transfers out: a. transfers out 110,500.00
Itemize all (use schedule D*) . b... .in.kind .contributions............ Sk 2402307 s L LR b0 5
TOTAL EXPENDITURES $1,212,977.73 $1.,.508,847 .11
SECTION C-CASH BALANCES:
_ Cashionhand at beginning of reposting period . ot vnvcnniimavniens tavwens S __._}99 293,29
. Add total receipts (SECtION A ABOVE). . .o o« o v id il oo e e v e g e S.Jr r 52.") (107, 22
e T e P e Oy ot il A el e eI - o A ST 31(629r70121
Subtract total expenditures (section Babove) . .. v v v v vt it i s e e S.l, t 2121977 e
Cash:on hand at close of TEPOLURG PEIIOA v v s wis elo s &5 s o s o wsvisiom s s o va s 416,723.48
SECTION D-DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS:
Part 11. Debts and obligations owed ro the committee (use schedule E*). .. . .. .. ... ... .... S 6,914.00
Part 12. Debts and obligations owed by the committee (use schedule E*) . ... ............. S 223,388.17
*Schedules are to be used only when itemization is required. (See each Schedule for instructions.) When itemization is unnecessary for a ziven | ar:

the total of any amounts for that Part is to be entered as a lump sum on the “Uniternized "’ line of the appropriate Part of the Summary Report. T
word ‘““None’” should be entered on any line of the Summary Report when no amount is being reported.
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MEMORANDUM

February 8, 1976

TO:  Bob Moot
Bruce Wagner

FROM: Bob Visser

RE: Reagan Report of Expenditures and Contributions
of January 31, 1976

Attached please find a copy of the itemized
expenditures made by Citizens for Reggan during the
4th Quatter (October - December) of 1375, for gaur

information.




February 5, 1976

MEMORANDUM FOR: BOB VISSER
FROM : BO CALLAWAY ﬁo

Bob:

A lot of Reagan's material has on it simply, '"Paid
for by Citizens for Reagan - Chairman, Senator Paul
Laxalt." We have a much longer disclaimer.

Also, there's a great deal of information that he
has going out that has no disclaimer at all.

I think it would be good for you to get a copy of
some of these and see if there is any legitimate
grounds for a strong complaint.



MEMORANDUM

February 10, 1976

TO: Stu Spencer
Regional Coordinators G
Skip Watts
Ed Terrell

FROM: Bob Visser GKP(

RE: "Citizens for Reagan' - Disclosure Statement

I have been advised that a great deal of information
and campaign material regarding Governor Reagan's campaign
does not include the required disclosure statements. I
would appreciate it if each of you would provide me with any
such material of which are are presently aware or could gather
in the immediate future.

g Bo Callaway
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VOLUME 3, NUMBER 24 - JANUARY 23rd, 1976

‘j/ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION SHOWS FAVORITISM TO REAGAN: Two days after it
™, was announced that Rogers C. Morton was leaving his cabinet post to become a leader

/' / of President Ford's campaign, Commission Chairman Thomas B. Curtis announced that

'\ Ford would be in violation of Federal Election Commission guidlines if Morton remains
',;on the federal payroll. Two days??? FIVE MONTHS AGO we submitted charges to the
/ FEC against Ronald Reagan. The commission answered that they forwarded the com-
,”f plaint to the Reagan Campaign, and they had ten days to answer. The Commission
would keep us informed of the action they were taking. We have never heard another
)word' ! Does Ronald Reagan control former Republican Congressman Thomas B. Curtis
/ and the other members of the Federal Election Commission???
We charged that sponsors of his daily radio program were actually donating to
\Reagan s Presidential campaign, and also the dollars spent for air time should be char-
ged against his allowable campaign expenditures.

TELEVISION STATION KCET, CHANNEL 28, is sending out a letter over the signature
of one Colin Barraclough soliciting fifteen dollars for the station and offering some
rather interesting reasons for so doing. Mr. Barraclough starts off by saying "of all
the television stations in the area, one belongs to you." In case one is still in doubt,
he points out the station in question is none other than KCET and as there are no
"commercial sponsors" the station belong to "its viewing public."

Those giving money to KCET are called "members" by the station and as such
have the right to give fifteen dollars or more each and every year and to keep their
mouths shut as far as station policy and programing are concerned. For what Mr. Bar-
raclough fails to point out is the "members" of Channel 28 are no more than donors to
a charity, if that. The station's board of directors is chosen by a process known only
to themselves. The programing they provide is what might be called middle-brow arts
and crafts.

KCET presents no regular evening news. Live or tape coverage from such places
as Southern California city councils, boards of supervisors, school boards, and legis-
lative committees is almost unheard of. Even national public affairs programing is can-
celed if the station is conducting one of its interminable auctions. This in spite of the
fact that the Watergate hearings brought to the station its largest audience. What KCET
has in the way of entertainment comes from the British Broadcasting Corporation or the
Independent Television (I.T.V.) commercial network of England by way of Boston. Lo-
cally, when was the last time the Philharmonic or one of the many local symphony or-
chestras performed on Channel 28?

Any viewer, save one who is non compos mentis, knows what the words Mcbile,
Exxon, and Atlantic-Richfield mean and if these are not "commercial sponsors" the
words have lost all meaning. The time has come for the spoon-fed culture vultures
who control KCET to level with the people they ask to donate to their station. How a-
bout broadcasting in full the meetings of the board of directors? Why not choose the
board at public meetings of the "membership"? What about the station trying to take
over one of the local Very High Frequency (V.H.F.) channels--numbers two through
thirteen--and - becoming truly public in every sense of the word?

A NEW BOOK ABOUT J. EDGAR HOOVER indicates that not every U.S. President shared
Hooveants ol aga. ovar [he asrnal (vanegsaaiona of adinipialvalicg Fgiired

Ovid Demares, in his book T'he Dirvector, quoles President John Kennedy!'s appoind
menls sccretary, Kenneth O'Donnell, on one Hoover ineident,

According to O'Donnell, Hoover repeatedly tried to interest J.F.K. in the fact that




MEMORANDUM

February 10, 1976

TO: Stu Spencer
Regional Coordinators
Skip Watts
Ed Terrell

FROM: Bob Visser

RE: "Citizens for Reagan™ © Disclosure Statement

I have been advised that a great deal of information
and campaign material rggarding CGovernor Reagan's campaign
does not include the required disclesure statements. I'
would appreciate it if each of you wohld provide me with any
such material of which are are presently aware or could gather
in the immediate future.

cc: Bo Callaway




MEMORANDUM

February 10, 1976

TO: Stu Spencer
Regional Coordinators
Skip Watts
Ed Terrell

FROM: Bob Visser

RE: "Citizens for Reagan’ © Disclosure Statement

I have been advised that a great deal of information
and campaign material rggarding Governor Reagan's campaign
does not include the required disclesure statements. I'
would appreciate it if each of you wohld provide me with any
such material of which are are presently aware or could gather
in the immediate future.

cc: Bo Callaway
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MEMORANDUM

February 10, 1976

TO: Peter Kaye
FROM: Bob Visser

RE: Between the Lines .

Reference is made to the January 23, 1976, issue of
"Between the Lines . . .", in which it is published that
the above-referenced orgénization has filed a complaint
against Ronald Reagan with the Federal Eleetion Commission.
In response to your inquiry, this is to advise you that all
such compliance matters are treated in strick confidence
by the FEC. Moreover, Section 4378(a) (1) (b) provides, inter
alia, that "[a]lny notification or investigation made [under
this subparagraph] shall not be made public by the €ommission
or hmgany other person without the writtem consent of the
person receiving such notification or the person with respect
to whom such investigation is made.” (Emphasis supplied.)

Violation of this or any other provision of the
Chppters of the Federal Election Campaign Act may result
in fines of not more than $1,000 or imprisonment of not
more than one year, or both.

Accordingly, I do not believe that it would be appro-
priate to make any inquiry regardmgg this matter at the FEC.
The Commission is reqiiired at the reqgest of amy p
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MEMORANDUM

February 10, 1976

0 Stu Spencer
Regional Coordinators
Skip Watts
Ed Terrell
FROM: Bob Visser pr(
RE: "Citizens for Reagan'' - Disclosure Statement

I have been advised that a great deal of information
and campaign material regarding Governor Reagan's campaign
does not include the required disclosure statements. I
would appreciate it if each of you would provide me with any
such material of which are are presently aware or could gather
in the immediate future.

Lfgéf‘ Bo Callaway

T

/%_ FO RN
Q <
o~

<<



" A ,?éﬂaﬂz@y

MEMORANDUM

February 10, 1976

T Peter Kaye
FROM: Bob Visser {17/
RE: Between the Lines. .

Reference is made to the January 23, 1976, issue of
""Between the Lines ", in which it is published that
the above-referenced organization has filed a complaint
against Ronald Reagan with the Federal Election Commission.
In response to your inquiry, this is to advise you that all
such compliance matters are treated in strict confidence
by the FEC. Moreover, Section 437g(a)(l) (b) provides, inter
alia, that "[a]ny notification or investigation made [under
this subparagraph] shall not be made public by the Commission
or by any other person without the written consent of the
person receiving such notification or the person with respect
to whom such investigation is made.'" (Emphasis supplied.)

Violation of this or any other provision of the
Chapters of the Federal Election Campaign Act may result
in fines of not more than $1,000 or imprisonment of not
more than one year, or both.

Accordingly, I do not believe that it would be appro-
priate to make any inquiry regarding this matter at the FEC.



o2& )QLA?*«V\

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20013

February 11, 1976
iizs & Mps. Edward F.- Fry
5315 First Ste N.We
Washington, D. C. 20011

Deatr MNc. & Nrs< Fry:

I asked Congressman Vander Jagt, Chairman of the National i
Republican Congressional Committee if I could write to you !
today about a serious and urgent matter. |
1
H

Frankly, the Republican Party needs your renewed financial
support in the 1976 Congressional elections as never before.

Make no mistake about it. Liberal Democratic candidates and !
their political allies such as the AFL-CIO's COPE, are al- i
ready amassing a huge watr chest in D. C. and across the |
nation fTor their drive to maintain their 2 4o 1 centrol of :
Congress.

Union reports filed in Washington show big labor has already

raised over 3$4,000,000 in ready cash. When their "official"®

election fundraising drive begins later this year, they
_expect to amass 29 millions of additional dollars. Most of

"which will be used against conservative Republican candidates. ! ==
I don't believe we can break this liberal Democratic strangle- }'g;rf
hold unless you help the Committee in it's effort to elect i e
responsible candidates who stand up for fiscal sanity, the o Rt A
free market system and a strong U. S. military defense. ' ‘{*'

. i

As you know, Democrats have controlled Congress lock, stock,
and barrel for 40 of the past 44 years. There isn't one

b |
)

penny spent by your government that hasn't been mandated by Tors | EQJ{
the Democrat majority. No bureaucrat has been hired, no g ‘:\' flzh'
rule or regulation has been issued without approval by ‘the [& CHEN ' &
Democrat majority in Congress. ‘% af RS
\ % > A/: . >
\ v/ -
. They have caused galloping inflation which wipes out your e’ 1

savings and your buying power. They have enthusiastically
voted for every spending bill that has produced the highest
Federal budget deficits in our history.

In 1975, the Democrats introduced bills to nationalize our
0il industry, to allocate our energy supply and to sharply
reduce our military defenses that, in my opinion, would
jeopardize the very safecy of this country.

Sk & s
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Mr. & Mrs. Edward F. _ y

In order to return control of Congress to the Republicans,
the Congressional Committee has established a comprehensive
progran and launched a special emergency fund drive.

The immediate need for funds is critical because the Coamit-
tee must raise a ninimum of $750,000 in early money to make
cash contributions to candidates and fund political action
programs Republican candidates need for victory in 1976.

This emergency fund, if raised, will be used to defeat en-
. trenched Democrats in Congress and to elect and reslect Re-
publicans who will support the prograams des1gn d to stop
inflation and recession.

I know from talking with hundreds of Republicans at meetings
across the country, that the Committee's support is invalu-

able. There are many Republicans sitting in Congress today

who owe their election to the efforts of this important and

hard-hitting Committee.

It's time for a fundamental change in Washlngton that can
only come from a Republican Congress.

Thanks to the Democrats, welfare, like government spending,
has gotten out of hand; programs such as food stamps have
become a national disgrace; a bloated government burea-
cracy, with its endless rules and regulations, harasses our
citizens and threatens to bury business in a sea of red tape.

The situation in Washington is critical. But no change can,
or will,be made without your financial help and support.

I hope, therefore, you will respond today to my spe-
cial appeal by sending a contribution for as much as
$25 or more.

If the Committee can reach this goal, it will help us defeat
entrenched liberal Democrats and elect Republicans who will
oppose the shocking abuses I have mentioned.

If you want to help offset union domination of the upcoming
Congressional election, I strongly urge you to support the
Committee's fund-raising effort.

s £ A

Ronald W. Reagan

Ps o

At my request Congressman Vander Jagt enclosed a
contribution form and a reply envelops for your use,
Mr. & Mrs. Fry. I have asked him to give me a list
of donors who respond and I certainly hops your name
is on this list.
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“A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchnsng
from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C."" Absolutely no taxpayers’ funds have been used
in the preparation or mailing of this correspondence.

National Republican Congressional Committee « U.S. House of Representatives
Box 2837 « Washington, D.C. 20013
"Guy A. Vander Jagt, M.C., Chairman + Ceorge Olmsted, Treasurer
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b e
¥3  Dear Governor Reagan: 3
bk X
33
X ?
‘;i I want to help break the liberal Democrat stranglehold on Congress and offset w3
ii union domination of the upcoming Congressional elections. To meet the immedi- :;:“;
zi ate requirement for critically needed early money in the Congressional elections, x X
';i I am enclosing my contribution of: ;:1
* . x e
HE E
7 X
* ) : o
T NG & ¢ SR [ $160 [1 875 [1 %50 3=
b o 3
5
*¥ wF
i %
i7 O 825 [ $15 [0 %16 33
H
x ; 4(:
o (] CHECK ATTACHED [JBILLMES$. __ []QUARTERLY []OTHER: _ s
% yod '
* 3 o '
*3 . o ;
:; Please make checks payable to the Emergency Campaign Fund. j:: Ta
£ £
x3 S
* ol
3 * FROM: joged
*3 x¥
i * Mr. 1
X + Mrs. «J&(' i
- : x %
z e Miss ot !
&> Ms. ¥ '
*Z - e 4 |
* PLEASE PRINT YOUR NAME HERE gk
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x Et ‘ki |
: X
X PLEASE PRINT YOUR ADDRESS HERE ot
3 5Ok
* ‘ :
Ix | iz | :
: % PLEASE PRINT YOUR CITY OR POST OFFICE STATE ZIP CODE pogd | lovermarnn
*> &% | hok E
% ot ; :
T o | 7
"‘i OCCUPATION . PLACE OF BUSINESS :; i e
:} *i - ]
x* * ; :
3 1% G
* Your personal letter of acknowledgment (a valid tax-deductible receipt) will be sent b o .
* 1 return mail. Please indicate changes of address necessary. Thank you! :;; f ' g
z : =% | .-
E 1 Please return your check to Gov. Reagan in the enclosed postage-pa_id envelope. '“ :}’
*
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*
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WASHINGTCN, D.C. 200123

February 11, 1976 5

#r. & WNrs. Edward F. Fry
5315 FPirst St. WM.
Washington, D. C. 20011

Deat Mr, & Hrs. Fry:

I asked Congressman Vander Jagt, Chairman of the National
Republican Congressional Committee if I could write to you
today about a serious and urgent matter. |

Frankly, the Republican Party needs your renewed financial
support in the 1976 Congressional elections as never before.

Make no mistake about it. Liberal Democratic candidates and

their political allies such as ths AFL-CIO's COPE, are al- :
ready amassing a huge war chest in D. C. and across the {
nation for their drive to maintain their 2 to 1 control of

Congress.

Union reports filed in Washington show big labor has already ‘
raised over 3$4,000,000 in ready cash. When their Yofficial"
election fundraising drive begins later this year, they i
expect to amass 29 millions of additional dollars. Most of |
which will be used against conservative Republican candidates. 1

I don't believe we can break this liberal Democratic strangle- | E:f*
hold unless you help the Committee in it's effort to elect | N

responsible candidates who stand up for fiscal sanity, the Foef i
free market system and a strong U. S. military defense. S S

As you know, Democrats have controlled Congress lock, stock, i
and barrel for 40 of the past 44 years. There isn't one |
penny spent by your government that hasn’t been mandated by
the Democrat majority. No bureaucrat has been hired, no
rule or regulation has been issued without approval by ‘the
Democrat majority in Congress.

- They have caused galloping inflation which wipes out your
savings and your buying power. They have enthusiastically
voted for every spending bill that has produced the highest
Federal budget deficits in our history.

In 1975, the Democrats introduced bills to nationalize our i
0il industry, to allocate our energy supply and to sharply
reduce our military defenses that, in my opinion, would {

jeopardize the very safecy of this country.

bR




Mes & Mes. Hdward F. ¥

In order to return control of Congress to the Republicans,
the Congressional Comrittee has established a comprehensive
program and launched a special emergency fund drive,

The immediate need for funds is critical because the Coamit-
tee must raise a minimum of $750,000 in early money to make
cash contributions to candidates and fund political action
programs Republican candidates need for victory in 1976.

This emergency fund, if raised, will be used to defeat en-
trenched Democrats in Congress and to elect and rezalect Re-
publicans who will support the programs designed to stop
inflation and recession.

I know from talking with hundreds of Republicans at meetings
across the country, that the Committee's support is invalu-

able. There are many Republicans sitting in Congress today

who owe their election to the efforts of this important and

hard-hitting Committee.

It's time for a fundamental change in Washington that can
only come from a Republican Congress.

Thanks to the Democrats, welfare, like government spending,
has gotten out of hand; programs such as food stamps have
become a national disgrace; a bloated government burea-
cracy, with its endless rules and regulations, harasses our
citizens and threatens to bury business in a sea of red tape.

The situation in Washington is critical. But no change can,
or will,be made without your financial help and support.

I hope, therefore, you will respond today to my spe-
cial appeal by sending a contribution for as much as
$25 or more.

If the Committee can reach this goal, it will help us defeat
entrenched liberal Democrats and elect Republicans who will
oppose the shocking abuses I have mentioned.

If you want to help offset union domination of the upcoming
Congressional election, I strongly urge you to support the
Comnittee's fund-raising effort. :

\/g;Lrely,
om;—ﬁo‘)\yaw IN

Ronald W. Reagan

PsSe

At my request Congressman Vander Jagt enclosed a
contribution form and a reply envelop=z for your use,
Mr. & Mrs. Fry. I have asked him to give me a list
of donors who respond and I certainly hops your name
is on this list.
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Dear Governor Reagan:

I want to help break the liberal Democrat stranglehold on Congress and offset
union domination of the upcoming Congressional elections. To meet the immedi-
ate requirement for critically needed early money in the Congressional elections,
I am enclosing my contribution of:

o TS %60 - [ $75 ] $50
[] $25 ] $15 | ] $10

[J CHECK ATTACHED []BILLMES$_  _ _ [0 QUARTERLY []OTHER: __

Please make checks payable to the Emergency Campaign Fund.

FROM:

Mr.

Mrs.

Miss

Ms.

PLEASE PRINT YOUR NAME HERE

SN RN NN Y M N NN N AN Y N NN B 0 N N N N R A A 4 e

‘4 PLEASE PRINT YOUR ADDRESS HERE

FLEASE PRINT YOUR CITY OR POST OFFICE STATE ZIP CODE

v s et de ke desk e s de ket sk e sk e st sk sk e e e e e e i ke ke e st e ok e st de ke ke sk e 2k st sk e e sk sk ok dese e e ok & o v

OCCUPATION PLACE OF BUSINESS

S5k 0 53k kol sk sk shosk okl st stk sk e stk sk ool sl e ek sk ke ste skt v s sl e sl sheste st s st v ek s A o ke

Your personal letter of acknowledgment (a valid tax-deductible receipt) will be sent by . y g
return mail. Please indicate changes of address necessary. Thank you! i ¢
| s
. 1 v -
Please return your check to Gov. Reagan in the enclosed postage-paid envelope. « A3
e~

Corporate contributions are prohibited by law.

» “A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase !
from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C." Absolutely no taxpayers' funds have been used i
in the preparation or mailing of this correspondence. ' i
- . i
; National Republican Congressional Committee « U.S. House of Representatives t
* Box 2837 « Washington, D.C. 20013 i

Guy A. Vander Jagt, M.C., Chairman * Ceorge Olmsted, Treasurer
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MEMORANDUM

February 12, 1976

TO: Bo Callaway V/
Bob Mosbacher
Bob Moot

FROM: Bob Visse
Tim Ryan -

RE: REAGAN -- January 31, 1976 FEC Report

Attached are the Citizens for Reagan Report of Receipts
and Expenditures, Detailed Summary Schedule of Receipts and

Expenditures and Allocation of Primary Expenditures by State
(covering 1/1--1/31/76).

These reports indicate that Reagan raised $882,946.99 *
during the month of January. At the time of his last report,
December 31, 1975, the Reagan Committee had $416,723.48 on hand.
During the month of January, the Reagan Committee spent
$1,250,123.84 and had accrued debts of $635,418.39. Accordingly,
the Reagan Committee indicates that cash on hand for January 31,
1976 was $53,156.63. However, when viewed in the perspective of
debts and obligations owed by the Reagan Committee, they are
approximately $550,000 in debt.

It is obvious that the Reagan Committee is spending money
based on its matching funds submissions. Thus, Reagan has sub-
mitted $663,000 for matching payments. As of this date, none of
these funds have been verified by the Audit and Investigation
Division of the FEC. This leads one to believe that the Reagan
Committee's accounting procedures and its method of submitting
matching funds to the FEC leaves something to be desired.

* The Reagan Report indicates that this sum includes $100,000
of matching funds.



S~

CONTRIBUTIONS AND EXPENDITURES FOR REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES

AS OF JANUARY 31, 1976

I. CONTRIBUTIONS FORD

Jan. 1976

Total to 1/31/76

A. Funds Raised $ 703,660

B. Matching Funds
Received = @—--=-=----

C. Matching Funds
Submitted but
Not Received
(as of 2/11/76)

Subtotal Matching Funds
TOTAL FUNDS RECEIVED

Week Ending Feb. 5, 1976
A. TFunds Raised $340,808
B. Matching Funds

Submitted but
- Not Received $165,975

52,392,733

$ 492,907

550,879

$1,043,456

$3,436,519

TSN
£ A\
[

REAGAN %i@uaa
Jan. 1976 Total to 1/31/76
$ 782,946 $2,571,632
———————————— $ 100,000
871,90¢
$ 971,90¢
$3,543,541



ITI. EXPENDITURES FORD REAGAN

Jan. 1976 Total to 1/31/76 Jan. 1976 'Total to 1/31/76
$723.512 $2,180,484 $1,250,193 $2,759,040
Cash on Hand - \
as of 1/31/76 $692,475 $ 53,156
Debts Outstanding
as of 1/31/76 8,240 3 (606,000
BALANCE $684,235 (8552,844
Matching Funds to
be Received 550,879 : 871,909
Cash on Hand including
Matching Funds to be
Received as of 1/31/76 $1,235,114 ; $ 319,065
III. Approx, Expenditures FORD REAGAN *

in NuB., as of 113176
$ 40,585 $§118,000 S 49,623 § 138,769

* Does not include media expenditures or any other expenditure which would
require an allocation.



MEMORANDUM

February 12, 1976

TO: Bo Callaway'v/
Bob Mosbacher
Bob Moot

FROM: Bob Visse
Tim Ryan

RE: REAGAN -- January 31, 1976 FEC Report

Attached are the Citizens for Reagan Report of Receipts
and Expenditures, Detailed Summary Schedule of Receipts and
Expenditures and Allocation of Primary Expenditures by State
(covering 1/1--1/31/76).

These reports indicate that Reagan raised $882,946.99 *
during the month of January. At the time of his last report,
December 31, 1975, the Reagan Committee had $416,723.48 on hand.
During the month of January, the Reagan Committee spent
$§1,250,123.84 and had accrued debts of $635,418.39. Accordingly,
the Reagan Committee indicates that cash on hand for January 31,
1976 was $53,156.63. However, when viewed in the perspective of
debts and obligations owed by the Reagan Committee, they are

*approximately $550,000 in debt.

It is obvious that the Reagan Committee is spending money
based on its matching funds submissions. Thus, Reagan has sub-
mitted $663,000 for matching payments. As of this date, none of
these funds have been verified by the Audit and Investigation
Division of the FEC. This leads one to believe that the Reagan
Committee's accounting procedures and its method of submitting
matching funds to the FEC leaves something to be desired.

* The Reagan Report indicates that this sum includes $100,000
of matching funds.
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e
CONTRIBUTIONS AND EXPENDITURES FOR REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES {;
AS OF JANUARY 31, 1976 \sc
I.: GCONTRIBUTIONS FORD REAGAN
Jan. 1976 Total to 1/31/76 Jan. 1976 Total ‘tol 1/31 /76
A. Funds Raised $ 703,660 $2,392,733 $ 782,946 £2,571,632
B. Matching Funds
Desolilly o 5 esmeaaiie L R 1 § BRI VT 1 T R s e R $ 100,000
C. Matching Funds
Submitted but
Not Received
(as of 2/11/76) 550,879 871,909
Subtotal Matching Funds 81,043,456 $ 971,909
TOTAL FUNDS RECEIVED $3,436,519 $3,543,541

Week Ending Feb. 5, 1976
A. Funds Raised B0 . B08 |0 e D T T S e
B. Matching Funds

Submitted but
Not Received 25 LU b 4 N S P T A St R P T



IT. EXPENDITURES FORD REAGAN

Jan. 1976 Total to 1/31/76 Jan. 1976 Total to 1/31/76
3723,512 $2,180,484 $1,250,193 $2,759,040
Cash on Hand _
as of 1/31/76 $692,475 $ 53,156
Debts Outstanding :
as of 1/31/76 8,240 ¥ ($606,000
BALANCE $684,235 ($552,844
Matching Funds to
be Received 550,879 871,909
Cash on Hand including
Matching Funds to be
Received as of 1/31/76 81.235.114 $ 319,065
III. Approx, Expenditures FORD REAGAN *
in N.H. as of 1/31/76
$ 40,585 $118,000 $ 49,623 $ 138,769

* Does not include media expenditures or any other expenditure which would
require an allocation.



TTR:jr

2/16/76
MRMORANDUM
TO: Bo Callaway
Stu Spencer
Peter Kaye
FROM: Tim Ryan
RE: REAGAN ACTIVITY

NEW HAMPSHIRE

The following facts, based on a review of Reagan's FEC reports, lead us to -

believe that Reagan may be close to his New Hampshire expenditure limits:

T Itemized expenses
addresses in 1975
2. Itemized expenses

addresses in Jan.

S Allocated Primary
for N.H. in Jan.,

to N.H.

Reports S 58,617:22

to N.H. Nt

1976 Report 20L 157,00

expenditures listed

1976 Report 49,623.47,

Accordingly, Reagan's allocated January expenses in New Hampshire were

2% times the itemized January expenditures ($20,157 compared to $49,633).

Using this same ratio for pre-January expenses, which may not be a viable

assumption, it would appear

Hampshire were approximately $144,000.

that Reagan's allocated 1975 expenses in New

Thus, based on these facts and the

assumption that the same ratio existed pre-January for Reagan expenditures,

it appears that as of January 31, 1976, Citizens for Reagan had spent

approximately 190,000 for its New Hampshire campaign.




TTR:jr

2/16/76
MRMORANDUM
T0O: Bo Callaway
Stu Spencer
Peter Kaye e

FROM: Tim Ryan

RE: REAGAN ACTIVITY -- NEW HAMPSHIRE

The following facts, based on a review of Reagan's FEC reports, lead us tq -

believe that Reagan may be close to his New Hampshire expenditure limits:

1 Itemized expenses to N.H.

addresses. in 1975 Reports $ 58,00%.22
2, Itemized expenses to N.H.

addresses in Jan. 1976 Report 205157 00
3% Allocated Primary expenditures listed

for N.H. in Jan., 1976 Report 49,623.47

Accordingly, Reagan's allocated January expenses in New Hampshire were

2% times the itemized January expenditures ($20,157 compared to $49,633).
Using this same ratio for pre-January expenses, which may not be a viable
assumption, it would appear that‘Reagan's allocated 1975 expenses in New
Hampshire were approximately $144,000. Thus, based on these facts and the
assumption. that the same ratio existed pre-January for Reagan expenditures,

it appears that as of January 31, 1976, Citizens for Reagan had spent

approximately 190,000 for its New Hampshire campaign.
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MEMORANDUM

February 12, 1976

T0: Bo Callaway\//
Bob Mosbacher
Bob Moot

FROM: Bob Visse
Tim Ryan

RE: REAGAN -- January 31, 1976 FEC Report

Attached are the Citizens for Reagan Report of Receipts
and Expenditures, Detailed Summary Schedule of Receipts and
Expenditures and Allocation of Primary Expenditures by State
(covering 1/1--1/31/76).

These reports indicate that Reagan raised $882,946.99 *
during the month of January. At the time of his last report,
December 31, 1975, the Reagan Committee had $416,723.48 on hand.
During the month of January, the Reagan Committee spent
$1,250,123.84 and had accrued debts of $635,418.39. Accordingly,
the Reagan Committee indicates that cash on hand for January 31,
1976 was $53,156.63. However, when viewed in the perspective of
debts and obligations owed by the Reagan Committee, they are
approximately $550,000 in debt.

It is obvious that the Reagan Committee is spending money
based on its matching funds submissions. Thus, Reagan has sub-
mitted $663,000 for matching payments. As of this date, none of
these funds have been verified by the Audit and Investigation
Division of the FEC. This leads one to believe that the Reagan
Committee's accounting procedures and its method of submitting
matching funds to the FEC leaves something to be desired.

* The Reagan Report indicates that this sum includes $100,000
of matching funds.



CONTRIBUTIONS AND EXPENDITURES FOR REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES
AS OF JANUARY 31, 1976

I. CONTRIBUTIONS FORD REAGAN
Jan. 1976 Total te 1/31/76 Jan. 1976 Total to 1/31/76
A. Funds Raised $ 703,660 . $2,392,733 $ 782,946 82,571,632

B. Matching Funds
Received @ = ====-=== ce-eoo--- § 492,907 = —---= - =---- S 100,00C

y C. Matching Funds
Submitted but
Not Received

(as of 2/11/76) 550,879 4 871,909
Subtotal Matching Funds ‘ $1,043,456 $ 971,90°

TOTAL FUNDS RECEIVED $3,436,519 ' $3,543, 541

Week Ending Feb. 5, 1976
A. Funds Raised $340,808 ARSI s T N A P T
B. Matching Funds

! Submitted but L
/ - Not Received $165,975 ST TE R g ST T :



II. EXPENDITURES FORD

Jan: 1976 Metdlime . L3176

$723,512 $2,180,484
Cash on Hand
as of 1/31/76 , 2692 .475
Debts Outstanding
as of 1/31/76 8,240
BALANCE $684,233
Matching Funds to :
be Received 550, 879
Cash on Hand including
Matching Funds to be
Received as of 1/31/76 81,235,114
III. Approx, Expenditures FORD

in M. B as of L/31/7%6
5 40,585 $118,000

REAGAN

Jan. 1976 Total to 1/31/76

$1,250,193 $2,759, 040
§ 53 156
(3606, 000
($552,844)

871,909

§ 319,065
REAGAN *

$ 49,623 $ 138,769

* Does not include media expenditures or any other expenditure which would

require an allocation.



fEC Form 3

anuary 1976

~ederal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
‘Vashington, D.C. 20463

Report of R
for a Can

eceipts and Expenditure.
didate or Committee

Supporting any Candidate(s) for

Nomination or Election to Federal Office

Note: Committees authorized by a candidate to receive contributions and make expenditures in connection wrfl) more ‘thl—:\;ne elec

records with respect to each election, and file separate reports with respect to each election.

ru

10

ion must maintain separa

1(a) Name of Candidate or Committee (in full)

2 lIdentification Number

C00029918

CITIZENS FOR REAGAN

3(a)

Is this a report of a candidate or Authorized

(b) Address (number and street) Candidate Cormmittee? l; Yess [J No
1835 K Street NW - Suite 800 (b) If “Yes," for which election?
; on
dol Ciey, S.tate b (General, Primary, Runoff) (Date)
Washington, D. C. 20006

4 Type of Report (Check appropriate box and complete, if applicable)
(a) [J Amendment (c) (J July 10 report
(b) [J April 10 Report (d) [J October 10 report

(h) (O Tenth day report preceding election on

(primary, general or convention) (date)

(i) (O Thirtieth day report following election on

(primary, general or convention) (date)

in the state of

(e) [J January 31 Report

(f) & Alternative Monthly Report

(g) O Termination

in the state of

Committee Summary of Receipts and Expenditures

5 Covering Period: From 12/31/75 Through

1/31/76

Section A - Cash Balance Summary

Column A
This Period

Column B
Calendar Year-To-Dat

6 Cash on hand January 1, 197_6_

7 Cash on hand at beginning of reporting period

8 Add total receipts (from line 19)

L T I et I e e e A L e T e e u RSB

9 Subtract total expenditures (From line 24)

10 Cash on hand at close of reporting period

11 Contributed items on hand to be liquidated (attach itemized list)

$416,723.48

$416,723.48

$1,3o3,350.4i

$ 886,626.99

$1,303,350.47

$1,250,193.84

$1,250,193.84

$ 53;156.63

¢ 53,156.63

Section B - Expenditures Subject ;0 Limitation Summary
(Candidates and Authorized Candidate Committees Only)

12 Operatiog-experanturas (ranailng 20N ot o 15 tin s oot aie ars ol snim e o s i o 65 A5 o e 8 $ 821,011.13 $ 821,011.13
18 LessiRelunds and Rebptes HiamtlRe T2V s o oo o v sridie mic s il 5 Siate 6158 Bon ac 8 b 0 0 ce mrn v 4 3oty F o $ 11,544.61 $ 11,544.61
14 (a)  Expetdituressublect 1o TMITATION. « == i e 55 = s s e 5w 5 sl s s h s el AT H o 3 s oo $ 809, 466 52 $ 809,466.52
(b) Expenditures from prior years subject t0 limitation . . . . .. vt v i v v et e it $
(el Totalexpeaittints SUBIEEE LR MTAITEIIONT « v ol e 2o v 18 £ X5 TR b B & o b Aln b 0l ot o b AR $
| certify that | have examined this Report, and to the best of my knowledge and belief it is true, correct and complete.
.U‘/’ﬂv‘m 7/{5_/3-7'“"‘.4,’/‘- 2—'9_-_76

(Signature of Treasurer or Candidate)

Note:

(Date)

Submission of false, erroneous, or incomplete information may subject the person signing this Report 1o the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §aa1

(text on reverse side of form).
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N\W.

For further
Washington, D.C. 20463

information
Contact:
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£C Form '3
inuary 1976

rderal Election Commission

ek - g vetailed Summary Schedule of Raceipts and Expenditures
ashington, D.C. 20463 [Page 2]
Name of Candidate or Committee Report Covering the period
CITIZENS FOR REAGAN Froml2/31/75 Tol/31/76
Column A Column B

Part | - Receipts

15 Contributions and other Income: !

o) 2 litermized (use SEheduiB A" . ¢ 0% cioi s o s e simin =t 28 38Tk 5 o B e d R s s e S 344'556 $ 91 |
{b) Unitemized
(c) Salesand Collections Included Above:

List by event on memo Schedule D (53315 .25 )

This Period

Calendar year-to-dat

™ 655.437.8

(d) Subtotal of contributions’and other income . . .. ... PR Sl e st S5 e o8 e e $ 655,437. 88 1 5
16 Loansand Loan Repayments Received:

R [ T o (1 o) R e SRR E ReS  S  ER R SR RS e BL3, i e None

R b s e S e T S R e i L R e R L R R R e None . .|

(c]: Subzotal ol Ioarns and IGaN FeDaYMIBATE LREEINE - - 5 v vrs o s s £ 5 oin s oo a8 v a5 s e S None i S None
17 Refunds, Rebates, etc.: ) |

(3] ltemized fuse SchetlOle A« ais s wais oiesess sim a3 o K15 4l o o 5 s b b s et S U B as ity 11,544,61

R N T o (R S TN R S AP T R TP - S et L e 51,0 ) g e s iy Nane, . ..

(c) Subtotal of refunds, rebates;etc. .. v . oo ... e TS e T R e B A Dk G TR o e $ 11,544.61:5s 11;544.6
18 Transfers In: SR :

(a) From Aifiliated Committee (Itemize all on Schedule A) . o . o v v v v e e e ee e $.... 081,239,501

(b} From other Committees (itemize all on Schedule A) . .. .. vttt e et e ie et ei i nnnn & - 4,025,00 : "

{ieh SUDEOLAlOT RrBNSTErS i ¥ il avits & il e o orelhin tonsih e oot e That sin) 4Pt dle, Sl g 0 ) e e 4 e ps S 215 ;964,50 15 215,964 .5
T A e N e S - e 882,946 g 8€2,946.9
Part |1 - Expenditures A E i :

20 Operatmg Expenditures: J I

R Bz s se S e BEEEIE By , i o s e e o e T e b e b st o $....818,78%, 56i

GBI e e e S e s e o BT 25224 .57 ¢ :

(c) Subtotal Of OPerating expPEnditures . . ... ......oeeeeeeennns B e e L e $ 821.,081.131s  821,001.1
21 Loans, Loan Repayments, and Contribution Refunds: 125 i l

ta) temized luse Sehtiule BY <o s v sia o ssmsis 5 o il s Sate BT o o RE g 5ok e e v 5 (S (R 150,00 '

(o] PR T 1 T TR ARl B o MO Jr vt L g gl Lo o N R IR, 0 e e B W e B LR e T8 e HLeeay

{c) Subtotal of loans and loan repayments made and contribution refunds . . . . .. ov v e s v e ennnn. ‘g 150.00 | ¢ 150.0¢
22 Fundraising Expenditures: (Apply to 20% Exemption) :

{a) Itemized (use Schedute B) « . v colsone o mssanineaiss S e S 214 240,21

Y LIATCEIIIRBE 5 o5 5 ot 5 ¥ o (oAl (o5l 35 4 e i A N ) S e S e 5 W AL S R R A M e Sl 53 . 00

(c) Subtotal of fundraising expend-tures ......................................... S 214,598.21 \s 214,593, 2.
23 Transfers Out: ’ !

(a) To Affiliated Committee (ltemize all on Schedule B) .. .......... BTy i v I T S 214,439.50

{b) To Other Committees (Itemize all 0n SCHedule BY + o 1 v« v« w wn o s sl s o o6 o sisio s 56 s sssss $ o . None, i

o) SUBTO IO BarSEErs QUL L o als vie i sob s S0 e 3 5 Sl Salls 5 St s b ) RSt s Bie s b e S 214 ,439.50 'g 214,439 5¢
T TR E I S S S SN S TR SRR e A D of e S s 1,250,193, 84?5 1,250,193.8:
Part Il - Debts and Obligations i .

25 Debts and obligations owed to the Committee (Itemizeallon Schedule C). . . ... .. v vt vn .. S 29,650.00 ;
26 Debts ang obligations owed by the Committee (Itemize alion Schedule C) . . .. ... . v i v un.. S 625,418.3% T
Part IV - Receipts and Expenditures, Net of Transfers to and from Affiliated Cornmittees ;
i Totsl Reenst e Ao ITRE TRGE )1 o oLh e s e b BT Sy b, et ol e e e ok ) B e e $ 862,946.9 '
281 Loss Transtors Instiromd RS IBTaN) s o ¢ ciain s vk mais i siice s o iha € o Goalh pimirs s el 55 m s G v ;S ~—21‘1”939_—:5‘6;
N T r T S e e e e R T T o 0 2 LR o O 2 T e S Y - s - BIL, 007.49 !
30 Totali BExpenditures Bromiiine 28) .o b us <ot als mwdls o s S i ¥ s e e b n e ! S 4 EE0 AR50 4
y : ! =2 dd 3950
3% eass Fronsinrsiout WeamiinalZ20ail L | o et e e e b e e e e e ety e e el e S AT ot !
32 Nt Fepemsfiyrs Fe 1 ’\3[:,/"14 3



Form 3¢

:ary 1976 °

ral Election Commusiicn
K Street, M.\,

nngton, D.C. 20463

~ Allocation of ?rimary cxpei_.tures by State
for a Presidential Candidate

1(a) Name of Principal Campaign Commitiee 2 Idenufication Number
CITIZENS FOR REAGAN C00029918
|b) Committee Adcress 3 Name of Candidate
1835 K Street, NW - Suite 800
le) City, State and Zip code Ronald Reagan
Washington, D. C. 20006
Report Covering Period |
=
ALLOCATION BY STATE Rrom: 1/ 1/ 76151 /31/76
? |
% ALLOCATION THIS YEAR TO CATE :[ ALLOCATION THIS YEAR TO DATE
RERVE PERIOD ALLOCATION S ? PERIOD ALLOCATIGN
: i
| I
Alabama ‘ 6, 38319 6,383.19 Maobraska ; 4.,304.,30) 4,304 .
Alaska J 247..55 247.55 | Mevada 5,360 731 5360
Arizona I 6,084,911 6,084.91 I liew Hamoshire I 49 62347 | 49,623 .
Arkansas 3,219.67 3,210.67 : New Jersay : 6.048,87 ; _6,048
California 23,847.831 23,847_93 | New Mexico | 3,551.80! 3. 8E3
Colorado 7,203,661 7,203,656 | New York 98 150 SIS LW [
Connecticut 2,560.901  2,560.90 | North Garolina 61,341_74 61,241
| Oelaware l 460,42 AGQ .42  'North Dakota ok 5Q8_25'" 508 .
Distriet of Columbia ! 618.27 618.27 | onio l 8.678.,64 8,675 .
Florida |__152,125.19! 152,126 19_ | Oklahoms i 6,215 69 6,845
Georzia : 8,365.83] 8 365 83 !Oregon ! 1,884 74! 1,834
Hawaii v i 675 69 675 po. | Pennsylvania | Q. L85 9.900.7
Idahe | 3 .086 a6 3 rngﬁhgg._“ﬁ_f{hcde Istand l %8‘91 i ?‘&'O £EE
Hiido's i 4{;‘['0]_1_'_9 81192 | South Carolina i 2,192, 08! 25192 ..(
hia i 55’;" p south Dakos ' 546,51 546.°
Indiana ! 4276 53 garenl | Scuth Dakoza -
lowa 2 293 A9 9298 A9 i Tennessee ] 3,382.00, 3,382.¢C
Kansas B o 2'aRg. 5] | Texas i 17,143.45 17,143
Kentucky 2:711 1ol 5. 913 30 luwb s 873.00 873.(
Loutsiana 3 903 &4 5 902 G4 | Vermont 377.89 i 377.%
Maine 2,715.41 2,715 41 | Vircinia ! 4,006.27 ! 4,006.:
Maryland 3 232 @3l 3 a3y m-  UWashington ! 5,854.61! 5,.852.¢
Massachusatts 58.,727.85! 58,727.85 | west Virginia 3,478.13"! 3,478
Michigan 7.210.081 7.210,08 | Wisconsin 19.226.28 | 19,226.2
Minnesota 6,179 ag | 6,170.00 ! Wyoming i 28700 ! 287.0
Mississippi 2 020,471 0. A7 L Puerto Rico :
Missouri 4,160.44 4,160.44 | Guam i |
Montana 584.79 584.79 | Virgin Islands :
Column Totals 385,884.97 | 285,884.97 | Column Torals l 231,362.42 2313132 .4
O T T R el 1 R e B E < i S SR O RIS Y GO &3 ! 617,247.39 617,;247.3
B ToraiNonalitatod E XEeTITUITES 25 o S o 2 550 3w m SIS R s 1055 e R A6 5w WM o b o] ke > I 192,219,113 192,316 1
i i
& Toral Cemaalon Expeanditurs (LinesdiBiB) « o iur s i 5 ool o wimivrs o aes s 556 5 o o wrale & o 4 S 809,466, 52 ! /090 AGE &




TR
2/16/76
MRMORANDUM
TO: Bo Callaway
Stu Spencer
Peter Kaye —

FROM: Tim Ryan

RE: REAGAN ACTIVITY -- NEW HAMPSHIRE

The following facts, based on a review of Reagan's FEC reports, lead us to .

believe that Reagan may be close to his New Hampshire expenditure limits:

e Itemized expenses to N.H.

addresses. in 1975 Reports S 58,617.22
2 Itemized expenses to. N.H.

addresses in Jan. 1976 Report 20,157 .00
S Allocated Primary expenditures listed

for N.H. in Jan., 1976 Report 49,623.41

Accordingly, Reagan's allocated January expenses in New Hampshire were

2% times the itemized January expenditures ($20,157 compared to $49,633).
Using this same ratio for pre-January expenses, which may not be a viable
assumption, it would appear that Reagan's allocated 1975 expenses in New
Hampshire were approximately $144,000. Thus, based on these facts and the
assumption that the same ratio existed pre-January for Reagan expenditures;
it appears that as of January 31, 1976, Citizens for Reagan had spent

approximately 190,000 for its New Hampshire campaign.



MEMORANDUM

February 12, 1976

TO: Bo Callaway V/
Bob Mosbacher
Bob Moot

FROM: Bob Visse
Tim Ryan

RE: REAGAN -- January 31, 1976 FEC Report

Attached are the Citizens for Reagan Report of Receipts
and Expenditures, Detailed Summary Schedule of Receipts and
Expenditures and Allocation of Primary Expenditures by State .
(covering 1/1--1/31/76). ’

These reports indicate that Reagan raised $882,946.99 *
during the month of January. At the time of his last report,
December 31, 1975, the Reagan Committee had $416,723.48 on hand.
During the month of January, the Reagan Committee spent
$1,250,123.84 and had accrued debts of $635,418.39. Accordingly,
the Reagan Committee indicates that cash on hand for January 31,
1976 was $53,156.63. However, when viewed in the perspective of
debts and obligations owed by the Reagan Committee, they are
approximately $550,000 in debt.

It is obvious that the Reagan Committee is spending money
based on its matching funds submissions. Thus, Reagan has sub-
mitted $663,000 for matching payments. As of this date, none of
these funds have been verified by the Audit and Investigation
Division of the FEC. This leads one to believe that the Reagan
Committee's accounting procedures and its method of submitting
matching funds to the FEC leaves something to be desired.

* The Reagan Report indicates that this sum includes $100,000
of matching funds.



CONTRIBUTIONS AND EXPENDITURES FOR REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES

AS OF JANUARY 31, 1976

I. CONTRIBUTIONS FORD

Jan. L1976

Total te /31176

A. Funds Raised S 703,660

B. Matching Funds
Received @ = = ==m-e---

C. Matching Funds
Submitted but
Not Received
{as af 2/11/76)

Subtotal Matching Funds
TOTAL FUNDS RECEIVED

Week Ending Feb. 5, 1976
A. Funds Raised $340,808
B. Matching Funds

Submitted but
- Not Received $§165,975

$2,392,733

$ 492,907

530,879

$1,043,456

$3,436,519"

REAGAN
Jan . 1976 Total o by 376
S 782,946 §2.571,632

------- $ 100,00C

871,908
$ 971,908

$3,543,541



II. EXPENDITURES FORD REAGAN

Jan. 1976 Total to 1/31/76 Jan. 1976 Total to 1/31/76
723,512 $2,180,484 $1,250,193 $2,759,040
Cash on Hand i
as of 1/31/76 8692 ,475 5 53,156
Debts Outstanding :
as of 1/31/76 8,240 : ($606,000)
BALANCE $684,235 ($552,844)
Matching Funds to . ‘
be Received 550879 871,909
Cash on Hand including A
Matching Funds to be
Received as of 1/31/76 91,235,114 $ 319,065
I1II. Approx, Expenditures FORD REAGAN =

T N H. Jas et B3 A6
S 40,585 $118,000 S 459 623 $ 138,769

* Does not include media expenditures or any other expenditure which would
require an allocation.



- R
FEC Form 3 ¥
“anuary 1976

“ederal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
‘Vashington, D.C. 20463

irt of Receipts and Expenditur.
for a Candidate or Committee
Supporting any Candidate(s) for
Nomination or Election to Federal Office

-
-~
£y

-

10

ro
Note: Committees authorized by a candidate to receive contributions and make expenditures in connection w:g; more rh.ln\one election must maintain separa
records with respect to each election, and file separate reports with respect to each election.

1(a) Name of Candidate or Committee (in full)

2 lIdentification Number

C00029918

CITIZENS FOR REAGAN

(b) Address (number and street)
1835 K Street NW - Suite 800

(e) City, State and ZIP code

Candidate Committee? Q

3(a) Is thisa report of a candidate or Authorized

Yess [J No

(b) If “Yes,” for which election?

on

" (General, Primary, Runoff) (Date)
Washington, D. C. 20006 ; :
4 Type of Report (Check appropriate box and complete, if applicable) {e) (J January 31 Report
(a) [J Amendment (c) (J July 10 report (f) &) Alternative Monthly Report
(b) OJ April 10 Report (d) [J October 10 report te) O Termination
(h) (J Tenth day report preceding electionon ___ in the state of
(primary, general or convention) (date)
(i) O Thirtieth day report following election on Ll in the state of
(primary, general or convention) (date)
Committee Summary of Receipts and Expenditures
5 Covering Period: From 12/31/75 Through  1/31/76
3 Column A Column B
Section A - Cash Balance Summary This Period Calendar Year-To-Dat

B CRER o Bt T T ae s L o e e e e e e e s e e T
7 Cashion hand at beginning Of repOrting BeFIO & s s « o v o s 55 014 5o b s 5 5 aia ) 55 5125 % 5 5o 8 8 o mms
8 Add total receipts (from line 19) ... ... R S et s Ll s WSRO N (B b g
(ol Subtotal % i v vitislog hals Lt ki oo AT R T IR e e i R e i

9 Subtract total expenditures (From line 24) . .. ... ... ...t iunnennnns PRI
0 Cash oo haod Gt 1038 OF FEROFTING DETIOML & & < w = v 5 & 0wy s 5w aa %06 ¢ 5 & ot 0 s an ¥le0s & %6 s 5 pa s
11 Contributed items on hand to be liquidated (attach itemized list) ........... Pl W o

$416,723.48

$416,723.48

$1,3o3,350.47

$1,303,350.47

$1,250,193,84

$1,250,193.84

$ 53;156.63

¢ 53,156.63

Section B - Expenditures Subject 10 Limitation Summary
(Candidates and Authorized Candidate Committees Only)

12 Operating expenditures (from line 20)'. e e A e b T e 5 o B ulen e ) e
13 LessiRetunds and Rebates Bram Wne TP . s ss st v s wai vo s drs s s 55 o sEae sma s sss smass
T4 {8) ExpencitGres Subiect o Hnaation i o eicis i e a 6e s b b tim e sl aatn o 06 arers s i s w siiels & xl

(b) Expenditures from prior years subject t0 limitation . . . . . v vt vttt ettt et et i en e

(c) Total expenditures subject to limitation

§ 821,011.13

$ 821,011 .43

$ I3 ;54461

$ 809 466 52

$ 11,544.61

I certify that | have examined this Report, and to the best of my knowledge and belief it is true, correct and complete.

R A o 1n TREAT LA

_ Yoy i,

(Signature of Treasurer or Candidate)

RN i . - 1.

(Date)

Note: Submission of false, erroneous, or incomplete information may subject the person signing this Report to the penalties of 2 u.s.C. §441

(text on reverse side of form).

For further
information
Contact:

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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ZC Form 3
inuary 1976

:deral Election Commission

125 K Street, N.W.
ashington, D.C. 20463

- Detailed Summary 3
(Page 2)

chidule of Qaceipts and Expenditures

Name of Candidate or Committee

Report Covering the period

CITIZENS FOR REAGAN Froml2/31/75 Tol/31/76
T
Paits - Fasieps Tcr?i’supn;?i:j l Calcncg:;ll;r;r:-tso-da(
15 Contributions and other Income: .
(el lirernized (USR BENOBUIEIAY  § i s sk 35 6 b e rlins s o Bew St oA F et Splalooler e b, e 5ok %) ') v Tacs e 344, 556 91
CEIRRI PRI o5 o it o Wi v 0 St A per Bt Lot e e e e b s B e e 8o o 310 880‘97
(c) Salesand Collections Included Above: ! ’
List by event on memo Schedule D (33315 .25 ) i e
(d) Subtotal of cantributions'and other income . .. .... I A S P e o o R $ 655,437.88 ' S 655 # 437.8
16 Loansand Loan Repayments Received:
ta)i fernized (useSe OB IR G Dl ol e L e e ars g 0 oo ) o) B ATy T A e e T et e R e o None . . .
G T T e e o T e s e S None . 2l
(c) Subtotal of l0ans and 103N rePayYMENTS FECRIVEA. « « « v v v v o v v e v e et ee e eemeeeeesns e $ None 18 None
17 Refunds, Rebates, etc.: X
ta) HemiZed MusaiSeRBalEAN: . « & e o i i oo g e R AT A e e e nein) o oS e el W n B e 11,544,61|
{b) Unitemized ..........0v.. A e L O U s D e SR i Bt s Nene. ., ..}
(c) Subtotal of refunds, rebates,etc. . ... ....... SR T g SR L B N S R . [ $ 11,544.61 s 11,544.¢
18 Transters In: N, L
(a) From Aifiliated Committee (Itemize allon Schedule A) ... .. ...t S 2239, 50.@
(b) From other Committees (itemize all 0n SChedule A) . .. . v v v s e ee e e e e e T 4,025,00 3
(ol Subtptaliof transtersin o o w'a i ow st s sm s e i 57 b e S R R S 3 215,964.50 !¢ 215,964 .5
o o T S R oL NSRRI e SR RS N AR W A, T S W e gt o e o R s S 8_8“2_7946-99 s 88—2:946-9
Part |1 - Expenditures E E
20 Ogerating Expenditures: Sl S [
(a¥ emized lasa SERRdUIBIBY. « i cse S s e o s s e e e o o g e e $....818,786, 561'
IR BT s N B g bt D (e e S e e e DAL ST i AR MU R ke 2.224 57 ¢ ]
(e} Stbitolal ofloosrating eXpenditures . .« s sii e e oivats o v 6 mle as ok e w s ois mie s 4 b s s s $ 821,011.131s 821,01F .1
21 Loans, Loan Repayments, and Contribution Refunds: e R, i :
{a) Itemized luse Schedule B) . .. ........... A e R N T U po A MRS Mo e i LSRN 150 005
D Ty s R e R A e e T RIS e Y e
{c) Subtotai of loans and loan repayments made and contribution refunds . .. ................ ‘s 150.00 | g 150 .01
22 Fundraising Expenditures: (Apply to 20% Exemption) O :
(3) reon@ed IaseSEhRaBIBIB. ~ o v ios w4 sn w e e e st e e e b e LR B e B e ke $....214,540,21
I T T (e e T T i N T i 5 T Pyes A SIS N T KOS, T PR ol R S 53.00 s
(c) Subtotal of fundraising expenditures . ...... T Ty U O e S el . = b s 214 593 el 214 .,583.2.
23 Transfers Out: ’ i ;
(a) To Affiliated Committee (Itemize all 0n Schedule B) . . vt v vt ittt e et e e e et e e e [ . 214 439, 50
(b} To'Other Commitiees {Itemize all on Sehedule B siu « v sia v vv s bs s« s v s 25 da s805 5,8 o0 G oot NIV o
[ g e eI R VT3 T e e S5 e B g T e nt Wuc g O SRR U e NP e s 214 ,.439.50 '5 214,439.5!(
24 Total E XDENETUTEs i I 1 © Tl s iV e sl e (T s e et o B Bt S ol e s 1,250,193, .84 ] s 1,250,193.8
Part Il - Debts and Obligations ° ! :
25 Debts and obligations owed to the Committee (Itemize allon Schedule C). .. ... .. ..o ovun.n. . S ' 29,650.00 ;
26 Debts and obligations owed by the Committee (ltemize ali on SehearilenEl ey o e 2 i [ 635,418, 39 '
Part 1V - Receipts and Expenditures, Net of Transfers to and frem Affiliated Cornmittees : 'l
AR SEYh e o1 e T oo 1) P e S B W s ol B o2 I e T i Lt s s 862,946.99 [
28 Loss Tranlons IilfeamiBnac KBaN) . L 5 s 5o b s b Sn s s o ¢ i L b Riodions o e RO B e s e 5o : '“—-‘—571”1”03A9TS?)”;
2SS NBIRECRIBESS o sl iR £, sris e St el B e sty ls  671,007.49!
20 Tolal BExpnditGr e A rOMAHIE T AY 7 oL e e 6 fiie b wn wr sTSE 6 0 o 0 e el a6 e wim o s ek it ot e e el I S by 230’19)‘?1
: i 214743950+
S Late TraasinesantlitomineZo0aNE 0000 i s SN s e e Bt s e SR A e e s !
A2 Nei Expendtnres te 1,035 ;704 ;34



Form 2
:ary 1976
‘ral Election Commisiion
K Street, ™.V
ington, D.C. 204€3

-

Allocation of Primary txpei

fures by State
for a Presidential Candidate

1(a) Name of Principal Campaign Commit:ee 2 Idenufication Number
CITIZENS FOR REAGAN C00029918
{b) Committee Adcress 3 Name of Candidate
1835 K Street, NW = Suite 800
(¢} City, State and Zip code Ronald Reagan
Washington, D. C. 20006
Report Coverin wod |
ALLOCATION BY STATE e 1/1/7@1/73
e i ™=
& ALLOCATION THIS YEAR TO CATE | ALLOCATION THIS | YEAR TO DATE
i PERIOD ALLOCATION il ' PERIOD ALLOCATIGHN
I
! !
Alabama 6, 38319 6,;383.19 Mobraska " 4,304.30! 4,304._
Alaska 24755 247.55 | Mevada SBT3 5,360,
Arizona 6,084.91 65084 91 e Hamoshire I 4962347 1 49,623
Arkansas ! 3,219,867 3,219.67 : New Jersay ; 6,048,587 ; 6,048
California 23,847,831 23,847,923 | NewMexico 5 3.551.801 3,551,
Colorado 7,203,661 7,203,566 | New York L6520 15,465,
Connectizut 2,560.901 2,560.90 | North Carolina 1,341 74 caiEe Y G
| Delaware | 46042 A60 .42 i North Dzkota ; £08 25 |- 50R -
District of Columbia f 61R8.27 618.27 | Ohio i 8.678.64" 8,615 .¢
Florida |__152,126.19! 152,126 19__! Oklshoms i 6,245.69. 6,845/
Georzia l 8,365.83] __8 365.83_ | Oregon b 88474 | 1,884 °
Hawaii ! 675.68 675., 68_’_f_f’gnnsywania | %‘Q8“"‘8§ 0*?88"‘;
Idahe | 2 0S5 951 3,056.99 ; Rhede Island | | Sihien
11iinoss i 56'01-1-.—97 66.011.93 i South Carolina i 2. 14852,08 | 2, 92 %
Irciana l 1 958 53| 4 276,57 | South Dakoza ' 546.51 1 546.%
iowa 7,323 .42 7,328,497 | Tennessee " 3,382.00, 3,382.1
% | Kansas 2 890 53 2:85?9 51 | Texas } 95143 .45 17, 543854
Kentucky [ 2 711 Q‘ 2:.910.310  !Uwb ! 873.00" 873.C
Louisiana 2903 64 2 003 a4 | Vermont 377.891 317
Maine 9 918 A o, j]g’ 47 i :['Virr;inia 1 4,006.27! 4,006 _"
Maryland o age o9 | 3 212 a3 ! Washington ) 5,852 .61 | 5,854
Msssachusatts 58,727.85! 58,727.85 _!west Virginia 3,478.13 3,478,
Michigan 7.210.08 2. 0. 08 {W‘.sconsm 19.226.28 | 19,226, 2
Minnesota 6,179.881 __£,179.00 ! Wyoming ; 287.00 ! 287.0
Mississippi o 305 s | 2,020 A7 !_Puerro Rico d | o
Missouri 4,160,44 4,160.44 ! Guam ' I
Montana 584.79 584.79 ! Virgin Islands |
Column-Totals 385,3884.97 | 285,884.97 | Column Torals ! 231,362.42 231,362.4
LT e e M S T S e b e I i A R RO e o I ! 6ild 207,89 oLl ,247 .3
S TatalNon-allocated Expanciiliress « 1. v s v s 2o Bu i iois = o = o 4 alatie mlal v aiu0is) 5ia's 5 604 e Soptal ok o3 208 > l 192,219,13 | 192,219 .1
i l
6 Torgl Campalon EXpEaditures LINBE AT DY |\ 500l a o s e » « e b s el i s e sl 0 e A 809 ,466.52 ' SN0 AGE &




Canpaign’/s

hkdm(omnmmumwmhm

1228 L STREET, N.W.,, WASHINGTCN, D.C. 20035 {(202) 823-04ED

FEBRUARY 17, 1975

10: BO CALLAWAY

" \
FROM: = BRUCE WAGNER/g/
SUBJECT : REAGAN MEDIA SPENDING

We have estimated Ronald Reagan's ued:a spending for New Hampshire
and Florida(attached}.

A couple of observations:
1. Reagan is outspending the PFC in both states by a

21 deilar taElo.:

e

2. Generally speaking, he is running his paid scheaules
longer at significantly higher levels of pressure.
3. The primary difference appears in the use of television --

ultxoug,h Reagan is spending more than the PFC in radio
the biggest dirference is in the area of his television

welght.
Althocgh these data ave strictly esLimates based on conversations
with station reprusentatives, I -think it's fair to say that the

Reagan paid media effort is just about twice the dollar valus
of whaf we are executing on behalf of the President.

Although these estimrntes will not be specifically relevant to
state spending limitation questicns (because they are only estimates),
these data indicate things to watch Tor as tne formal spending

reports are filed.

Please let me kncow if you wish to discuss.

Attachments y

cc: Pete Dailey Bob Moot v
Stu Spencer Bob Visser
Bob Marik

Peter Kaye
George Karalekas
Dawn Sibley
Clzayvton Wilhite
John Vinson

Ed deBolt

Fred Slight

. ; ¢ w Podnal orl . Tt e, LGB L e
w8 s Chasonray £ Chicf Fxicatin g Ot e #0108, Wg wep 4 ik g Fogogdevic Robetr € Moo, Ta L Al B decn Spenpive



Medium

Television

Dates
# Weeks
# Mkts.

COMPARISON OF+ REAGAN VS. FORD MEDIA ACTIVITY

EFFECTIVE STATE #'S

New Hainpshire

FORD

2/10-2/23
2
3

Est. GRP's wk 100-200

Total Budget

Rad_‘i_.g

Dates

# Weeks

# Mkts.

# Stations
j# Spots Sta.

Total Budget

Newspapers

Time
Size
Eost

Total Spending

$3870

2/3-2/23
3
20
25
30-36

$10,432

Feb.
Pg. B&W
24467

$18,769

REAGAN

1/26-2/23

&4
.3

200-350

$11,083

1/26-2/23%
4

19
25
36

$27,149

Jan.
1200 lines
5600

$38,832

—

* Mass. radio spill-in began 1/20.

__FORD

2/10-3/8
4
>
150-200
$80,000

2/10-3/38
&
(Ke)
52
24-30

$83,000

Mar.
Fg. B&W
$24,000

$192,000

Florida

REAGAN

2/3-3/7"
5
6
200-350
$165,971

2/2-3/8
5
10
53
36

$111,968

$277,939



" REAGAN - EFFCCTIVE STATE DCLLAR

New Hampshire:

TV: $11,083

Radio: 27 ,14%
Newsp Current: 600
$38,832

if 2 Newsp. Drop
possible $5,000 addt'l.

TV: $165,971
Radio: 111,968
$277,939



o

open to the public? As drafted, the reg-
ulation requires a closed hearing unless
the respondent requests that it be open.

2. If a hearing requested by a respon-
dent-in a compliance action is closed,
should the complainant be present at the
closed hearing? No provision is currently
made for this contingency.

3. Should there be public disclosure
of the results of an investigation after
the investigation has terminated? Sec-
tion 115.14 of the regulations sets forth
a procedure for informing. the public
of the results of an investigation and of
any ensuing Commission action. The dis-
closure is in summary form, and does
not identify the parties involved. Con-
sideration should be given to whether or
not a more detailed description can and
should be made after the close of the in-
vestigatory process. Comment should be
directed to the legality of such disclosure
and, assuming its legality, the manner
and timing of such disclosure.

Hearings on the proposed regulations
will be held on Wednesday. February 11,
1976, at 10:00 a.m. at the Federal Elec-
tion Commission, 1325 K Street, NW,,
Washington, D.C. 20463. Persons inter-
ested in testifying should call Susan
King at (202) 382-5338.

All comments on the proposed regula-
tions should be addressed to the Rule-
making Section, Federal Election Com-
mission, 1325 K Street, NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20463. S
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PART 115—COMPLIANCE PROCEDURE

Sec.

115.1 Scope.

115.2 Filing.

115.3 Form of complaint.

115.4 Initlal review of complaint.

1155 Notlfication of respondent.

1156 Reply by respondent.

115.7 Dismissal before hearing; review of
dismissals.

1158 Referrals to Attorney General.

1159 Investigations. '

115.10 Post Investigation Commission ac-
tion.

115.11 Procedure at close of hearing.

116.12 Post hearing procedure.

115.13 Review of hearing held before ad-
minlstrative law judge or bipartisan
panel of Commissioners.

115.14 Publle disclosure.

§115.1 Scope.

This part provides procedures for: (1)
Receipt and processing of complaints sub-
mitted pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g and
(2) processing other compliance actions
initiated by the Commission. Complaints
are described in § 115.3. “Compliance ac-
tlon” means Commission action with re-
gard to any alleged or possible violation
of Title 2 U.S.C. §§ 431-56. Title 18 U.S.C.
§§ 608, 610, 611, 613, 614, 615, 616, and
617, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
U.S.C., Including actions taken pursuant
to complaints filed under 2 U.S.C. § 437g
and section 115.3 herein.

§ 115.2 Filing.

Any person who believes that a viola-
tlon of the Federal Election Campaign

(‘\ Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. § 431,
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et seq., or 18 U.S.C. §§ 608, 610, 611, 613,
614, 615, 616, or 617, or 26 U.S.C., Chap-
ters 95 and 96 of Title 11, has occurred
may file a complaint with the IFederal
Election Commission, 1325 K Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20463.

§ 115.3 Form of complaint.

(a) The person making a complaint
(hereinafter complainant) shall:

(1) Sign the complaint;

.(2) Have the complaint notarized;
and

(3) Include his or her business or
residential address and telephone num-
ber in the complaint.

(b) Each complaint shall:

(1) Name the person complained
against (hereinafter respondent) ;

(2) Describe in detail the alleged vio-
lation or violations; and

(3) Be submitted together with copies
of evidence available to the complainant.

§115.1

(a) If the Assistant Staff Director for
Disclosure and Compliance, or the Assist-
ant Staff Director's designee, determines
that the complaint lacks sufficient infor-
mation, the complainant shall be so noti-
fied and shall be given 15 days to amend
the complaint,

(b) If the Assistant General Counsel
and the Assistant Staff Director deter-
mine that a complaint is not within the
Commission’s jurisdiction, the action
shall be dismissed or referred to another
Government agency whichever is appro-
priate. The complainant shall be noti-
fied of such determination.

(¢) If the complainant fails to request
review of a determination by the Com-
mission under paragraphs (a) or (b) of
this section within 15 days after receiv-
ing notice as to the Commission's deter-
mination, stating why the complainant
believes the determination is incorrect,
the complaint shall be dismissed or refer-
red as appropriate.

(d) If the complainant does so advise
the Commission the Staff Director and
the General Counsel shall review the
initial decision. If they believe the ini-
tial decision is in error, the Assistant
Staff Director will investigate the mat-
ter in accordance with the procedures set
forth herein. If they rule the initial deci-
sion correct the matter will be referred
to the Commission.

(e) The Commission shall: (1) Affirm
the dismissal or referral, as appropriate;

(2) Remand the complaint to the Staff
Director and the General Counsel for
further consideration.

(f) The Commission shall nolify the
complainant in writing after the disposi-
tion of the matter on review.

§115.5

(a) Notification of filing of complaint.
Pursuant to 2 U.8.C §437g(a) (2), the
Commission, after the review described
in § 115.4, shall send a “Notice of Alleged
‘Violation” along with a copy of the
formal complaint or a summary of it to
the respondent by registered or certified
mail, return receipt requested within a

Initial review of complaint.

Notification of respondent.

i

reasonable period after a valid complaint
is received. The respondent shall also be
notified of his/her right to a hearing.

(b) Notification of discovery of possible
violation. In all other cases, the Com-
mission, when it receives sufficient evi-
dence to justify a belief that a violation
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. § 431, et seq.,
or 18 U.S.C. §§ 608, 610, 611, 613, 614, 615.
616 or 617 or of 26 U.S.C., Chapters 95
and 96 of Title 11, has occurred, the
Commission shall send the respondents
a “Notice of Possible Violation” by reg-
istered or certified mail, return receipt
requested. At the same time, the re-
spondent will be notified of his/her right
to a hearing.

(¢) Any notification or investigation
made under paragraphs (a) or (b) of
this section shall not be made public
until the respondent expressly gives
written permission.

§ 115.6  Reply by respondent.

(a) The respondent will be allowed 10
days after receiving the “Notice of Al-
leged Violation™ or “Notice of Possible
Violation” to respond in writing to the
allegations in the compliance action
(complaint or notification under § 115.5
(a) or (b)). The respondent may request
an extension of time by filing a timely
written request with the Commission.
The Commission may, on its own mo-
tion in an exceptional case, upon appro-
priate notice to the respondent, shorten
the time period for response.

(b)Y The response to the compliance
acltion shall be addressed to the As-
sistant Stafl Director for Disclosure and
Compliance at.the Federal Election Com-
mission, 1325 K Street, NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20463; and

(c) The respondent or the authorized
representative therecof shall sign and
notarize the response.

(d) Any hearing requested shall, at
the conclusion of any appropriate in-
vestigation, be scheduled for a date to be
determined by the Commission.

§ 115.7 Dismissal hefore hearing;
view of dismissals.

re-

(a) If, after reviewing the complaint
and response, the Assistant Stafl Direc-
tor with the advice of the Assistant
General Counsel determines that the
compliance action is without merit, the
complainant shall be notified of such a
determination, and of the right to review
under paragraph (¢) of this section.

(b) If the complainant fails to request
a review of a determination as set out
in paragraph (a) of this section by writ-
ing to the Commission within 15 days
after receiving notice of dismissal, and
stating why the complainant believes the
determination was incorrect, the com-
plaint shall be dismissed.

(¢) If the complainant does so advise
the Commission, the Staff Director and
the General Counsel shall review the ini-
tial decision. If they believe the initial
decision 1s in error, they will direct the
Assistant Staff Director to investigate
the matter in accordance with the proce-
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dures set forth below. If they belicve the
initial decision .to be correct, the matter
will be referred to the Conmimission.

() The Commission shall: (1) Aflirm
the dismissal; or

(2) Remand the complaint to the
Staff Director and the General Counsel
for further consideration.

(¢) The Commission shall notify the
complainant and respondent in writing
as to the disposition of the matier on
review.

§ 115.8 Refervals to Atiorney Genevall

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a).(2) (A)
the Commission, in appropriate cases.,
upon receiving information regarding a
possible violation of the Act, whether by
formal complaint or otherwise. may re-
port such possible violation to the Attor-
ney General. :

Investigations.

(a) Appropriate inquiry will be initi-
ated by the Commission with respeet to
each compliance action, including any
complaint not dismissed uncer § 115.7.

(b) If a complaint is filed under
§ 1152 and §115.3 above by another
candidate, the investigation shall include
an investigation of the reports and state-
ments filed by the complainant-candi-
date and his or her authorized commit-
tees.

(¢) Each inquiry under paragraph (a)
of this section may be conducted with re-
gard to each candidate for the Federal
oflice sought by the respondent.
§115.10 Post-investigaiion Commission

action.

(a) If the respondent has not requested
a hearing, the Commission shall appoint
a panel of two Commissioners not aflili-
ated with the same political party to
review the investigative report, including
any communications from the respond-
ent, and to determine whether there s
sufficient evidence to justify the beliel
that an apparent violation has occurred.
Where the panel finds there is insuffi-
cient cvidence, the panel shall recom-
mend to the full Commission that the
compliance action be-closed. In those

cases where the panel determines that

there is evidence sufficient to justify the
belief that an apparent violalion has oc-
curred, the pancl may direct the staff
to attempt to correct the apparent vio-
lation by informal methods of confer-
ences, conciliation and persuasion. These
Informal corrective endeavors shall be
pursued confidentially.

(b)Y Where a settlement cannot be con-

" cluded to the salisfaction of the Com-

mission the bipartisan panel may, after
giving notice to the full Commission:

(1) Refer the matter to the Depart-
ment of Justice;

(2) Direct the General Counsel to seek

compliance in an appropriate Federal
court. .

PROPOSED RULES

(¢) No pancl direclive under para-
graphs (a) or (b) of this section will he
effective until 48 hours after the panel
notifies the full Commission, unless the
Commission mcels and aflirmatively
adopts the recomumendation. 1f any Com-
missioner objects to the directive within
48 hours after being so notified, the mat-
ter shall be placed on the agenda for dis-
cussion at the next meeting of the full
Commission. e

“ (@) If a panel is unable to reach a
decision under paragraphs (a) or t(b) of
this section. the matter shall be referred
to the full Commiccion for eousideration
at its next meetina.

§ 113.11

() TT the respondent requests a hear-
ing under 2 U.S.C. §437g(a) (4), the
hearing shall take place before:

(1) The full Conunission; or.

(2) A designated panel of tvo Com-
missioners not affiliated with the same
political party; or,

(3) A single hearing oflicer, as the
Commissjon considers appropriate. (Col-
lectively referred to as the presiding
officer.)

(b) The hearings shall be considered
investizatory and not adjudicatory, and,
in keeping with the Act's confidentiality
requirement regarding investigations,
shall not be open to the public without
the written consent of the respondent.

(¢) The hearings shall be conducted
consistent with the concepts of fairness
embodied in the Administrative Proce-
dure Act, 5 U.S.C. § 551 et soq., with re-
gard to adjudicatory hearines.

(d) A verbatim transeript of the hear-
ing will be made, The record of the hear-
ings shall consist of the transcript and
any wrilten statements or materials sub-
mitted during the hearine.

(e) Each witness shall testify only
under oath.

§ 11512

Froacedere at elese of hearine.

Post heaving procedure.

(a) In exercising its discretion as to.

whetlher theie is reasonable cause to be-
lieve that an apparent violation has been
established, and, if so, what further ac-
tion regarding the apparent violation
should be taken, the presiding officer
shall consider all matters contained in
the record. :

(h) (1) If the full Commission con-
ducts the hearing and determines that
no apparent violation has heen estab-
lished, the Commission - shall issue an
order dismissing the compliance action
and shall notify the respondent.

(2) If the full Commission conducls
the hearing and concludes that a viola-
tion has occurred or is about to occur,
the Conunission shall direct the stafl to
attempt to correct the situation by in-
formal methods of conference, concilia-
tion and persuasion. Where a settlement
cannot be concluded to the satisfaction
of the Commission, thc¢ Commission
shall:

Yy n

i) 35

(i) Direct the General Counsel ¢ seck
compliance in the appropriate i cderal
court; or

(ii) Refer the matter to the Li part-
ment of Justice for civil or ciiiinal
prosccution. n

(¢) if the hearing has been condticted
by a two Commissioner panel as s¢ i {orth
in §115.10 or by a hearing officer, a -
recommendation for further Corimiz-
sion action, including dismissal of the
compliance action, shall be tran nitted
as scon as practicable to the full <om-
micsion. A copy of the recommencdation
shail be simnltancously (ransmitt-d to
the resnondent.

SHESI3 Reviews of hearing held Y efore
administeative law judge or Linarti-
san panel of Commissioners,

2 Within 7 working days after ‘re-
ccipt by the Commission of the 1-com-
mendation under § 115.12(¢), the re-
spondent may petition the Cominission
for review of the recommendation. The

respondent may request an extencion of

time by filing a timely written request
with the Commission. The Cominission
shell notify the respondent within 2
working doys as to whether the ex!casion
is aranted, The Commission may on its
own metion in exceptional case:. upon
appropriate notification, shorten the
time period for filing a petition: for
review,

h) 1If a respondent petitions for re-
view. the Commission shall review the
record of procecding within a rea«nable
time. The Commission may afliin.. re-
verse, or modifly the recommendation as.
in its opinion, the evidence indicate . and
issue an appropritae directive !« the
Commiission stofT,

(e) I{ the respondent dees ne: “le a
petition for review and il no C 2 .mis-
sioner requests a Commission 1mecting
to discuss the recommendation nade by
the two Commissioner panel or i aring
officer. the recommendation so marie be-
comes final at the close of the prriod in
mragraph (a) of this section. 1 stafl
shall thercupon implement the reron-
mendation,

§ 113:11

(a) Within 45 days alter the Commis-
sicn has closed a compliance action, a
summary of the compliance acticn shall
be released to the public. The summary
shall not disclose the identities of the
parties initiating the action or the par-
ties with respect to whom the investiga-
tion was made, without the written con-
sent of the parly to be identified.

(b) Disclosure will nol be made with
respect to cases referred to the United
States Department of Justice until such
time as the Department initiates appro-
priate court action or determines the
case does not merit prosecution.

Dated: January 12, 1976.

NEIL STAEBLER.
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission.

[FR Doc.76-1257 Filed 1-14-76;8:45 am].

Publie disclosure.
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Reagan is sunvosed to make full financial disclosure on
o S
Tuesday. We should look it over carefully and auickly to:
le See if it matches detail of the President's,

-~

2, Determine weak: spots such as his income f{rom
radio and TV and lecture fees, tax loonholes,
and discrerancies with camraipn firancial
statements,

lie can gel something out, but only after someone runs this

stuff down.

e
~

Es
“

Peter Kaye

S/

20/

YOR

<RALp

.

4&vg%



Ly

o

.

Lo




e

% Sd
e L
s o
Lo

T~

S—

-
— s e i

A ———

_u...m
()
Lad
%

[ g

e e B B 4

3

!
'

oo e e o




¥

MEMORNNDUM
February 27, 1976
TO: Bo Callaway
Stu Spencer

Peter Kaye
FROM: Tim Ryan

RE: Financial Disclosure Statement Issued by Ronald Reagan

Lawyers in the Tax Department of my ex-firm have
analyzed Reagan's fimancial disclosure statement, copy
attached.

Generally, they have determined, if the finadcial
statement is correct, Mr. Reagan is paying taxes typical or
higher than persons in his income bracket would normally
pay when represented by adequate tax counsel. However,
after reviewing his real estate, trust, bond and common
stock assets, they believe that hhks total adjusted gross
income per Federal returns plus non-taxable income during
the years 1970 thruough 1974, &nd in particular, 1970 and
1971, are extraordinarily low for a man with his financial
background and assets. They suggest that Mr. Reagan most
likely has a number of irrevocable trusts for his children.
In that way, income derived from such trusts would not be
reported by Mr. Reagan but would be reported by his children
on their tax returns. Their final remark in this regard was,
"We'd love to see his kids' tax returns'.

Notwithstanding the above, &ind realizing the obvious
political benefits, the lawyers stated that with some assurance
they feel comfortable in noting that Reagan paid less than 20
percent of his total income in taxes during the years 1970
through 1974. 1In 1975, his estimated tax is substantially
higher than that percentage. In fact, if the $119,332 estimate
for taxes paid in 1975 is accurate, he will pay this year almost
as much in taxes on an income of $282,253 as he paid in the four
previous vears on income of $528,518.

In addition, the tax lawyers have noted that if their
understanding of Mr. Reagan's 1970 State tax returns is correct,
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that is, no State taxes paid that year, they believe that
in that year he most likely paid no Federal taxes beaasuae
the same tax base is used for Federal taxes hecamsused for
California taxes. If this is of great interest, more
in-depth research of the California State income taxes
should be done immediately.

Finally, utilizing the same form as used in the
president's income and tax information disclosure statement,
the following total tax paid as a percentage of the tatal
adjusted gross income plus non-taxable income exists for the
President and Mr. Reagan:

All Taxes As Percensiage of Gross Income

Year Ronald Reagan Cerald R. Ford
1970 16% 41%

1971 i9 34-1/2
1972 24 36

1973 as 39

1974 36 42

cc: Bill Roberts (Fla.)




MEMORANDUM

February 27, 1976

TO: Bo Callaway
Stu Spencer
Peter Kaye

FROM: Tim Ryan

RE: Financial Disclosure Statement Issued by Ronald Reagan

Lawyers in the Tax Department of my ex-firm, have
analyzed Reagan's financial disclosure statement, copy
attached.

Generally, they have determined, if the financial
statement is correct, Mr. Reagan is paying taxes typical
or higher than a person in his income bracket would
normally pay when represented by adequate tax counsel.
However, after reviewing his real estate, trust, bond and
common stock assets, they believe that his total adjusted
gross income per Federal returns plus non-taxable income during
the years 1970 through 1974 and, in particular, 1970 and 1971,
is extraordinarily low for a man with his background and assets.
They suggest that Mr. Reagan most likely has a number of irre-
vocable trusts for his children. 1In that way, income derived
from such trusts would not be reported by Mr. Reagan but would
be reported by his children on their tax returns. Their final
remark in this regard was, '"We'd love to see his kids' tax
returns'. :

Notwithstanding the above, and realizing the obvious
political benefits, the lawyers stated that with some assurance
that they feel comfortable in noting that Reagan paid less than
20 percent of his total income in taxes during the years 1970
through 1974. 1In 1975, his estimated tax is substantially
higher than that percentage. In fact, if the $119,332 estimate
for taxes paid in 1975 is accurate, he will pay this year almost
as much in taxes on an income of $282,253 as he paid in the four
previous years on income of $528,518.
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Memorandum - Cont'd.
Page Two

In addition, the tax lawyers have noted that if
their understanding of Mr. Reagan's 1970 State tax returns
is correct, that is, no State taxes paid that year, they
believe that in that year he most likely paid no Federal
taxes because the same tax base is used for Federal taxes
as is used for California taxes. If this is of great interest,
more in-depth research of the California State income taxes
should be done in the near future.

Finally, utilizing the same form as used in the Presi-
dent's income and tax information disclosure statement, the
following total tax paid as a percentage of the total adjusted
gross income plus non-taxable income assets for the President
and Mr. Reagan:

All Taxes As Percentage of Gross Income

Year Ronald Reagan Gerald R. Ford
1970 16% 417%

1971 19 34-1/2
1972 24 36

1973 i 39

1974 36 42

cc: Bill Roberts (Fla.)





