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MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

DATE:

RRaid~ Lh'

The Docket~

Returned Letters
F04-17 U:45

The following letter MUR 2113 was returned.
Please write a memo to the file and advise us on what
you want to do. If you wish to resend the letter,
please have the envelope(s) and green card(s) made.

Thanks

/§r/~Prf(

p~beOt AL £~IrPr~ b
(JL1' / ~(

,75L U

0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C 20*3

0

cv



)MMISSION

I£
xwJ
La
r

.4

-3~.m LL
m ~

- U4~ ~
~~Imm,

N~A.
-9.

~ N.LLI
pq ~

"3

zQ

81
zQIJ

ii
Ii

April 3, 1967

LU
o -~LL1~z~ F

4i0 Wi
S4 4W

.QO-4
Of~ 4W

RB: NUR 2113
m

m

m

j
)

* complaint you filed with the
concerning the political

he Coaission as Dallas Good
ncr, as treasurer.

igation in this matter, the
reason to believe the respondents
434 (a) (1), provisions of the

f 1971, as amended. On
liation agreement signed on behalf
by the Commission, thereby

of the agreement is enclosed for

tter is !4UR 2113. If you have any
t Raich, the attorney assigned to

Sincerely,

wrence N. Noble
Acting General Counsel
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March 26, 1987

Mr. Robert Raich
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

5 ~
'm ~

0.

9---

Re: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Raich:

Pursuant to the conciliation agreement filed in the
aforementioned matter and our subsequent conversations, I have
enclosed the disclosure reports for the Dallas Good Candidate
Committee. The reports filed are Year End Reports for calendar
year 1985 and calendar year 1986.

I trust these reports will meet with your approval and it will
close out the aforementioned MUR.

cc: Kay Tinner

PES/O 1085

q~y.



* ~ 5 ~ T OF RECEIPTS AND DISUURSEMENTS

CommItem Oilier Than.. Aaaekorlugd Cou.

(Summery Papa

1 .Name of Committee (In Pull)

Dallas Good Candidate Committee

Address (Number and Street)

2725 Turtle Creek Boulevard

City. State and ZIP Code

Dallas, TX 75219

O Check here if address is different than previously reported.

2. FEC Identification Number

C00212704

This committeequalified as amulticandidate committee during
this Reporting Period on _________________________________

(Ostel

SUMMARY

5.CoveringPeriod 10/1/85 througue 12/31/85

6.(a) Cash on hand January 1, 19....................................

(b) Cash on Hand at Beginning of Reporting Period...........................

(c) Total Receipts (from Line 18).........................................

(d) Subtotal (add Lines 6(b) and 6(c) for Column A and........................
Lines 6(a) and 6(c) for Column B)

7.Total Disbursements (from Line 28).......................................

8.Cash on Hand at Close of Reporting Period (subtrect Line 7 from Line 6(d))........

4. TYPE OP REPORT (Check appropriate boxes)

a~ [J April15 Quarterly Report October lSOuevter~ Report

Q July 15 Quarterly Report El January 31 Year End Report

O July31 Mid Veer Report (Non-Election Veer Only)

Q Monthly Report for __________________________

Q Twelfth day report preceding
(Type of Elestiotil

election on__________________ in the State of ____________

O Thirtieth day report following the General Election

on __________________ in the State of ___________________

C Termination Report

fbI Is this Report an Amendment?

QYES ~NO

COLUMN A
This Period

COLUMN B
Calendar Year-to-Date

_____ So
5 0 _______

~ 7,829.89 S 7,829.89

$ 7,829.89 $ 7,829.89

S 7,829.89 S 7,829.89

S S Q 7
9. Debts and Obligations Owed TO The Committee.........................

(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule 0) .

10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the Committee.......................
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule 0)

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

For further information contact

Kay Tinner Fecw~ ecmn ComminnType or Print Name of Treasurer 989 E Steet. N.W.
V~tmpcrt. D.C. 30453/ / Tol Free 800424.9530

'7 A~Y / ~ ~L±L.LL.. Loci 302-376.3130SIGNATUR7rOF1'REASuR.rn Date

NOTE Submission of false, erroneous, or incomplete information may sublect the person signing this report to the penalties of 2 U S C 5 43 ~q

All preuleus miens of P.C FORM 3 and PlC FORM 3. we ebeulees and deuld no longer be uasd.

I I FEC FORM 3X (3/801

L~F

~7 As. *



. DETALID SUMMARY PAGE
of R.ssipb mmd Disbureemente

1P2 PPr~ ;n.u 2Y~
~i NmmselCemm4,,m1,n 1.61

Dallas Good Candidate Coamittee
From 10/1/85 12/31/85

-. To ___
COLUMN AI Total This Per led COLUMN U

Calendar Yee,.Te.~
I. RECEIPTS

11 .CONTRIguTIO.~Is (other VIa. banal PROM:
(a) lndlvldsel.Jp~,.~ Ogt~er Then pogitic.. CommIttees..................

(Memo Entry Unlssnalsed ~
(b) PolitIcal Party Committees...........................................
(c) Other Political Committees..........................................
(dl TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loans) (add 11(a). 11(b) and 11(c)).

12.TRANSFERS FROM AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTEES.............

13.ALL LOANS RECEIVED..............................................

14. LOAN REPAYMENTS RECEIVED.....................................

16. OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Refunds, Rebates, etc.)............

16.REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS MADE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES..........
AND OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEES

17.OTHER RECEIPTS (Dividends lnterast.~t~)...............................

iBTOTAL RECEIPTS (Add 11(d). 12,13,14,15,16 and 17)....................
Oh

II. DISSURSEMENTS
19.OPERATING EXPENDITURES.........................................

In
20.TRANSFERS TO AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTEES...............

21.CONTRIBUTIONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES AND.......................
e OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEES

22. INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES (use Schedule E).........................

~ 23.COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PARTY COMMITTEES..........
(2 U.S.C. ~44i a(d)) (UsecheduleF)

1%. 24. LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE.........................................

25. LOANS MADE.....................................................

26.REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO
(a) Individuals/Persons Other Than Polatical Committees......................
Ib) Political Party Committees..........................................
Ic) Other Political Committee,.........................................
(d) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (Add 26(a), 26(b) and 26(c))........

.127. OTHER DISBURSEMENTS...........................................

28.TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (add lines 19. 20.21. 22.23. 24, 25.26(d) and 27).

____ o 0

in89~89

o 0

o 0

11(e)

11(b)

11(c)

11(d)

Q')Q QQ 7 Q')O 00 I

2b Ia

III. NET CONTRIWJTIONS AND NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES
29.TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loans) from Line 11(d)..................
30.TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS from Line 26(d)........................
31. NET CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loans) (Subtract Line 30 from Line 29)........

32. TOTAL OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Line 19.................
33.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Line 15............
34.NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Subtract Line 33 from Line 32) .



ACHEDULEA. ITEMIZED RECEIPTS 'Useparate schedule(s)
for each category of the
DetaIled Summary Page

PAGE OF

1 1
FOR LINE NUMBER

[~ ANy lllfeffllatleneapled fret, Swab Reparteand Statements may net be sold or used by any person for the pw'pege of solicIting contributions or for commercial

purpotea. ether *an wang the name aud ad*taa of any pelltleal committe to solicit contrtawtlo.w from suds asemittee.
NAM OP ITTSU (In P.16

Dallas Good Candidate Committee
I A MM ~- - ---- ------- - I I

Uq. ru 1g ~- - ~w
Mr. Louis Beecheri
2001 Bryan Tower
Suite 2750

.D11as. TX 7S2~O1
Rageipt Per7J~fr~qpn~y

flother (spacify): U General

Name of Employer

Self-employed

Consultant

Date (month.
day. yaer)

Amount of Each

Receipt this Period

$3,750.00
(In-kind for
survey
research)

Date (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt this Period

$329.89
(In-kind for
consulting
services)fl Other (ipacify): Aggregate Year-to-Date S __________

C. Pd Name. MhiflngAam and ZIP CodaMrs. Louis Beecheri Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Eachday. year) Receipt this Period2001 Bryan Tower $3,750.00
Suite 2750
Dallas, TX 75201 Occupation

Receipt For: [~J Primary J General Housewife
flother (specify): Aggregate Veer-to-Date * .00 ______________

0. Full Nanse. Mailing Addram and ZIP Cede Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt this Period

Occupation

___________________________________________________ Aggregite Year-so-Date S
E. Full Name, Mulling Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt this Period

Occupation

________________________________________ Aggregate Year-to-Date $
F. Full Name, Mailing Addr.sin and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt this Period

__________________________________________________________ Occupation
Receipt For: U Primary General __________

flother (specify): Aggregate Yw-to-Date $ ___________ ________________

~u. usuu 'acme. me..ng AdOrem eat ~UP Ca

Primary
I F1 Other (specify):

W General

Name of employer

Occupation

Date (month,
day. year)

Amount of Each
Receipt this Period

m - - v-.w -u-'~ - -w-~u~w *
SUTOTALofReceIpuThispaga(~ptionel).................................................................$7,829.89

TOTALThisPeriod(lastpagethlalinenumberongy)............................................................$7,829.89



v SCHEDULE S. ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS Use separate schedule(s) PAGE OF
foreech cetegoryof the 1 1
Detailed SUfl EItWY Pip FOR LINE NUMBER

19

[~ Any Information espied from such ports and Sutements may not be sold or used by eny person for the purpose of soliciting contributions or for commercialpurposes. other then using the name end address of eny political committee to solicit COfttlIbUtlOfW from sueh committee
~~%\NAME OF COMMITTEE (Im Pull,

Dallau Good Candidate Committee
U U S I Amount of Each

A. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Cede
Marketing Research Inst.
1900 Lakeland Drive
Jackson, MD

Purpose of Disbursement

In-kind for survey

Disbursement for: ~J Primary ~j General
'-1 Other (specify)

Date (month,
day, year) Disbursement This Period

$7,500.00

S. Full Name, Meisig Adirm and ZIP cede Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each
n-kind from Louis day, year) Disbursement This Periodec lien $3,750.00

Disbursement for: Li Primary [j General (memo)
______________________ Other (specify) ______________

C. Full Maine. Mailing Address and ZIP Cede Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each
In-kind from day, year) Disbursement This Period
Mrs. Louis Beecheri $3,750.00

Disbursement for: ~ Primary [j General (memo)
Other (specify) _________________

0. Full Name, MalIsig Address end ZIP Cede Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each
Karen Parfitt HuQhes Consulting services day, year) Disbursement Thu Period2777 Stemmons, #1657 and expenses $ 329.89
Dallas, TX Disbursement for: [JPrimary JGeneral (In-kind)

E. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

day, year) Disbursement This Period

F. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each
day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: U Primary K] General
Other (specify)

G. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Cede Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: K] Primary U General
Other (specify)

H. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each
day, year) Disbursement Ths Period

Disbursement for: U Primary LI General
Other (specify)

I. Full Name, Mailing Addrin and ZIP Cede Purpose of Disbursement

Disbursement for: LI Primary
1 Other (specify I

Date (month,
day, year)

U General 1
Amount of Each

Disbursement This Period

* - S * J

SUBTOTAL of Dtsbursements This Page (optional)...........................................................$7, 829. 89

TOTAL This Period (last page this line number only).........................................................$7, 829. 89



Committee OUwr mutes Au*orlaed
OP RECEIPTS AND DIS3URSEME~I~

(Summary Pap)

1.Name of Committee (l~ Full)

Dallas Good Candidate Committee

Addrees (Number and Street)

2725 Turtle Creek Boulevard

City. State and ZIP Cods

Dallas, TX 75219

O Check here if address Ia different than previoudy reported.

2. FEC identification Number

C002 12704

3 This committee qualified - amulticandidete committee durIng
this Reporting Period on ___________________________

(Deal

SUMMARY

5.CoveringPeriod 1/1/86 through 12/ 31,

6(a) Cash on hand January 1, 19..............,.........................

(bi Cash on Hand at Beginning of Reporting Period.............

(ci Total Receipts (from Lane 18)..........................

(dl Subtotal (add Lines 6(b) and 6(c) for Column A and........
Lines 6(a) and 6(c) for Column B)

;7APR& A9:~3
4. TYPE OP REPORT (Cheek epproprieta boxes)

(a) Q April 15 Quarterly Report 0 October IS Quarterly Report

Q Jindy 15 Quarterly Report January 31 Year End Report

C July 31 Mid Veer Report (Non.Electlon Year Only)

C Monthly Report for _________________________

C Twelfth dey report preceding
(Type ef Ciessleal

election on in the State of

C Thirtieth dsy report following the General Election

on ______________ in the State of _______________

C Termination Report

(bile this Report an Amendment?

C YES NO
1 U I

/86

7. Total Disbursements (from Line 28).......................................

8. Cash on Hand at Close of Reporting Period (subtract Line 7 from Line 6(d))........

COLUMN A
Thle PerIod

COLUMNS
Calender Year-to-Outs

~, j0 ~

S 0

S $ 0

$ 0 0

S $ 0

9. Debts and Obligations Owed TO The Committee...........................S
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule D)

10. Debts and Obligations Owed By the Committee...........................S
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule D)

I certify that I have examined this Report and to the best of my isnowledge and belief
t 'a true, correct and complete.

For further information contact:

Kay Tinner F5dWd b~taR COI'VnUW
Type or Print Name of Treesjrer ~wipwt. D.C. ~I.

/ /.~4~?%tL. La~ ~2.376.31~
SIGNATURI/OP ~L~LLKL7. Tol Free aOO.4~4.gm

NOTE Submission of fais, erroneous, or incomplete information may mab~ect the person uiqning this report to the penalties of 2 U S C S 437q.

AN pemesa wademe aS PlC FORM 3 aid PlC FORM Se - etaelme and sheuld me leaper ta iMli.

FEC FORM 3X (3/80)

'3)

C-

N



. DETAILED SUMMARY PAGEef RmsIpw end Olubmaruements
(Pam 2. FEC FORM 2X)- weaw si c..msetso iw As~ut C~.*I mu Pswt

Dallas Good Candidate Committee From: 1/1/86 To:J2L3jI~j,

0

I. RECIPTE
11.CONTRIB(JTIOMJ (a~er dime lee..) PROM:

(a) lndIvldj.)e~pg~ggg~g Otier Thee Paling Cemnniusn....................
(Mune Eauy Unlusnlasd S~......i.

Ib) PoeI*ee Pe~y Conusiltames.....................................
4.) Other Politleeg Cmsimauees.....................................
(d) TOTAL CONTRISuTIoCjg (other thee teens) (add 11(a). 11(b) end.11(c)).

12.TRANSPERS FROM AFFILIATEO/OTHER PARTY COMMITTEES............

13. ALL LOANS RECEIVED.........................................

14. LOAN REPAYMENTS RECEIVED...................................

15.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Refunds. Rebates, elm.)..........

16.REFUNOS OF CONTRIBUTIONS MAOE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES.........
AND OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEES

1'~%THER RECEIPTS (DIvidends, Interest, es.)............................

16.TOTAL RECEiPTS (Add 11(d), 12, 13. 14,15.16 end 17 )

II. DISUURSEMENTS
1T'OPERATINQ EXPENDITURES.....................................

Si)
20.TRANSFERS TO AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTEES..............

21.CONTRIBUTIONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES AND.....................
C~ OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEES
22. INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES (use Schedule E)...................

COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PARTY COMMITTEES...
(2 U.S.C. 1441 a(d)) (Use Schedule F)

~4,LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE....................

LOANS MADE......................................................

26.REFUNDS OF CONTRlBUTIONS TO
(a) Individuals/Persons Other Then Political Committees......................
(bI Political Party Committees..........................................
(c) Other Political Committees........................................
Id) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (Add 264.), 26(b) and 26(c))...........

27.OTHER DISBURSEMENTS............................................

28. TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (add lin~ l9. 20. 21.22.23.24.26. 26(d) and 27).

III. NET CONTRIBUTIONS ANO NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES
29.TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loans) tron~ Line 11(d)................
30. TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS from Line 26(d).......................
31.NET CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loans) (Subtract Line 30 from Lane 29)

32.TOTAL OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Line 19.........................
33.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Line 15................
34.NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Subtract Lane 33 from Lin 32)

COLUMN AI Teod This Period I COLUMN B
I Calendar Ymw.Y..fl.ae

0

0

0

o 0

0

0

0

0

0

0

o 0

'I

o 0
o 0
o 0

0

I
0 ~

0 0
0 ___

0 AL - I

15

16

17

15

19

£0

26(al

?e~ ac

26(d'

27

28

zq

31

32

33

34
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463

April 3, 1987

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert M. Greenberg
1700 Commerce, Suite 600
Dallas, Texas 75201

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Greenberg:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
Commission on December 19, 1985, concerning the political
committee now registered with the Commission as Dallas Good
Candidate Committee and Kay Tinner, as treasurer.

tn
After conducting an investigation in this matter, the

Commission determined there was reason to believe the respondents
violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 434(a) (1), provisions of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. On
March 31 , 1987, a conciliation agreement signed on behalf
of the respondents was accepted by the Commission, thereby
concluding the matter. A copy of the agreement is enclosed for
your information.

The file number in this matter is MUR 2113. If you have any
questions, please contact Robert Raich, the attorney assigned to
this matter, at (202) 376-0200.

Sincerely,

6~enceM.No~
Acting General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
SHINCTON DC 20461

WA

Apc'il 3, 1987

Paul E. Sullivan, Esquire
Wunder, Thelen & Forgoteon
1615 L Street, ~.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 2113

ig. Dear Mr. Sullivan:

V On March 31, 1987, the Commission accepted theconciliation agreement signed by you, and a civil penalty, in0 settlement of violations of 2 u.s.c. SS 433(a) and 434(a) (1),
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, asamended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter,in and it will become a part of the public record within thirtydays. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits anyinformation derived in connection with any ~onciliation attemptfrom becoming public without the written consent of therespondent and the Commission. Should you wish any suchinformation to become part of the public record, please advise us
in writing.

C
~nclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the finalconciliation agreement for your files.

Sincerely,

~nceM.Nob1e
Acting General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement



0

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)

Dallas Good Candidate Committee )
and Kay Tinner, as treasurer ) MUR 2113

)

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by a signed, sworn, and notarized

complaint by Robert Greenberg. An investigation has been

conducted, and reason to believe has been found that Dallas Good

Candidate Committee (the "Committee") and Kay "'inner, as

treasurer, ("Respondents') violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and

434(a) Cl) by failing to file a timely Statement of Organization

and reports of receipts and disbursements.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondents, having
'V.

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a

finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondents

N and the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. Respondents have had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondents enter voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. The Committee is a political committee registered

with the Commission.

2. Kay '"inner is the treasurer of the Committee.

3. 1'he (~ommittee contends it was an ad hoc qroup of

individuals whose intention for gatherinq was to share



-2-

information about individuals who were potential candidates for

the Republican nomination for the 5th congressional District.

The Respondents contend this action was prompted by the fact the

Republican Party had no nominee in 1984 and the group's concern

that a similar occurrence not happen in 1986. The Respondents

contend that although it was not the group's intention to become

a political committee pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(4) or to

influence the election, some of the written materials distributed

by the group could have been interpreted as advocating the defeat

of the Democratic incumbent.

VP 4. The Committee made expenditures totaling more than

C $7,830.

5. The Respondents failed to file a timely Statement

LI)
of Organization with the Commission.

6. The Respondents have not filed any reports of

receipts and disbursements with the Commission.

7. The Committee did not timely name a treasurer.

N V. 1. Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(4) (A), the term

"political committee" means any group of persons which makes

expenditures in excess of SlO00 during a calendar year.

2. Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(9) (A) (i) ~ the term

"expenditure" includes any purchase, payment, distribution, or

gift of money or anything of value, made by any person for the

purpose of influencing any election for federal office.

3. Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 433(a), every unaffiliated

political committee not authorized by a candidate must file a

Statement of Organization within ten days of becomino a political

committee.



.0

-.3-

4.

of a political

disbursements.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 434 (a) (1), each treasurer

committee must file reports of receipts and

5. pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 432(a), every political

committee must have a treasurer.

6. Respondents failed to file a timely Statement of

organization, in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 433(a).

7. Respondents failed to file any reports of receipts

and disbursements, in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 434(a) (1).

VI. 1. Respondents will pay a civil penalty 
to the

Federal Election Commission in the amount of Five Hundred Dollars

($500), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (5) (A).

2. Respondents will file all required 
reports of

receipts and disbursements.

vii. The Commission, on request of anyone 
filing a complaint

under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (1) concerning the matters at issue

herein or on its own motion, may review compliance with this

agreement. If the Commission believes that this 
agreement or any

requirement thereof has been violated, 
it may institute a civil

action for relief in the United States District Court for 
the

District of Columbia.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective 
as of the date

all parties hereto have executed the 
same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

V.

0

If?

e

V

0'
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IX. Respondents shall have no more than thirty (30) days

from the date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and

implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so

notify the Commission.

X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and

no other statement, promise, or agreement, either written or

oral, made by either party or by agents of either party, that is

not contained in this written agreement shall be valid.

FOR TUE COMMISSION:

- Charles N. Steele
tn General Counsel

Lawren e ~. No Date( ,(
Acting General Counsel

C

FOR THE RESPONDENTS:

BY: __________________ ~ r7
Paul E. S ~Lli~an on behalf Date7

of the Respondents
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)

Dallas Good Candidate Committee )
and Kay Tinner, as treasurer )

MUR 2113

CERT IF ICATION

I, Marjorie w. ~nmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on March 31,

1987, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take

the following actions in MUR 2113:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Report signed March 26, 1987.

2. Close the file.

3. Approve and send the letters, as recom-
mended in the General Counsel's Report
signed March 26, 1987.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josef iak, McDonald,

McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date jorie W. ~nmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in the Office of Commission Secretary:Thurs.,
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: Fri.,
Deadline for vote: Tues.,

3-26-87, 3:Y
3-27-87, 4:O(
3-31-87, 4:O(

9.

C

N



9 0
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION (±ONKISS ION

USITIW
In the Matter of

Dallas Good Candidate Committee
and Kay Tinner, as treasurer

-- 'I

MUR 2113

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT

I. Discussion of Conciliation Provisions

(-3

.4

I,

* CA) ~'~-*

Os

*CA~ *Lw

LI)

'9.

II. Recommendations

1. Accept the attached conciliation agreement.

2. Close the file.

3. Approve and send the attached letters.

Dat
Acting General Counsel

Attachments
1. Conciliation Agreement
2. Letters (2)
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497WUNDER. THELEN AND FORGOTSON
1618 L STREET, N.W.

WASHINGTON. 0.C. 20036
~19

PAY TO
ORDER OF

V\\xN~A ~

o9~

* DOLLARS

IISuIi\MEJUcAN
FSI *MIftCDa t'~ P4* **SuiS.G?~4 OC

~..1I

~FOR ~ i.oooi.rgiu. i~5~Z~5oooa.~s:

rivThg~42
Debra A. Reed-

3 3q& ?26"

(&~.., (/.4

TO:

Debra A.
7? ~ £4U
ReW~

CHECK NO.

TO MUR 2~Ii3 (~wcb

q~r,

AND NAME

WAS RECEIVED ON ______________________

WHICH IT SHOULD BE DEPOSITED:

(a copy of vhich is attache~

~.s o~ CGM dc~tt Cjnw#~tq~. ~
~iiid Wau I jflflcw-. 0'S IrCQS

* PLEASE INDICATE THE ACCC~NT

U

RE~TI~

~-c.

Li~,.

BUDGET CLEARING ACCOUNT

CIVIL PENALTIES ACCOUNT

(*95F3875. 19,

(*95-1099.160)

/ / OTHER

S IGNATURE ~2L~

777f~~~~

C

l~.

FROM: FROM:

DATE Z315J87



WUNOER, THELEN 4 FORGOTSON
A??0UW3Y A? LAW

.15 L SRSS1, N. W.
WASWIWGYOI4, DC 30036

(a0.~ eso-acca

February 25, 1987

Robert Raich, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20643

c,',

5
-

RE: MUR 2113

N Dear Mr. Raich:

Enclosed please find the original conciliation agreement
which was accepted and executed by Respondents. A check ($497)
is also enclosed for two hundred dollars ($200) representing
the balance of the five hundred dollars ($500) civil penalty
owing to the Commission. The Committees reports to be filed
pursuant to Section VI-2, will be forwarded to you under
separate cover.

Enclosure

PES/pcl

/hki, 1oL

2.
'ir.~.ziwJ, *~ HE FEC

~?~1AR4 AS: 19



~'&U~ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION~,urmi
WASHINGTON DC 20461

4r

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert M. Greenberg
1700 Commerce, Suite 600
Dallas, Texas 75201

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Greenberg:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
Commission on December 19, 1985, concerning the political
committee now registered with the Commission as Dallas Good
Candidate Committee and Kay Tinner, as treasurer.

If) After conducting an investigation in this matter, the
Commission determined there was reason to believe the respondents
violated 2 U.S.C. Sf 433(a) and 434(a) (1), provisions of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. On

, 19S7, a conciliation agreement signed on behalf
of the respondents was accepted by the Commission, thereby
concluding the matter. A copy of the agreement is enclosed for
your information.

N The file number in this matter is MUR 2113. If you have any
questions, please contact Robert Raich, the attorney assigned to
this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
Acting General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement

/11. ~L, p~I



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, DC 20463

Paul E. Sullivan, Esquire
Wunder, Thelen & Forgoteon
1615 L Street, ~i.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: !4UR 2113

Dear Mr. Sullivan:

On , 1987, the Commission accepted theconciliation agreement signed by you, and a civil penalty, ira
settlement of violations of 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 434(a) (1),provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

- amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter,
and it will become a part of the public record within thirty
days. However, 2 U.S.C. S 4379(a) (4) (B) prohibits anyinformation derived in connection with any ~onciliation attempt
from becoming public without the written consent of the
respondent and the Commission. Should you wish any suchinformation to become part of the public record, please advise us
in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files.

Sincere ,

Lawrence M. Noble
Acting General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement

,fL )~ ,oE&



WUNDCRTMCLEN & POAGOTSON
AflONNCY5 AT LAW

ISIS L STRICT, NW.

WASMINGTOt4, OC 30036

'kW~ ~; THE FEC

87.MAR4 AS: g9

(303) 656-3005

February 25, 1987

Robert Raich, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20643

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Raich:

Enclosed please find the original conciliation agreement
which was accepted and executed by Respondents. A check (*497)
is also enclosed for two hundred dollars ($200) representing
the balance of the five hundred dollars ($500) civil penalty
owing to the Commission. The Committees reports to be filed

If) pursuant to Section VI-2, will be forwarded to you under
separate cover.

Enclosure

PES/pcl

Z~ rr~
C.,"

FH

4A~



0

i-i-. ri
~ (~)
1r- -

* $;)- -

~
r-O

WUNDER. THELEN AND FORGOTSON
1616 L STREET, N.W.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036

\~N~x±A eS~ ~%\~
*0 IIU/i~MERICAN

(~.FOR IIuOOOI.cIIe aik~isiioooou,3 I: ~-~4ZA
3 3qL ?26"'

"rn

~MORANDUM

Debra A.
rav-na~

need-

CHECK NO.

TO MUR ZIez5 A

WAS RECEIVED ON JJ3~
WHICH IT SHOULD BE DEPOSITED:

(a copy of which is attaches
Do4Io.s Gg~d CAM' dca~tc C',j,,w#*u. ~

ND NAME and ka.u i ennv-. ~S I7CCLS
WV

* PLEASE INDICATE THE ACC~IT
U
'S

BUDGET CLEARING ACCOUNT

/ / CIVIL PENALTIES ACCOUNT

/ / OTHER

S IGNATURE iE ~3I5)87

(#95F38 75. 19D

REJ~T

~Aj

INTO

~ I
rT,
(- ,.-,

(~95-1O99. 160)

PAY TO THE
ORDER OF -

\~ \r~%~*-~

497

~19

1$

OOU~ARS

FROM:

TO:

FROM: Debra A. ReEl
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20*3

February 10, 1987

Paul Sullivan, Esquire
Wunder, Thelen & Forgotson
1615 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: NUR 2113
Dallas Good Candidate
Committee and

N. Kay Tinner, as treasurer
Dear Mr. Sullivan:

0 On January 30, 1987, the Commission rejected your counter-

- proposal. The Commission also voted to approve a nev
conciliation agreement incorporating many of the changes you

Lfl souqht in your counter-proposal. Note that

If you agree with the provisions of the enclosed agreement,
please sign and return it to the Commission within 30 days.

If you have questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
C attorney handling this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Charles ~,. Steele
Gener4t Counsel

iv- /17/

~6~164' /&
By Lawrence 14. ifob3X~

Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )

Dallas Good Candidate Committee ~ 2113
and Kay Tinner, as treasurer )

CERTIF ICAT ION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session of January 29,

1987, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

vote of 5-0 to take the following actions in MUR 2113:

1. Amend the proposed conciliation agreement
as agreed during the discussion at the
meeting.

e 2. Direct the Office of General Counsel to
send the amended conciliation agreement
and an appropriate letter.

C Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josef iak, McGarry, and

Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision. Commissioner

McDonald was not present during the consideration of this

matter.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the commission



* C.

3370 TRE VEDRAL ELECTION CWISS!O3

In the Matter of )
)Dallas Good Candidate Committee ) MUR 2113 .~

arid Kay Tinner, as treasurer )
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT

I * BACKGROUND

The Commission has found reason to believe that a political

committee consisting of twelve named persons, and its treaUbrer~<

violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 434(a) (1) by failing to register

and report with the Commission.

The respondents have now submitted a signed Statement of

Organization under the name "Dallas Good Candidate Committee,"
and they have named Kay Tinner as treasurer. The Statement of

- Organization has been placed on the pubic record.

II. DISCUSSION OF CONCILIATION PROVISIONS

C,

q~.

C,

N

a:



-4-

1WCOKNNEDATIONS

Reject the respondents' counter-proposal.

Approve the attached conciliation agreement.

Approve and send the attached letter.

Charles 14. Steele
General Counsel

((1~
Date

By:
awrence * e

Deputy General Counsel

Attachments

o ~ counter-proposal
2. 14ev proposed conciliation agreement

t~. 3. Letter

L')

N

III.

1.

2.

3.
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December 3, 1986

I

L Counsel
aission

543
r%~
~o

RB: blUR 2113

Dear Mr. Raich:

Pursuant to our discussions, please find enclosed the
original Statement of Organization for the Dallas Good Candidate
Committee. If acceptable, please file this Statement of Organization
and return a conforming copy. It is Respondents understanding
that you have agreed that the conuittee and treasurer will be the
named parties in the above referred matter in lieu of individuals
listed in the reason to believe findings.

Af~, 10.1



WUNDER, THELEN 6 FORGOTSON
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Respondents look forward to a resolution of this matter inthe near future.

Ve

Paul
PES:clw
Enclosure

cc: Chairman Joan D. Aiicens
Vice Chairman John W. McGarry
Commissioner Lee Ann ElliottCommissioner Scott ThomasCommissioner Thomas J. JosefiakCOmmissioner Danny L. McDonald

,9~(, /JHb
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WUNOCR, TISKLEN & PONGOlSON
A??@WSY5 LI lAW

less L smggt, ~.w.
WASMSNGYOI, SC 80086

'a.., esg.ms

October 31, 1966

Mr. Robert Raich
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20643

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Raich:

Enclosed is a counter conciliation agreement which the Re-
spondents in this matter have requested I submit to the Conunission

LI') in Lieu of your proposed agreement of September 15, 1986.



STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION
(see reverse side for Instructions)

~. (a) Name of Committee (in Pull) 0 0300k If name or sadrese is ehanged. I 2. Cogs
Dallas Good Candidate Committee 10/31/86

bi Addrme (Numeer ane Surest) 1 3. FEC ldendfleeelon Numeor2725 Turtle Creek Boulevard I Requested
(0) Coy, Stew and ZIP Code I 4. Ismisanamondm5~yag? 0 Vms *NO

Dallas. Texas 75219 1
U. TYPE Op COMMITTEE (oheek one):

o (a) This eammitme Is a mmnsioel inmeeagn .ommlttee. (Compiste the onididme information below.)o (bI This eammictee sean aushovlaed oemmluee, and Is NOTe prineipal campaign senenittee. (Complete die candidate information below.)

LNeme of Candidate Ciodmate Persy AffIliati.n Of flee SoughtO (ci This cemmietee maooons/mom only one candidate and is tEOTan authorized commlug,*
(name of andidats)o (d)Thiseommlyesjsa committee of the Party.(National. Sm. or subouUlnate) (Oemwesic, Repubuican, ste.)o (.i This committee is a semrats segregated hind.

'~ dC (fj This committee pjoo@eu/opwoses more than one Federal candidate and is NOT a inoerate segregated fund nor a Patty committee.
Name of Any Coaiuseg Mailing Addiom andOrganhzatlee, or Aft hissed Committee I ZIP Code

None

LI)

regiatenng POii:ical committee has identified a TMconnoeted ouyanizasson above, pim maims type of orgenozetion:~5onaorstaon 0Comor.tion wale Camitai Smock 0 Laser Organization OMemberuijo Oryanuzanon 0 Trade Afocation OCooevutiw
Comedian of timhds: Idaiutify by name, addrese (phone number - optional) and Position, the aerean in pemse.on of committee books and

Pull Name Mailing Addeuw and ZIP Code Thee or Position
Kay Tinner 2725 Turtle Creek Blvd. CustodianDallas, Texas 752193. Treesiureri List tile name and aadrew (phone number - oPtional) of tie ouasuuqr of ?Ils committee: and tie name and atidrem @f any des.guwsd~8g5flt (e.g., amietent treesurer).

Full Name Mailing Mdum and ZIP Code Title or Position
Kay Tinner 2725 Turtle Creek Blvd. Treasu~~Dallas, Texas 75219

9. lanka or OUter Ooowmre.: Lime all hmk. at ftmin ~~-- -~ -

or maintains tuna. - - --- w..- ~i tT~ Oeeosits funds. holds mounts. renti safety dePosit bomeaName of Soak, Oepesmwey, m. MU &d~ ~'

Interfirst Park Cities Bank
------ V

P.O. Box 8367
Dallas, Texas 75205

I certify that I have oxafimfiod this Smiemaut and to tile beat of my knowioegs and belief it as true~ coned ano comoecte.

Kay Tinner ~ Is- ~
Type or Print Name of Treasurer SIGNATURE O~T~EASURER
NOTE: Suwmsson of false, erroneous, or ncomogere enformauion 'nay suoiect ns osruon signing tiles Statement ?O lIe oew~aeraas 01 : U.S.C. ~437q.

~or 'untie, mnformation eanisee: ~eaerai e~~n C3inmmubon. ~'~ai a-.. net1.A~.i.oa~ n . . -~

~~~uwuI I I Ama -1 1 1 I M ~Ii ~ec :.~pj I ~:;Soi
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WUNOEN, ?NCLEN & P'OftGOTSON
AYAWCYI A? h

Mr. Robert RaL@h
October 31, 1166
Page ?vo

I trust this agreement will meet with the CommiSsiOn's

~. approval. Should you have further questions, please contact me
at your convenienCe.

C~ PESC1W
Enclosure

cc: Chairman Joan D. AikenS
Vice Chairman John W. McGarrY
Commissioner Lee Ann Elliott
Commissioner Scott Thomas
Commissioner Thomas J. Josefiak
Commissioner Danny L. McDonald

i'~tI, /i. S
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ELECTION COMMISSION
H4GTON. D.C. 20*3

~ERAL

Paul Sullivan, Esquire
Wunder, Thelen & lorgotson
1615 L Street, LW.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: IdUR 2113
Dallas Good Candidate

Committee and
Kay Tinner, as treasurer

Dear Kr. Sullivan:
N On , 198 , the Commission rejected your counter-
a proposal. The Commission also voted to approve a newconciliation agreement incorporating many of the chanqes you

sought in your counter-proposal. Note that

If you agree with the provisions of the enclosed agreement,
please sign and return it to the Commission within 30 days.

0
If you have questions, please contact Robert Raich, the

attorney handling this matter, at (202) 376-8200.
e

Sincerely,
N

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Lawrence H. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement

4f II



& 7ORGOTSON C<t) UEC ~? 9:59
AT L

ISIS L STREET, N. W.
WASHINGTON, OC 30036

(ROE) SSS-300m

December 3, 1986

CA)
Robert Raich, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel -~

Federal Election Conunission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20643 CA)

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Raich:

Pursuant to our discussions, please find enclosed the
N original Statement of Organization for the Dallas Good Candidate

Committee. If acceptable, please file this Statement of Organization
and return a conforming copy. It is Respondents understanding
that you have agreed that the committee and treasurer will be the
named parties in the above referred matter in lieu of individuals

A listed in the reason to believe findings.



WUN DER,1~HELEN & FQRGOI~ON
ATTORNEV~ AT LAW

Respondents look forward to a resolution of this matter inthe near future.

y~rs,

Paul E. ullivan
PES:clw
Enclosure

Cc: Chairman Joan D. Aikens
Vice Chairman John W. McGarryConunissioner Lee Ann Elliott
Commissioner Scott ThomasCommissioner Thomas J. Josefiak
Commissioner Danny L. McDonaldrN

9.



ItE FEC

SlATUMENT OP ORGANIZATION
360EC3 ~I:3 g1. (01 Name of Cemmi~ lb Fuse) C Cis.,~ if ~ L Cu

U. ?YPS OF COMMrnmg (sheik en.):o to) This emmI~ lea srbeic~ mmpeign eammistee. (Commas10 the mdidag. snforma~je., below.)o ~ This einnmitss isau~ aushevl inmmluse. end Is NOTa orinslosi ammaip, soiwnltue. (Comps.em the andidaw inf*rYflgtImn below.)
[Ne.., can~,. Cauidl~at. Party .~rnu.,a@, Office Sosagni i~O I~]o ~j This mminutts5 UUOowU/Opn.us anly one andldsu _________________________

o (d)This..,,h,,ft.,* 
(name of n.ndidatg) and ig NOT an authori lad commit~...(NaUgemi. Stata or subonlinatel

(Oamoerstis. Asosibdican. etc.)C ~e) This cammitwe Is a tamest. u.~ ~

o ~ I~I This committee UaininOru/o.p... mow than on Pedgtgi Candidat, and as NOTa mm.sw Ugesgeted fund nar a paew committee.

Name ef AU~P ~gupmg~.rnin.m.m..2!!~!atien or Affl6~ c....,,~ Mailing Addveu and

lV~the wgestanng poIstiesi commeftee ~ ~smi lade ~conneewe~ ~ ~. ~ ouyansaauon** abow meow. indicate tYPe Of Organization:
Orgmnizat.on ~ Membs~,~ Organazaaon 0 ?rsae Ainociation ~

7. Cuage~ie., of Neestusa Identify by name, andram (Aftone numoer - eationad) and mostion. me amen an Pommeon of committee boolu and
Full Name Mailing Mdvow and ZIP Code Thie., Pos.w.e~Kay Tinner 2725 Turtle Creek Blvd. CustodianI.. 

Dallas, Texas 752198?Trmugu,~. Ls~ Vie name and ~ ~ num~, Opteond) of lie Ueiguw of the Coflimaggee: and trig nam, and adOre. of any dhs.gnata
C~a9ent (e.g.. auagmng trmwyr)*

Pull P4eme

Kay Ti~er
Mailing Add.~ and ZIP Cod.
2725 Turtle Creek Blvd.
Dallas, Texas 75219

Thea or tm@usien

Treasurer9. Sanks or OUter Oepematmrg~. List all boned or other dmstorrn an whisft th* committee Oun.mts funds, holds accounts. rena safety deonsat boxesor maintains fun.

Name of Senk, Ceseelusy. me.

Interfirst Park Cities Bank
Mailing ~4es. and ZIP Code

P.O. Box 8367
Dallas, Texas 75205

I certify that I hose exam.~ mis Swtuwn~ and to me beet of my ~now.eage and belief it as mae, corrsct and comoaste.

Kay Tinner
Typo or Print Name ot Treesurer 

SIONATLJAI 0 LASURER
NOTE: Submas~0, of false. erronecuL or inComoa~t, info ation a~iay suogegi Tile Omen sagni~~g tries Statemen, to tna Oealaitan ~t U.S.C. §437g.For furmer anfermateen mesast: ~edarae E:ec?,on Comrnass.on ~'oal ~e 8OO4244g3~ L.ncaa 2C2*5234066

I



WUNOE~, ThKLCN~ P'O~G0TSCN
A??OAN(YSA? LAW

lOSS L
WASMIMOTON, DC acoje '~Ii: GO

(303) OSS-SOOs

) f

)December 3, 1986

Robert Raich, Esquire
Of f ice of the General Counsel
Federal Election Comuission
999 E Street, N.W. 

-,

Washington, D.C. 20643

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Raich:

Pursuant to our discussions, please find enclosed theoriginal Statement of Organization for the Dallas Good Candidate
Committee. If acceptable, please file this Statement of Organizationand return a conforming copy. It is Respondents understanding
that you have agreed that the committee and treasurer will be thenamed parties in the above referred matter in lieu of individuals
listed in the reason to believe findings.



I.

WUNDERTHELCN & 7ORGOTSON
ATTOmNEYS AT LAW

Respondents look forward to a resolution of this matter in
the near future.

PES:clw
Enclosure

cc: Chairman Joan D. Aikens
Vice Chairman John W. McGarry
Commissioner Lee Ann Elliott
Commissioner Scott Thomas
Commissioner Thomas J. Josefiak
Commissioner Danny L. McDonald

Oh

C,
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STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION
fee. 'UveraS side for Instructions)

I. hINWIWOfCammj~~fl~p~g) 0 lfnemeoraaareesleehaugea. 12. One
Dallas Good Candidate Comuittee I 10/31/66

b) Addrne i~aam.er and &reeei

__~7~5 Turtle Creek Noulevard
-. ~. - &ar -

Dallas, Texas 75219
4. Is thIs an amended Statement? ~4jj*U. TYPE OP COMMIl-rug (ahab one):

o Ce) Thie aemmissee lea principal cam~ign committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)
o (Is) Thie ammistee lean authorlaed committee. and is NOT a pnnclpal cammaigus committee. (Complete the candidate infonytosien ~e~ewj[ Canaioase Canciaate Party Attueation Office Se~l't StaselO;etric

Neme of

O fe) Thie eammistee suaportsjopposes only one candidate

0 (dThlecoinmlttee isa (name of candidate)
cemmina. af aR.(Natlonel. State or subordinate) COemoeretle. Republican. etc.)

0 Ce) This committee is a seperate segregated fund.
dC Ct) This committee sapporulopposee more than one Federal candidate and is NOT a separate segregesed fund nor a party committee.

u'.~ .e ~ *ui .uIaluruaug coie~a

W'~UV WW
Oreanseatien or Affaimad e.~ Mailing Addveu and

S.--------.---.- I &ar~ou Relatienelhlp
None I

U) __________

~.lf the eesesenng Political committee han identified a connmsed Organization" above. pIin indicate type of organization:
C Corporation 0 Comoretion vale Capitel Stock ~ Labor Organization C Memberiuip Organization OTraae Aseociation OCooperative

L ~* Caseedlen of Rmeue: Identify by unto. addreu (phone number - oPtional) and Position. h* marion In POmmion of committee books and
mcord~

PUiS lame
~' Kay Tinner

Mailing Addemc and ZIP Code
2725 Turtle Creek Blvd. Title or Position

Custodian
~4. Tresmueer List the name and adduwes (pRone number - oPtional I of the u'esesrw of the committee: and the tWfl~ and adOrees of any designated

agent (e.g.. amisunt triosurer).
F,.u ~ manz *~~- -

Kay Tinner
~~"'1 ~UVU - &if ~UW

2725 Turtle Creek Blvd.
Dallas, Texas 75219

Title or Position
Treasurer

9. lanka or Other Oeaeeseoriee: List all banks or other dePositories in vanich the committee aemossa funds, holds amounts. rents safety dePosit boxesor maintains tunas.
Name of Sank, Oepesimry. mc. Malluumin hd~ ~ ~i P~

Interfirst Park Cities Bank P.O. Box 8367
Dallas, Texas 75205

I certify that I have emsned true Statement ana to the best of my knoweage and belief it is truecorrect ana comPlete.

Kay Tinner 
.~ ~

iypw or ryrni Name of Treesurer 7 SiGNATURE Oh*EASURSR
NOTE: Submission at false. erroneous. or incoinolete information may suotect ~~ie marion signing this Statement to tne aenaities of U.S.C. I'3'..

Per ?aarmor information contw: Pedaral Ezactron C3minmuaOn. ~oli ~ee 3O0.4744~.2fl L~.e~a ~'t..SflRfl

I I I I t 1 f ~CPORM1 .801

Party.
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Debra A. Reed

Judy Smith

TO: Judy Smith

FROM: Debra A

CHECK NO. lid (a copy of~

DQ%~O~ Co6 Co
TO MUR 2.113 (~CMtxV ) AND NAME e*~V~r~cX.
WA~ RECEIVED ON I!A~ji~ . PLEASE

WH~H IT SHOULD BE DEPOSITED:

/ bl-;r BUDGET CLEARING ACCOUNT

/ I CIVIL PENALTIES ACCOUNT
U,

/ / OTHER

z ~
- -

.Reed -~ -

0O

which is atta~d) RELATING
t~4~d oAA' Cb~m~~

INDICATE THE ACCOUNT INTO

(t95F3875. 16)

(f95-1099. 160)

S I~ATURE (D~'za.. a.. %3i-WtWLLY'

e
N

DATE /11',' / &4

TO.

FROM:
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WUNOCATHCLEN & PORGOTSON CCC~IIQZATTORNEYS AT LAW

1615 L STREET, N.W.

WASHINGTON, DC Soose

(303) 6593005 z

October 31, 1986

S.

Mr. Robert Raich
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20643

RE: MUR 2113

N Dear Mr. Raich:

Enclosed is a counter conciliation agreement which the Re-
0 spondents in this matter have requested I submit to the Commissior.

in lieu of your proposed agreement of September 15, 1986.

There are three principle changes in the agreement.



~)CRThELEN & FORGCYON
ATTONNEYs AT LAW

Dir. Robert Raich
October 31, 1~B6
Page Two

I trust this agreement. w.LJ..L uwet witn trie Commission'sapproval. Should you have further questions, please contact meat your Convenience.

'"fl
urs,

Paul llivanV
PES:clw

C Enclosure

cc: Chairman Joan D. Aikens
Vice Chairman John W. McGarry
Commissioner Lee Ann Elliott
Commissioner Scott Thomas
Commissioner Thomas J. Josefiak
Commissioner Danny L. McDonald
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STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION

(see reverie side for lesesructionu)
1. (a) Name of Committee (In Full) 0 CheCk If 9iWfl@ Or iddrs. Is changed. 2. Date

Dallas Good Candidate Committee 10/31/86
b) Addreu ~Number and Street) 3. FEC Idg,,tlfIOMleN NUUYIbW

2725 Turtle Creek Boulevard Requested
(c) City. Stats and ZIP Cods ~. ~s tiijs an amended Statement? 0 YES ~5~if)

Dallas,_Texas__75219 ____________________________

S. TYPE OF COMMITTEE (cheek on)
o (a) This committee is a Principal campaign committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)
o (b) This committee a an authorized committee. and is NOTa principal cempelga committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)

~" of Candidate Candidate Party Affiletlon Office Sought State/Distric

o (c) This committee supports/opposes only one candidate ________________________ and is NOT an authorized committes

0 (diThiscommittesisa
(name of candidate)

committee of the ______________________________

(National. State or subordinate) (Democratic. RePublIcan. etc.)
0 (5) This committee is a separate segregated fund.
12C (f~ This committee supports/opposes more than one Federal candidate and is NOT a separate segregated fund nor a party committee.

a.

Party.

Name of Any Consumed
Ovemnlzatlaa or Affilleend Camminam

Mailing Addis. and
zw Cede

Relaelendsip

a~ None - 1 1

I I
tI'Ii the registering Political committee has identified a "connected oranizatlon above. plem indicate type of organization:
ac~ion a c poration wlo Capital Stock 0L~~ OrganIzation 0Msmbe,~ip OrganIzation 0 Trade Ameclation OCcoperatave

7. Custodlen of Raee.ds Identify by name, adds's. (phone number - optional) and position, the persOn in PoUesslefl Of committee books and
~ recordi

Full Name

Kay Tinner
Mailing Andre. and ZIP Code
2725 Turtle Creek Blvd.
Dallas, Texas 75219

Title or Position
Custodian

".8. Tresuarer: List the name and atidrees (phone number - optional) of the treesurer of the committee; and the name and address of any designated
agent (e.g.. auistant trsesurer).

N Full Name Malline Addim and ZIP Cede Title or Pacitien

Kay Tinner 2725 Turtle Creek Blvd.
Dallas, Texas 75219

Treasurer

9. Sanks as' Other Ospoeltories: List all banks or other depositories in which the committee deposits funds, holds amounts, rents safety deposit boxes
or maintains funds.

Name of Sank, Depository. etc. Mailing Addreu and ZIP Cede

Interfirst Park Cities Bank P.O. Box 8367
Dallas, Texas 75205

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

Kay Tinner
Type or Print Name of Treasurer SiGNATURE OF TREASURER

NOTE: Submission of false, erroneous, or incomplete information may subject the person signing this Statement to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

For further information contact: Federal Election Commission. Toll Free 8004244530. Local 202-5234068

I I I I FEC FORM 1(3/80)

S.

Dare
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0
WUNOER, THELEN & PORGOSON

ATtomt4gYs AT LAW

wASMIt4GtOt4, OC 80036

(80V 650-8005

~~:'

36 NOV 4

October 31, 1986

PIE:
C.,

4-,

. .~- S

00

~1-''~

00

- )
Mr. Robert Raich
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20643

RE: MUR 2113

- Dear Mr. Raich:
C?

Enclosed is a counter conciliation agreement which the Re-
e spondents in this matter have requested I submit to the Commission

in lieu of your proposed agreement of September 15, 1986.

There are three principle changes in the agreement.



WUNOER, THELEN & FORGOTSON
AI70t4gy5 AT LAW

Mr. Robert Raich
October 31, 1986
Page Two

I trust this agreement will meet with the Commission's
approval. Should you have further questions, please contact me
at your convenience.

Lfl

t 1 urs,

C

Paul llivan

C PES:clw

N Enclosure
cc: Chairman Joan D. Aikens

Vice Chairman John W. McGarry
Commissioner Lee Ann Elliott
Commissioner Scott Thomas
Commissioner Thomas J. Josefiak
Commissioner Danny L. McDonald
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STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION
Ieee reverse side for instructIons)

1. Ia)Nameofcgmmituenn Pull) 0 checklfnemeoraddre.ischangsd.
Dallas Good Candidate Committee 10/31/86

b)Addreu INumber and Snues) SC Idensif leaden Number
2725 TurtleCreekBoulevard _____________________________

(a) ~ity* ~ ~ COde ~4. this an amended Ugesafnet? 0 Y55 j~
Dallas,_Texas 75219 _______________________________

5. TYPE OP Cowwrrmm ~beak ~-

O 6) ThIe eammittee is a Principal campaign aemmittee. (Complete the candidate infomutlon below.)
o (b) Thie sommittee is an authorized committee, and is NOT a principal campaign conunittee. (Complete the candidate information below.)

[Name of Candidate Candidate Party Affiliation Office Sought

O (ci Thie committee supports/opposas only one candidate ________________________________ *nd 1, N~Y ~ *uthn.4zed ~

0 (diThlecommltteelsa
(name of candidate)
committee of the -

(National. State or subordinate) (Democratic. Republican. etc.)
(.1 This committee is a separate segregated fund.
If) This committee supports/opposes more than one Federal candidate and Is NOTa separate segregated fund nor a Party committee.

a
Party.

Name ef Any Coaneetad Maiin~ ~urm and
Oqeaftatlen or Affieted ~ ~, Relationthip

None

Ia')
If th registering political committee has idamif led a "coewtectad organiwlon" above. P1mm indIcate type of oiganizatlon:

'~ Corporation OCorporation wI@ CoPied Sock OLabor OrganIzation 0 Maneihip Organization OTrade macladen OCooperstive

c~* C inodha of Reserds. identify by sunse. address (Phone number - optional) and position. the Demon in pomuien of committee books and

FuN Name

Kay Tinner
Mailing Addreu and ZIP Cada
2725 Turtle Creek Blvd.
Dallas, Texas 75219

Tide or Position
Custodian

8. Treeinaeer: List the name and address (phone number - optional) of the treasurer of the committee; and the name and address of any designated
N agent (e.G.. assistant treasurer).

FuN Name Malign. Addim aad ZIP C~ T..4~ -

Kay Tinner 2725 Turtle Creek Blvd.
Dallas, Texas 75219

Treasurer

9. lanka or Other Oeposisarges: List all banks or other dsositories in which the committee deposits funds, holds aounss. rents safety deposit boxes
or maintains funds.

Nanme of Sank. Depository, etc. Mail.. Addim md ZIP C*d.

Interfirst Park Cities Bank P.O. Box 8367
Dallas, Texas 75205

I certify that 1 have examined this Statement and to the best of my knOwledge and belief it is true, correct and complete.

Kay Tinner
Type or Print Name of Treasurer SIGNATURE OP TREASURER

NOTE: Submission of false, erroneous, or incomplete inforrnason may subpecr the Person signing this Statement to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

For further information contact: Federal Election Commission. Toll Free 8004244530. Local 202-5234068

e

I I 1 1

Oate
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3 September 15, 1986

Paul 3. Sullivan, Esquire
McNair Law Firm, P.A.
1155 Fifteenth Street, W.V.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 2113
Political committee consisting
of the following group of
persons: Kay Tinner, Russell
Perry, Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill
Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul
Fielding, Bruce McDougal, Virginia
Steenson, and Ernest Winkfield, and
its treasurer

Dear Mr. Sullivan:

On May 6, 1986, the Comission found reason to believe that
the above-referenced political committee and its treasurer
violated 2 U.S.C. ss 433(a) and 434(a)(l). At your request, the
Commission determined on September 9, 1986, to enter into
negotiations directed towards reachinq a conciliation agreement
in settlement of this matter prior to a finding of probable cause
to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation aqreement that the Commission has
approved in settlement of this matter. If your clients aqree
with the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign and
return it, along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. In
light of the fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of
30 days, you should respond to this notification as soon as
possible. If you have any questions or suggestions for changes

6



0 -2-

in th. agreement, or it you vish to arrange a meeting inconnection vith a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement,please contact ~obert Raich, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 376-6200.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gen:r:3.,Counsel~~,,,

Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Rnclosure
Conciliation Agreement

Oh

V

C
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Political committee consisting of
the following group of persons:
Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,
Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill
Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul
Fielding, Bruce McDougal,
Virginia Steenson, and Ernest
Winkfield

HUE 2113

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emaons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election commission executive session of September 9,

1986, do hereby certify that the commission decided by a vote

of 6-0 to take the following actions in MUR 2113:

1. Reject recommendation number 1 in the General
Counsel's report dated August 29, 1986.

2. Approve the conciliation agreement attached to
the General Counsel's report dated August 29,
1986, subject to amendment by removal of the
name of the treasurer.

3. Direct the Office of General Counsel to send
an appropriate letter pursuant to the above
actions.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, Josef iak,

McDonald, and McGarry voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

g-,o -~?e~
Date Marjorie W. Emmons

Secretary of the Commission
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531033 THE FUUUIIL ELECTION COUP

In the Matter of ) 4

Political ootittee consisting ) I4UR ~
of the folt~ing group of ) J~AUG29 P3:~$
persons: Kay Tinner, ) -

Russell Perry, Louis Beecheri, Jr.,)
Bill Blackood, Bill Ceverha, )
Paul Fielding, Bruce McDougal, )
Virginia Steenson, and Ernest )
Winkfield and Kay Tinner, )
acting as treasurer )

GENERAl. (DUNSEL' S REPORT

A. BACKG~UUD

This matter was initiated by a complaint filed with the

Commission by Robert Greenberg. After receiving the responses to

the complaint, the Commission found reason to believe that the

political committee consisting of the following group of persons:

Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood,

Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding, Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson,

and Ernest Winkfield (the "Committee"), and its treasurer

violated 2 U.S.C. ss 433(a) and 434(a) (1) by failing to register

and report with the Commission. The Commission also submitted

Questions to the known members of the Committee. This Office has

reviewed the responses to the Questions (Attachment 1), and

presents the following findings.

B. LEGAL AND FACTUAL ANALYSIS

The treasurer of a political committee must file reports of

receipts and disbursements in accordance with the Act, and a

committee must file a Statement of Organization within ten days

after becoming a "political committee." 2 U.S.C. SS 434(a) (1)

and 433(a). The term "political committee" means any "group of

Oh
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persons which makes expenditures aggregating in excess of $1,000

during a calendar year.' 2 U.s.c. S 4314)(A. The term

'expenditure' includes *any purchase, payment, distribution,

or gift of money or anything of value, made by any person for the

purpose of influencing any election for Federal office." 2 U.S.C.

S 431(9) (A) (i).

If the Committee made expenditures for the purpose of

influencing Representative John Bryant's candidacy, the Committee

became a "political committee" within the definition of the Act

when it made an expenditure of more than $1,000. The General

Counsel's office believes that Louis Beecherl, Jr.'s purchase of a

$7,500 poll constituted an "expenditure" by and for the Committee.

Because that expenditure was for greater than $1,000, the

Commmittee was required to register and report as a political

committee, but it failed to do so.

Although Kay Tinner argues that the Committee's purpose was

not to influence a federal election (She states, 'We only wanted to
C

find someone to run for the seat to aid the general good of our two

party system." See Attachment 1, p. 6.), the General Counsel's

Office believes that the evidence shows that the Committee's

purpose clearly was to influence Congressman Bryant's election.

The invitation for the Committee's first meeting stated, 'The topic

for discussion will be the Republican challenger for the 5th

Congressional District, against incumbent John Bryant.' See

Attachment 1, p. 7 and 31. In her affidavit responding to the

complaint, Ms. Tinner stated, "The poll indicated for all of us to
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our satisfaction that we had a shot at the race -- putting a
conservative Republican in the seat." See Attachment 2, p. 1.
The "Confidential Report' that accompanied the poll results
recommended, 'It is important that a challenge campaign begin
early in convincing voters that Bryant is not acceptable as
Congressman and is not doing an adequate job representing the
voters in Washington." See Attachment 1, p. 59. The Committee's
own press release states that the Committee's 'primary goal is to
defeat Bryant.' See Attachment 3, p. 1. The General Counsel's
Office believes the foregoing statements are more indicative of

0
the Committee's true purpose than is Ms. Tinner's assertion

C
C made in the midst of a Commission investigation, that the

Committee did not attempt to influence a federal election.
If) Accordingly, this Office believes disbursements for the Committee

constituted 'expenditures' within the meaning of the Act.
C Although the Committee advocates a theory that the poll was
q~. prepared on behalf of one individual personally, not on behalf ofC
N the Committee, the General Counsel's Office believes the poll was

prepared for the Committee itself, not an individual. Ms. Tinner
states, 'A poll was paid for by Mr. Beecherl, however, . . . this
was an item he personally sought to have; not something on behalf

of the group.' See Attachment 1, p. 3. Similarly, Louis
Beecherl, Jr., asserts, 'I made the decision to run the poll for
my sole benefit.' See Attachment 1, p. 29. Despite these

contentions, however, the facts in this matter
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demonstrate that the Committee sought and used the poll.

Consider the following:

Mr. Beecheri paid $7,500 for the poll, half on November 11,

1985 (four days after the Committee's first meeting) and half on

December 5, 1985 (the day after the Committee's second meeting).

In Ms. Tinner's affidavit responding to the complaint, she states

that at the Committee's first meeting, "We also decided that one

person should do a poll of the District to find out what the

District political profile looked like." See Attachment 2, p. 1.

__ Tinner then goes on to confess: "The meeting was adjourned and

each person had a little job to do: talking to potential

C candidates, or handing out questionnaires, and evaluating the
~

answers, and one person to do the poll." (Emphasis added.) Id.
Lfl The polltaker was scheduled to address the Committee. An item on

the Committee's agenda for its December 4, 1985 meeting is "Poll
C

results/Remarks by Verne Kennedy." See Attachment 1, p. 8. The

Committee's press release states, "Preliminary results of the

N poll werel released in a news conference today by Republican

State Representatives Bill Blackwood and Bill Ceverha . . .

See Attachment 3, p. 1. The consultant who arranged the press

conference sent Ms. Tinner an invoice for the project entitled,

"News conference to announce results of 5th Congressional

District survey." See Attachment 1, p. 33. Mr. Beecherl paid

that invoice with a check on which he inserted the following memo

entry: "professional consulting services - results of 5th

Congressional District Survey." See Attachment 1, p. 34.
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Finally, in response to the complaint, the respondents' attorney

stated, *The purchase of the poll which appears to be at the

heart of the complaint was agreed to by the arou~ in order to

obtain a better appreciation for the political profile of the 5th

congressional district." (Emphasis added.) See Respondents'

response to the complaint, at page 4. Based on the foregoing,

this Office believes that the poll was commissioned by the

Committee.

In its earlier reason to believe finding, the Commission

voted with respect to the Committee "and its treasurer" because

at that time it could not be determined who was acting as the
Committee's treasurer. On the basis of the investigation, the

General Counsel's Office believes that Kay Tinner is acting as

treasurer of the Committee. In response to the Commission's

questions, a number of persons stated that Kay Tinner was
C

responsible for coordination of the Committee, to the extent

anyone was responsible. Accordingly, the General Counsel's

N Office recommends that the Commission now find reason to believe
cc Kay Tinner, acting as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and

434(a) (1).

C. DISCUSSION OF CONCILIATION PROVISIONS AND CIVIL PENALTY
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C, D. RDCOIUIEND&TIOS

1. Find reason to believe that Kay Tinner, acting as
C,

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 434(a) (1).

2. Approve the attached conciliation agreement.

3. Approve and send the attached letter.

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

BY:
Lawrence M. Nob e
Deputy General Counsel

Attachments
1. Responses to Questions and Document Requests
2. Affidavit from Kay Tinner dated 1/13/86



3. Committee's Press Release
4. Pro-probable ca~ase concilation request
5. Letter verifying extent of conciliation request
6. Proposed conciliation agreement
7. Letter to respondents' attorney

e

..~. 9

N



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COPOIISS ION

HUE 2113
ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS OF

Kay Tinner

Answers to Oucationa and Reauests:

1. The "group of individuals" referred to in paragraph 2 of
my January 13, 1986 affidavit referred to an informal discussion
I was having at a social event with several other people who wereen
attending the function. it was merely informal conversation that
evolved at while we were standing around. I can not recall the

'V
specific individuals who were standing there during the course ofVI this conversation. However, it was this conversation that gave
me the idea that something needed to be done to insure that a
Republican candidate would be fielded to run in the congressional

district of 1986.

2. The list of people whom I invited is set out in
attachment 1 of this affidavit.

3. The invitation to attend the first meeting was written
and a copy of it is attached. This is the same list referred to
in question number 2 above.

a. I have no records of who paid for the postage, however,
I likely paid for it out of my personal funds.

b. I requested people to respond to me or to Debra Jones
who is my secretary.

/4I~ fri



4. The meeting was held in Mr. Russell Perry's office. (e,

however, was not in attendance. There were approximately 30

people who attended the first meeting. There were no records

maintained of who attended and who did not. Those invited were

encouraged to bring other individuals who may be interested so

that there is no way of determining specifically who attended. I

believe the checks next to the name on the list of people invited

indicated that they had accepted to attend the meeting, but I am

not certain.

5. Specific jobs were not assigned to individuals. Certain

e people volunteered to assume certain activities which would

assist us in determining if the seat was winnable and if so to

encourage any individual who was a potential viable winner to

enter the Republican primary. Again, this was our principal

intention so that the seat would not be forfeited to the Democrat
e as it was in 1984. One person was assigned to give the
q~f.

questionnaires out to individuals who may make good candidates
C

and to retrieve the answers to those questionnaires. Others were

asked to review the legal issues involved in the activities of

the group and another to determine if a poll was necessary.

6. I can not recall for certain who paid for the printing

of the questionnaries who were distributed to the potential

candidates. Though I can't recall for certain, I likely paid for

whatever cost were involved in the copying of the questionnaires

which were distributed to the potential candidates. A copy of

the questionnaire is enclosad.

At.', p~L



7. Again, there is no sign-in sheet or other record as to
who attended the December 5th meeting. There were about 40
people in attendance and a copy of those of who were iflVited to
attend the meeting is also attached. However, after this length
of time, I can not recall specifically who was in attendance.

8. No.

9. There were no "members" per me of this group. When the
meetings were held, invitations were sent out and people were
encouraged to bring others along. However, I can not think of
anybody who attended the meetings or participated whose names are
not included on the 2 lists of invitations which I have provided

to you.

10. The group never received any money from any source.
11. In addition to those monies which I spent for incidental

things, such as the copying charges or the postage for the
invitations, the only other expenditure which I am aware was a
bill for approximately $329 submitted by Karen Parfett Hughes
which I requested Louis Beecheri to pay. These expenses were for
activities in conjunction with holding the press conference, such
as microphones, room charge, parking and other miscellaneous

expenses.

12. Other than those goods and services discussed above, I
am unaware of any other goods or services provided to the group.
A poll was paid for by Hr. Beecheri, however, as discussed above,
this was an item he personally sought to have; not something on

behalf of the group.

l3a. Mr. Louis Beecherl.

,A~f.'1 p.)
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13b. Hr. Deecheri decided to contract for this poll on his
own behalf. Prior to the time any discussion of bringing a group
of people together to discuss potential candidates, Hr. Beecherl
indicated to me that some Republican candidate should run in the
Congressional district in the 1986 general election, unlike the
situation that occurred in 1984. His comment was based on the
fact that if the two party system is to work, candidates from
both parties needed to be fielded and encouraged to seek office.
However, he indicated that he did not wish to waste his time or
money in supporting whatever candidates decided to run if, in his
opinion the seat was not possible to win. At that time, he
expressed to me that he would like to have a poll taken for his
own personal use to determine if the Congressional district could

be run by a Republican.

13d. I do not know how much the poll specifically cost.
13e. No reimbursement was made to the best of my knowledge.
14. I have no knowledge regarding any question requested

under question 14.

15. I believe the poll was conducted by Marketing Research

Institute.

16. I do not have a list of the questions asked in the poll.
17. The group has never maintained any minutes, sign-in

sheets or other records regarding the meetings held. The only
item maintained was an agenda which was prepared prior to the

meeting.

18. There was no one individual offically in charge of the
operation of the group. I took it upon myself to send out

,+te~/ p.'F



invitations and coordinate meetings, but as I have stated before,
this was a very informal group of individuals vho came togethg~
to express their opinions and not subject to any formal structure
whatsoever especially as to a leadership role.

19. There were no officers or officials of the group.
20. The statement which you quote from my affidavit here is

taken completely out of context. I was not referring to a
specific individual in my affidavit. The full context of that
sentence was, "As my parting comment for everyone at the meeting,
I said I hoped they had found a candidate they could support and

e I wished they would support that candidate after they left the
meeting." My entire purpose for making that statement was not to
endorse or push a specific candidate upon the group, but merely

LI)
encourage people to become aware that a Republican candidate wasrequired to be fielded for the Congressional district and

0 whomever they chose to support, to encourage them to get out and
work on behalf of that candidate. Again, this was needed in

C order to be assured that we had a Republican representative on
the ballot for the Congressional district general election. Noa::
specific endorsement was given to one candidate though people did
express the individuals whom they thought would make a good

candidate.

21. Mr. Blackwood and Mr. Ceverha were requested to attend
the press conference which was held for purposes of letting the
public know the Republican activists were anxious to locate a
candidate. To this extent, 1we thought it would be a good idea to
publicize that this interest was there in the hope that more

,ff.', p.5
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individuals would step forward and express an interest in ueek±~
the nomination. I can't emphasize enough that this was a very
informal group of people whose whole purpose was to come toget~*~
and then to generate an interest in the upcoming election and to
encourage some individual to seek the Republican nomination. We
did not consider ourselves to be a political committee under the
control of the Federal Election laws since we were not
encouraging any specific persons election or defeat. We only
wanted to find someone to run for the seat to aid the general
good of our two party system. That general good government0
encouragement should be made for all political offices without
having to be a registered committee.

In I swear that the answers set out above are true and correct
to the best of my knowledge.

e

cm~
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Mime from
KAY B. TINNER

October 26, 1985 P.O. 3.. ~@S@O 0dm. TX 751U4N@
TEL 2I4SS~.I487

TO: Councilman Ji. Richards
Mr. Dan Cat rigan

.- Judge Charles Luedtke
Mr. liii. Solemene
Rep. Sill Ceverha

~- Cou.iss Loner Nancy Judy
Mr. Torn Carter

~ Ms. Kay Copeland
-Ms. Virginia Steenson
'-14r. Jeb ifensarlin.
wMr. Steve Tiemann
-41s. Glynda Thrner
Mr. Tom Shall

,~Ms. Ruth Nicholson
.: Mr. George Pond

40 Sen. John Leedom
Ms. Colleen Parro

~. Mr. Louis Seecheri
~- Mr. Harry Lucas

N:. Don Navarz@
tfr. Jim DePee:ia

'-Mr. Dill Doobe:
N:. Bob Palm:

~.-M:. Gerald Reed
i- N:. Robert Sevaz'd
N:. Calvin Stepene

~Nr. Ken Smith
Nr. Jim Francis

~ L.~* ~f~ShAS%

fr vi. /~

- /)'. .r.

You are invited to attend a meeting on Thursday,
November 7, 1985 at 2:30 p... at Republic Financial
Services, 2725 Turtle Creek loulevard, 8th floor.
The topic for discussion will be the Republican
challenger for the 5th Congressional District,
against incwmbent John Dryant.

We would very much like your input, so please plan
to come. Please RSVP to me or Deborah Jones at
559-1487.

Thank you.

cc Russell 14. Perry

11/1/85
P.S. Mr. ICelley Johnson of the NRCC will be attending

the meeting.

'ft'1 ~o.7



NBA MIllING

December 4, 1983

Anenda

I. Call to order

II. Introduce candidates

Present results of questionnaires

III. Diemiss candidates

IV. Poll results

Remarks by Verne Kennedy

V. Questions & Ansvers

VI. Discussion

A. Open to remarks from the floor

B. Plan of action

VII. Adjournment

2:00 p.m.

N

e

Lfl

C

C

2:05

2:35

2:40

2:50

3:15

p.m.

p.m.

p...

p.,.

p...

4:00 p.m.

frf.~, p.t



Please fill out this Loin as completely as space aiim. If you prefer, you may
attach a biography or testes, as long as it contains the same infomation.

District ~in Party Affiliation~

Campaign Address Campaign Phone

Business Address________________________________

'~ home Address________________________________

Business Phone_______________________

Home Phone

Harried/Single/Divorced/Separated Date of

Occupation

Birth Children________________

Religion_____________________________

Education

Elective Offices Held

Fraternal Organizations/Charities___________________________________________________________

References

Key Campaign Workers/Advisors/Consultants______________________________________________

.ft+.I, p.?

State

Name

e
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TAX WORN, BUDGET ISSUES, AND TIlE ECORON!:

1. Should govemumeut spending be used to stimulate the
economy?

2. Do you believe that acrosem~be-board tax cuts
stimulate the economy, increase investment andpromote savings, and would you vote in favor of
such cuts?

3. Would you support a constitutional ammn~ent to
balance the budget?.

4. Do you believe that taxpayers should be allowed to opt
for a "flat tax short for." with limited deductions?

5. Do you think that Social Security, food stamps, civil
service retirement, and other entitlements should
automatically increase; with the rate of inflation?

6. Would you support legislatica requiring domestic
content on imported cars?-

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no. und.

yes und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

4*1, pJO



7. Should ye impose laport quotas on imported cars?.

8. Do you favor the repeal of the federal inheritance Tax?

9. Do youa support the consolidation of hundreds of
federal categorical grants to the states into m.i.t
block grants?

10. Do you favor federal subsidies and loan guarantees for
large corporations that experience serious financial
difficulties?

11. Do you support a reduction in taxes and regulations to
induce industries to enter the inner cities
creation of "enterprise zones")?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

REGULATORY REFORfl:

12. Should federal agencies be required to submit formal
assessments of the cost and benefits of regulations
before they are promulgited?

13. Do you favor "sunset laws" for- federal regulations
and agencies?

ilvi I, p/I.

yes no und.

yes no und.



014. Should small businesses vith fever than tventy-five
employees be exempt from s~ O.S.LA. regulations?

15. Should a federal agency be required to reimburse aprivate citizen or business for attorney's fees vbenthe agency loses its case against them?

yes no ~znd.

yes no und.

ENERGY AND ThE ENVIROjUENT:

16. Do you believe the current federal controls over thesurface mining of coal and the effects of undergroundcoal mining should be eased to.allov for greater
exploration?

17. Do you favor the phased decontrol of natural gas?

18. Do you favor the elimination of the Department of
Energy?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

19. Doyou favor the
ener~?

continued development of nuclear

/tf~i A IL

yes no und.



20. Do you believe that the current balance betvrn
protection of the environment and the extraction of
resources from public and private lands is adequate?

21. Should the current clean air standards be made more
stringent?

22. Should the government be actively involved in
preventint industry from extracting resources from
public and privat.e lands?

23. Do you favor increased funding for the Space Shuttle
program?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

DEFENSE POLICIES:

24. Do you favor increasing the defense budget in proportion
to the budget as a. whole?

25. Do you think that the United States should spend more
money on the preparation of civil defense programs?

yes no und.

yes no und.



26. Should the F.3.I. and the C.I.A. be allowed to maintain
files on individuals and organizations in the United
States?

27. Do you favor significant cuts in military or domestic
aid to other countries as a means of reducing government
spending?

28. Should priority in foreign aid be given to nations with
anti-Coanist governments even if they are not
Democratic?

29. Do you favor the sales of arms to allies who have
non-Democratic forms of government?

30. Do you believe the United States should sell high-
technology machinery and computers to the Soviet
Unionand other Communist-controlled countries?

31. Should the United States extend credit to some
Coimmunist countries to encourage trade with them?

32. Do you approve of present United States policy towards
Taiwan?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und,.

yes no und.

yes no und.



33. Should maintenance of diplomatic relations with Taiwan
take precedence over normalization of ties with led
China?

34. Would you favor military and personnel assistance to
Taiwan if it were attacked by ?lainland China?

35. Would you favor the iuposition of trade embargos against
the Soviet Union as a method of pressuring that coutry
to stop military aggression in other parts of the world?

36. Do you support a bilateral freeze of nuclear weapons at
current levels between the United States and the Soviet
Union?

37. Do you feel United States companies should be compelled
to divest themselves of their South African opportuni-
ties until apartheid is ended?.

4~m

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und..

yes38. Would you support legislation which would impose
economic sanctions against the republic of South
Africa?

,*pI /3. IS

no und.



39. Do you support legislation to reduce United States
funding of the United Nations to no greater than the
contribution made by the Soviet Union?

40. Do you support legislation to alloy direct assistance tothe Afghan Freedom Fighters as veil as increased aid to
Pakistan?

41.' Do you support a nev strategic doctrine of an assured
suruival as incorporated in the Nigh Frontier global
missile defense strategy involving a shift from the'
doctrine of mutual assured destruction?

42. Do you favor economic and military aid to pro-Democratic
forces in Central America?

c4~..

e

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

ABORTION AND CHILDREN'S ISSUES:

43. Do you believe that the government should provide funds.
for abortion-related medical expenses to those least
able to pay?

* 44. Would you support a constitutional amendment banning
abortions?

45. Do you favor government funding for sex education,
education on contraceptive use, and sex counseling?

yes no und.

yes no

yes no

und.

und.



V
46. Do you favor gOvernment funding and support of daycare

and "family service" Centers?

47. Do you believe the federal government should establish
operating standards for institutions dealing vith
childran, such as daycare centers * youth camps, etc.?

Yes no und.

Yes no und.

WONEN'S 155135:

48. Would you vote in favor of the Equal Rights Amendment to yes no und.
the Constitution?

49. Do you believe that states should have the right to
rescind their ratification of a constitutional amendment
as long as it occurs prior to the ratification dead-
line?

50. Should vomen and men have equal responsibility with
regard to draft registration?

51. Would you oppose 'comparable worth" legislation (a
government-imposed system which estimates the job
worth of an individual, rather than job worth being
based on free-market demand)?

tint,, ,e. 17

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes. no und.



0FAMILY ISSUES:

52. Do you favor special tax credits for mothers who do not
work outside the home?

53. Would you favor the idea of allowing businesses to claimthe costs of establishing and maintaining childcare
facilities for their employees asa business expense
for tax purposes?

7es no wad.

yes no und.

54. Do you believe the tax-exempt status of religious @rg53i-~ yes flo Wad.sations accused of engaging in political activities
should be removed? 

-

BUSING hID EDUCATION:

55. Do you support a. constitutional amendment outlawing
courtuandated busing as a means of achieving racial
balance?

56. Would you favor an effort to eliminate the Department
of Education?

57. Do you believe private schools sh6uld be exempt from
government regulations that apply to public schools?

yes, no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

*1t



58. Do you believe that parents who send their children to
private schools should be given a tax credit or
deduction?

59. Do you believe the federal government ought to allow
states to eliminate compulsory school attendance lava
if they so choose?

60. Do you believe Congress should encourage public schools
to seek local comeunity approval of text books as a con-
dition of receiving federal funds?

61. Should time be set aside during school hours for vol-
untary prayer, and would you support a constitutional
amendment permitting it?

62. Do you favor the registration 
of handguns or any other

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no

yes no

und.

und.

GUNS MID CRI~:

type of firearm?

63. Should handgun owners be licensed?

yes no und.

yes no imd.

4t~I p ~1?



w64. Do you favor a ban on the sale of handguns of a yeicertain caliber or barrel length, such as the so.called "Saturday Night Special"?

65. Would you favor a constitutional amendment mandating yesthe death penalty for specified crimes?

66. Would you favor mandatory restitution for the victims of yescertain crimes to be paid by the perpetrator of the
crimes?

* 67. Would you favor revising the federal criminal, code toeliminate or substantially limit the insanity defense?

68. Do you favor a waiting period for persons seeking to
buy handguns?

I no land.

no 'and.

no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

RIGHT-TO-WOJ~ AND LABOR RELATED ISSUES:

69. Would you support legislation allowing public employees yes no und.
to strike?

70. Should public employee unioha be able to require paymentof dues as a condition for employment? yes no und.

~ftI1 ~ LO



71. Should collective bargaining with public sector imions
be mandatory for state and local governments?

72. Do you believe that youths under the age of eighteen
should be permitted to receive wages below the minluim
wage?

73.
Do you believe that current lava should be changed toallow partisan political activity by employees of the.federal government (revision of the Hatch Act)?

74. Do you belive that active duty military personnel
should be allowed to unionize?

75. Do you favor preservation of Section 14(b) of the
Taft-Hartley Act? (This section allows states to
enact right-to-work laws.)

76. Will you support new legislation prohibiting the use
of compulsory union dues and fees for any kind of
partisan political activity?

77. Would you favor efforts torepeal Davis-Bacon reqi~.ire-
ments of prevailing wage for federally funded
construction proj ects?

yes no 'and.

yes no 'and.

yes no 'and.

yes no 'and.

yes no 'and.

yes no und.

yes 'and.

CrnK



FOOD STAMPS, WELFARE, AND SOCIAL ISSUES:

78. Do you believ, that f*d sta~s should be available to
voluntarily un~loyed individuals? (i.e. * striken,
students, etc.)

79. Do you favor the idea of "vorkfare" which would require
acme velfare recipients to work?

SO. Do you favor absent fatb.e4child support enforcement if
it mans federal aid to state law enforcement agencies?

Si. Do you believe the federal government should encourage
the establiabment of quotas to advance the rights of
minority groups?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

C.
82. Would you favor changes in the Social Security system

* that Mould:

-phase in a raise in the eligibility age from 65 to 67?
-fund the syattem from general revenues?
* merge federal workers into the system?
-lead* to gradual privatization of a retirement system?.
-increase the current Social Security tax?

83. Should the federal government enact. legisla-
* tion to restrict the number of illegal aliens
* entering the United States?

yes no und.

yes
yes
yes
yes
yes

no
no
no
no
no

und.
und.
und.
imd.
und.



KATIONAL HEALTH INSURANCE:

84. Do you support the establisheent of federally funded
comprehensive national bealth insurance?

-for catastropb4.c Illness only?

yes no und.

yes no und.

ELECTORAL WORE:

85. Would you favor the elimination of the Federal Election
Commission?

86. Would you favor inaking the Federal Election Commission
serve as a reporting agency only?

N

yes no ~mnd.

yes no sand.

87.. Do you favor the elimination of public financing of
presidential elections?

88. Would you support public financing of United States
House and Senate elections?

~In the primary as veil as the general election?.

89. Would you favor a limit on the total amount of money
a candidate can receive from Political Action Commit-
tees?

yes no und.

yes und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

4~Ii* A u



0.90. Would you favor a limit on the amount of money Political
Action Coittees. can receive from individuals? yes no und.

LEGAL SERVICES:

91. Would you support the elimination of all direct and
indirect funding of legal service programs?

92. Would you favor a prohib~.tion of federal legal services
funds going for the support of homosexual, rights 'groups?

yes no uand.

yes no und.

JURISDICTIoAj. QUESTIONS:

93. Would you favor using Congress' constitutional author-
ity to limit the number and purview of federal courts? yes no und.

AFYER YOU ARE ELECTED.

95. Do you believe that ideology is the most important
* factor in choosing individuals for leadership

- positions in the Rouse and Senate?

96. D~ you agree that experience should take precedence over
ideological compatibility in hiring congressional staff?

yes no und.

yes no. und.

Al .!, A~



W
FOR REPUBLICAN HOUSE CANDIDATES:

97 .Viii yo~i ceemit to Joint and fineascially support the
House Republican Study Coinitte? (U.S.C. is £
caucus of conservetive me~ews vb.o financially cantri-
but. a shared staff arrangement for legislative
research and aaalyuis.)

98. Will you coit yourself to use the U.S.C. as a source
of potential employees and staff?

yes no und.

yes no und.

FOR DENO~3ATIC HOUSE CANDIDATES:

99. Will you coit to join the Conservative Docratic
Forum? (The C.D.T. is a coalition of conservatives
joined to represent the conservative wing of the
Democratic Party.)

yes no und.

FOR REPUBLICAN SENATE CANDIDATES:

100. Will you coit to join and financially support the
Seante Steering Coittee? (The S.S. C. is a caucus
of conservative Senators vho financially contribute
to a shared staff arrangement for legislative research
and analysis.)

4t~,. p.;

yes no und.
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JOB DENOCRAXIC SENATE CANDIDATES:

101. Viii you ctt to Jois. c.aUtiou of c.u@tvatiY@
Dcra~ic Ssat.ts t~ ssu~e that the caset~4tva
viag of th Demcratic ?arty is recgsi:e4 Sn the
Ss.t.?

I

yes no und.

10. )m~f.



fir. Fredrick Henson
Ms. Peggy Childress
Mr. Charles Trupp
Mr. Bill Blackvood
Mr. Ernest Wakefield
Mr. Mike Damen
Ms. Mary Murray
Mr. Bill Price
Mr. Bruce MeDougal
Mr. Jim DePetris
ir. Anthony Jones
'ir. Jerry Rucker
Ir. Leo Berman
Ir. J. Kenneth Smith
tr. Robert Sevard
Ir. Gerald Reed
Ir. Robert P. Palm:
Ir. Bill Booher
'Ir. Jim Francis
ir. Kelly Johnston
'Ir._G. N. Parrott
Is. Jeannette Sledge
iriPaul Fielding
irs. Kay Bailey itatchison
irE: Martha Weisand
Is Sheryl Miller
Ir 2 Ruben Guerrero
;e~~ John Leedom
Ir. Louis A. Beecherl, Jr.
IsColleen Parro
Is. Ruth Nicholson
Ir2 1~om Shull
Is~.Glynda Turner
Ir. Steve Tiemann
Ir.-~Jeb Hensarling
Is. Virginia Steenson
IsCKay Copeland
Ir. Tout Carter
oi~aissioner Nancy Judy
tep. Bill Ceverha
Ir. Bill Solemene
Fudge Charles Luedtke
Ir. Dan Garrigan
;ouncllman Jim Richards
Ir. Harry Lucas )
Ir. George Pond
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

HUE 2113
ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS OF

Louis A. Beecheri, Jr.

1. I learned about a proposed ad hoc committee to draft a
candidate for the 5th district sometime shortly before November
7th, 1985, by talking to Kay Tinner on the phone.

2. I attended a meeting on November 7th, 1985, at 2:30 PM,
in Russell Perry's office. I did not know many of the people
present. (I ax attaching a list of those invited to attend.) I
also think Richard Ford might have been at this meeting. At the
meeting it was discussed whether or not a Republican would be
successful in a race in the 5th district, and who would be a
potential candidate.

3. My records show that I attended a meeting on December
4th, 1985, however this could be wrong and it could have been the
5th. The only person other than the ones listed on theN
invitation for the November 7th, 1985 meeting that I can think of
that was there was Jim Collins. At the meeting the discussion
was that a poll indicated that the 5th district was winnable if a
viable candidate could be encouraged to run. A discussion of

possible candidates was held.

4. I believe there probably were other meetings besides the
November 7th, 1985, and December 4th, 1985, but I did not attend
and do not know where the .meeting. were held, who might have
attended such meeting, or what might have been discussed.

di.', A ~
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5. I believe all the members are identified.
6. The committee did not have any official or unofficial

officers, and were really never a committee -- just a group of

people meeting.

7. It was the concensus of the December 4th, 1985 meeting
that Tom Carter would be the best candidate but as far as I know,
he was not endorsed.

8 * As far as I know, the committee never received any money

from any source.

9. The only expenditure that I am familiar with in this
category was a bill from Karen Parfitt Hughes to Kay Tinner for

C $329.89 which Kay Tinner asked me to pay, and I did so on January
'p

22, 1986. A copy of the bill and check are attached. I do notknow if this had anything to do with the ad hoc committee or not.
This was something Kay Tinner did on her own and I merely paid

this as a favor to Kay tinner.

10. As far as I know, no person provided any goods or
N services for the committee.

ila. I requested Richard Ford contact the Marketing Research
Institute for a public opinion poll to be taken on my behalf.

llb. I made the decision to run the poll for my sole benefit
in order to decide whether or not I wanted to expend my time and
energy supporting a candidate in the 5th district.

llc. I paid for the poll personally for the reasons stated in

lib.

lld. The poll cosrt $7,500, and 1/2 was paid on 11/11/85, and
the remaining half was paid on 12/5/85. Copies of the invoice

and checks are enclosed.

,4v1.I, p. L?



lie. I received no reimbursement for the cost Of the poll,
12a. The poll was paid for by checks drawn on the Interfirit

Park Citi.. lank/Dallas, on my joint checking account with ~
wife.

12b. The Interfirat Park Cities Bank/Dallas is a hOU5*hOld
checking account, owned by me and my wife.

12c. Interfirst Park Cities Bank/Dallas, Account
12d. Interfirst Park cities Bank/Dallas checking account can

only be signed by me or my wife.
7 12e. Copies of the checks are enclosed.

13. Dr. Verne Kennedy
Marketing Research Institute
1900 Lakeland, Suite B
Jackson, Mississippi 39216

V
14. Copy of the poll is enclosed.

15. As far as I know, the ad hoc group has never kept any
minutes or records.

16. If anybody was responsible for the operation of the ad
hoc committee, it was Kay Tinner.

I swear that the answers set out above are true and correct
to the best of my knowledge.

~~1

Louis A. Beecherl, Jr. /



from
KAY E. TINNER

October 28, 1985 P.O. Boa 6605600 Dining. TX 152644560
TEL 214459.1467

TO: Councilman Ji. Richards
Mr. Dan Garrigan
Judge Charles Luedtke
Mr. 1111 Solemene
Rep. Bill Ceverha
Couunissioner Nancy Judy
Kr. To. Carter
Ms. Kay Copeland
Ms. Virginia Steenson
Hr. Jab Ilensarling
Kr. Steve Tiemaun
Hs. Glynda Turner
Kr. Tom Shull
Ms. Ruth Nicholson
Mr. George Pond
Sen * John Leedom
Ms. Coileen Parro

,MV. Louis Beecherl
Mr. Harry Lucas

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
~Vr.

Don Navazro
Jim Defttzia
Bill Boohez
Bob Palm
Gerald Red
Robert Smrd
Calvin Stephens
Ken Smith

I, ~

4. ,, -1-.' r*'-, ~

You are invited to attend a meting on Thursday,
November 7, 1985 at 2:30 p... at Republic Financial
Services, 2725 Turtle Creek Boulevard, 8th floor.
The topic for discussion will be the Republican
challenger for the 5th Congressional District,
against incumbent John Bryant.

We would very much like your input, so please plan
to come. Please RSVP to me or Deborah Jones at
559-1487.

Thank you.

Idj ~
'fly A -~--CC Russell H. Perry Ijj\~

11/1/85 F
Mr. Kelley Johnson of Che NRCC will ~e GLL~1pij.Li.~

the meeting.

4-ti, p. hI
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2:35 p.m.

II. TED FIF!'U DISTRICT

A. NI~RAPNZCS/ VOTING STATISTICS

3111 Comb.

8. CA MDI QUALifIEs

c. QUESTIONS S ANSWERS

C' III. TIE FIFTH DISTRICT -- POTENTIAL CANDIDATES

REMARKS AND DISCUSSION

IV. ADJOURNMENT
- - '~.l

''''1
-- ~/

2:55 p.m.

-

3:05 p.m.

3:15 p.m.

3:30 p.m.

4:00 p.m.

Lw

M1i,

2:40 p.m.



Ms. Kay Tinmr
2725 Turtle Creek Blvd.
Dallas, Texas 75219

January 8, 1966
Statmiw~t No. OO~

P!O3E~~r: News conference to annc~xice results of 5th Congressional District
sur~~y, I~ud~er 3, 1985

ET~R P~FE3SIct~AL C~ISrLTmI3 SzRvIaz

flT~UZ~ -~ BIlL

~sc4pticn

Discussing project with I~p. Bill C.wrbs,
writing nadia advisoxy to nctify audia,
neking arrarigmiunts for z~vs conferenc, at
Union Station

Hand delivering media advisory to discuss i~u
conference with major political re~ters at

~ television and radio stations and major
r~spapers, ~e conversations to notify
suburban media and ualier radio stati~s

R.nir~r px~m calls to major media,
*~ final arrangmimnts at Union Station axi

attending r~ws confex~

Date

12/02/85

12/02/85

12/03/85

TO~L ~UI~:

~Y~L FOR S~VIaS:

Mileage (delivery of media
o Copies (rredia advisory) 22

Parking (Union Station)
Union Station (roan charge,

TIThffZED WDE~
(receipts attadud)

advisory) 15 miles at
ccpies at .25 a ~y

.20 a mile

micrci*ione rental, ooffce)

~~AL ~LS~:

IUAL ~IIS BflL: $329.89
Thank you.

Karen Parfitt Hiihes
2777 St~nTa~is, Suite 1657
Dallas, Texas 75207

'B'.-

e9~Di %

4'* Ii
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1.5

2.0

1.0

4.5

$225.00

$ 3.00
$ 5.50
$ 1.60
$ 94.79

$104.89
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DATE: I~cwnber 2, 1985

Beecheri, Jr.

2750 Bryan Tower

Dallas, Texas 75201 PROJECT *I 021851T1X0501

ATTENTION: ~. RI~IARD FORD

DATE DESCRIPTION CHARGES PAYMENTS BALANCE

13-21/85 SURVEY RESEAR~{ FOR TEXAS
C~IG~SSI~AL DISTRICT 05

450 Sanple $ 7,500.00 $ 7,500.00

11/14/85 RE~IPI' - PRE-PAYME~JT $ 3,750.00 3,750.00

- ___

;::i~ :~. 65

- ~jjJ/~%~S ff4 *-~.

(I' 'yv&O~ ?Cv~'
#.1~

PLEASE PAY THIS AMOUNT $ 3,750.00

THANK YOU FOR YOUR PROMPT PAYMENT I
MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO:

Marketing Researe, Institute 1900 Lakeand Drive / Suite / Jackson Mississippi 39216-5007 '(601) 366-9000

STATENEUT

TO: Louis A.
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November 22, 1985

Dr. Verne Kennedy
Marketing Research Institute
1900 Lakeland, Suite S
Jackson, Mississippi 39216

'!OV 2 61985

Dear Verne:

As you prepare your report on the 5th Cqng~ssional District, I thought
I would give you saturn more background on w~bi.~ll be addressing.

The first group Is a draft cou'uittu~~h is checking the vulnerability
of John Bryant before they stron9l~,~~~)'WId encourage a candidate to run.

The second group will be pote~~ major donors to a candidate willing
to challenge Bryant. A good number of these are in the oil business and

O are naturally concerned about challenging an incumbent Congressman who sits
on the Energy and Cou.mrce Count ttee.

o Since both groups are potentially investing a good deal of time and money
into such a canpaign, your report discussing whether or not a challenger
has a reasonable chance of defeating Bryant, and to what degree the possibility
exists, will be very iqiortant to them. These are generally politically
astute people and are not afraid of taking a chance and supporting conservative
prind pIes as long as they are not wasting their efforts and reputation in
a cause that has very little chance of succeeding.

We look forward to hearing from you at your earliest convenience, and
hopefully scheduling for December 3 or December 4, 50 that you can make your
presentation to one or both of these groups.

RAF:sr
'~v cc: Mr. Louis Beecherl

Be es,

Richard A. Ford
President

41.1,
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Texas 5th Congressional District

Marketing Research Institute conducted a survey of 450 regis-tered voters in the Texas 5th Congressional District in lateNovember of 1985. Survey data has an error factor of 4.7% atthe .95 level of confidence. Research results strongly sup-port the conclusion that the 5th District has high potentialfor election victory for a Republican candidate. Majorresearch findings supporting this conclusion are as follows.

First, 62.0% of all voters surveyed have high potential forfavoring a Republican candidate for Congress. Only 35.3% ofall voters identified themselves as Democrats, but 62.0%
identified themselves politically as Republican or Indepen-
dents. Independent voters, in the experience of MarketingC Research Insitute, tend to vote more often Republican than

N Democrat when the option is provided.
SO Second, incumbent Congressman John Bryant received low levels

of voter awareness and recognition. Only 11.6% of voterscould identify John Bryant in an unaided recall question.
Although 63.0% of voters had some name recognition for0 Bryant, only 21.8% of that recognition was hard, favorable
recognition. By and large, Congressman Bryant has low recog-
nition among voters in the District.

0
Third, incumbent Congressman John Bryant received a positiveN job satisfaction of only 34.0% with a mean job performance
score of 3.31 on a five-point scale. Marketing Research Insti-tute has used the job satisfaction question employed in thissurvey in over 300 campaigns, and no incumbent receiving lessthan 38% positive job satisfaction has been returned tooffice if a viable, alternative candidate was available. Asadditional support data, Bryant received a re-election scoreof only 24.7% when most successful incumbents receive a re-
election score of 50.0% or higher.

Fourth, trial heat questions indicated considerable weakness
for John Bryant, the re-election candidate. A strong, viableincumbent should receive 50% or more support against any chal-
lenge candidate. Against a challenge Republican candidatewith 46.7% total name recogr4tion, Bryant received only 39.8%vote in a trial heat question. Against a Republican candi-date with only 28.7% total name recognition, Bryant received44.0% trial heat support. Even with relatively low namerecognition himself, Bryant should have received at least 50%trial heat support against both Republican candidates used as
tests in the survey. ~4tI

Marketing Research institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive / Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007/ (601) 366-9000
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Fifth, Dryant's voting history in Congress on several Icey
issues, such as arms control, PraI~~1 ~ ~ tscholS, and a

budget, place the congressman in
addit~onaZ jeopardy. Ang all surve1 respondents, 62 * 4%
opposed Uryant on the prsyer in schools asue, 56.0% opposed
the oon~resemmn on hi1s stand on a balanced national budget,
and still others opposed him on arms control and foreign
aid. Overall, the District favors basic Republican issues.

Verne R. Kennedy, Ph.D.
President

C
E~J

tip,

0

0

44. 1, /3 LiLL
Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakand Drive I Suits 8/ Jackson. Mississippi 362164007/ (601)366-9000
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A OOEIZDTZAI. RZPCST

A survey of existing opinions of
the Z1ectot~te in Texas Fifth Congressional District

A scientific saupling of four hundred and fifty
registered voters conducted

Noveuber 13-21, 1985

RZSflRCE ANALYST
Verne K. Kennedy, Ph. D.

/14.1,
Marlwting Asewob Ifisliluls

1900 Lakand Drlvs/ SuIt SI Jackson. MIsaluuippI 321640071(691)364000
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This report represents the results of a scientific survey of
public opinion among registered voters in the State of Texas,
Fifth Congressional District, conducted November 13-21, 1965.
The survey is based upon telephone interview with a sampling of
four hundred and fifty (450) persons.

The sample population was scientifically selected to meet rigid
criteria of random selection through stratification and
geographical allocation. Survey results for this report are
subject to a sample error factor or plus or minus 4.7% at the
.95 level of confidence: however, results for various
geographical areas and cross tabulations contained in this
report vary widely depending upon the number of respondents in
each cell. Cells containing fewer respondents than eighty
should generally be considered unreliable.

Actual telephone interviews were conducted by employees of
Marketing Research Institute of Jackson, Mississippi, trained
and experienced in telephone interview techniques. All
interviews were conducted under the close supervision of
Marketing Research Institute. Completed interviews were checked
for compliance with the sample specification and interview
instructions, coded, keyed into the computer, and computer
processed using Marketing Research Institute equipment and
trained, experienced personnel.

The computer document accompanying this report contains total
results and cross tabulation of major items contained in the
interview questionnaire. Data discussed in this report were
taken from the computerized tabulations.

Marketing Research institute
1900 Lakeand Drivel Suite B / Jackson, MissIssippi 392164007 / (601)3964000
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Dr.- Verne R. Kennedy, Senior Analyst for Marketing Research
Institute, Jackson, Mississippi, has examined the data and pre-
pared the following analysis report for Texas Congressional
District 5. The analytical report is based upon actual inter-
views of registered voters conducted from the field research
facilities of Marketing Research Institute. Recommendations con-
tained within this report are based upon voter opinion as re-
flected in the survey at the time actual interviews were
completed.

Among the twenty-five
questions contained in the survey
of four hundred and fifty (450) registered voters in Texas Fifth
Congressional District, eight questions gathered demographic in-
formation about voters including county of residence, zip code,
political identification, age of respondent, occupation for head
of household, annual household income, sex and race of respon-
dent. Demographics are important in survey research for two
fundamental reasons. First, demographics enable the researcher
to verify the accuracy of the sampling procedure. Second, demo-
graphics provide an excellent means for describing voter opinion
by specific population groups.

County of residence and zip code of residence were included in
the survey to verify that residents interviewed lived in the
Fifth Congressional District. Although zip code information
will not be included in this report, the client may request addi-
tional data based upon groups of zips if desired.

Marketing Research Institute
1900 Lakeland Drivel Suite 8/ Jackson, MississIppi 39216-5007/ (601)366-9000
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Question 19 asked: "Generally speaking, do you consider you~.
self a Republican, a Democrat, or an Independent?" Replies to
the political identification question were as follows: Democrat
35.3%, Republican 33.3%, Independent 28.7%, Other political iden-
tification 1.1%, and Uncertain 1.6%. In studies conducted by Mar-
keting Research Institute for Republican candidates in over
twenty-five states, the research company has concluded that geo-
graphical areas offering excellent prospects for election of a
Republican candidate need a minimum of combined Republican and
Independent voter identification of 50%. Texas Fifth Congres-
sional District exceeds the 50% minimum with 62.0% of the voters
thinking of thmelves as either Republicans or Independents.

Question 20 determined voter age, and replies were: 18-24 Years
C 12.0%, 25-34 Years 29.8%, 35-44 Years 16.9%, 45-64 Years 26.2%,

and 65 Years and over 26.2%, and No reply 0.2%.
I!)

Question 21 asked respondents to indicate the occupation for the
head of the household. Replies were: Professional and adminis-
trative households 15.6%; Sales, clerical, and technical mdi-
viduals 57.1%; Blue-collar laborers 21.6%, Unemployed 0.9%,

C Other occupations 4.4%, and No reply 0.4%. The Fifth Congres-
N sional District contained 72.7% white-collar and 21.6% blue-
cr collar workers.

Question 22 employed a grouped data question to determine annual
household income. The question had the following replies: Under
$10,000 annual income 9.6%; $l0,000-19,999 annual income 16.0%;
$20,ooo-$29,999 annual income 24.2%; $30,ooo-$39,999 annual in-
come 18.0%; $40,000-$49,999 annual income 10.2%; $50,000-$74,999
9.3%; Over $75,000 annually 5.1%; and No reply 7.6%.

~1+ I, ~. ~r
Marketing Research institute

1900 LakeBand Drive/ Suite 8/ Jackson, Mississippi 392164007/ (601)3669000
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Question 23 determined sex of respondent and replies were:
52.9% Kale and 47.1% Female. Voter race as determined by Ques
tion 24 yam: Slack 24.0% White 68.9%, Hispanic 3.6%, American
Indian 2.4%, and Asian 0.7%.

Marketing Research Institute has compared demographic character-
istics of sample respondents with known and verifiable informa-
tion concerning Texas voters residing in the state' 5 Fifth Con-
gressional District. Marketing Research is satisfied that the
current sampling is an accurate representation of voters within
statistical error limitations discussed in the introduction of
this report.

4+', p 91
Marketing Research institute

1900 Lakeland Drive / Suite 8/ Jackson, Mississippi 392164007 / (601)366-6000
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Questions 4 VOT!R INCUMBENT EVAWAYlpig

ii aM ~ used a five-point
job satisfaction question to gather information concerning job

~ j satisfaction among all voters in Texas Fifth Congressional Dis-

trict f or President Reagan and for Congressman John Bryant. The

question contained replies ranging from very satisfied to very11
dissatisfied. The job satisfaction question employed produces
two important measures of voter evaluation of officials. The

I first index is positive job satisfaction which is determined by
combining very and mildly satisfied replies. In the experience

of Marketing Research Institute, well-known incumbents should

have at least a 64% positive job satisfaction to have a 50% or

~ higher re-election potential. A second index is the satisfac-

tion score which is determined by converting the five-point
* ,~, satisfaction question into numeric value with very satisfied as

* 5 and very dissatisfied as 1.. A mean score is determined for

all respondents. In the experience of Marketing Research Insti-

I tute, well-known incumbents having at least an equal likelihood

C of re-election success must hold a 3.6 or higher score on the

I w five-point scale.

C

I ~ President Reagan received a positive job satisfaction of 70.0%
* and satisfaction score using the five-point scale of 3.73.

Actual replies were: Very dissatisfied 12.2%, Mildly dissatis-I fied 9.1%, Neither/Nor 8.7%, Mildly satisfied 33.3%, and Very

satisfied 36.7%. Voters are highly satisfied with the job being

done by President Reagan in office.

Question 9 gathered information concerning public opinion on the

job Congressman John Bryant is doing in Washington. The ques-

tion asked: "Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the job that

U.S. Congressman John Bryant, is doing in Washington? (If satis-

fied, ask...) Would you say that you are very satisfied or only

mildly satisfied? (If dissatisfied, ask...) Would you say that

you are very dissatisfied or only mildly satisfied?" Replies'~9~*~ i, ,. so
Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeland Drivel Suite 9/ Jackson, Mississippi 392~6-50O7/ (601) 366-WOO



Page 6

I
were: Very dissatisfied 2.9%, MildlY dissatisfied 5.4%, 1Ieithe~'/

Nor 57.6%, Mildly satisfied 24.5%, and V*ry satisfied 9.2%.
Bryant's total satisfaction i. 34.0%. The mean satisfaction

score for Bryant's performance in office is 3.31. Bryant 5 job

C
satisfaction score is influenced by the high number of neutral

responses to the question. QuestiOn 5 used an unaided recallI technique to determine John Bryant's hard recognition as Con-

gressman. The question asked: "can you recall the name of your

Congressman in the 5th congressional District?" Replies were:p Bryant named 11 * 6%, Other individual named 10 * 5%, Uncertain
(3 76.9%, and No reply 0.7%. Replies to the unaidedrecall quo.-

tion and the job satisfaction question reveal that voters are

p ~ unfamiliar with the job that Bryant is doing in Congress.

Another measure of Bryant~s incumbent job satisfaction was the

~ employment of a re-election question. Question 10 asked: "As

you know, congressional elections will be held in 1986. Would

you like to see Congressman Bryant re-elected or would you pre-

fer that someone else be given the chance to do better?" Re-

plies were: Bryant re-elected 24.7%, Prefer someone else 19.1%,

and Uncertain 56 * 2%. Bryant' 5 re-election support comes pri-II manly from voters 45 years and older, voters who are Democrats,

voters who are laborers, and voters who have incomes under

$20,000 annually. There was no difference based on sex and a

lightly higher re-election score among minority races.

In the experience of Marketing Research Institute, well-known

incumbents having at least a 50% re-election score must hold a

50% or higher probability of re-election. Bryant's re-election

score is below the 50% mark for re-election success.

/11mb. 1, psi
Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeand Drive / Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39216-9007 / (601) 366-9000
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Page 7
Questions 6-S

employed a bard/soft,
favorable/unfavorable name recognition question to gather inform.mation concerning Bryant, Leedom, and Judy. The hard/soft namerecognition and favorability question produces three important
indices. First, voters not having heard or read the candidate's
name are considered to have no recognition. Second, voters
having heard or read the candidate's name but unable to specifi-
cally identify the candidate are considered to have soft recogni-
tion. Third, voters having heard or read the candidate's name
d also having the ability to specifically identify the candi-a date are considered to have hard recognition. Total recognition

is obtained by adding hard and soft recognition together. Thequestion further allows the researcher to determine favorable
and unfavorable responses to the question by asking hard recogni-
tion voters whether the opinion they hold for the candidate is
favorable or unfavorable.

Question 6 asked: "I'm going to mention several names. For eachname, please tell me whether you recognize the name, and if so,
what you know about the person. If you do not recognize thee name, just say so. The first name is John Bryant. (If recognize,N
ask...) What do you know about him? (Then ask...) Do you have afavorable or unfavorable opinion of him?" Replies to the ques-
tion were: Never heard of 36.9%, Heard of Only 9.8%, Known/No
Opinion 26.7%, Known/Unfavorable 4.7%, Known/Favorable 21.8%,
and No reply 0.2%. Bryant received 63.0% total name recognition
made up of 21.8% favorable, 4.7% unfavorable, 26.7% neutral, and
9.8% soft recognition.

The following table presents district-wide results for name
recognition including favorable recognition, unfavorable recog-
nition, neutral recognition, total recognition, and the ratio of
favorable to unfavorable recognition. This ratio indicates the
number of times favorable recognition exceeds unfavorable recog-

1900 Lakeand Orive / Suits 8/ Jackson. Mississippi 3S216-5007/ (6O1~ 366-0000
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POTUTZAL

~om BRYANT

~om LEIDOK

NANCY JUDY

TABLE I

WhilE RICOGNITION AND FAVORABILITY

lAy. UNPAVO NEUTRAL TOTALu~ u~ uggL~ U~

21.6%

6 * 0%

20.0%

4.7% 26.7% 53.2%

2.7% 13.8% 22.5%

4.2% 14.2% 38.4%

POSITZYN

4.6:1

2.2:1

4.8:1

At~ I~ ~.
Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakoland Drive / Suite B I Jackson, Miuulsaippi 39216.5007/ (601)366-9000
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Candidates with 90% total name recognition are considered to
have total name recognition and additional work on improving
name recognition is unnecessary. Candidates with name recogni-
tion between 70% and 89% are considered to have high recogni-
tion. Those with name recognition 50% to 69% are considered to
have moderate recognition. Individuals with name recognition
between 30% and 49% have low name recognition, and those with
29% or less total name recognition are considered relatively
unknown. Bryant is moderately known among voters of the Fifth
Congressional District. Rancy Judy has low name recognition and
John Leedom is considered relatively unknown.

Several considerations need to be taken into account when evalu-
ating figures from the above table. First, individuals with low
name recognition tend to have higher favorable to unfavorable
ratios due to low name recognition. Second, any potential can-
didate examining an upcoming campaign should maintain a minimum
of 2 to 1 favorable over unfavorable name recognition. Although
excellent favorable to unfavorable ratios exceed 3.0 to 1.0, a
2.0 to 1.0 is a minimum requirement for a candidate hoping to
launch a positive campaign based upon his own popularity. Third,
the accompanying data binder presents base figures for recogni-
tion by demographic figures. These tables should be studied by
individuals interested in determining popularity and recognition
in specific demographic groups.

Marketing Research institute
1900 Lakefand Drive / Suite 8/ Jackson, Misaisaippi 39216-6007 / (601)366-9000
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Questions 11 and ThIAL NU~Y FOR CONGUISE
13 employed a two-way
trial heat questions for Congress testing John Bryant against
two different candidates. The f fret trial heat placed John
Leedom as the challenge candidate against incumbent Bryant.
Results were: John Bryant 446 0%, John Leedom 26 * 2%, and Undea
cided 29.6%. Zn an identical trial heat question, Item 12,
replies were John Bryant 39 * 8%, Nancy Judy 300 7%~ and Undecided
29.6%.

In cross tabulation table 10 x 11, voters favoring Byrant's re-
election had the following trial heat responses: Bryant 62.9%,
Leedom 10.8%, and 6.3% Undecided. Voters favoring someone else
in the basic re-election question were 30.2% for Bryant, 37.2%
for Leedom, and 3206% Undecided. Voters who were uncertain in
the basic re-election question responded: Bryant 31.6%, Leedom
29.2%, and Undecided 39.1%.

Similar results can be seen in cross tabulation table 10 x 12,
the basic re-election question by the trial heat question be-
tween Bryant and Judy. Replies for Bryant' s re-election support
were: Bryant 74.8%, Judy 17.1%, and Undecided 8.1%. Voters
favoring someone else in the basic re-election question were:
Favor Bryant 30.2%, Favor Judy 44.2%, and Uncertain 25.6%.

Bryant's trial heat support in both trial heat questions is made
up primarily of Democrats, and voters 45 years and older. Bryant
does best among voters who are laborers when tested against both
challenge candidates. Bryant does slightly better among sales,
clerical, and technical workers when Nancy Judy is the trial
heat opponent. Bryant does best among households with less than
$20, 000 annual income. Both opposing candidates do best among
voters in the $30,000 to $50,000 range than with other voters.

Jackson, Mississippi 3S214007 / (Ut) US4O~
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Five questions, EFFRC~ OF BRYANT POSITION ON ISSUES

Questions 14 through 17,

were employed to determine the effect of Congressman Dryant' a

issue positions on voter opinion and vote for the incumbent.

Question 18 was used to determine voter perception of Bryant's

political philosophy.
Question 14 asked: "Congressman Bryant has cast several votes

in Congress which might affect his upcoming election. As I men-

tion the positions Congressman Bryant took on several issues in

I ~ Congress, please tell whether Bryant's position would tend to
cause you to vote for his re-election, against his re-election,

I ~ or make no difference whatsoever on your vote for Congress.

First, Bryant supports a nuclear arms freeze." Questions 15-17B

followed the same format as Question 14 testing four additional

'Aissues * The following table reports the results for the series
of questions.

IC

PT
C.

IN

I
I
I
I
I (SEE TABLE ON FOLLOWING PAGE.)

I 1900 lakelsni o~ii Rmsrch Institute I~ ~0 S 6w"
35-9000____________
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TABLE II

POSITION EFFECT ON BRYANT

NUCLEAR ARMS FREEZE

OPPOSING PRAYER
IN 8CHOOZ~

OPPOSING MX MISSILE

OPPOSING REAGAN ON
BALANCED BUDGET

OPPOSING AID TO
CONTRAS IN NICARAGUA

'Lu
53.6%

24.9%

35.3%

22.7%

26.4%

26.4%

62.4%

3800%

58.0%

29.6%

RE-ELECTION

MAKES 310

14.2%

10.0%

15.3%

9o1%

11.3%

H~D&II
508%

207%

11.3%

10.2%

11.1%

I
U
II

e

I
I
U

4+1, p. 57
Marketing Rmarch Instituts

1900 Lakelafid Drive / Suits B I Jackson. Mississippi 36216-6007 1(601)366-9000
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As seen in Table II, Congressman Bryant has taken positions onfour out of the five issues tested that would tend to cause
voters to vote against his re-election.

Question is asked voters: From all you know about Congressma~Bryant, would you say that he is tar more liberal, somewhat moreliberal, somewhat more conservative, or far more conservative
than you consider yourself?' ~eplies were: 19.7% Far more lib-eral, 30.7% Somewhat more liberal, 14.6% About the same, Some-what more conservative 21 * 9%, and 1301% Far more conservative.
Among all voters, Bryant was considered more liberal than thevoter 50.4% and more conservative than the voter 35.0%.

4f. I~ p. $1'
Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeland Orive / Suite B / Jackson, Misulsaippe 39216-5007/ (601)366-9000
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Several basic conclusions can be drawn from the current survey

of public opinion in Texas' 5th Congressional District. First,

the district lends itself veil to a candidacy by a Republican

for Congress. The district' a major drawback as a Republican di.-

trict is the moderate percentage of black and minority voters

(300 9%). However, white voter sentiment and political identifi-

cation as well as past voting history and Reagan' s popularity

indicate strength in the district for Republicans. It is recom-

mended that a Republican candidate be identified to challenge

Congressman John Bryant in his bid for re-election.

Marketing Research Institute has determined that Congressman

John Bryant holds less than a 50% chance of re-election succes

against a strong and viable challenge candidate. Bryant's name

recognition (63.0%), job satisfaction (34%), basic re-election

figure (24.7), and trial heat scores (44.0% and 39.8%) do not

reach levels considered necessary for a successful re-election

effort. However, unless a strong campaign is launched against

Bryant, Bryant forces can succeed by increasing the Congress-

man's name recognition and job satisfaction. It is important

that a challenge campaign begin early in convincing voters that

Bryant is not acceptable as Congressman and is not doing an

adequate job representing the voters in Washington. Bryant' 5

position on key issues as well as his perception by voters as

more liberal than they consider themselves makes him vulnerable

to a campaign stressing issues and political philosophy.

Based upon data gathered in the current survey, Bryant is vulner-

able to an effective opposition campaign. Bryant's support base

tends to be comprised of the following: voters who are Demo-

crats, voters 45 years and older by age, voters earning under

$20,000 a year, voters who are blue-collar laborers, and minori-

ty voters. An opposition campaign, using a base of tradition-

ally Republican and Independent voters, could defeat the

incumbent. M8Xk6UI~ Research Institute ~ .67
1900 Laksiand Ovivg I SuitS 5/ Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007/ (601) ____
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The survey of 450 regi5tered voters in Texas' 5th Congressional
District tested two candidates against Bryant. John Leedom's
name recognition is so low that he is relatively unknown in the

district. Therefore, the Bryant/Leedom trial heat does notproduce any real indicator of candidate potential for Leedom.

U Nancy Judy has a total name recognition of 46.6% of those sur-
veyed and draws 30.7% in a trial heat with Bryant. With an in-'
crease of name recognition of 60%, Judy's chances of a success-

ful campaign would increase proportionately.

I
The significant factor in the trial heat results is that Bryant
only received 4400% support against a candidate with no name
recognition. In a trial heat with a candidate holding 46.6%
total name recognition, Bryant received only 3906% of trial heatF'
vote. Bryant's re-election figure (24.7%) is one of the lowest
trial heat figures examined by Marketing Research Institute.
Data suggests that Bryant holds no greater than 45% support

C level and will have difficulty increasing that support.

Marketing Research Institute recommends that additional public5 opinion be gathered in the 5th Congressional District. Further
research should test candidate names and strengths against
Bryant to determine campaign strategy for the candidate in therace who would hold the greatest election potential against
Congressman Bryant.

Marketing Research Institute recommends that target voters for a
challenge campaign be studied to determine strategy for an oppo-
sition campaign. Included in the appendix of this report is a
copy of frequency distributions for survey data including only
voters least likely to vote for Bryant.

iH. I, p. fO
Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeand Drive / Suite SI Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007 / (601)3954000
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QUZSTIONN&INB AND TOTAL RZSUZI!6

A twenty-four item questionnaire was employed to gain opinion
and demographic data from the sample population. A copy of the
questionnaire with total results for the survey follows:

2. In what county is your residence located?
Not included here due to space limitations.

3. Can you tell me the postal zip code for your residence

address?
Not included here due to space limitations.

4. Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the job Ronald Reagan
is doing as President? (If satisfied, ask...) Would you say

LI) that you are very satisfied or only mildly satisfied? (If
dissatisfied, ask...) Would you say that you are very

dissatisfied or only mildly dissatisfied?
Very Dissatisfied 12.2%
Mildly Dissatisfied 9.1%
Neither/Nor 6.7%
Mildly Satisfied 33.3%

~IC~ Very Satisfied 36.7%

5 * Can you recall the name of your Congressman in the 5th
Congressional District?

No reply 0.7%
Bryant named 11.6%
Other named 10.9%
Uncertain 76.9%

4f. I, ~. 6~L
Marketing Research (nutltute~

1,00 Lakeland Drive / Suite 8/ Jackson. Mississippi 3921640071(601)364060
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6. 'u going to mention several names * For each name, pleas.
tell me whether you recognise the name, and if so, what you
know about the persca~. U you do not recognize the name,
just say so. The first name is John Sryant, (U ~ec@gnize,
ask...) What do you know about him? (Write full response on
answer sheet.) (Then ask...) Do you have an unfavorable or
a favorable impression of John Iryant? (Write full response
on answer sheet.)

No reply 0.2%
Never beard of 36.9%
Heard of only 9.8%
Known/no opinion 36.7%
Known/unfavorable 4.7%
Known/favorable 31.8%

7. The second name is John Leedox. (If
do you know about him? (Write
sheet.) (Then ask...) Do you
unfavorable opinion of John Leedom?
answer sheet.)

No reply
Never heard of
Heard of only
Known/no opinion
Known/unfavorable
Known/favorable

recognize, ask...) What
full response on answer
have a favorable or
(Write full response on

000%

71.3%
6.2%

13.8%

2.7%
6.0%

8. The next name is Nancy Judy. (If recognize, ask...) What do
you know about her? (Write full response on answer sheet)
(Then ask...) Do you have a favorable or unfavorable opinion
of Nancy Judy? (Write full response on answer sheet)

Never heard of 53.3%
Heard of only 8.2%
Known/no opinion 14.2%
Known/unfavorable 4.2%
Known/favorable 44 (~, p ~ 20.0%

Marketing Rearch Instituts
1900 Laketand Ortve/ SuiteSI Jackson. Miaulaaipp6 362164007/ (601)3664000
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90 Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the job John Bryant
is doing as a U.S. Congressman? (If satisfied, ask...)
Would you say that you are very satisfied or only mildly
satisfied? (If dissatisfied, ask...) Would you say that you
are very dissatisfied or only mildly dissatisfied?

Very dissatisfied 209%

Mildly dissatisfied 5 * 4%
Neither/nor 57.6%
Mildly satisfied 24.6%
Very satisfied 9.2%

10. As you know, Congressional elections will be held in 1986.
Would you like to see Congressman Dryant re-elected or vould
you prefer that someone else be given the chance to do
better?

No reply 0.0%
Bryant re-elected 2 4.7%
Someone else 19.1%
Uncertain 56.2%

11. If the election for Congress were held today, and the
candidates were John Bryant, the Democrat, and John Leedom,
the Republican, which man would you favor?

No reply 0.0%
Favor Bryant 44.0%
Favor Leedom 26.2%
Uncertain 29.8%

12, In a Congressional election between John Bryant, the
Democrat, and Nancy Judy, the Republican, which person would
you prefer?

No reply 0.0%
Favor Bryant 39.6%
Favor Judy 30.7%
Uncertain 29.6%

1900 Lakeland Drlw/ 36~1:s8rkmufl0 A 4 ~ ;mt!L ~. 6~ 'AJackson, Mississippi 32164007/ (60133664000
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13. Special Code - Vote Totals
0 19.1%
1 11.1%
2 36.0%
3 33.6%

14. Congressman Bryant has cast several votes in Congress which
Right affect his upcoming election. As I mention the
positions Congressman Bryant took on several issues in
Congress, please tell whether 3ryant' 5 position would tend
to cause you to vote for his reelection, against his
re-election, or make no difference whatsoever in your vote
of Congress. First, Bryant supports a nuclear arms freeze.

No reply 0 * 0%
Favor re-election 53.6%
Oppose election 26.4%
Uncertain 5.6%
No difference 14.2%

15. Next, Bryant is opposed to prayer in public school.
No reply 0.0%Favor election 24.9%1% Oppose election 62.4%
Uncertain 2.7%r
No difference 10.0%

16. Next, Bryant has voted against some defense projects like
the ~ missile.j No reply 0.0%

Favor election 35.3%
Oppose election 38.0%I
Uncertain 11.3%No difference 15.3%

'ft. Ip.6~S
Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeland Drivel suits 8/ Jackson. Mississippi 3S216-5007/ (601) 366-9000



Page 20

17. Next, 3ryent voted against President Reagan 'a attempts to
balance the federal budget.

No reply 0.0%
Favor election 22 * 7%
Oppose election 58.0%
Uncertain 10.2%
No difference 9.1%

173 Next, Bryant has repeatedly voted against
humanitarian aid to the Contras in Nicaragua.

No reply
Favor election
Oppose election
Uncertain
No difference

military

21.6.%
26.4%
29.6%
11.1%
11.03%

18. From all you know about Congressman Bryant, would you say
that he is far more liberal, somewhat more liberal, somewhat
more conservative, or far more conservative than you
consider yourself?

Very liberal 19.7%
Somewhat liberal 30.7%
Just the same 14.6%
Some conservative 21.9%
Very conservative 13.1%

19. Generally speaking, do you consider yourself a
Democrat, or an Independent?

No reply
Republican
Democrat
Independent
Other party ID
Uncertain

Republican, a

0.0%
33.3%
35.3%
28o7%
11%
1.6%

41. 1,
Marketing Rmeerch Instuts
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20. Which of the folloving aye groups includes your age: 16..34
Years, 25-34 Veers, 35-44 Veers, 45-64 Years, and 65 Years
and over?

No reply 0.2%
16-24 Tears 12.0%
25-34 Tears 29.3%
35-44 Veers 16.9%
45-64 Tears 26.2%
65 and over 14.9%

21. Can you tell as the occupation for the head of this
household? (If retired or disabled, ash...) What did he or
she do before that?

No reply 0.4%
Prof/ada 15.6%
Sales/Cler/Tech 57.1%
Laborer 21.6%
Agriculture 0 * 0%
Uneuployed 0 * 9%
Other 4 * 4%

F.
22. And, which of the following categories includes the total

annual incoas for this household: Under $10, 000: Between
$10,000 and $19,999g Between $20,000 and $29,999: Between
$30,000 and $39,999~ Between $40,000 and $49,999: Between
$50,000 and $74,999: or Over $75,000?

No reply 7.6%
Under $10,000 9.6%
$10,000-$l9,999 16.0%
$20, 000-$29, 999 24.2%
$30, 000-$39,999 16.0%
$40, 000-$49,999 10.2%
$50,oao-$74,999 9.3%
$75,000 and over 5.1%

Ma~ksUng
Jackson. MIasis~ppI 369164007/ (601) 36-9000
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23 * Tour sa~ 1* ~ie ow female?
Mo wply
~le
?Oma3,e

000%

52.9%
47.1%

24. Zn additios tS being 631 Amertoan, what do you consider youz
zain etbualo goip ow raoial, anoastry?

Mo Z~6p17 0.2%

24.0%White 66.9%
Ilapania 3 * 3%
Anerican Indian 2.4%
Anion 0 * 7%
Otbr

1NOLak~mnd~/Suhsuijg~ (~ . 6~fMiusissippl 3U104U7 / (601) NS4060
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

NUR 2113

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AND DOCUKENT REQUESTS OF

Russell H. Perry

Answers to Cuestions and Reauests:

1. When it was first formed, from Kay Tinner.

2. No, I did not. I do not know who attended the meeting.

3. No, I did not. I do not now who attended the meeting.

4. Not to my knowledge.

5. I know of no other members.
e

6. No, they do not have.

7. They had not done so at the time in question.
In

8. I am not familiar with any financial operation they

might have.

9 * I am not familiar with anybody spending any money on

behalf of the Committee.

N 10. Not to my knowledge.

11 (a through e). I cannot answer any of the questions asked

(a through e) as I have no knowledge of any of these matters.

12 (a through e). I have no knowledge regarding any of these

questions (a through e). If there was such a matter discussed I

have no knowledge of it and was not a party to it.

13. Do not know.

/WI~ p. 6~!



14. I ax not privy ~o any poll or any questions asked, so I

cannot help you.

15. I don't know of arty, so I cannot produce any record5.

16. It was a loosely knit organization and I guess it

operated as the need arose.

I swear that the answers set out above are tr~f~nd correct

to the best of zy knowledge.

N

C,

C,

N

/4.1, ,.. z&'



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CoIEISSZOM

NUR 2113

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS OF

Paul Fielding

Answers to Questions and Reaucats:

1. Jerry Rucker contacted me about the meeting. I did not

know it was a Committee.

2. Yes1 who would make a good candidate. About 18, Kay

Tinner, Tom Carter, Bill Ceverha, Harry Lucas, Louis Beecheri,

N Bill Blackwood, Ruth Nicholson. I can not recall any others.

3. Yes, 15 people. To see if a Republican could win the

seat.re
4. Don't know.

5. If a Committee exists I was not a member.

6. Don't know.

C 7. Don't know.

N 8. Don't know.

9. Don't know.

10. Don't know.

11 (a through e). Don't know.

12 (a through e). Don't know.

13. Don't know.

14. Don't know.

15 (a through b). Don't know.

16. Don't know.

,4f.I, e71



I swear that the answer. set out b@ve are true and correct

to the best of my knm44q*.

2<
U 0 319

0

C

C

C

11th
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MilK 2113

Bruce MeDougal
102 Roma
Duncanville, Texas 75116

1. 1 received a call from Kay Tinner. She stated that several

people were going to get together in her office to discuss

the upcoming elections, and in particular, the hope that

someone would run for congress as a Republican in the Texas 5th.

2. In addition to the people listed inter alia, there was Bill looher,

Jerry Rucker, Tom Carter, and several others whose names I can not

recall. Maybe thirty people in all. We discussed the prospects

of finding someone who might want to run for congress in the 5th.

3. Same as the first meeting. People who were interested in being

a candidate made their desire known at one of the meetings I

attended, but I am not sure which one it was.

N
4. There was a third meeting, I believe, where each of the candidates

was interviewed informally by the group.

~" 5. I have identified all I can remember.

6. No officers.

7. No endorsement.

8. Not to my knowledge. I neither saw nor heard of any such

transaction.

9. Someone paid for a poll of the district, for their own personal

N edification, as far as I know. The results, in part, of that
poll were shared with some of the group. As far as I know,
none of the potential candidates were privy to its contentents.

10. At two of the meetings, coffee and tea were served. About $10

altogether, I would assume. I believe Russell Perry paid for that.

11. 1 do not know the answer to a, b, c, d, e.

12. I do not know the. answers to a, b, c, d, e.

13. I believe it was Southern Political.

14. I have never seen the poll, nor have I ever had any part of it

in my possession.

15. Not to my knowledge.

16. No one. It was a very loose knit organization.

I affirm that the answers above are true, to the best of my
knowledge.

iii. 1, p. 21
ruce McDougal
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Mr. Robert Raich
Federal Election Counission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20643

RE: HUL2I2Ia

Dear Mr. Raich:

Enclosed, please find the responses to the
propounded to Kr. Cevertha.

interrogatories

As with the responses with the other individuals and the
production of documents, Repondents in this case are voluntarily
submitting responses and documents to the Commission in this
matter * However, it should be reiterated that Respondents and
each of then, do not consider the activities in which they
participated to be within the jurisdiction of the Federal
Election Campaign Act. The responses submitted to date should
not be considered to be a waiver or acknowledgement of the
jurisdiction of the Commission over this group of individuals.

Respondents are voluntarily coning forward with this
information with the hope that it will resolve the issue in the
most expedient and least costly fashion.

PES:clw
Enclosure
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Gill C.vedp
P.O. hu me

AuVM. Tm 79749
(512) 054049

June 24,1986

Mr. Paul Sullivan
Madison Office Building
1155 Fifteenth St., W.V.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Dear Paul.

As requested by you the other day on the telephone, I am enclosing

my written responses to the questions posed by the FEC.

You will notice that most of them deal with areas that I have little
or no knowledge about, but I went ahead and answered the question

c~ anyway.

Thanks for your help.

Sincerely,

At. I, i'. Is

11*1 uIm~bw I.~
U~ui~ Tm 7~

0141 44m



RESPONSES TO FEC QUESTIONS.... .IZP. IZZIL CNV3M&

1. I do not recall the date when I first heard of the meeting, but it
came through a phone call from Kay Tinner, syiElg that a "group'
of folks wanted to discuss the 5th Conpressioril race.

2. I did attend the meeting of the group (it was not a couunittee)
and remember the following being there at that time' Ruth
Nicholson (candidate); Tom Carter (candidate) u Virginia Steenson;

Bruce McDougal; Jerry Rucker; Paul Fielding (candidate) Harry Lucas;
Earnest Winkfield (candidate). There were probably others there, but
I do not recall all of their names.

3. Same response as *2.

4. I am unaware of any other meetings.

5. Unknown

o 6. The group had no officers.

7. The group did not, to my knowledge, formally endorse any candidate.

e
8. The group did not receive any monies from any source that I am

N aware of, other than being provided light refreshments at themeetings.

,,- 9. The group did not expend funds on behalf of itself or anyone else,

to my knowledge.

10. Unknown.

11. I do not know directly who paid for the poll, had no part in
deciding to take the poll, paying for it, determining the price,
or how much it cost.

C~ 12. Unknown

13. Unknown.

14. I do not have access to, or copies of the poll.

15. Not to my knowledge.

16. To the best of my knowledge, coordination of the meetings was

done by Kay Tinner.

4*. ~ p. N'
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PAUl. L SULLIVAN

July 31. 1966

Hr. Robert Raich
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Comission
999 K Street, LW.
Washington. D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2113

Dear 14r. Raich:

Please find enclosed the response of Hr. Bill Slackvood

which vas forwarded to this date.

Paul K. Sullivan

PES:clv
Enclosure

41.1,

- FEC

j* S

0

~ C,



BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTZOW COIOIZSS!ON

HUE 2113

QUESTZONS AND DOCUDEBIUT REQUESTS TO

Bill Dlackvood

Definit ions:

A. ldentify with respect to a natural person means

provide the full name, last known business and residence

addresses and phone numbers, and last known occupation or job

title of such person.

3. ldentify vith respect to a person who is not a

natural person means provide the legal and trade name, the

address and phone number, and the full names of both the chief

executive officer and the agent designated to receive service of

process of such person.

C. Committee means the group referred to in the

complaint, consisting of, inter alia: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,

Louis Beecheri, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,

_ Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winfield.

Questions and Requests:
N

1. How and when did you first learn about the Committee?

2. ...Did you. attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

November 7, 1985? If so, identity all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

/rI.I 
~
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3. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

December 5, 1985? !f so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

vas discussed at that meeting.

4. Did the Cmittee hold any meetings other than one on

or about November 7, 1985, and one on or about December 5, 1985?

If so, state the date(s) of such meeting(s) and identify the

persons present. (If persons were present whose names you do not

know, state the number of such persons who were present.) State

what was discussed at each such meeting.

5. Are any members of the Committee not identified in your
C

answers to the above Questions? If so, identify all members of

the Committee whom you have not already identified.

6. Does the Committee have official or unofficial

officers? If so, state the name and position of each such

officer.
C

7. Has the committee ever endorsed any candidate (or
N

potential candidate) for any political office? If so, identify

all such -candidates.

8 * Did the Committee ever receive any monies from any

source? If so, state the source, amount, and date of each such

receipt.

9. Did any person ever expend funds on behalf of the

Committee? If so, identify the person who made each disbursement

and state the amount, date, and purpose of the disbursement.

4L~, p. '7
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10. Did any person ever provide any goods or services on

behalf of the Coittee? If so, identify the person who provided

each good or service, and state: the good or service provided,

its value, the date it was provided, and the purpose for which it

was provided.

11. a. Identify the person(s) who contracted for the

public opinion poll taken on behalf of the group.

b. How was it decided that such person(s) would

contract for the poll?

c. Who paid for the poll? Why did that person(s) pay

for the poll?

d. How much did the poll cost? When was it paid for?

e. Did the person(s) who paid for the poll receive

reimbursement in any way? If so, state how.

12. a. Was the public opinion poll paid for, in whole or

part, from funds drawn on an account with a financial

institution?

b. Identify all owners of all accounts from which

funds for the poll were drawn.

c. State the names of the financial institutions and

the account numbers of all such accounts.

d. If any of those accounts were checking accounts,

identify all persons authorized to write checks on the accounts.

e. If any part of the poll was paid for by check,

produce both sides of each check used to pay for the poll.

,11.', p. rrj
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13. Identify the person(s) vho conducted the poll.

14. Produce the list of questions asked in the poll, .ii

reports provided by the person(s) vho conducted the poll, and all

other documents concernin, the poll in your actual or

constructive possession.

13. Has the Committee ever kept any minutes or other

records? If so,

a. Identify the person(s) vbo kept such minutes or

records.

b. Produce all such minutes and other records.

16. State vho, if anyone, is primarily responsible for the

operation of the Committee.

I cannot answer the above questions because I am not and have never been
a umber of "the coimittee". I was asked to appear before a group of people
to consider being a candidate for the U. S. Congress. I met with the group
for about 30 minutes; informed them that I would not consider being a candidate

__ and left. Later, I appeared with Rap. Bill Ceverha at a news conference to
again annotmce that I would seek reelection to the Texas Rouse of Representa-

* tives and not the U. S. Congress. I have not been involved with any coiuuittee
action or polls or programs. I only know two or three people on the Coumittee
by name only. I did not know that they were a coimittee as such. I knew a
poll had been taken, but I did not know when, how or by whom.

So you see, I cannot answer these questions because I do not have any
answers.

I swear that the above are true and correct - to the beat of my
knowledge.

ood * State Representa ye

Date July 28, 1986

4*1, p. II
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AFFIDAVIT OF KAY S. TINNER a
10 I am Kay Tinner and I have personal knowledge of the matters presented herein.

2. A group of individuals and myself vera chatting about the 2996 5th Congreaaiona~
District race and decided it has a shame that the District shodd go without
having a really fair contest between a liberal and a conservative candidate.
We decided that if anything was going to be done we would have to have a
meting of corn w2ity and political leaders. Ve decided we would talk to people
who would be good potential candidates and try to persuade them to take a close
look at the race.

3. I put together a list of business and political activists in the comummnity and
invited them to attend a meeting to discuss the 5th Congressional District. The
first meeting was held November 7, 1985.

4. At the meting we decided everyone should go out and talk to people about the
race. We had what we considered some good potential candidates at the first
ameting, but we wanted to expand the number and make sure that anybody and
everybody who was interested in the race would consider coming back and talking
to our group.

5. At the first reeting, we discussed things about the district. Some individuals
who were there had studied th. district, and based upon their opinion, we really
felt that a Republican had a good chance of winning the 5th Congressional District.
We also decided that one person should do a poll of the District to find out what
the District political profile looked like. We thought we would talk with some

~fl additional potential candidates, and, in order to get to know them better, we
gave them a questionnaire to fill out. We also decided to have a second meeting
to look over the questionnaires and evaluate the individuals. The meeting was
adjourned and each person had a little job to do: talking to potential candidates,or handing out questionnaires, and evaluating the answers, and one person to do
the poll.

6. On December 5 our second meting was held. We had all the potential candidates
N present who had their questionnaires turned in, and the questionnaires were

reviewed by the group. The first thing we did at the meting was to sit down
CC with the potential candidates and talk about their questionnaires. We asked

them all the questions we wanted to our satisfaction, and then we dismissed them.
The potential candidates left the building.

4

7. We then talked about the poll that had been conducted and how it made the District
look, whether it was winnable, and whether it was worth all of us putting our time
and energy behind it. As a conclusion to our meting I said that as a result of
this groups activities, it looked like we had sore individuals who were willing
to be candidates. The poll indicated for all of us to our satisfaction that we
had a shot at the race -- putting a conservative Republican in the seat.

8. As my parting corrznent for everyone at the meting I said I hoped they had found
a candidate they could support and I wished they would support that particular
candidate after they left the meeting. I stated that as an ad hoc group our
work was done -- we had done what we set out to do, which is the right of every
citizen in the United States -- to be a part of the political process.

t4t.), A'
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* ~ #p@inted two individuals who would talk to the press about what we did at
tb* seting if there was any interest. Evez~body was just instiucted to support
a esndidate of their choice and participate in the 5th CongTeaaionaZ Diatrict
because a Republican and a aeneervative did have an oppottwlitL# there.

10. ~aere wete sca. people who ware at the eting as potential candidates, but they
ware not ~ers of our ad hoc group. Those individuals Mere Dill Dlackwood,
Paul Fielding, Ruth Nicholaoa and I~ Carter. They did not Dee the poll nor ware
they solicited for ftudu to pay for the poll. Each member of the comeittee
operated as their own person, as citiaen interested in good politics.

What I have stated in this sution is q overviev of our ad hoc group. I affirm

that ever gthing in this at at e*ent is truthful to the very best of my ability.

/ /

SUB9~RI3ED AND ShVRN 1~ before -, this __________ day of -J~.
w

LAA
NOTARYPUBLICinandfr eSacof Texas

Np Coamission ExpireS:

WThANN UWIIY
~TAN PUJC SlATE ~ TEXAS

N COMMISSIOK EXPIRES 5-7-U
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DALLAS, TEXAS, DZCDS5ER 3.l9g~....Resu1ts of a brand new

benchmark poll conducted in the Fifth Congressional District indicate
very strongly that Congressman John Bryant is in serious trouble
in that district and offers a special opportunity for Republicans

to recapture that seat in 1986.

Preliminary resuults of the poll, released in a news conference
today by Republican State Representatives Bill Blackwood and Bill

Ceverha, show among other things that Bryant's har& name
identification is just 11.6%, compared to an averagd of 40-50% for

other incumbent congressmen. The poll also revealed that 70% of the
district consider themselves .to be Pro-Reagan, favoring the President' 5

0policies in office. Uhen asked if Bryant should be re-elected, only

24.7% of those polled said yes, an extremely low percentage when compared
C

to other incumbent congressmen; and when combined with the meager 11.6%

name identification factor, there is certainly serious question that

the young Democrat incumbent can win re-election if Laced with a

~ serious Republican challenger.

Blackwood and Ceverha are members of an ad hoc group of business

and political leaders whose ~~ry goal is to defeat Bryant. The group
~ - - -extended invitations to individuals who might be interested in running

in the Republican Primary and interviewed five potential candidates at

an earlier meeting before deciding to cormuission the poll. The

survey was conducted by Marketing Research Institute of Jackson,

Mississippi, which has previously done polling in a number of

congressional races and the successful senate race of Senator

Jeremiah Dentonof Alabama.

(MORE)

M~ A1
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Ceverha also pointed out that when asked if the respondent vas

satisfied vith the job Sryant is doing, only 34% responded affixuatively.

He added that Dr. Verne Kennedy, who heads Marketing Research Znstitu~e,

says in 600 congressional polls, an incumbent has never von re-election

with less than 38% 'yes' responses to this question.

The poll als~ revealed that more than 50% of the respondents

consider Bryant to be either liberal or very liberal.

'The purpose of our group,' said Ceverha, 'was to insure that

the Republican Party did not make the mistake it dii in 1984, when no

candidate filed against Bryant. In that election, President Reagan

carried 59% of the district; .a non-campaigning candidate for the

~railroad coxuidasion captured just under 50%; and the straight-ticket

vote shoved less than one-percentage point difference between Republican
e
and Democrat.' And, he added, 'we are confident that after the group

*~.~has been briefed on the entire poll, they will move full speed ahead

~-to insure a successful campaign and that a strong challenger will

~soon emerge.'

Blacicwood, who had been one of the potential candidates,

announced that he was withdrawing his name from consideration and would
N

seek reelection to his second term as state representative from Mesquite.

'I am honored that a group such as this would consider my name, but

after considerable thought, I decided that I have made a coz~ittment to
N

the people of Mesquite to represent them in the State Legislature and

I plan to continue in that capacity. I am also prepared to strongly

support and work for the Republican challenger to Bryant,' Blackwood

added.

MORE

4#4 A~
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The fifth congressional disttjt occupies approzimately oneathird
of Dallas County and includes parts r all of eleven legislative
districts, seven of those Occupied by Republoan incumbents. Before
Bryant, the seat was held by Republican Alan Steelman and Democrat

.7im Nattox.

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION COffTACT~

Kay Tinner 559-1487

Bill Ceverha 235-1111

N

Wi,

0

N

or
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MeNAIR LAW PIRM, ~ A.
ATTOANCYS ANO COU,4ELONS AT LAW

MAOISON OWIC~ SUILOSNG

"US P'IPTgENTH StREV~ NOPTNWgST

WASNNGTOt4. P. C. 30006

July 29, 1966
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Robert Raich, Esq.
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 0

em'-

Ca)
RE: k1~1B....I1.12. :-'.~ -

Dear Mr. Raich: S
lab

As a follow-up to our conversation last week, please &cceV~
this as notice that the respondents whom I represent t~i
above-mentioned matter have requested to enter pre-probab XV cause
conciliation in order to resolve this matter.

I look forward to hearing from you at your earliest
convenience.

Very

Paul Sullivan

PES:clw

4+'



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAS4INCTON. OC. 20*3

August 15, 1966

Paul 3. Sullivan, Zequire
Nolair Law Firm, P.A.
1155 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Re: MUR 2113
Kay Tinner

Dear Mr. Sullivan:

This confirms the substance of your August 7, 1986
conversation vith Robert Raich of this Office.

In the event the Coinission finds reason to believe the Act
was violated by lay Tinner, acting as treasurer, your request for
pre-probable cause conciliation will extend to her in that
capacity.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Deputy General Counsel

I4Vf.S



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. Z0463

Paul E. Sullivan, Esquire
McNalr Law Pirm, P.A.
1155 Fifteenth Street, N.y.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 2113
0olitical committee consisting
of the following group of
persons:
Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,
Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill
Blackvood, Bill Ceverha, Paul
Fielding, Bruce McDougal,
Virginia Steenson, and Ernest
Winkfield; and Kay Tinner,
acting as treasurer

Dear Mr. Sullivan:
C On May 6, 1986, the Commission found reason to believe that

the above-referenced political committee violated 2 U.S.C.SS 433(a) and 434(a)(l). On , 1986, the Commissione found reason to believe that Kay Tinner, acting as treasurer,violated 2 U.S.c. ~ 433(a) and 434(a)(l). At your reQuest, theN commission determined on , 1986, to enter intonegotiations directed towards reaching a conciliation agreementin settlement of this matter prior to a finding of probable cause
to believe.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement that the Commission hasapproved in settlement of this matter. If your clients agreewith the provisions of the enclosed agreement, please sign andreturn it, along with the civil penalty, to the Commission. Inlight of the fact that conciliation negotiations, prior to afinding of probable cause to believe, are limited to a maximum of30 days, you should respond to this notification as soon aspossible. If you have any questions or suggestions for changes



9
-2-

in t~e agreement, or IE you wish to arrange a meeting in
ooI~eection with a mutually satisfactory conciliation agreement,
Pl*... contact Robert Reich, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 3764200.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation AgTeement

C

~J)

'p

C

N



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. OC. 20*) August 15, 1986

Paul B. Sullivan, Esquire
I4cWair Law Firm, P.A.
1155 Fifteenth Street, W.V.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Re: MUR 2113

Kay Tinner

Dear Mr. Sullivan:

This confirms the substance of your August 7, 1986
conversation vith Robert Raich of this Office.

In the event the Commission finds reason to believe the Act
was violated by Kay Tinner, acting as treasurer, your request for
pre-probable cause conciliation will extend to her in that
capacity.

Sincerely,

C Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Deputy General Counsel
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McNAIR LAW FiRM, P. A.

ATTOftNEYS AND COUN5ELLO~5 AT LAW

155 iUT~ STREET. N. W.
WASHINGTON. 0. C. 30005

(aom 6504500

~. FEC

~8AUO4 aB: iS

PAUL C. SULLIVAN

July 31, 1986

Mr. Robert Raich
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 (ib

U'RE: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Raich:

Please find enclosed the response of Mr. Bill Blackwood
which was forwarded to me this date.

you

Paul E. Sullivan

PES:clw
Enclosure

~'Ip. (
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BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MUR 2113

QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS TO

Bill Blackwood

Definitions:

A. 'Identify" with respect to a natural person means
provide the full name, last known business and residence
addresses and phone numbers, and last known occupation or job
title of such person.

B. 'Identify with respect to a person who is not a
natural person means provide the legal and trade name, the
address and phone number, and the full names of both the chief
executive officer and the agent designated to receive service of
process of such person.

C. Committee means the group referred to in the
complaint, consisting of, inter alia: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,
Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackvood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,
Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winfield.

Questions and Requests:
N

1. How and when did you first learn about the Committee?
2. ..Did you. attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

November 7, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that
meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,
state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.
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3. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

December 5, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

4. Did the Committee hold any meetings other than one on

or about November 7, 1985, and one on or about December 5, 1985?

If so, state the date(s) of such meeting(s) and identify the

persons present. (If persons were present whose names you do not

know, state the number of such persons who were present.) State
0

what was discussed at each such meeting.
0

5. Are any members of the committee not identified in your

answers to the above Questions? If so, identify all members of

'1) the Committee whom you have not already identified.

6. Does the Committee have official or unofficial

officers? If so, state the name and position of each such

off icer.

N 7. Has the Committee ever endorsed any candidate (or

potential candidate) for any political office? If so, identify

all such candidates.

8. Did the Committee ever receive any monies from any

source? If so, state the source, amount, and date of each such

receipt.

9. Did any person ever expend funds on behalf of the

Committee? If so, identify the person who made each disbursement

and state the amount, date, and purpose of the disbursement.
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10. Did any person ever provide any goods or services on

behalf of the Committee? If 50, identify the person who provided

each good or service, and state: the good or service provided,

its value, the date it was provided1 and the purpose for which it

was provided.

U. a. Identify the person(s) who contracted for the

public opinion poll taken on behalf of the group.

b. Now was it decided that such person(s) would

contract for the poll?

c. Who paid for the poll? Why did that person(s) pay

for the poll?

d. Now much did the poll cost? When was it paid for?

e. Did the person(s) who paid for the poll receive

reimbursement in any way? If so, state how.

12. a. Was the public opinion poll paid for, in whole or

part, from funds drawn on an account with a financial

institution?

b. Identify all owners of all accounts from which

funds for the poll were drawn.

c. State the names of the financial institutions and

the account numbers of all such accounts.

d. If any of those accounts were checking accounts,

identify all persons authorized to write checks on the accounts.

e. If any part of the poll was paid for by check,

produce both sides of each check used to pay for the poll.

0

~J~e

C,

0

N

a:



b~ &

* 0

m4..m

13. Identity th. person(s) who conducted the poll.
14. Produce the list of questions asked in th. poll, all

reports provided by the person(s) vho conducted the poll, and all
other documents concerning the poll in your actual or
constructive Possession.

15. Has the Committee ever kept any minutes or other
records? it so,

a. Identify the person(s) who kept such minutes or
records.

N
b. Produce all such minutes and other records.C

16. State who, it anyone, is primarily responsible for the
operation of the Committee.

I cannot answer the above questions because I am not and have never beena member of "the Committee". I was asked to appear before a group of people
to consider being a candidate for the U. S. Congress. I met with the groupfor about 30 minutes; informed them that I wouk not consider being a candidateand left. Later, I appeared with Rep. Bill Ceverha at a news conference toagain announce that I would seek reelection to the Texas House of Representa-tives and not the U. S. Congress. I have not been involved with any committeeaction or polls or programs. I only know two or three people on the CommitteeN by name only. I did not know that they were a committee as such. I knew apoll had been taken, but I did not know when, how or by whom.

So you see, I cannot answer these questions because I do not have any
answers.

I swear that the above are true and correct - to the best of my
knowledge.

Date July 28, 1986
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McNAIR LAW PIRM, P. A.
ATTORNCYS AND cOUNSELORS AT LAW

MADISON OPPICE SUILDING
IS, FIFTEENTH StREET. NORTHWEST

WASHINGTON. D.C. 30000

(*0314000

July 29, 19S6

* ~iW FEC
~Qc~$'I~2.

~UJUL3O P1: 14
~qaw --

WONS YOWSN
903? ov~.cg SON 118.0

COLUMPIA. S. C. 50811
S081 '035600

*w~u sot
NCNS PLAZA

@US5NVILIZ, S. c. me'
most a~.ae.o

NCNU BUILDING
POST OPPICK max us'.

MILTON NUAD BLAND. S. C. 80530
SCSI ?S5-SISS

Robert Raich, Esq.
General Counsel's Office
Federal Election Commission
999 E ~tr.at. NW..

~AJ

0,
- ------ F-.-..- 0Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: klU&i12i

Dear Mr. Raich: S c2
~ -a-.

As a follow-up to our conversation last week, please hcce~ 7;
this as notice that the respondents whom I represent t~I
above-mentioned matter have requested to enter pre-probablV cause
conciliation in order to resolve this matter.

I look forward to hearing from you at your earliest
convenience.

Very

Paul t. Sullivan

PES:clw
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~ECF~Efl Al THE FEC

McNAIR LAW FIRM, P. A. 8SJbL? A9:~
ATTORNEYS AND COUN5ELORS AT LAW

t4ADISON OFPICE BUILDING
"US PIPTEENTH SThCCT. NORTHWEST NCNS ?0wgm

POST OPPICE SOM Beige
WASHINGTON. 0. C. 3000, COLUMSSA. S. C. isaac

(SOil 7~-isOO
worn 6-aoo SUITE 503

NCNU PLAZA
OMEENVILL~, S. C. leGal

(50)3 5Pi-440

MCMI SUILOIt4G
POUT OP P8CC SOS 5984

MILTON MEAD ISLAND. S. C. 855)6June 27, 1986 860)3 766-5165

ZZ)

c.~ ~-,

Mr. Robert Raich
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20643

RE: ~
Dear Mr. Raich:

Enclosed, please find the responses to the interrogatories
propounded to Mr. Ceverha.

-'p As with the responses with the other individuals and theproduction of documents, Repondents in this case are voluntarilysubmitting responses and documents to the Commission in this
matter. However, it should be reiterated that Respondents andeach of them, do not consider the activities in which they
participated to be within the jurisdiction of the FederalElection Campaign Act. The responses submitted to date shouldnot be considered to be a waiver or acknowledgement of thejurisdiction of the Commission over this group of individuals.

Respondents are voluntarily coming forward with thisN information with the hope that it will resolve the issue in the
most expedient and least costly fashion.

~~llivan

Pau

PES:clw
Enclosure



&ateof Texas
~Hoaz.e of Igpreseq!ativeS

~ * ~
'Bill Ceverllp 11*1 H..~uhivw Lone

P.O. Bx *910 Rsdsevdmsn~ Texas 75080

Austin, Tex.s 78769 (214) *34-8 ff0
(512) 463.41486

June 24,1986

Mr. Paul Sullivan
Madison Office Building
1155 Fifteenth St., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Dear Paul,

As requested by you the other day on the telephone, I am enclosing

,~ my written responses to the questions posed by the FEC.

You will notice that n~st of them deal with areas that I have little
or no knowledge about, but I went ahead and answered the question
anyway.

Thanks for your help.
.2,

Sincerely,

2
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RESPONSES TO FEC QUESTIONS.....REP. BILL CEVERHA

1. I do not recall the date when I first heard of the meeting, but it
came through a phone call from Kay Tinner, saying that a "group"
of folks wanted to discuss the 5th Congressional race.

2. I did attend the meeting of the group (it was not a committee)
and remember the following being there at that time: Ruth
Nicholson (candidate); Tom Carter (candidate); Virginia Steenson;

Bruce McDougal; Jerry Rucker; Paul Fielding (candidate) Harry Lucas;
Earnest winkfield (candidate). There were probably others there, but
I do not recall all of their names.

3. Same response a~ *2.

4. I am unaware of any other meetings.

5. Unknown

6. The group had no officers.

7. The group did not, to my knowledge, formally endorse any candidate.

8. The group did not receive any monies from any source that I am
aware of, other than being provided light refreshments at the
meetings.

9. The group did not expend funds on behalf of itself or anyone else,
to my knowledge.

C,
10. Unknown.

11. I do not know directly who paid for the poll, had no part ine deciding to take the poll, paying for it, determining the price,

or how much it cost.

~ 12. Unknown

13. Unknown.

14. I do not have access to, or copies of the poll.

15. Not to my knowledge.

16. To the best of my knowledge, coordination of the meetings was
done by Kay Tinner.
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Mr. Robert Raich
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NA?.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: jj~ ~0 
r~. "Dear Mr. Raich:

Pursuant to the interrogatories and request for do~imentsproponded to respondents, please find enclosed the documenU andresponses for Mr. Perry, Mr. Fielding, Mr. McDougal, Mr. Beche~and Ms. Tinner. I expect Mr. Blaokvood's and Mr. CeverhasPsresponse shortly and they will be forwarded to you at that~tim~.They have each indicated to me, however, that they have littleinformation other than they attended the group's meetings.

I have also enclosed the poll itself. Per our discusion,please review and return the original to my office. Should you
_ have further questions, please contact me.

N

"p

Paul E. U livan

PES:clw
Enclosure

cc: Chairman Joan Akiens
Vice-Chairman John V. McGarry
Commissioner Elliott
Commissioner Josef iak
Commissioner Harris
Commissioner McDonald



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COJO(ISSION

MUR 2113

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS OF

Russell H. Perry

Answers to Ouestions and Requests:

1. When it was first formed, from Kay Tinner.

2. No, I did not. I do not know who attended the meeting.

3. No, I did not. I do not now who attended the meeting.

4. Not to my knowledge.

5. I know of no other members.

6. No, they do not have.

7. They had not done so at the time in question.

8. I am not familiar with any financial operation they

might have.

9. I am not familiar with anybody spending any money on

behalf of the Committee.

10. Not to my knowledge.

11 (a through e). I cannot answer any of the questions asked

(a through e) as I have no knowledge of any of these matters.

12 (a through e). I have no knowledge regarding any of these

questions (a through e). If there was such a matter discussed I

have no knowledge of it and was not a party to it.

13. Do not know.



14. I am not privy to any poll or any questions asked, so I

cannot help you.

15. I don't know of any, so I cannot produce any records.

16. It was a loosely knit organization and I guess it

operated as the need arose.

I swear that the answers set out above are correct

to the best of my knowledge.

N Rue .Perry 7
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISS ION

MUR 2113

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS OF

Paul Fielding

Answers to Ouestions and Requests:

1. Jerry Rucker contacted me about the meeting. I did not

know it was a Committee.

2. Yes, who would make a good candidate. About 18, Kay

Tinner, Tom Carter, Bill Ceverha, Harry Lucas, Louis Beecherl,

Bill Blackwood, Ruth Nicholson. I can not recall any others.

3. Yes, 15 people. To see if a Republican could win the

seat.

4. Don't know.

5. If a Committee exists I was not a member.

7' 6. Don't know.

7. Don't know.

8. Don't know.

9. Don't know.

10. Don't know.

11 (a through e). Don't know.

12 (a through e). Don't know.

13. Don't know.

14. Don't know.

15 (a through b). Don't know.

16. Don't know.



b.
9,

I swear that the answers set out above are true and correct
to the best of my knowledge.

P~1~
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MUR 2113

Bruce McDougal
102 Roma
Duncanville, Texas 75116

1. I received a call from Kay Tinner. She stated that several
people were going to get together in her office to discuss
the upcoming elections, and in particular, the hope that
someone would run for congress as a Republican in the Texas 5th.

2. In addition to the people listed inter alia, there was Bill Booher,
Jerry Rucker, Tom Carter, and several others whose names I can not
recall. Maybe thirty people in all. We discussed the prospects
of finding someone who might want to run for congress in the 5th.

3. Same as the first meeting. People who were interested in being
a candidate made their desire known at one of the meetings I
attended, but I am not sure which one it was.

4. There was a third meeting, I believe, where each of the candidates
was interviewed informally by the group.

,~ ,

5. I have identified all I can remember.

6. No officers.

7. No endorsement.

8. Not to my knowledge. I neither saw nor heard of any such
transaction.

9. Someone paid for a poll of the district, for their own personal
N edification, as far as I know. The results, in part, of that

poli were shared with some of the group. As far as I know,
none of the potential candidates were privy to its contentents.

10. At two of the meetings, coffee and tea were served. About $10
altogether, I would assume. I believe Russell Perry paid for that.

11. I do not know the answer to a, b, c, d, e.

12. I do not know the. answers to a, b, c, d, e.

13. I believe it was Southern Political.

14. I have never seen the poll, nor have I ever had any part of it
in my possession.

15. Not to my knowledge.

16. No one. It was a very loose knit organization.

I affirm that the answers above are true, to the best of my
knowledge.

-Lz~'Ze
Aruce McDougal
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COJOIISSION

MUR 2113

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS OF

Louis A. Beecheri, Jr.

1. I learned about a proposed ad hoc committee to draft a

candidate for the 5th district sometime shortly before November

7th, 1985, by talking to Kay Tinner on the phone.

2. I attended a meeting on November 7th, 1985, at 2:30 PM,

in Russell Perry's office. I did not know many of the people

. (I am attaching a list of those invited to attend.) I

also think Richard Ford might have been at this meeting. At the

meeting it was discussed whether or not a Republican would be

successful in a race in the 5th district, and who would be a

potential candidate.

3. My records show that I attended a meeting on December

w 4th, 1985, however this could be wrong and it could have been the

5th. The only person other than the ones listed on the

invitation for the November 7th, 1985 meeting that I can think of

that was there was Jim Collins. At the meeting the discussion

was that a poll indicated that the 5th district was winnable if a

viable candidate could be encouraged to run. A discussion of

possible candidates was held.

4. I believe there probably were other meetings besides the

November 7th, 1985, and December 4th, 1985, but I did not attend

and do not know where the meetings were held, who might have

attended such meeting, or what might have been discussed.
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5. I believe all the members are identified.

6. The committee did not have any official or unofficial

officers, and were really never a committee -- just a group of

people meeting.

7. It was the concensus of the December 4th, 1985 meeting

that Tom Carter would be the best candidate but as far as I know,

he was not endorsed.

8. As far as I know, the committee never received any money

from any source.

9. The only expenditure that I am familiar with in this

category was a bill from Karen Parfitt Hughes to Kay Tinner for

$329.89 which Kay Tinner asked me to pay, and I did so on January

22, 1986. A copy of the bill and check are attached. I do not

'I know if this had anything to do with the ad hoc committee or not.

This was something Kay Tinner did on her own and I merely paid

this as a favor to Kay tinner.

r 10. As far as I know, no person provided any goods or

services for the committee.

ha. I requested Richard Ford contact the Marketing Research

Institute for a public opinion poll to be taken on my behalf.

hib. I made the decision to run the poll for my sole benefit

in order to decide whether or not I wanted to expend my time and

energy supporting a candidate in the 5th district.

llc. I paid for the poll personally for the reasons stated in

1 lb.

lld. The poll cosrt $7,500, and 1/2 was paid on 11/11/85, and

the remaining half was paid on 12/5/85. Copies of the invoice

and checks are enclosed.
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lie. I received no reimbursement for the oost of the poll.
12a. The poll was paid for by checks drawn on the Intertirat

Park Cities Bank/Dallas, on my joint checking account with my

wife.

12b. The Interfirst Park Cities Bank/Dallas is a hOUgChOld
checking account, owned by me and my wife.

12c. Interfirst Park Cities Bank/Dallas, Account
l2d. Interfirat Park cities Bank/Dallas checking account can

only be signed by me or my wife.

12e. Copies of the checks are enclosed.

13. Dr. Verne Kennedy
- Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeland, Suite B
- Jackson, Mississippi 39216

14. Copy of the poll is enclosed.
It) 15. As far as I know, the ad hoc group has never kept any

minutes or records.
C

16. If anybody was responsible for the operation of the adhoc committee, it was Kay Tinner.
C

N
I swear that the answers set out above are true and correct

to the best of my knowledge.

Louis A. Beechezi, Jr. /



from
KAY E. TINNER

October 28, 1985 P.O. Do: 6603600 Dafla,. TX 732664560
TEL 214539-14S7

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

TO: Councilman Jim Richards
Kr. Dan Garrigan
Judge Charles Luedtke
Hr. Bill Solemene
Rep. Bill Ceverha
Comissioner Nancy Judy
Kr. Tom Carter
Ks. Kay Copeland
Ks. Virginia Steenson
Mr. Jeb Hensarling
Mr. Steve Tiemann
Ms. Glynda Turner
Kr. Tom Shull
Ks. Ruth Nicholson
Mr. George Pond
Sen. John Leedom
Ks. Colleen Parro

,..41~. Louis Beecherl
Mr. Harry Lucas

~n Navazz'o
Jim DePetria
Bill Booher
Bob Palmar
Gerald Reed
Robert Seward
Calvin Stephens
Ken Smith

You are invited to attend a meeting on Thursday,
November 7, 1985 at 2:30 p.m. at Republic Financial
Services, 2725 Turtle Creek Boulevard, 8th floor.
The topic for discussion will be the Republican
challenger for the 5th Congressional District,
against incumbent John Bryant.

We would very much like your input, so please plan
to come. Please RSVP to me or Deborah Jones at
559-1487.

Thank you.

-4
/dj I
cc Russell H. Perry

X!OV 4 ~

11/1/85
~ Mr. Kelley Johnson of the NRCC will

the meeting.

S

Memo
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November 7,

- ~

3 ~ ~ 4~4*~-~

2:35 p.m.

A. DEMOGRAPHICS/ VOTING STATISTICS

-- Bill Ceverha

--- ~lly JoIM2stQp /1
B. CANDIDTE QUALITIES

C. QUESTIONS S ANSWERS

III. THE FIFTH DISTRICT -- POTENTIAL CANDIDATES

REMARKS AND DISCUSSION

IV. ADJOURNMENT
A

CT-

'U:
Tcs~L ~

~'- -

i, 6~'*

(~U{

II. THE FIFTH DISTRICT

2:40 p.m.

p.m.

3:05 p.m.

3:15 p.m.

3:30 p.m.

7/'

4:00 p.m.

iv,
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Ks. Kay Tinner January 8, 1986
2725 Turtle Creek Blvd. Stat~iuit No. 002
Dallas, Texas 75219

PR)JEL'r: News conference to aincizice results of 5th Qmgreuuicnal DiStriCt
survey, De~~siber 3, 1985

EOR PIVFESSI~4AL C~1~SUL.TflE SERVI~

ITENIZH~ S~ BIlL

Date Hours

Discussing project with Rep. Bill Ceverha, 12/02/85 1.5
writing n~Iia advisory to nctify uedia,
making arrangaients for r~s conference at
Union Station

Hand delivering nedia advisory to discuss news 12/02/85 2.0
conference with major political repoczters at
television and radio stations and major

~v newspapers, phone Conversations to IDtify
suburban nedia and smaller radio stations

Reminder phone calls to major nedia, 12/03/85 1.0
final axrange~rents at Union Station and

~) attending news conference

1U~AL IEUI~: 4.5

1U~L FOR SERVI~S: $225.00
w ITE~4IZED EXPH~SF~

(receipts attached)

Mileage (delivery of nedia advisory) 15 miles at .20 a mile $ 3.00
Copies (nedia advisory) 22 copies at .25 a a~py $ 5.50
Parking (Union Station) $ 1.60
Union Station (roan charge, microphone rental, cof foe) $ 94.79

'lU1~AL EKPE2~SES: $104.89

~[U1~AL THIS BILL: $329.89
Thank you.

Karen Parfitt Hughes 
-~

2777 Staiiions, Suite 1657
Dallas, Texas 75207 

_______

~
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STATEMENT

DATE:

Louis A. Beecheri,

Decsflber 2, 1985

2750 Bryan Tower

Dallas, Texas 75201 PROJECT *: 023.8511'1X0501

AITENTION: MR. RI~iARD FORD

DATE DESCRIPTION CHARGES PAYMENTS BALANCE

p.

1/13-21/85 SURVEY RESEAR~{ FOR T~(AS
C0NGRESSI~AL DISTRICI' 05 -

~450 San~le $ 7,500.00 $ 7,500.00

11/1'4/ 85 RECEIPT - PRE-.PAYMENT $ 3,750.00 3,750.00

I .2 65

I
PLEASE PAY THIS AMOUNT $ 3,750.00

THAUK YOU FOR YOUR PROI4PT PAYMENT 1
MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO:

Marketing Researcr, Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive / Suite 6 / Jackson. MississiPpi 39216-5007 / (601) 366-9000

TO: Jr._



LOUIS A. UCECHEAL. JR.
3301 SEVERLY ORIVg PH. 531-0mm

DALLAS. TEXAS 75205
3039

Nov. 11, 19__85
SPAY TO THEORDEROF Marketing Research Institute $ 3,75O.Q~

LflUU~JIx1LI ~LVk~N HUNDRED FIFTY AND NO/100-------------------~~DOLLARS
THiS CHICK IS OGLIVINED IN CON WITH I F A Ut4VSFirst a ent 0 

. ~ ', 2'-apis A. BEECHERL. JR.
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LOUIS A. SEECHEAL. JR.
2601 SEVERLY DElVE PH. 5314521

DALLAS. ?EXAU7S2OS Dec. 5, ~

PAY TO TN
ORDER OF

E
.. b~.4..,. ~ ?a.J~.a. - S

-THREE THOUSAND SEVEN HUNDRED FIFTrA~TD NO/1OO~-------------nfl' , £00
I - V 7

TInS CHECK IS OELIVE~UO IN CONNECTION WITH THE POLLOWiNd ACCOUNTS.

I FinalJDavment on nol. nolfi
Droiedt DO2lBSllTTflSfll

ELDJJIS A. BEECHERL. JD.

IF
00003

II
Ii
Ii

3056
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November 22. 1985

"Nj

Dr. Verne Kennedy
Marketing Research Institute 1OV 261985
1900 Lakeland, Suite B L ii
Jackson, Mississippi 39216 --

Dear Verne:

As you prepare your report on the 5th Co.ng~ sslonal District, I thought

I would give you some more background on wh ill be addressing.
The first group is a draft conini ch is checking the vulnerability

of John Bryant before they strongly a candidate to run.
The second group will be pote~~I major donors to a candidate willing

to challenge Bryant. A good number of these are in the oil business and
are naturally concerned about challenging an incumbent Congressman who sits
on the Energy and Conurce Conuni ttee.

Since both groups are potentially investing a good deal of time and money
into such a carrpaign, your report discussing whether or not a challenger
has a reasonable chance of defeating Bryant, and to what degree the possibility
exists, will be very inportant to them. These are generally politically
astute people and are not afraid of taking a chance and supporting conservative
principles as long as they are not wasting their efforts and reputation in
a cause that has very little chance of succeeding.

We look forward to hearing from you at your earliest convenience, and
hopefully scheduling for December 3 or December 4, 50 that you can make your
presentation to one or both of these groups.

Be

Richard A. Ford
President

RAF:sr
N, cc: Mr. Louis Beecheri



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Texas 5th Congressional District

Marketing Research Institute conducted a survey of 450 regis-tered voters in the Texas 5th Congressional District in lateNovember of 1985. Survey data has an error factor of 4.7% atthe .95 level of confidence. Research results strongly sup-port the conclusion that the 5th District has high potentialfor election victory for a Republican candidate. Majorresearch findings supporting this conclusion are as follows.

First, 62.0% of all voters surveyed have high potential for
favoring a Republican candidate for Congress. only 35.3% ofall voters identified themselves as Democrats, but 62.0%identified themselves politically as Republican or Indepen-dents. Independent voters, in the experience of MarketingResearch Insitute, tend to vote more often Republican thanDemocrat when the option is provided.

Second, incumbent Congressman John Bryant received low levelsof voter awareness and recognition. Only 11.6% of voterscould identify John Bryant in an unaided recall question.Although 63.0% of voters had some name recognition forBryant, only 21.8% of that recognition was hard, favorablerecognition. By and large, Congressman Bryant has low recog-
nition among voters in the District.

C, Third, incumbent Congressman John Bryant received a positivejob satisfaction of only 34.0% with a mean job performancescore of 3.31 on a five-point scale. Marketing Research Insti-tute has used the job satisfaction question employed in thissurvey in over 300 campaigns, and no incumbent receiving lessthan 38% positive job satisfaction has been returned tooffice if a viable, alternative candidate was available. Asadditional support data, Bryant received a re-election scoreof only 24.7% when most successful incumbents receive a re-
election score of 50.0% or higher.

Fourth, trial heat questions indicated considerable weaknessfor John Bryant, the re-election candidate. A strong, viableincumbent should receive 50% or more support against any chal-lenge candidate. Against a challenge Republican candidatewith 46.7% total name recognition, Bryant received only 39.8%vote in a trial heat question. Against a Republican candi-date with only 28.7% total name recognition, Bryant received44.0% trial heat support. Even with relatively low namerecognition himself, Bryant should have received at least 50%trial heat support against both Republican candidates used as
tests in the survey.

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 LakeBand Drive / Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007 / (601) 366-9000
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Fifth. Bryant's voting history in Congress on several key
issues, such as arms control, pra1er in schools, and a
balanced nationl budget, place the noumbant Congressman in
additional jeopardy. Among all survey respondents, 62.4%
opposed Bryant on the prayer in schools issue, 58.0% Opposed
the Congressman on his stand on a balanced national budget,
and still others opposed him on arms control and foreign
aid. Overall, the District favors basic Republican issues.

Verne R. Kennedy, Ph.D.
President

Marketing Research Institute
1900 Lakeland Drive / Suite 8/ Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007 / (601) 366-9000

- f.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CO)Q4ISS ION

MUR 2113

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS OF

Kay Tinner

Answers to Ouestions and Requests:

1. The "group of individuals" referred to in paragraph 2 of

my January 13, 1986 affidavit referred to an informal discussion

I was having at a social event with several other people who were
'I

attending the function. It was merely informal conversation that

evolved at while we were standing around. I can not recall the

specific individuals who were standing there during the course of

this conversation. However, it was this conversation that gave

p me the idea that something needed to be done to insure that a

Republican candidate would be fielded to run in the congressional

district of 1986.

2. The list of people whom I invited is set out in

N attachment 1 of this affidavit.

3. The invitation to attend the first meeting was written

and a copy of it is attached. This is the same list referred to

in question number 2 above.

a. I have no records of who paid for the postage, however,

I likely paid for it out of my personal funds.

b. I requested people to respond to me or to Debra Jones

who is my secretary.



4. The meeting was held in Mr. Russell Perry's office. He,
however, was not in attendance. There were approximately 30
people who attended the first meeting. There were no records
maintained of who attended and who did not. Those invited were
encouraged to bring other individuals who may be interested so
that there is no way of determining specifically who attended. i
believe the checks next to the name on the list of people invited
indicated that they had accepted to attend the meeting, but I am

not certain.

5. Specific jobs were not assigned to individuals. Certain
people volunteered to assume certain activities which would
assist us in determining if the seat was winnable and if so to
encourage any individual who was a potential viable winner to
enter the Republican primary. Again, this was our principal
intention so that the seat would not be forfeited to the Democrat
as it was in 1984. One person was assigned to give the
questionnaires out to individuals who may make good candidates

and to retrieve the answers to those questionnaires. Others were
asked to review the legal issues involved in the activities of
the group and another to determine if a poll was necessary.

6. I can not recall for certain who paid for the printing
of the questionnaries who were distributed to the potential
candidates. Though I can't recall for certain, I likely paid for
whatever cost were involved in the copying of the questionnaires

which were distributed to the potential candidates. A copy of

the questionnaire is enclosed.
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7. Again, there is no sign-in sheet or other record as to
who attended the December 5th meeting. There were about 40
people in attendance and a copy of those of who were invited to
attend the meeting is also attached. However, after this length
of time, I can not recall specifically who was in attendance.

8. No.

9. There were no "members" per se of this group. When the
meetings were held, invitations were sent out and people were
encouraged to bring others along. However, I can not think of
anybody who attended the meetings or participated whose names are
not included on the 2 lists of invitations which I have provided

to you.

10. The group never received any money from any source.

11. In addition to those monies which I spent for incidental
things, such as the copying charges or the postage for the
invitations, the only other expenditure which I am aware was a
bill for approximately $329 submitted by Karen Parfett Hughes

which I requested Louis Beecherl to pay. These expenses were for

activities in conjunction with holding the press conference, such
as microphones, room charge, parking and other miscellaneous

expenses.

12. Other than those goods and services discussed above, I

am unaware of any other goods or services provided to the group.
A poll was paid for by Hr. Beecherl, however, as discussed above,
this was an item he personally sought to have; not something on

behalf of the group.

13a. Mr. Louis Beecherl.
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13b. Hr. Beecheri decided to contract for this poll on his

own behalf. Prior to the time any discussion of bringing a group

of people together to discuss potential candidates, Mr. Beecherl

indicated to me that some Republican candidate should run in the

Congressional district in the 1986 general election, unlike the

situation that occurred in 1984. His comment was based on the

fact that if the two party system is to work, candidates from

both parties needed to be fielded and encouraged to seek office.

However, he indicated that he did not wish to waste his time or

money in supporting whatever candidates decided to run if, in his
ff)

opinion the seat was not possible to win. At that time, he

expressed to me that he would like to have a poll taken for his

own personal use to determine if the congressional district could

be run by a Republican.

13d. I do not know how much the poll specifically cost.

13e. No reimbursement was made to the best of my knowledge.

14. I have no knowledge regarding any question requested

under question 14.

15. I believe the poll was conducted by Marketing Research

Institute.

16. I do not have a list of the questions asked in the poll.

17. The group has never maintained any minutes, sign-in

sheets or other records regarding the meetings held. The only

item maintained was an agenda which was prepared prior to the

meeting.

18. There was no one individual off ically in charge of the

operation of the group. I took it upon myself to send out
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invitations and coordinate meetings, but as I have stated before,
this was a very informal group of individuals who cams together
to express their opinions and not subject to any formal Structure
whatsoever especially as to a leadership role.

19. There were no officers or officials of the group.
20. The statement which you quote from my affidavit here is

taken completely out of context. I was not referring to a
specific individual in my affidavit. The full context of that
sentence was, "As my parting comment for everyone at the meeting,
I said I hoped they had found a candidate they could support and

0
I wished they would support that candidate after they left the
meeting." My entire purpose for making that statement was not to
endorse or push a specific candidate upon the group, but merely
encourage people to become aware that a Republican candidate was
required to be fielded for the Congressional district and
whomever they chose to support, to encourage them to get out and
work on behalf of that candidate. Again, this was needed in
order to be assured that we had a Republican representative on

N the ballot for the Congressional district general election. No

specific endorsement was given to one candidate though people did
express the individuals whom they thought would make a good

candidate.

21. Mr. Blackwood and Mr. Ceverha were requested to attend
the press conference which was held for purposes of letting the
public know the Republican activists were anxious to locate a
candidate. To this extent, we thought it would be a good idea to
publicize that this interest was there in the hope that more
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individuals would step forward and express an interest in Seeking
the nomination. I can*t emphasize enough that this was a very
informal group of people whose whole purpose was to come together
and then to generate an interest in the upcoming election and to
encourage some individual to seek the Republican nomination. We
did not consider ourselves to be a political committee under the
control of the Federal Election laws since we were not
encouraging any specific persons election or defeat. We only
wanted to find someone to run for the seat to aid the general
good of our two party system. That general good government

N encouragement should be made for all political offices without

having to be a registered committee.

N'

I swear that the answers set out above are true and correct

to the best of my knowledge.
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Memo

October 28, 1985

from
KAY E. TINNER

P.0.3036605600 DuE., TX ?52*0560

TEL 214-559.143?

TO: Councilman Ji. Richards
Hr. Dan Garrigan

-Judge Charles Ludt.ke
Hr. Bill Solemene
Rep. Bill Ceverha
Cotmnissioner Nancy Judy
Hr. Tom Carter

~ Ms. Kay Copeland
b-~H5. Virginia Steenson
'-Pr. Jeb Hensarling
wHr. Steve Tiemann
-tis. Glynda Turner
Hr. Tom Shull

,.- Ms. Ruth Nicholson
~' Hr. George Pond

NO Sen. John Leedom
Ms. Coileen Parro
Mr. Louis Beecherl

~- Mr. Harry Lucas

'- Mr.

~- Hr.
'-PEr.
Mr.

.-Mr.
i-Mr.
Mr.

~#Mr.
Mr.
fr'r.

Don Navazzo
.7im Depetz'Ia
Bill Booher
Bob Palmar
Gerald Reed
Robert Seward
Calvin Stephens
ICen Sal th

Jim Francis
14 *
***~ 1..!/ *~*1~

I,. I-'
~. )h. ~ ~ / (4,9/ID

b ~ -

/)t~~ i)..., I I

.- Th. £

You are invited to attend a meeting on Thursday,
November 7, 1985 at 2:30 p.m. at Republic Financial
Services, 2725 Turtle Creek Boulevard, 8th floor.
The topic for discussion will be the Republican
challenger for the 5th Congressional District,
against incumbent John Bryant.

We would very much like your input, so please plan
to come. Please RSVP to me or Deborah Jones at
559-1487.

Thank you.

4/
Idj (
cc Russell H. Perry

11/1/85
P.S. Mr. Kelley Johnson of the NRCC will be attending

the meeting.

0 0
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N I A HINTING

December 4, 1985

Aaenda

I. Call to order 2:00 p.m.

II. Introduce candidates

Present results of questionnaires 2:05 p.m.

III. Dismiss candidates 2:35 p.m.

IV. Poll results 2:40 p.m.

Remarks by Verne Kennedy

V. Questions & Ansvers 2:50 p.m.

VI. Discussion 3:15 p.m.
C,

A. Open to remarks from the floor

B. Plan of action

N VII. Adjournment 4:00 p.m.
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Please fill out this form as completely as space alloys. If you prefer, you may

attach a biography or ream, as long as it contains the same information.

State

Name

Campaign Address*

District I Party Affiliation__________

Campaign Phone~

Business Address

Home Address_____________________

Harried/Single/Divorced/SeParated

Occupation________________________

Education

Elective Offices Held___________

Business Phone________________________

Rome Phone______________________________

Date of Birth Children_________________

__________________Religion____________________________

Fraternal Organizations/Charities

References

Key Campaign Workers/Advisors/ConsultantS___________________________________________________

0

N



TAX REFORM, MIDGET ISIS, MID TIE ECORONY:

1. Should government spending be used to stimulate the
economy?

2. Do you believe that across-the-board tax cuts
stimulate the economy, increase investment and
promote savings, and would you vote in favor of
such cuts?

3. Would you support a constitutional amendment to
balance the budget?.

4. Do you believe that taxpayers should be allowed to opt
for a "flat tax short form" with limited deductions?

5. Do you think that Social Security, food stamps, civil.
service retirement, and other entitlements should
automatically increase: with the rate of inflation?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no. und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

6. Would you support legislation requiring domestic.
content on imported cars?-

N

yes no und.
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7. Should ye impose import juotas on imported cars?

8. Do you favor the repeal of the federal inheritance Tax?

9. Do you support the consolidation of hundreds of
federal categorical grants to the states into major
block grants?

10. Do you favor federal subsidies and loan guarantees for
large corporations that experience serious financial
difficulties?

11. Do you support a reduction in taxes and regulations to
induce industries to enter the inner cities (i.e.,
creation of "entarprise zones")?

REGULATORY REFORM:.

yes12. Should federal agencies be required to submit formal
assessments of the cost and benefits of regulations
before they are promulgated?

no und.

* 13. Do you favor "sunset laws", for' federal regulations
and agencies?

yes no und.

yes ~o und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.



14. Should small businesses with fever than twentymfive
employees be exempt from s~ O.S.H.A. regulations?

15. Should a federal agency be required to reimburse a
private citizen or business for attorney's fees vben
the agency loses its case against them?

yes no und.

yes no und.

ENERGy MID THE ENVIRORfNT:

16. Do you believe the current federal controls over the
surface mining of coal and the effects of underground
coal mining should be eased toallow for greater
exploration?

17. Do you favor the phased decontrol of natural gas?

18. Do you favor the elimination of the Department of
Energy?

19. Do you favor the continued development of nuclear
energy?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.



20. Do you believe that the current balance between
protection of the environment and the extraction of
resources from public and private lands is adequate?

21. Should the current clean air standards be made more
stringent?

22. Should the government be actively involved in
preventint industry from extracting resources from
public and private lands?

23. Do you favor increased funding for the Space Shuttle
program?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

DEFENSE POLICIES:

24. Do you favor increasing the defense budget in proportion
to the budget as a whole?

25. Do you think that the United States should spend more
money on the preparation of civil defense programs?

yes no und.

yes no und.
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* 26. Should the FB.I. and the C.I.A. be allowed to maintain

files on individuals and organizations in the United
States?

27. Do you favor significant cuts in military or domestic
aid to other countries as a means of reducing government
spending?

* 28. Should priority in foreign aid be given to nations with
anti-Comnunist governments even if they are not
Democratic?

29. Do you favor the sales of arms to allies who have
non-Democratic forms of government?

30. Do you believe the United States should sell high-
technology machinery and computers to the Soviet
Union and other Communist-controlled countries?

31. Should the United States extend credit to some
Coninunist countries to encourage trade with them?

32. Do you approve of present United States policy towards
Taiwan?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und..

yes no und.

yes no und.

~v.



33. Should uaain9nance of diplomatic relations wi~Taiwan
take precedence over normalization of ties with Red
China?

34. Would you favor military and personnel assistance to
Taiwan if it were attacked by mainland China?

35. Would you favor the imposition of trade embargos agaiSt
the Soviet Union as a method of pressuring that country
to stop military aggression in other parts of the vorld?

36. Do you support a bilateral freeze of nuclear weapons at
current levels between the United States and the Soviet
Union?

37. Do you feel United States companies should be compelled
to divest themselves of their South African opportuni-
ties until apartheid is ended?.

38. Would you support legislation which would impose
economic sanctions against the republic of South
Africa?

yes no und.

yea no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und..

yes und.



a39. Do you suppMt legislation to reduce United Statesfunding of the United Nations to no greater than thecontribution made by the Soviet Union?

40. Do you support legislation to allow direct assistance to
the Afghan Freedom Fighters as well as increased aid to
Pakistan?

41. Do you support a new strategic doctrine of an assured
survival as incorporated in the High Frontier global
missile defense strategy involving a shift from the
doctrine of mutual assured destruction?

42. Do you favor economic and military aid to pro-Democratic
forces in Central America?

ABORTION AND CHILDREN'S ISSUES:

43. Do you believe that the government should provide funds
for abortion-related medical expenses to those least
able to pay?

44. Would you support a constitutional amendment banning
abortions?

45. Do you favor government funding for sex education,
education on contraceptive use, and sex counseling?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.



* 46. Do you favv~overument funding and support o9daycare
and "family service" centers?

47. Do you believe the federal govermeent should establish
operating standards for institutions dealing with
children, such as daycare centers, youth camps, etc.?

yes no und.

yes no und.

~A~HEN'S ISSUES:

48. Would you vote in favor of the Equal Rights Amendment to
the Constitution?

49. Do you believe that states should have the right to
rescind their ratification ofa constitutional amendment
as long as it occurs prior to the ratification dead-
line?

50. Should women and men have equal responsibility with
regard to draft regiatration?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

51. Would you oppose "comparable worth" legislation (a
government-imposed syste~a which estimates the job
worth of an individual, rather than job worth being
based on free-market demand)?

V

yes. no und.



*, .

- FAMILY ISSUES:

52. Do you favor special tax credits for mothers who do not
work outside the hems?

yes no und.

53. Would you favor the Idea of allowing businesses to claim yes no und.
the costs of establishing and maintaining childcare
facilities for their employees as-a business expense
for tax purposes?

54. Do you believe the tax-exempt status of religious prgsni-, yes no und.
zations accused of engaging in political activities

- should be removed?

BUSING AND EDUCATION:

55. Do you support a constitutional amendment outlawing
courtmandated busing as a means of achieving racial
balance?

56. Would you favor an effort to eliminate the Department
of Education?

57. Do you believe private schools should be exempt from
government regulations that apply to public schools?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

0



a58. Do you beliWe that parents vho send their children to
private schools should be given a tax credit or
deduction?

59. Do you believe the federal government ought to alloy
states to eliminate Compulsory school attendance lava
if they so choose?

60. Do you believe Congress should encourage public schools
to seek local counity approval of text books as a con-
dition of receiving federal funds?

61. Should time be set aside during school hours for vol-
untary prayer, and would you support a constitutional
amendment permitting it?

62. Do you favor 
the registration 

of handguns 
or any other

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

GUNS AND CRfrIE:

type of fire~rm?

63. Should handgun owners be licensed?

yes no und.

yes no ~nd.



fav~a
64. Do you ban on the sale of handguns of a

certain caliber or barrel length, such as the so~
called "Saturday Night Special"?

65. Would you favor a constitutional amendment mandating
the death penalty for specified crimes?

yes no *und.

yes no und.

66 Would you favor mandatory restitution for the victims of yes no
certain crimes to be paid by the perpetrator of the
crimes?

* 67. Would you favor revising the federal criminal, code to
eliminate or substantially limit the insanity defense?

68. Do you favor a waiting period for persons seeking to
buy handguns?

yes no und.

yes no und.

RIGET-TOWORK AND LABOR RELATED ISSUES:

69. Would you support legislation
to strike?

allowing public employees yes. no und.

70. Should public employee unions be able to require payment
of dues as a condition for employment? yes no und.

und.
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coltive
71. Should bargaining with public sector unions

be mandatory for state and local governments?

72. Do you believe that youths under the age of eighteen
should be permitted to receive wages below the minimum
wage?

73. Do you believe that current laws should be cha~ged to
allow partisan political activity by employees of the.
federal government (revision of the Hatch Act)'?

74. Do you belive that active duty military personnel
should be allowed to unionize?

75. Do you favor preservation of Section 14(b) of the
Taft-Hartley Act? (This section allows states to
enact right-to-work laws.)

76. Will you support new legislation prohibiting the use
of compulsory union dues and fees for any kind of
partisan political activity?

yes77. Would you favor efforts to repeal Davis-Bacon require
ments of prevailing wage for federally funded
construction proj ects?

yes no. und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

no und.



FOOD STAMPS, WELTARED SOCIAL ISSUES:

78. Do you believe that food stamps should be available to
voluntarily unemployed individuals? Ci..., strikez~s,
students, etc.)

79. Do you favor the idea of "workfare" which would require
some welfare recipients to work?

80. Do you favor absent father/child support enforcement if
it means federal aid to state law enforcement agencies?

81. Do you believe the federal government should encourage
the establishment of quotas to advance the rights of
minority groups?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes und.

yes no und.

82. Would you favor changes in the Social Security system
that would:

-phase in a raise in the eligibility age from 65 to 67?
-fund the systtem from gen~ral revenues?
~merge federal workers into the system?
-lead to gradual privatization of a retirement system?
-increase the current Social Security tax?

83. Should the federal government enact legisla-
tion to restrict the number of illegal aliens
entering the United States?

yes no und.

yes
yes
yes
yes
yes

no
no
no
no
no

und.
und.
und.
und.
und.



NATIONAL HEALTH INSDCE:

84. Do you support the establishment of federally funded
comprehensive national health insurance?

-for catastrophic illness only?

yes no und.

yes no und.

ELECTORAL WORkIS:

.85. Would you favor the elimination of the Federal Election
* Comission?

86. Would you favor making the Federal Election Comission
serve as a reporting agency only?

87. Do you favor the elimination of public financing of
presidential elections?

* 88. Would you support public financing of United States

House and Senate elections?

In the primary as well as the general election?

89. Would you favor a limit on the total amount of money
a candidate can receive from Political Action Coinit-
tees?

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes no und.

yes

yes

und.

und.

yes no und.



a90. Would you illor a limit on the amount of money Political
Action Coinittees can receive from individuals? yea no und.

LEGAL SERVICES:

91. Would you support the elimination of all direct and
indirect funding of legal service programs?

92. Would you favor a prohibition of federal legal services
funds going for the support of homosexual rights groups?

yes no und.

yes no und.

JURISDICTIONAL QUESTIONS:

93. Would you favor using Congress' constitutional author
ity to limit the number and purview of federal courts? yes no und.

AFTER YOU ARE ELECTED.

95. Do you believe that ideology is the most important
factor in choosing individuals for leadership
positions in the House and Senate?

96. Do you agree that experience should take precedence over
ideological compatibility in hiring congressional staff?

yes no und.

yes no. und.



FOR REPUBLICAN NOUSE~EDIDATES:

97. Will you comit to joint and Uuanacially support the
House Republican Study Ceemittee? (R.S.C. is a
caucus of conservative aeinbers who financially contri"
bute a shared staff arranginent for legislative
research and analysis.)

98. Will you commit yourself to use the LS.C. as a source
of potential employees and staff?

yes no und.

yes no tand.

FOR DENOCRATIC HOUSE CANDIDA!ES:

99. Will you coit to join the Conservative Democratic
Forum? (The C.D.T. is a coalition of conservatives
joined to represent the conservative wing of the
Democratic Party.)

yes no und.

FOR REPUBLICAN SENATE CANDIDATES:

100. Will you commit to join and financially support the
Seante Steering Coittee? (The S.S.C. is a caucus
of conservative Senators who financially contribute
to a shared staff arrangement for legislative research
and analysis.)

yes no und.



rot DEflO~RATIC SENAt~~AIIDID&TES:

101. Viii yOu c@init to Join a coalition of conservative
Dinocratic Senators to assure that the conservative
wing of the Democratic Party is recognized in the
Senate?

yes no und.

I.t,

-'p
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Mr. Predrick Reuwon
Ms. Peggy Childrass
Mr. Charles Trupp
Mr. Bill Blackvood
Mr. Ernest Wakefield
Mr. Mike Damen
Ms. Mary Murray
Mr. Bill Price
Mr. Bruce NeDougal
Mr. Jim DePetris
Mr. Anthony Jonas
Mr. Jerry Rucker
Mr. Leo Berman
Mr. J. Kenneth Smith
Ir. Robert Sevard
Ir. Gerald Reed
Ir. Robert P. Palmer
Ir. Bill Booher
Ir. Jim Francis
Ir. Kelly Johnston
ir. G. N. Parrott
Is ,~Jeannette Sledge
4r. Paul Fielding
1r*C~ Kay Bailey Hutchison
Irs. Martha Weisand
ls.Sheryl Miller
Ir.jluben Guerrero
en. John Leedoim

lral..ouis A. Beecherl, Jr.
4s. Colleen Parro
~sJRuth Nicholson
Ir. Tom Shull
Is. Glynda Turner
Ir..7Steve Tiemann
Ir. Jeb Hensarling
Is r~Virginia Steenson
Is. Kay Copeland
IrN~om Carter
oWissioner Nancy Judy
tei Bill Ceverha
Ir. Bill Solemene
Fudge Charles Luedtke
Ir. Dan Garrigan
ouncilman Jim Richards
Ir. Harry Lucas )
Ir. George Pond
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This report represents the results of a scientific survey of
public opinion among registered voters in the State of Texas,
Fifth Congressional District, conducted November 13-2 1, 1965.
The survey is based upon telephone interviews with a sampling of
four hundred and fifty (450) persons.

The sample population was scientifically selected to meet rigid
criteria of random selection through stratification and
geographical allocation. Survey results for this report are
subject to a sample error factor or plus or minus 4.7k at the
.95 level of confidence; however, results for various
geographical areas and cross tabulations contained in this
report vary widely depending upon the number of respondents in
each cell. Cells containing fewer respondents than eighty
should generally be considered unreliable.

Actual telephone interviews were conducted by employees of
Marketing Research Institute of Jackson, Mississippi, trained
and experienced in telephone interview techniques. All
interviews were conducted under the close supervision of
Marketing Research Institute. Completed interviews were checked
for compliance with the sample specification and interview
instructions, coded, keyed into the computer, and computer
processed using Marketing Research Institute equipment and
trained, experienced personnel.

The computer document accompanying this report contains total
results and cross tabulation of major items contained in the
interview questionnaire. Data discussed in this report were
taken from the computerized tabulations.

Marketing Research Institute
1900 Lakeand Drive / Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007/ (601) 366-9000
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Dr.- Verne R. Kennedy, Senior Analyst for Marketing Research
Institute, Jackson, Mississippi, has examined the data and pre-
pared the following analysis report for Texas Congressional
District 5. The analytical report is based upon actual inter-
views of registered voters conducted from the field research
facilities of Marketing Research Institute. Recommendations con-
tained within this report are based upon voter opinion as re-
flected in the survey at the time actual interviews were
completed.

Among the twenty-five D~Q~B&P.HZ~
questions contained in the survey
of four hundred and fifty (450) registered voters in Texas Fifth
Congressional *District, eight questions gathered demographic in-
formation about voters including county of residence, zip code,
political identification, age of respondent, occupation for head
of household, annual household income, sex and race of respon-
dent. Demographics are important in survey research for two
fundamental reasons. First, demographics enable the researcher
to verify the accuracy of the sampling procedure. Second, demo-
graphics provide an excellent means for describing voter opinion
by specific population groups.

County of residence and zip code of residence were included in
the survey to verify that residents interviewed lived in the
Fifth Congressional District. Although zip code information
will not be included in this report, the client may request addi-
tional data based upon groups of zips if desired.

Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeand Drive / Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39218-5007 I (601) 366-9000
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Question 19 asked: "Generally speaking, do you consider your-
self a Republican, a Democrat, or an Independent?" Replies to
the political identification question were as follows: Democrat
35.3%, Republican 33.3%, Independent 28.7%, Other political iden-
tification 1.1%, and Uncertain 1.6%. In studies conducted by Kar-
keting Research Institute for Republican candidates in over
twenty-five states, the research company has concluded that geo-
graphical areas offering excellent prospects for election of a
Republican candidate need a minimum of combined Republican and
Independent voter identification of 50%. Texas Fifth Congres-
sional District exceeds the 50% minimum with 62.0% of the voters
thinking of themselves as either Republicans or Independents.

Question 20 determined voter age, and replies were: 18-24 Years
- 12.0%, 25-34 Years 29.8%, 35-44 Years 16.9%, 45-64 Years 26.2%,

and 65 Years and over 26.2%, and No reply 0.2%.

Question 21 asked respondents to indicate the occupation for the
head of the household. Replies were: Professional and adminis-
trative households 15.6%; Sales, clerical, and technical mdi-
viduals 57.1%; Blue-collar laborers 21.6%, Unemployed 0.9%,
Other occupations 4.4%, and No reply 0.4%. The Fifth Congres-

N sional District contained 72.7% white-collar and 21.6% blue-

collar workers.

Question 22 employed a grouped data question to determine annual
household income. The question had the following replies: Under
$10,000 annual income 9.6%; $l0,000-19,999 annual income 16.0%;
$20,000-$29,999 annual income 24.2%; $30000-$39,999 annual in-
come 18.0%; $40,000-$49,999 annual income 10.2%; $50,000-$74,999
9.3%; Over $75,000 annually 5.1%; and No reply 7.6%.

Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeand Drive I Suite B/ Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007/ (601) 366-9000
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Question 23 determined sex of respondent, and replies were:
52.9% Hale and 47.1% Female. Voter race as determined by Ques-'
tion 24 was: Black 24.0%, White 68.9%, Hispanic 3.8%, American
IndIan 2.4%, and Asian 0.7%.

Marketing Research Institute has compared demographic character-
istics of sample respondents with known and verifiable informa-
tion concerning Texas voters residing in the state's Fifth Con-
gressional District. Marketing Research is satisfied that the
current sampling is an accurate representation of voters within
statistical error limitations discussed in the introduction of
this report.

Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeand Drive I Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007 I (601) 366-9000
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Questions 4 3LQTILZMflZNZ~Z!&WAZQI
and 9 ~ased a five-point

job satisfaction question to gather information concerning job

satisfaction among all voters in Texas Fifth congressional Dis-

trict for President Reagan and for Congressman John Bryant. The

question contained replies ranging from very satisfied to very

dissatisfied. The job satisfaction question employed produces

two important measures of voter evaluation of officials. The

first index is positive job satisfaction which is determined by

combining very and mildly satisfied replies. In the experience

of Marketing Research Institute, well-known incumbents should

have at least a 64% positive job satisfaction to have a 50% or

0 higher re-election potential. A second index is the satisfac-

tion score which is determined by converting the five-point

- satisfaction question into numeric value with very satisfied as

5 and very dissatisfied as 1.. A mean score is determined for

all respondents. In the experience of Marketing Research Insti-

tute, well-known incuubents having at least an equal likelihood

of re-election success must hold a 3.6 or higher score on the

five-point scale.

~7.

President Reagan received a positive job satisfaction of 70.0%

and satisfaction score using the five-point scale of 3.73.

Actual replies were: Very dissatisfied 12.2%, Mildly dissatis-

fied 9.1%, Neither/Nor 8.7%, Mildly satisfied 33.3%, and Very

satisfied 36.7%. Voters are highly satisfied with the job being

done by president Reagan in office.

Question 9 gathered information concerning public opinion on the

job Congressman John Bryant is doing in Washington. The ques-

tion asked: "Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the job that

U.S. CongresSman John Bryant is doing in Washington? (If satis-

fied, ask...) Would you say that you are very satisfied or only

mildly satisfied? (If dissatisfied, ask...) Would you say that

you are very dissatisfied or only mildly satisfied?" Replies

Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeand Drive / Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007 I (601) 366-9000



Page 6

were: Very dissatisfied 2.9%, Mildly dissatisfied 5.4%, 
Neither/

Nor 57.8%, Mildly satisfied 24.8%, and Very satisfied 9.2%.

Bryant's total satisfaction is 34.0%. The mean satisfaction

score for Bryant's performance in office is 3.31. Bryant's job

satisfaction score is influenced by the high number of neutral

responses to the question. Question 5 used an unaided recall

technique to determine John Bryant' s hard recognition as Con-

gressman. The question asked: "Can you recall the name of your

congressman in the 5th congressional District?" Replies were:

Bryant named 11.6%, Other individual named 10.8%, Uncertain

76.9%, and No reply 0.7%. Replies to the unaidedrecall ques-

tion and the job satisfaction question reveal that voters are

unfamiliar with the job that Bryant is doing in Congress.

Another measure of Bryant's incumbent job satisfaction was the

employment of a re-election question. Question 10 asked: "As

you know, congressional elections will be held in 1986. Would

you like to see Congressman Bryant re-elected or would you pre-

fer that someone else be given the chance to do better?" Re-

plies were: Bryant re-elected 24.7%, Prefer someone else 19.1%,

and Uncertain 56.2%. Bryant's re-election support comes pri-

manly from voters 45 years and older, voters who are Democrats,

voters who are laborers, and voters who have incomes under

$20,000 annually. There was no difference based on sex and a

slightly higher re-election score among minority 
races.

In the experience of Marketing Research Institute, well-known

incumbents having at least a 50% re-election score must hold a

50% or higher probability of re-election. Bryant's re-election
score is below the 50% mark for re-election success.

I
I
I

Marketing Research Institute
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Questions 6-8
employed a hard/soft,
favorable/unfavorable name recognition question to gather inform
mation concerning Bryant, Leedom, and Judy. The hard/soft name
recognition and favorability question produces three important
indices. First, voters not having heard or read the candidate's
name are considered to have no recognition. Second, voters
having heard or read the candidate's name but unable to specifi-
cally identify the candidate are considered to have soft recogni-
tion. Third, voters having heard or read the candidate's name
and also having the ability to specifically identify the candi-
date are considered to have hard recognition. Total recognition
is obtained by adding hard and soft recognition together. The
question further allows the researcher to determine favorable
and unfavorable responses to the question by asking hard recogni-
tion voters whether the opinion they hold for the candidate is
favorable or unfavorable.

Question 6 asked: "I'm going to mention several names. For each
name, please tell me whether you recognize the name, and if so,
what you know about the person. If you do not recognize the
name, just say so. The first name is John Bryant. (If recognize,
ask...) What do you know about him? (Then ask...) Do you have a
favorable or unfavorable opinion of him?" Replies to the ques-
tion were: Never heard of 36.9%, Heard of Only 9.8%, Known/No
Opinion 26.7%, Known/Unfavorable 4.7%, Known/Favorable 21.8%,
and No reply 0.2%. Bryant received 63.0% total name recognition
made up of 21.8% favorable, 4.7% unfavorable, 26.7% neutral, and
9.8% soft recognition.

The following table presents district-wide results for name
recognition including favorable recognition, unfavorable recog-
nition, neutral recognition, total recognition, and the ratio of
favorable to unfavorable recognition. This ratio indicates the
number of times favorable recognition exceeds unfavorable recog-
nition.

Marketing Research Institute
1900 LakeBand Drive/ Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007 I (601) 366-9000
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TABLE I

NAME RECOGNITION AND FAVORABILITY

POTENTIAL
~MRZM~I

JOHN BRYANT

JOHN LEEDON

NANCY JUDY

FAV. UNlAy. NEUTRAL TOTAL
U~Q~ U~Q~ U~Q~ U~Q~

21.8%

6.0%

20.0%

4.7% 26.7% 53.2%

2.7% 13.8% 22.5%

4.2* 14.2% 38.4%

POSITIVE
MZ~A~Z~

4.6:1

2.2:1

4.8:1

Marketing Research Institute
1900 Lakeand Drive / Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39218-5007 / (601) 366-9000
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Candidates with 90% total name recognition are considered to

have total name recognition and additional work on improving

name recognition is unnecessary. Candidates with name recogni-

tion between 70% and 89% are considered to have high recogni-

tion. Those with name recognition 50% to 69% are considered to

have moderate recognition. Individuals with name recognition

between 30% and 49% have low name recognition, and those with

29% or less total name recognition are considered relatively

unknown. Bryant is moderately known among voters of the Fifth
Congressional District. Nancy Judy has low name recognition and

John Leedom is considered relatively unknown.

C,

N Several considerations need to be taken into account when evalu-
ating figures from the above table. First, individuals with low

name recognition tend to have higher favorable to unfavorable

ratios due to low name recognition. Second, any potential can-

didate examining an upcoming campaign should maintain a minimum

of 2 to 1 favorable over unfavorable name recognition. Although

excellent favorable to unfavorable ratios exceed 3.0 to 1.0, a

2.0 to 1.0 is a minimum requirement for a candidate hoping to

launch a positive campaign based upon his own popularity. Third,

the accompanying data binder presents base figures for recogni-

N tion by demographic figures. These tables should be studied by

individuals interested in determining popularity and recognition

in specific demographic groups.

Marketing Research Institute
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Questions 11 and TRIAL KILT FOR CONGRESS
12 esployed a two-way
trial heat questions for Co~igress testing John Bryant against
two different candidates * !he first trial heat placed John
Leedom as the challenge caMidate against incumbent Bryant.
Results vere: John Bryant 44.0%, John Leedom 26.2%, and Unde-
cided 29.8%. In an identical trial heat question, Item 12,
replies were John Bryant 39.6%, Nancy Judy 30.7%, and Undecided
29.6%.

In cross tabulation table 10 x 11, voters favoring Byrant's re-
election had the following trial heat responses: Bryant 82.9%,
Leedom 10.8%, and 6.3% Undecided. Voters favoring someone else
in the basic re-election question were 30.2% for Bryant, 37.2%
for Leedom, and 32 * 6% Undecided. Voters who were uncertain in
the basic re-election question responded: Bryant 31.6%, Leedom
29.2%, and Undecided 39.1%.

Similar results can be seen in cross tabulation table 10 x 12,
the basic re-election question by the trial heat question be-
tween Bryant and Judy. Replies for Bryant's re-election support
were: Bryant 74.8%, Judy 17.1%, and Undecided 8.1%. Voters
favoring someone else in the basic re-election question were:
Favor Bryant 30.2%, Favor Judy 44.2%, and Uncertain 25.6%.

Bryant's trial heat support in both trial heat questions is made
up primarily of Democrats, and voters 45 years and older. Bryant
does best among voters who are laborers when tested against both
challenge candidates. Bryant does slightly better among sales,
clerical, and technical workers when Nancy Judy is the trial
heat opponent. Bryant does best among households with less than
$20,000 annual income. Both opposing candidates do best among
voters in the $30,000 to $50,000 range than with other voters.

Marketing Research Institute
1900 Lakeand Drive / Suite 6/ Jackson, Mississippi 39216-6007/ (601) 366-9000
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Five questions, UEZ~1~ OF BRYANT POSITION ON ISSUES
Questions 14 through 17,

were employed to determine the effect of congressman Bryant's

issue positions on voter opinion and vote for the incumbent.

Question 18 was used to determine voter perception of Bryant's

political philosophy.

Question 14 asked: "Congressman Bryant has cast several votes

in Congress which might affect his upcoming election. As I men-

tion the positions Congressman Bryant took on several issues in

Congress, please tell whether Bryant's position would tend to

cause you to vote for his re-election, against his re-election,

or make no difference whatsoever on your vote for Congress.

First, Bryant supports a nuclear arms freeze." Questions 15-17B

followed the same format as Question 14 testing four additional

issues. The following table reports the results for the series

of questions.

(SEE TABLE ON FOLLOWING PAGE.)

Marketing Research Institute
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TABLE II

POSITION EFFECT ON BRYANT RE-ELECTION

NUCLEAR ARMS FREEZE

OPPOSING PRAYER
IN SCHOOLS

OPPOSING MX MISSILE

OPPOSING REAGAN ON
BALANCED BUDGET

OPPOSING AID TO
CONTRAS IN NICARAGUA

zAy~a
53.6%

24.9%

35.3%

22.7%

26.4%

Q2~EZ

26.4%

62.4%

38.0%

58.0%

29.6%

MAKES NO
m~z

14.2%

10.0%

15 * 3%

9.1%

11.3%

508%

207%

11.3%

10.2%

11.1%

Marketing Research Institute
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As seen in Table II, Congressman Bryant has taken positions on

four o~t of the five issues tested that would tend to cause
voters to vote against his re-election.

Question 18 asked voters: "From all you know about Congressman

Bryant, would you say that he is far more liberal, somewhat more

liberal, somewhat more conservative, or far more conservative

than you consider yourself?" Replies were: 19.7% Far more lib-

eral, 30.7% Somewhat more liberal, 14.6% About the same, Some-

what more conservative 21.9%, and 13.1% Far more conservative.

Among all voters, Bryant was considered more liberal than the

voter 50.4% and more conservative than the voter 35.0%.

Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeand Drive I Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007 I (601) 366-9000
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LU~DA~U

Several basic conclusions can be drawn from the current survey
of public opinion in Texas' 5th Congressional District. First,

the district lends itself well to a candidacy by a Republican

for Congress. The district's major drawback as a Republican dis-

trict is the moderate percentage of black and minority voters

(30 * 9%). However, white voter sentiment and political identifi-

cation as well as past voting history and Reagan's popularity

indicate strength in the district for Republicans. It is recom-

mended that a Republican candidate be identified to challenge

Congressman John Bryant in his bid for re-election.

Marketing Research Institute has determined that Congressman

John Bryant holds less than a 50% chance of re-election success

against a strong and viable challenge candidate. Bryant's name

recognition (63.0%), job satisfaction (34%), basic re-election

figure (24.7), and trial heat scores (44.0% and 39.8%) do not

reach levels considered necessary for a successful re-election

effort. However, unless a strong campaign is launched against

Bryant, Bryant forces can succeed by increasing the Congress-

man's name recognition and job satisfaction. It is important

that a challenge campaign begin early in convincing voters that

Bryant is not acceptable as Congressman and is not doing an

adequate job representing the voters in Washington. Bryant' 5

position on key issues as well as his perception by voters as

more liberal than they consider themselves makes him vulnerable

to a campaign stressing issues and political philosophy.

Based upon data gathered in the current survey, Bryant is vulner-

able to an effective opposition campaign. Bryant's support base

tends to be comprised of the following: voters who are Demo-

crats, voters 45 years and older by age, voters earning under

$20,000 a year, voters who are blue-collar laborers, and minori-

ty voters. An opposition campaign, using a base of tradition-

ally Republican and Independent voters, could defeat the

incumbent. Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeand Drive I Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007/ (601) 366-9000
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The survey of 450 registered voters in Texas' 5th Congressional

District tested two candidates against Bryant. John Leedom's

name recognition is so low that he is relatively unknown in the

district. Therefore, the Bryant/Leedom trial heat does not

produce any real indicator of candidate potential for Leedox.

Nancy Judy has a total name recognition of 46.6% of those sur-

veyed and draws 30.7% in a trial heat with Bryant. With an in-

crease of name recognition of 80%, Judy's chances of a success-

ful campaign would increase proportionately.

The significant factor in the trial heat results is that Bryant

only received 44.0% support against a candidate with no name
N recognition. In a trial heat with a candidate holding 46.6%

total name recognition, Bryant received only 39.8% of trial heat

VP
vote. Bryant's re-election figure (24.7%) is one of the lowest

1) trial heat figures examined by Marketing Research Institute.

V Data suggests that Bryant holds no greater than 45% support

level and will have difficulty increasing that support.

Marketing Research Institute recommends that additional public

opinion be gathered in the 5th congressional District. Further

research should test candidate names and strengths against

Bryant to determine campaign strategy for the candidate in the

race who would hold the greatest election potential against
Congressman Bryant.

Marketing Research Institute recommends that target voters for a

challenge campaign be studied to determine strategy for an oppo-

sition campaign. Included in the appendix of this report is a

copy of frequency distributions for survey data including onlyI
voters least likely to vote for Bryant.

I
I

Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeand Drive / Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007/ (601)366-9000
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QUESTIORNAIRB AND TOTAL USUVI'S

A twenty-four item questionnaire was employed to gain opinionI and demographic data from the sample population. A copy of the

questionnaire with total results for the survey follow:
2. In what county is your residence located?

I Not included hers due to space limitations.

1 3. Can you tell me the postal zip code for your residence
address?

Not included here due to space limitations.

4. Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the job Ronald Reagan
is doing as President? (If satisfied, ask...) Would you say
that you are very satisfied or only mildly satisfied? (If
dissatisfied, ask...) Would you say that you are very
dissatisfied or only mildly dissatisfied?

Very Dissatisfied 12.2%Mildly Dissatisfied 9.1%

Neither/Nor 8 * 7%
Mildly Satisfied 33.3%

r Very Satisfied 36.7%
5. Can you recall the name of your Congressman in the 5th

Congressional District?
No reply 007%

Bryant named 11.6%
Other named 10.9%
Uncertain 76.9%

I
I

Marketing Research InstituteI 1900 Lakefand Drive I Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 392164007/ (601)366-9000
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6. I'm going to mention several names. For each name, pleas.

I ten me whether you recognise the name, and if so, what you
know about the person. If you do not recognise the name,

just say so. The first name is John Bryant, (If recognise,I ask..~) What do you know about him? (Write full response on

answer sheet.) (Then ask...) Do you have an unfavorable or

a favorable impression of John Bryant? (Write full response

on answer sheet.)

No reply 0. 2%

Never heard of 36.9%

I Heard of only 9.8%

Known/no opinion 26.7%

Known/unfavorable 4 * 7%

Known/favorable 21.8%

k 7. The second name is John Leedom. (If recognize, ask...) What
do you know about him? (Write full response on answer

sheet.) (Then ask...) Do you have a favorable or

unfavorable opinion of John Leedom? (Write full response on

answer sheet.)

No reply 0.0%

Never heard of 71.3%IT Heard of only 6.2%
Known/no opinion 13.8%
Known/unfavorable 2.7%
Known/favorable 6.0%

8. The next name is Nancy Judy. (If recognize, ask...) What do

I you know about her? (Write full response on answer sheet)

(Then ask...) Do you have a favorable or unfavorable opinion

of Nancy Judy? (Write full response on answer sheet)I
Never heard of 53.3%
Heard of only 8.2%I
Known/no opinion 14.2%
Known/unfavorable 4.2%

Known/favorable 2 0.0%

Marketing Research Institute

I 1900 LakeBand Drive / Suite B / Jackson, MIssissippi 39216-6007/ (601) 366-9000
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9. Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the job John Bryant
is doing as a U.S. Congressman? (If satisfied, ask...)
Would you say that you are very satisfied or only mildly
satisfied? (If dissatisf~Ied, ask...) Would you say that you
are very dissatisfied or only mildly dissatisfied?

Very dissatisfied 2 * 9*
Mildly dissatisfied 5.4*
Neither/nor 57.8*
Mildly satisfied 24.6%
Very satisfied 9.2%

10. As you know, Congressional elections will be held in 1986.
Would you like to see Congressman Bryant reelected or would
you prefer that someone else be given the chance to do
better?

No reply 0.0%
Bryant re-elected 24.7%
Someone else 19.1*
Uncertain 56.2*

11. If the election for Congress were held today, and the
candidates were John Bryant, the Democrat, and John Leedom,

N the Republican, which man would you favor?
No reply 0.0*
Favor Bryant 44.0*
Favor Leedom 26.2*
Uncertain 29.8%

12, In a Congressional election between John Bryant, the
Democrat, and Nancy Judy, the Republican, which person would
you prefer?

No reply 0.0*
Favor Bryant 39.8*
Favor Judy 30.7*
Uncertain 29.6*

Marketing Research Institute
1900 Lakeand Orlve/ Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 38216-6007 / (601)366-9000
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13. Special Code - Vote Totals

0 19.1%

1 11.1%

2 36.0%

3 33.8%

I 14. Congressman Bryant has cast several votes in Congress which

might affect his upcoming election. hs I mention the

I positions Congressman Bryant took on several issues in

Congress, please tell whether Bryant's position would tend

I to cause you to vote for his re-election, against his
re-election, or make no difference whatsoever in your vote

of Congress. First, Bryant supports a nuclear arms freeze.

No reply 0.0%

Favor re-election 53.6%V Oppose election 26.4%
uncertain 5 * 8%

No difference 14.2%

L 15. Next, Bryant is opposed to prayer in public school.

No reply 0.0%

Favor election 24.9%[
Oppose election 62.4%
Uncertain 2.7%I
No difference 10.0%

I 16. Next, Bryant has voted against some defense projects like
the NX missile.I No reply 0.0%

Favor election 35.3%

Oppose election 38.0%I
Uncertain 11.3%
No difference 15.3%

I
Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeland Drive / Suite B I Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007 I (601) 366-9000
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170 Next, Bryant voted against President Reas attempts to

balance the federal budget.
No reply 0.0%

Favor election 22.7%

Oppose election 58.0%

Uncertain 10.2%

No difference 9.1%

173 Next, Bryant has repeatedly voted against

humanitarian aid to the Contras in Nicaragua.

No reply

Favor election
Oppose election

Uncertain

No difference

military

210 6.%
26.4%
29.6%
11.1%

1l..3%

180 From all you know about Congressman Bryant, would you say

that he is far more liberal, somewhat more liberal, somewhat

more conservative, or far more conservative than you

consider yourself?

Very liberal 19.7%

Somewhat liberal 30.7%

Just the same 14.6%

Some conservative 21.9%

Very conservative 13.1%

19. Generally speaking, do you consider yourself a

Democrat, or an Independent?

No reply

Republican

Democrat
Independent

Other party ID

Uncertain

Republican, a

0.0%

33.3%

35.3%

28.7%
101%

1.6%

Marketing Research Institute

1900 Lakeand Drive / Suite B / Jackson. MississippI 39216-6007/ (601) 366-9000

and



Page 21

20. Which of the following age groups includes your age: 18-24

Years, 25-34 Years, 35-44 Tears, 45-64 YearS, and 65 Years

I arid over?
No reply 0.2%

18-24 Years 12.0%p 25-34 Years 29.8%

35-44 Years 16.9%

45-64 Years 26.2%

65 and over 14.9%

21. Con you tell ze the occupation for the head of this

household? (If retired or disabled, ask...) What did he or

she do before that?
No reply 0.4%

Prof/ada 15.6%

Sales/Cler/Tech 57.1%

Laborer 21.6%

Agriculture 0.0%

Uneuployed 0 * 9%

Other 4.4%

22. And, which of the following categories includes the total

annual incoxe for this household: Under $10,000; Between

$10,000 and $19,999; Between $20,000 and $29,999; Between

$30,000 and $39,999; Between $40,000 and $49,999; Between

$50,000 and $74,999; or Over $75,000?

No reply 7.6%

Under $10,000 9.6%

$10, 000-$19 ,999 16.0%

$20, 000-$29 , 999 24.2%

$30, 000-$39 ,999 18.0%

$40, 000-$49 ,999 10.2%

$50, 000-$74 ,999 9.3%

$75,000 and over 5.1%

Marketing Research InstituteL 1900 Lakeand Drive I Suite B/ Jackson. Mississippi 39216-6007/ (601)366-9000
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23. Your sex is male or female?
No reply

Kale
Female

0.0%
52.9%

47.1%

24. In addition to being an American, what do you consider your
main ethnic group or racial ancestry?

No reply 0.2%

Black 24.0%
White 68.9%

Hispanic 3.8%
American Indian 2.4%
Asian 0 * 7%
Other 0.0%

Marketing Research Institute

1000 Lakeland Orive I Suite 8/ Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007 I (001) 366-9000
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TEllS 5th CWIGESSICNAL DISTRICT

Task a~mkr I

P RE~N KB SATISFACTION

1,~

Niubm' Peicent

1 = VERY DISSATISFIE
2 a NILDLY DISSATISF
3 u ICIDER/NOR
4 a tIILIILY SATISFIED

a VERY SATISFIED

Total

Missing cases 0
Res~onso percent = 100.0 2

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 LakeBand Ofive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007

55
41

165

450

12.2 1

100.02



TEXAS 5th CCNGIESSIOIML DISTRICT NO~NBER. 1965

Task nuder 1

65 cCNO~SSIWhiW-AI1ED RECa.L

0 = ND ~.Y
1 *

3 * IJIETAJN

Tetal

Missing cases a 0
Response percent a 100.0 2

Number Percent

3
52
49

346

450

0.7 2
11.6 2
10.9 2
74.9 2

100.0 2

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite 8/ Jackson, MissIssippi 39216-5007



TEllS 5th CONGIESSICHAL DISTRICT N08UER, 1965

Task sujog 1

Ob 1E E~NJT1ctd: JJIH DRYMY

o = MO lEftY
1 =tE~ER~EinCF
2~ IE ~ OLY3: ~34OWI/tQ IPINION
4 = KNOIWIWAWIRm.
5 : KNCBI4/FAVCMILE
Total

fljsgjng cases = 0
R.s~ons. p.u~cmt * 100.0 2

Nuebe' Pwc.at

1
166
44

120
21
98

450

0.2

~.8Z
26.7 X
4.7 Z

21.6 2

100.0 2

4.,.

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeanci Drive, Suite 6/Jackson, MIssissippi 39216.6007



TEXAS 5th CONO~SSIGW. DISTRICT NOVEMUER. 1~5 9

Task numb.r 1

@7 IWE ~COONITIG4: JOIW LEEDON

0 = NO REPLY
1 ~
2 = HEMD (F (N.Y
3 KNOWd/tiJ OPINION
4 = KNOI#4/*AVOPJIL
5 = KNO114/FMftRULE
Total

Missing cases 0
Response percent * 100.0 2

Number Percent

0
321
28
62
12
27

450

0.0 Z
71.3 Z
6.2 1

13.8 2
2.7 1
6.0 1

1~.0 1~

Marleting Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Onve, Suite B / Jackson, Mlmimippi 39216-6007



0

TERM 5th CGNGRESSIOIa. DISTRICT NO~EIUER' 1~

Task auiu I

* ~E ~cCGNITIcH' PWICY MW

1 * I~EWR IEMS ~F
2a~ENWCP OLY3.~daIIK/pm~pIms
4. ~oIAwm
5 u K~OIIN/FAWILE

Total

lljssjng CISOS * 0
Res~ons. percent * 100.0 2

Numbei P.i'c~t

240
37
64
1,
90

450

53.3

4.2
2.O Z

i~.o z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suits B / Jackson, MissIssippi 39216-6007
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TEXAS 5th CONG~SSIOIML DISTRICT NO'~EIUER. 19U

Task mviii 1

0 O3NGESS1U BRYNE1 X3 SATISFACTION

~lERY DISMTIIFJE
NIULY DISSTISF
IEITIB/NOR
NILDLY SATISPIB
~RY SATiSFiED

Tot~1

ftjsgjng cass - 2
R.s~onse ~.rcemt

Number Percent

13
24

259
111
41

448

2.92
5.42

57.8 2
24.8 2
9.22

1~.O 2

99.6 2

~7fj~ ~

Mariceting Research Institute / 1900 Lalceland Drive, Suite 8/ JacIceori~ MissIssippi 39216.6007
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TEXAS 5th CVNGESSIOIa. DISTRICT NOYEIIERI 195

Task muir 1

610 CCNOES~M IRYANT RE-ELECTED Niimb# Peicnit

0~
1~

3.

I. ~.Y
~YMIr RE-ELEClE
~eE ELSE
tM~ERTAIN

* Total

Missis, cases . 0
R.s~ons. pnceat . 100.0 2

0
111
86

253

450

0.0 2
24.7 2
1,61 2
56.2 2

100.0 2

a

~3

e

N

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, M~sIssIppi 39216.6007



TEIM 5th CVNGRESSIW. DISTRICT NOVEIUER~ 1~

Task number 1

611 TRIM. IEAT: RYANT ~R LN

o a ~.1 u FA~R mvur
2~ FM~R LEENK
3 u JIEERTAIM

Total

Missine cases u Q
Response e'ercemt * 100.0 Z

Number Percnt

01~8
118
134

450

0044.0 1
26.2 1
~.g 1

1w.0 I

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B I Jackson. Miesimeippi 3e164007



rEXM 5th CONGESSICM. DISTRICT

Task aumb~ 1

*12 TRIAL HEAT SRYM~AR3Y

OsNO HEPLYI
1~ F~Rinvwr
2. FAWR MDV
3 . KETAIM

Total

Missing cis~ * 0
Res~ws percent a 100.0 2

~uo~ 19U

NvI~.ub P,,cnt

0 0.01
17~ 39.82
133 30.71
133 29.62

450 100.0 2

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mlsalsappi 39e166007



TEIM 5th COUE3SI6~ uisimcv
Task uuiar 1

@13 SPECIMm E inWlE 10Th

rn 1,5

Number Percent

@~
13

yet.'

Nissin cases u 0
hs.emw percent a 100.0 1

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mksieslppl 39216-6007

86
50

162
152

450

1,e1 I
11.1 1
36.0 1
~3.S I

100.0 1



hIM 5th CCNOESSWIfl. DISThICT

Task mqmbfr 1

@14 IWUENCEI SUPPORTS EEICLEM FZE

o u ~ EFLY1 FA~R E~ftETIO
2~cFPOSE uzrwi
3' imcmern
4 'MD DIFFIcE

Tot*i

flhssine cues u 0
Res~.ns. percept a 100.0 1

~iuo, 1,.

Number Percent

0
241
119
26
64

450

0:01

24.41
5.61
14.2 1

100.02

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Laleland Drive, Suite B / Jackson. Mieslsappi 39216-6007



TEXAS 5th a~NG~SSU . DIBiRICT NOWIIB iNS
Task mite' 1

015 IWUEME: PRAYER IN ~HOCLS

O=tEJ ~LV~
1*FA~R UPE~TJm
2.cFPOIE BIETIS
3 * ImcinlAIN
4 NO DIFFCE

Total
Missine Cam * 0
R.s~onse ~ercoat * 100.0 2

Number Prcest

0

MI
12 2.72
45 10.01

450 100.01

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, MIssissippi 36216-6007



TEXAS 5th CCNOESSICU. DISTRICT NDVE1U~ 1~5

Task su~u £

014 UPIENcE: CPPC~ED ~X NISSU

o ND ~.Y
1uFMI~R 5~CTiCN
23cFP011
3 * LK~9flAhN
4 u ND DlFF5~BicE

Total

Nississ cases 0
R.s~omse l'ffcest * 100.0 2

f*Imbfr Prcgst

0 0.92
15~ 35.32
171 ~L02

51 1k32
6~ £ 2

450 100.0 2

~I.

C

N

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, MissIssIppI 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CGNGESS1G~L DISTRICT tdOVEIUER, 195

Task number' I

*17 IWLIENCE: I1P(~D NLAWCED RESET

o tEJ ~PLV

3mN
4 u NO DIFFENBICE

Total

Kissing Cases u 0
Response ,evceat u 100.0 2

Numbs' Percmt

0 0.,01
102
261 i101
46 I0.2Z
41 911

4~0 100.01

C.,

N

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. MissIssippi 39216.6007



TEIS 5th (XINGESSICIL DISTRICT NOVElUER~ 19W

Task mumhu 1

*i73 AID TO CCNT

OuIIO
1 a FAJI'~SETIWiN
2. PrOSE BRuCE
3 a WI~TAIN
4 a * DIFFU

Total

flj~simg cases u 0
Ros~onsO mcnt 100.0 2

97 21.42
11, ~.4 I
133 29.42
50 11.12
51 11.3 2

450 100.0 2

At

~

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Laketand Drive. Suite B I Jackson, MIssisSIppi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGESSIGa. DISTRICT t@GUER~ 1995

Task member I

*1s UWIIT PILITICAL PHJLOSVPHV

1 * ~Y L11.
2 a ~ LI~L
33 JJST TIE
4 a ~JIE C0III~TIY
5 a VERY CGUB~TIV

TotRJ
hissing cases a 39
Response ~er'ceet u 91.3 2

tube, Percent

81
126
60
90
54

19.7 2
~.7 2
14.6 1
21.9 2
13.1 2

411 100.0 2

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Otive, Suite B / Jackson, MIssissippi 39216-6007



TEIM 5th CVNG~SSI(~4M. DISTRICT N0'~UER 1~U

Task wmber 1

819 P0LITIC~. IIE1ETIFICATI~ Numb# P.rc~t

0=tI)EFLY 0 0.02
1 = EPULICAN 150 33.3 2
2=IINOCMT 159 35.31
3=1t66'9164T 129 28.72
4=OflERPAR1yID 5 1.12
5:jHI~ERTAJN 7 1.62

Total 450 100.0 1

Missing cases z
Response Prcont a 100.0 2

0

tJ)

0

q~.

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 LakeBand Drive. Suie B / Jackson, Mmsissippi 392164007



T~M 5th CVNOESSIW~. DISiRICT WMIIER~ 1~U

Task uumbet I

m ~E ~F ~srwwr

o NO EPLY
1 ~ 18-24 vim
2 = 25-34 VIES
3 * ~-44 vim
4 = 45-64 VIES
5c 65 ne --

Total

fljss £95 Cases u 0
Res~sese ~.tceet a 100.0 1

Number Perceat

1 0.21
54 12.02

134 29.81
76 16., 1

118 2L22
67 14.9 1

450 100.0 2

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Missiseippi 392166007
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TEXAS 5th CONOESSIWa. DISTRICT NO~EIUERI 1995

Task mu~r 1

#21 OCOFATION lEAD OF HOWENOLD

~0=tEFLY
PROF/MN

* SI.ES/cLER/TEcH
)3~LAN

~ mzaa.itm
)5~WEI9WY~3
)6 . OTIER

Total

Missing cases ~ 0
Res~ons. incest 100.0 Z

Nuab.' Porcest

2 0.42
70 15.6 2

257 57.11
97 21.62
0 0.02
4 0.92

20 4.42

450 100.0 2

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mlmeissippi 39216-5007



Th*kmbr COWGIESSIOt~L DISTRICT NO/EDEER, 1q65
I

INLOHE OF I~SPON9B4T Number Percent

O=NOREPLY 34 7.62
1=LR4DER$10,O00 43 9.62
2 = S10.000-$19,999 72 16.0 2
3 = 520,000429,999 109 24.2 2
4 = 530,000439.999 81 18.0 2
5 = 540,000449,999 46 10.2 2
6 = 550,000174.999 42 9.31
7=S75,000~S0,ER 23 LiZ
Total 450 100.0 2
tlissing cases 0

C Response percent - 100.0 Z

to

C
q~j.

C

N

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, MIssissippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGESSICIUL DISTRICT N(~8UER, 1~U
Task nuinkt 1

323 ~I (F ~SP~T

o u M~ WLY
1 ~
2 u FDLE
Total
Nissins Cases a 0
Response Peiceat a 100.0 2

Numb., Prcost

0
238
212
450

0.0 2
52.~ 2
47.1 1

100.0 2

*!' *;

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, MississippI 39216-6007



TEIM 5th CQIGHESSIONAL DISTRICT NO~EMER 19

Task maher 1

024 RACE OF FESPCIU0IT N.b.i Percent

00~N0~.,Y 1 0.21
OlaDLACIC 106 24.01
02=WilTE 310 66.91
03 a HISPMIC 17 3.8 1
04 a AFIRICNG ISIM 11 2.4 1
OSaMIM 3 0.71
ObmOflER 0 0.01

Total 450 100.0 Z

Missing cases a 0

Response percent * 100.0 X

~J)

qe~.

C

Marketing Research institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. MissIssIppI 39216-6007



TEXM 5th CCNGESSIOH~. DISTRICT NOVEIUER. 1995

Task number 23

918 DRY~IT POLITICA. P14IL0S~FHY - CY Axis)

N IEAGNI JO. SATISFACTICRi - (K Axis)

N~,ERY hERd

S~wL

tfl
JUST T1"E Si

C

r%%VERY IONSE

Number JIERYD INILILY I IEIT)f INILDLYI~YSI
Row? JISSATI! DISSAIR/NOR I SATISIATISFI!
Cohin? ISFIE ITISF I IFIED lED IR.
Total? I I I 2 I 3 I 4 I 5 ITotals

I
I 61 31 1! 211 501
I 7.4 I 3.7 I 1.2 I 25.9 I 61.7 I 81

I 1.5 I 0.7 I 0.2 I 5.1 I 12.2 I
I--I
I 14 1 8 I 6 I 46 I 52 I
I 11.1 I 6.3 1 4.8 I 36.5 I 41.3 1 126

IDERAL2 I29.8I22.9I18.2I32.6I33.5I~.7
I 3.4 I 1.9 I 1.5 I 11.2 I 12.7 1
I I---1----I---I I
I 13 I 8 I 8 1 16 1 15 1
I 21.7 1 13.3 I 13.3 I 26.7 1 25.0 I 60

~1E 3 1 27.7 I 22.9 I 24.2 I 11.3 I 9.7 I 14.6
I 3.2 1 1.9 I 1.9 I 3.9 1 3.6 I

1 8 I 9 I 7 1 42 I 24 I
I 8.9 I 10.0 I 7.8 I 46.7 I 26.7 I 90

RVATIV 4 V 17.0 I 25.7 1 21.2 I 29.8 I 15.5 1 21.9
I 1.9 1 2.2 I 1.7 I 10.2 I 5.8 1

I 6 I 7 I 11 I 16 I 14 1
I 11.1 1 13.0 I 20.4 I 29.6 I 25.9 I 54

RYATIY 5 1 12.8 I 20.0 I 33.3 1 11.3 1 9.0 1 13.1
I 1.5 I 1.7 I 2.7 1 3.9 I 3.4 I
I--------I-------I-

Column I 47 I 25 1 23 I 141 1 155 I 411
Totals 1 11.4 I 8.5 I 8.0 I 34.3 I 37.7 I 100.0

Chi square
Deerees of freedom
Probability of chance

- 59.365
= 16
- 0.000

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rate

= 41139
= 91.3%

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B I Jackson. MIssissippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CGNORESSICML DISTRICT NOVEJEEL 19K

Task number 23

019 PCLITIC~. IDENTIFICATI~?d - (Y Axis)
---- DY----

04 E~MN E3 SATI~ACTI(W - (K Axis)

Number I WRY D I MILDLY I tEIT~E I MILDLY I VERY S I
RZ JISSATII DISSAIR/NOR I SATISIATISFII
Col~m2 ISFIE ITISF I IFIED lED lbs
Totall I 1 1 2 I 3 1 4 I 5 ITetels

I 5 I 2 I 2 I 43 I 98 I
I 313 1 1.3 I 1.3 I 28.7 1 65.3 1 150

~EP(3LICM 119.114.915.1128.7159.4I33.3
I 1.1 1 0.4 I 0.4 1 9.6 1 21.8 I
I
1 39 1 27 1 22 I 55 1 16 1
I 24.5 I 17.0 I 13.8 I 34.6 1 10.1 I 159

DEMO~MT 2170.9165.9156.4136.719.7135.3
I 8.7 I 6.0 I 4.9 I 12.2 I 3.6 I

I 8 1 12 I 13 I 48 I 48 I
I 6.2 1 9.3 I 10.1 I 37.2 1 37.2 I 129

14.5 I 29.3 I 33.3 1 32.0 I 29.1 I 28.7
,.INDEPENEENT 3~ 1.8 12.71 2.91 10.7 110.71

SI-----

I 20.0 1 0.0 I 40.0 I 20.0 1 20.0 1 5
~.OTHERPMtYID 4 V 1.81 0.01 5.1! 0.71 0.61 1.1

I 0.2 1 0.0 I 0.4 I 0.2 I 0.2 I

C 1 21 0! 01 31 21
I 28.4 I 0.0 I 0.0 1 42.9 I 28.6 1 7

V~.JidCERTAIN 5 I 3.6 1 0.0 I 0.0 I 2.0 I 1.2 1 1.6
I 0.4 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.7 1 0.4 I
1------!-----I-----I----1------I-

Column! 551 411 391 1501 1631450
Totals 1 12.2 1 9.1 1 8.7 I 33.3 I 36.7 I 100.0

Chi square 2 144.564 Valid cases 450
Degrees of fredm = 16 Missing cases 0
Probability of cheaco = 0.000 Response rate 100.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B I Jackson, MisSiSsippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CGNOIESSIGML DISTRiCT NOVEMDER 1 1985

Task numb.,~ 23

20 AGE OF RESP(RIDENT - (Y Axis)
---- DY----

84 REA~ JOD SATISFACTION - CX Axis)

Number I ~RY DI MILDLY I ?EITIE I MILDLY I ~ERY SI
RouZ JISSATI! DISSAIR/NOR 1 SATISIATISFII
Columni ISFIE ITISF I IFIED lED IRow
TotaiX I 1 2 2 I 3 I 4 1 5 Iretals

1 01 0! 01 0! II
I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.01100.0! 1

010.0 1 0.0 10.0 10.0 10.6 10.2
10.010.010.010.010.2!

I 5 1 6 I 5 1 21 I 17 1
19.3111.119.3138.9I31.5I 54

18-24 YEMS 1 1 9.1 I 14.6 I 12.8 1 14.0 I 10.3 1 12.0
1 1.1 I 1.3 1 1.1 I 4.7 I 3.8 1
I-
I 15 I 13 I 10 I 48 I 48 1
111.2 19.7 17.5 135.8 135.8 1 134

25-34YEARS 2 127.3131.7125.6132.0129.1 129.8
I 3.3 I 2.9 I 2.2 1 10.7 1 10.7 1

1 14 1 6 I 9 I 23 I 24 1
I 18.4 1 7.9 I 11.8 I 30.3 I 31.6 I 76

~5-44 VEMS 3 I' 25.5 I 14.6 1 23.1 1 15.3 I 14.5 I 16.9
I 3.1 1 1.3 I 2.0 I 5.1 I 5.3 I
1--I--I-

C 1 9 I 11 1 12 I 39 I 47 I
1 7.6 I 9.3 1 10.2 I 23.1 1 39.8 1 113

r~5-64 YE~S 4 I 16.4 I 26.8 I 30.8 I 26.0 I 28.5 I 26.2
1 2.0 I 2.4 I 2.7 I 3.7 I 10.4 I
I------I---I------I------

IX' I 12 1 5 I :3 I 19 I 28 I
1 17.9 1 7.5 I 4.5 1 28.4 1 41.8 I 67

65~ND0VER S I 21.8 I 12.2 I 7~7 1 12.7 1 17.0 I 14.9
I 2.7 1 1.1 1 0.7 1 4.2 1 6.2 I
I I---1------

ColuMI ~1 411 39115011651450
Total; I 12.2 1 9.1 1 8.7 1 33.3 I 36.7 I 100.0

Chi square 15.069 Valid case; = 450
flesrees of freedom 21) Missing cases 0
Probability of chance 0.772 Res~on;e rate = 100.0 Z

Marleting Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, MIss aspi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGESSIONAL DISTRICT - , 1985

Task number 23

*21 OWJPATION lEAD OF HC~JSEHCLD - (Y Avis)
---- DY----

*4 E~ AD SATISFACTION - (I Axis)

Number I ~ERYD I MILDLY I fEIDE I MILDLY IWRYSI
RZ IISSATII DISSAIR/NOR I SATISIATISFI!
ColummZ ISFIE ITISF I IFIED lED IR.
Totall I 1 1 2 1 3 I 4 I S ITetals

I-I-I
I 01 1! 01 II 01
I 0.0 1 50.0 I 0.0 I 50.0 I 0.0 I 2

ci3IVLY 00 I 0.0 I 2.4 I 0.0 I 0.7 I 0.0 I 0.4
I 0.0 I 0.2 I 0.0 I 0.2 I 0.0 I
I I-I-I-I
I 21 11 21 221 43!
12.91 1.412.9131.4161.41 70

PROF/ADfl 01 I 3.6 I 2.4 1 5.1 I 14.7 1 26.1 I 15.6
I 0.41 0.21 0.41 4.9 I 9.61
I I-I---I
1 33! 231 221 89! 901
I 12.8 I 8.9 1 8.6 1 34.6 I 35.0 1 257

SALES/CLER/TECH 02 I 60.0 I 56.1 I 56.4 I 59.3 1 54.5 I 57.1
I 7.3 I 5.1 I 4.9 I 19.8 I 20.0 I

I 17 1 14 I 13 I 34 1 19 I
117.5 114.4 113.4 135.1119.6 I 97

03 I 30.9 I 34.1 I 33.3 I 22.7 I 11.5 1 21.6
~.ABO~ER I 3.8 I 3.1 I 2.9 I 7.6 I 4.2 I______

I----I---I ----- I--I--I
C I 11 01 1! 0! 21

I 25.0 I 0.0 I 25.0 I 0.0 I 50.0 I 4
r4R4E~L0YED 05! 1.8I0.012.610.OI1.210.9

I 0.2 I 0.0 I 0.2 I 0.0 I 0.4 I
I-----II-----I 2! 21 1! 41 Ill
I 10.0 I 10.0 I 5.0 I 20.0 I 55.0 1 20

OT1fR 06 I 3.4 1 4.9 I 2.4 I 2.7 I 6.7 I 4.4
I 0.4 I 0.4 I 0.2 I 0.9 I 2.4 I
I 1-I I----I I

Column I ~ 1 39 I 150 I 165 I 450
Totals I 12.Z7t ~ 9. I I 8.7 133.31 36.7 1100.0

~ V.
Chi square = 51.99
Deurees of freedom 20
Probability of chance = 0.000

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suit. B / Jackson. MlinmIseippi 39216-6007

= 450
=0
= 100.OZ



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSICIa. DISTRICT NOWDIER 1965

Task number 23

---- ~ INCOIE CF ESPOMIENT - CY Axis)

-~ P EN3M ND SATISF~TIGN - (X Axis)

Number I VERY D I MILDLY I NEITIE I MILDLY I ~Y S I
RowZ IISSATII DiSSAIR/NOR I SATISIATISFII
ColumnZ I~IE ITI~ I IFIED ID JR.
TotalZ I I I 2 I 3 I 4 1 5 ITetals

I I I 2 I 4 I 9 I 18 I
I 2.9 I 5.9 I 11.8 I 26.5 I 52.9 I 36

TIEPLY 0I1.814.9110.316.0I10.917.6
I 0.2 1 0.4 I 0.9 I 2.0 I 4.0 I
I
1 7 I 5 I 7 I 13 I 11 I

UNDERS1O,000 1 112.7112.21 17.91 8.71 6.7! 9.6
I 1.6 1 1.1 I 1.6 I 2.9 I 2.4 1

I 15 I 8 I 7 I 25 I 17 1
I 20.8 I 11.1 I 9.7 I 34.7 I 23.6 I 72

sl0,000-519,999 2 I 27.3 I 19.5 I 17.9 I 16.7 I 10.3 I 16.0
1 3.3 I 1.8 I 1.6 I 5.6 I 3.8 I
I- I----I-----1---!--!
I 131 151 31 391 391
I 11.9 I 13.8 I 2.8 I 35.8 I 35.8 I 109

,.~~S20,000-529,999 3 V 23.6 I 36.6 I 7.7 I 26.0 I 23.6 I 24.2
I 2.9 I 3.3 1 0.7 I 8.7 I 8.7 1

__________I
C I 121 61 81 27! 28!

I 14.3 I 7.4 I 9.9 I 33.3 I 34.6 I 81
f%$30,000-53999 9  4 1 21.8 I 14.6 I 20.5 I 18.0 I 17.0 I 18.0

I 2.7 1 1.3 I 1.8 I 6.0 I 6.2 I
I-----I- -I---I---I I--
I 31 31 SI 221 131
I 6.5 1 6.5 1 10.9 I 47.8 I 28.3 I 46

540,000-549,999 5 1 5.5 I 7.3 1 12.8 I 14.7 I 7.9 1 10.2
I 0.7 I 0.7 I 1.1 I 4.9 I 2.9 I
I I I-----I------I I
I ~I 1 I 31 101 25!
1 7.1 I 2.4 I 7.1 I 23.8 I 59.5 I 42

$50,000-$74~999 6 I 5.5 1 2.4 1 7.7 I 6.7 I 15.2 I 9.3
I 0.7 I 0.2 I 0.7 1 2.2 I 5.6 I

I I I 1 I 2 I 5 1 14 I
1 4.3 I 4.3 I 8.7 I 21.7 I 60.9 1 23

$75,000~4D0VER7 I 1.8 I 2.4 I 5.1 1 3.3 1 8.5 I 5.1
I 0.2 1 0.2 I 0.4 I 1.1 I 3.1 I

Column I 55 I 41 I 39 I 150 I 165 I 450
Totals I 12.2 I 9.1 I 8.7 I 33.3 I 36.7 I 100.0

Chi square = 49.893 Valid cases = 450
Desrees of freedom 28 Kj;s ins cases = 0
Probability of chance = 0.007 Response rate = 100.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Dnvin. SuiSs 8/ Jackson. MislIsgippi 39216.6007



.,jib

A

lEXAS 5th CONGRESSIGMI DISTRICT N0~IE1UER, 1965

Task number 23

@23 ~I (F ESPOMINT - (V Axis)
---- DY----

XIS SATISFACTION - (1 Axis)

Number I ~YDI MILDLY I NEllIE IMILILYI~JERY8I
RZ IISSATJI DISSAZR/NCR I SATISJATJSFiI
CglmZ ISFIE ITISF I IFIED lED IRe.
TetaiX 1 1 I 2 I 3 I 4 1 5 ITetals

I-I-I
I ~ I 21 1 19 I 77 I 94 I
I 10.5 I 8.8 I 8.0 I 32.4 I 40.3 I 238

1 145.5151.2148.7151.3194 152.9
I 5.6 1 4.7 1 4.2 I 17.1 I 21.3 I

1 301 20! 201 731 691
114.2 19.4 19.4 134.4 132.51212

FEIMIE 2154.5148.8151.3148.7141.8147.1
I 6.7 I 4.4 I 4.4 I 16.2 I 15.3 I
I-I-I I-I-I

Column? ~1 41! 39115011651450
Totals I 12.2 I 9.1 I 8.7 I 33.3 I 36.7 1100.0

Chi square = 3.539 Valid cases = 450
Degrees of freedom = 4 Missing cases 0
Probability of chance = 0.472 Response rate = 100.0 Z

C

N

Ct

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, MississippI 39216.5007



TEEM 5th CSORESSIW. DISTRICT

Task number 23

---- By----

w
'V

LI,

,~I4ITE

~MISPMIC

C

~4~1ERICAN II

AS!~4

24 RACE OF ESPWIIENT - (Y Axis)

14 IE~MN 13 SATISFACTION - (X Axis)

Ihabor IVERYDINILDLYIFEITEINILDLYI~ERY8I
RZ IISSATII DISSAIR/NOR I SATISIATISFII
C.lumsZ ISFIE 111SF I IFIED lED IRe.
TetaIZ I 1 I 2 I 3 I 4 I 5 ITetals

I 01 01 01 11 01
1 0.01 ego I 0.0 1100.0 I 0.01 1

00 i ego I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.7 i ego I 0.2
1 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.2 I 0.0 1

-I
I 251 201 201 331 101
I 23.1 I 18.5 I 18.5 I 30.6 I 9.3 I 109

01 I 45.5 I 48.8 I 51.3 I 22.0 I 6.1 I 24.0
I 5.6 I 4.4 I 4.4 I 7.3 I 2.2 1
I I-I I-I-I
I 24 I 16 I 15 I 106 I 149 I
I 7.7 I 5.2 I 4.8 I 34.2 1 48.1 1 310

02 I 43.6 I 39.0 I 38.5 I 70.7 I 90.3 1 68.9
I 5.3 I 3.6 I 3.3 I 23.6 I 33.1 I_______
I
I 21 31 41 41 41
I 11.8 I 17.6 1 23.5 I 23.5 I 23.5 1 17

03 I 3.6 I 7.3 I 10.3 I 2.7 1 2.4 I 3.8
I 0.4 1 0.7 I 0.9 1 0.9 1 0.9 I
I- I I--I--I-I
I 11 2! 01 61 21
I 9.1 I 18.2 I 0.0 I 54.5 I 18.2 I 11

NDIAN 04 I 1.8 I 4.9 1 0.0 I 4.0 I 1.2 I 2.4
I 0.2 I 0.4 1 0.0 I 1.3 I 0.4 1

I 31 01 01 0! 01
1100.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0! 0301 3

05 I 5.5 I 0.0 1 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.7
I 0.7 I 0.0 1 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I
I I I I I-I

Column I ~ 41I 39! 1501 165 I 450
Totals I 12.2~I 9.1 I 8.7 133.31 36.7 1100.0

Chi square = 117.278
Desrees of freedom 20
Probability of chance = 0.000

Valid casts
fljssjng cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. Mluslssippi 39216.6007
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TEI~ 5th CGEGESSIW. DISTRICT ?~U. 19.

Task nuabmi' ~

---- DY----

3ERY DI~

HILLY

~1)
IThER

C,

NVERY S~

if CVNGRESS1U IRYANT ~EIS SATISFACTION - (V Axis)

.5 cCNGESS1W~RIi-AIDG E~.L - (1 hds)

Number INOREPIDRYANTIOTER IUNCERTI
Roil ILY I tWIEDI~WED lAIN I
Colimi I I I I IRe.
Totall I 0 I 1 I 2 I 3 ITotals
-I-I--I-I-I--

I 0 I 2 I 1 I 10 I
I 0.0 I 15.4 I 7.7 I 76.9 I 13

SSATISFIE 1 I 0.0 I 3.8 I 2.0 I 2.9 I 2.9
1 0.0 1 0.4 I 0.2 I 2.2 I
I-I-I-I-I
I 0 I 6 I 3 I 15 I
I 0.0 I 25.0 I 12.5 I 62.5 I 24

DISSATISF2 I 0.0 I 11.5 1 6.1 I 4.4 I 5.4
I 0.0 I 1.3 I 0.7 I 3.3 I
I
I 1 I 7 I 25 I 226 I
1 0.4 I 2.7 1 9.7 I 87.3 1 259

'INCA 3 I 33.3 I 13.5 I 51.0 I 65.7 I 57.8
I 0.2 1 1.6 1 5.6 I 50.4 I
I
1 2 I 20 I 15 I 74 I
I 1.8 1 18.0 I 13.5 I 66.7 I 111

SATISFIED 4 V 66.7 I 38.5 I 30.6 I 21.5 1 24.8
I 0.4 I 4.5 I 3.3 I 16.5 I

I 0 I 17 1 5 I 19 I
I 0.0 I 41.5 I 12.2 I 46.3 I 41

ITISFIED 5 I 0.0 I 32.7 I 10.2 I 5.5 I 9.2
I 00 I 3.8 I 1.1 I 4.2 I

Column I 3 I 52 I 49 1 344 1 448
Totals I 0.7 I 11.6 I 10.9 I 76.8 I 100.0

Chi square 72.005
Degrees of freode. = 12
Probability of cheace a 0.000

Valid cases -

Hissing cases =
Response rat. =

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007

448
2
99.6 X



i

TEXM 5th ~NoESS!eNm. DISiRICT N0~8IIER, 1~

Task member 30

---- my----

bmbet
As. I
Clum I
Total I

*i@ VNOKESS1 m~iir RE-9.ECIED - (V hds)

fi cCNGHESUWIIUM-AIIED HEll - (I kh)

11W
I LY
I
I, 0~

1
I
I

IRYSIY! 0110 I WEE?
EDINMED 1MM

I I
11213

Ru
Totals

j 2i 261 9i 741
1.8 I 23.4 1 8.1 I 66.7 I Ill

66.7 I 50.0 I 18.4 1 21.4 I 24.7
1 0.4 1 5.8 I 2.0 I 16.4 I

I 0 I 10 I 12 I 64 II 0.0 I 11.6 I 14.0 I 74.4 I b

SUGIELSE 2 I 0.0 I 19.2 I 24.5 I 18.5 1 19.1
I 0.0 I 2.2 I 2.7 1 14.2 1

I 1! 16! 28! 208!
I 0.4 I 6.3 I 11.1 I 82.2 I 253

L3C5~TA!N 3 I 33.3 I 30.8 I 57.1 1 60.1 1 56.2
I 0.2 I 3.6 I 6.2 1 46.2 I

Column I 3! 52! 491 346! 450
Totals I 0.7 1 11.6 I 10.9 1 76.9 1100.0

Chi square 26.567
Deobees of freedom = 6
Probability of chance 0.000

Valid cases
Missing cases
Res~omse ate

..t~,

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeland Drive, Suite B / Jackson. MIssIssippi 39216-5007

450
0
100.0 Z



4;

TEIM 5th CONOSIOK DISTRICT NU~ 1N5

Task mmb.~ ~

---- my----

0
FAVCR my'

FAYCH L~

11)

.JFL3cERTAIN

#11 TRIM. IEATI mvwr CR LENIN - IT ki.)

fi IVNOESUU/LUI-AIUED ~.L - (I kis)

~hmhei INDIEPIURYAIITIOIIIR IIIITI
Assi ILY I ~UUIIWED lAIN I
Celimmi I I I I lieu
Tetali I 0 I 1 I 2 I 3 ITotals

I 2 I 31 I 24 I 141 I
I 1.0 I 15.7 I 12.1 I 71. I I

I 1 I 10 I 13 I ~ I
I 0.8 I 8.5 I 11.0 I 79.7 I 118

~ 2 I 33.3 I 19.2 I 26.5 I 27.2 1 2L2
I 0.2 I 2.2 I 2.9 I 20.9 I

I 0 I 11 1 12 I 111 I
I 0.0 I 8.2 I 9.0 I 82.8 I 134

3 I 0.0 1 21.2 1 24.5 1 72.1 I 29.8
I 0.0 I 2.4 I 2.7 I 24.7 I

Column I 3 I 52 I 49 1 346 I 450
Totals I. 0.7 I 11.6 I 10.9 I 76.9 I 100.0

Chi square = 8.753
D.~rees of freedom = 6
Probability of chance = 0.188

Valid cases
Hiss jag cases
Res~omse ate

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeland Drive, Suite B / Jackson, MisSIsSIPPI 392164007

4500
100.0 i



* TEIS 5th mneinsslmu. DISTRICT N 1, im

Task mit ~

*12 TRIM. tEAT URYUIT/JVI IV bcis)
---- IV----

* C(INOESSIWUUN-AIIIED ~M.L II Ad.)

~igt INOWIURYMII0TIER IWICEIR
Ru.? ILY I ~UEDIlIED lAIN I
Clum I I I
Total? I 0 I 1 I 2 I 3 iTotuls

I
I 21 311 ~I124I
I 1.1 I 17.3 I 12.3 149.31 179

~MM~R3RYUt 1 166.7159.6144.9135.61 39.6
I 0.4 I 6.9 I 4.9 I 27.4 I

I I I 11 I 18 I 106 I
I 0.7 I 8.0 1 13.0 I 76.3 I 138

FAVGRJ3Y 2 I 33.3 I 21.2 I 36.7 1 31.2 I 30.7
1 0.2 I 2.4 1 4.0 I 24.0 1

I 0 I 10 I 9 1 114 1
I 0.0 I 7.5 I 6.8 I 357 I 133

UNCERTAIN 3 I 0.0 I 19.2 I 18.4 I 32.9 I 29.6
I 0.0 I 2.2 I 2.0 I 25.3 I
I

C.I.a I 31 521 491 3461 450
Totals I 0.7 I 11.6 1 10.9 I 76.9 I 100.0

Chi square 15.711 Valid cases ~ 450
Dw~ees of freedom = 6 Nissins cases * 0
Probability of chance 0.015 Response rate m 100.0 X

N

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, M~sissippl 39216-6007



TERM 5th ~UE9SIOiM. DISTRICT N1UPu 1

Task mumbt 30

813 SPECIM. CUE -~~1E TOTIMS - (V ~cis)

OS CVNOESS1WI/13g-AIIED ~L - (I bds)

h.hee~ INDREPIIRVMIT lOllER IWWTI
Reel lIT I IUEDI~O lAIN I
CelinhI I I I II.
Tetall 1 0 I 1 I 2 I 3 ITehis

1 0 I 6 I 6 I 74 I
I 0.0 I 7.0 I 7.0 I 86.0 I 86

0 I O~~0 I 11.5 I 12.2 I 21.4 1 l,.1
10.0! 1.3 I 1.3 I 16.4 I

I 0! 4! 61 40!
I 0.0 1 8.0 1 12.0 I 80.0 1 50

1 I 0.0 I 7.7 I 12.2 I 11.6 I 11.1
I 0.0 I 0.9 1 1.3 I 8.9 I

I 1 1 11 I 19 I 131 I
I 0.6 I 6.8 I 11.7 I 80.9 1 1~2

2 1 33.3 I 21.2 I 38.8 I 37.9 I 36.0
1 0.2 I 2.4 1 4.2 I 29.1 I

I 2 I 31 1 18 I 101 I
I 1.3 I 20.4 1 11.8 1 66.4 1 152

3 U 66.7 1 59.6 I 36.7 I 29.2 I 33.8
1 0.4 I 6.9 I 4.0 I 22.4 I

Column I 3 I 52 I 49 1 346 I 450
Totals I 0.7 I 11.6 1 10.9 I 76.9 I 100.0

N

Clii square = 22.428 Valid cases = 450
Desrees of freedom 9 Hissing cases 0
Probability of chance 0.008 Response rate = 100.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I iackOfl. MIssIssippI 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th COIGIESSWIft. DISTRICT ,W8Up, 1~U

Task number 30

---- BY----

VERY LINE

liST T~

'a,

rYERY cONe

*is EVANT PCLITICM. PHILOSGFHY - (Y bcis)

.5 cCNGESS1WI/WI-AIIED ~ (I bd.)

Ihuber IIFEPIYNITIDTIER 11W!
RZ ILY I ~WIEDINhED lAIN I
Colimi I I I I IRe..
TotalZ I 0 I 1 I 2 I 3 ITotals

I 1 I 12 I 14 I 54 I
I 1.2 I 14.8 I 17.3 I 66.7 1 81

. 1 I 33.3 1 24.5 I 30.4 I 17.3 1 19.7
I 0.2 I 2.9 1 3.4 I 13.1 I

I 1 I 14 1 20 I 91 I
I 0.8 I 11.1 I 15.9 I 72.2 1 12b

LI~L2 I 33.3 I 28.6 1 43.5 I 29.1 I 30.7
I 0.2 I 3.4 I 4.9 I 22.1 I
I
I 0 I 11 I 2 I 47 I
I 0.0 I 18.3 I 3.3 I 78.3 I 60

S~E 3 I 0.0 I 22.4 I 4.3 I 15.0 I 14.6
I 0.0 I 2.7 I 0.5 I 11.4 1

I 1 I 10 I 2 I 77 I
1 1.1 I 11.1 I 2.2 I .5.6 I 90

~RVATIV 4 1 33.3 I 20.4 I 4.3 1 24.6 I 21.9
I 0.2 I 2.4 I 0.5 I 18.7 I

I 0! 2! 81 44!
1 0.0 I 3.7 1 14.8 I 81.5 I 54

ERYATIV 5 I 0.0 1 4.1 1 17.4 I 14.1 I 13.1
I 0.0 1 0.5 I 1.9 I 10.7 1
I-----I-

Column I 3 I 49 I 46 I 313 I 411
Totals 1 0.7 I 11.9 I 11.2 I 76.2 I 100.0

Chi square
Degrees of freedw
Probability of cheace

- 25.179
- 12
* 0.014

Valid cases
hissing cases =
Response rate =

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeland Drive. Suite B / Jackson. Mlesimelppl 39216-6007

4113,
91.3 Z



TEXAS 5th CGNUESSJGIML DISTRICT M~U1 1~5

lash mumbo.' 30

.19 PCLITIC~. IIENTIFICATICN - (Y hds)
IS GCNGIESSIUIWAIIG ~ - (I hits)

Ihabo.' INOEPIURYMTI0I1ER IWIEWI
AZ ILY I IUID 141W I
Colummi I I I I IRis
Totall I 0 I 1 I 2 I 3 ITetals

1 1 I 14 1 13 I 1~ I
1 0.7 1 9.3 1 8.7 I 81.3 1 150

'iPWILICAN 1 I 33.3 I 26.9 I 26.5 I 38.3 1 33.3
I 0.2 I 3.1 1 2.9 1 27.1 I

1 01 201 1911201
I 0.0112.6111.9175.51 199

DEHOCMT 2 1 0.0 I 38.5 I 38.8 I 34.7 I 38.3
V 1 0.0 I 4.4 I 4.2 I 26.7 U

I 2 I 16 I 16 I 95 1
I 1.6 I 12.4 I 12.4 I 73.6 I 129

,JII3EPB~ENT 3 1 66.7 I 30.8 I 32.7 I 27.5 I 28.7
1 0.4 1 3.6 1 3.6 I 21.1 1

I
C, I 0! 01 1! 41

I 0.0 I 0.0 I 20.0 I 80.0 I 5
.~.0TIfRP~TYID 4 1. 0.0 1 0.0 1 2.0 1 1.2 1 1.1

I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.2 I 0.9 I_______
I I I I-IC 1 01 21 0! SI
1 0.0 1 28.6 1 0.0 1 71.4 1 7

j~4JN~ERTA1N 5 1 0.0 I 3.8 I 0.0 1 1.4 1 1.6
I 0.0 I 0.4 I 0.0 1 1.1 I
I----!---------I--I--I

Column 1 3 1 52 1 49 I 346 I 450
Totals 1 0.7 1 11.6 I 10.9 1 76.9 1100.0

Chi square a 8.745 Valid CaSts = 450
Desreos o~ fw'~~,m 12 Mmmi cases = 0
Probability *f~~mgi~u 0.725 Response rat. 2 100.0 X

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-6007



TEXAS 5th t~NI~SSIC. DISTRICT

Task mumber 30

~m. im

120 ACE OF IESPUIBIT - (V ~cis)
15 cVNGCESSIU/W-A1DB CE~.L - (I Iris)

PLY

\
18-24

25-34 YtM!

N4564 YEM~

65 AND OVEJ

ibaboc III~EPIWI01I0 1WIETI
RZ ILY I I1D lAIN I
Celuuui I 1 I 1 JR..
Total? I 0 I 1 I 2 I 3 ITetals

I 0! 01 01 11
I 0.0 1 0.0 I 0.0 1100.01 1

0 I 0.0 1 0.0 I 0.0 1 0.3 I 0.2
I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.2 I

I 01 01 91 451
I 0.0 I 0.0 I 16.7 I 83.3 I ~

1 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 18.4 I 13.0 I 12.0
1 0.0 I 0.0 I 2.0 1 10.0 I
I-I
I 3 I 15 I 9 I 107 I
I 2.2 I 11.2 I 6.7 I 79.9 1 134

2 1100.0 128.81 18.4 I 30.9 I 29.8
1 0.7 I 3.3 1 2.0 I 23.8 1
I--I I---!-!
I 0! 91 7! 60!
I 0.0 1 11.8 I 9.2 1 78.9 I 76

3 I- 0.0 I 17.3 I 14.3 I 17.3 1 16.9
1 0.0 I 2.0 I 1.6 I 13.3 1
I I I I I
I 0 1 14 I 16 I 88 I
1 0.0 1 11.9 1 13.6 1 74.6 1 118

4 I 0.0 I 26.9 I 32.7 I 25.4 I 26.2
I 0.0 I 3.1 I 3.6 I 19.6 I

I 0 I 14 1 8 1 45 1
I 0.0 I 20.9 1 11.9 1 67.2 I 67

5 I 0.0 I 26.9 I 16.3 I 13.0 I 14.9
I 0.0 I 3.1 I 1.8 I 10.0 I

Column I ~ 491 346 I 450
Totals I 0j~AI1. & I 10.9 I 76.9 I 100.0

CM s~uare a 24.925 Valid cases =
Degrees of freedom 15 Missing cues 0
Probability of chance 0.051 Response rate = IC

4 .

IA

I0

~0.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakefmnd Drive. Suite B / Jackson. M~sissippi 392164007



TERM 5th CONSIOI.. DISTRICTW8U~ 1~

Task m~.t ~

---- p..---

N
I. ~.Y

PR~E/AIN

I!)

~~S~ESIcLER

NUNDROVEI

OT1fR

*21 OCCUPATION 1fM IJ HOU9EHOLD - (V bcis)

~ cuGEsIwIiug-AIIED EV~AL - (I k(s)

biw~ INOVeIIRyMITIOI1ER RUKUTI
bul ILY I FWIBI~U lAIN I
CIuZI I I I IS..
Tetall I 0 I 1 I 2 I 3 ITatals

I 01 0! 0! 21
I 0.0 I 0.01 0.0 1100.0 I 2

00 I 0.0 1 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.4 I 0.4
I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.4 I

1 1 I 9 I 10 I 50 I
I 1.4 I 12.9 I 14.3 I 71.4 I 70

01 1 33.3 1 17.3 I 20.4 I 14.5 I 15.6
I 0.2 I 2.0 1 2.2 I 11.1 I

I 2 I 35 I 26 I 194 I
1 0.8 I 13.6 I 10.1 I 75.5 I 257

/TECH 02 I 66.7 I 67.3 I 53.1 1 56.1 I 57.1
I 0.4 1 7.8 I 5.8 I 43.1 I

I 0 I 4 I 10 I 83 I
I 0.0 1 4.1 I 10.3 I ~.6 I 97

03 V 0.0 I 7.7 I 20.4 I 24.0 I 21.6
I 0.0 I 0.9 I 2.2 I 18.4 I

I 01 0! 0! 4!
I 0.0 I 0.0 1 0.0 1100.0 I 4

05 I 0.0 I 0.0 1 0.0 I 1.2 I 0.9
I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 1 0.9 1

I 0 I 4 I 3 I 13 I
I 0.0 I 20.0 I 15.0 I 65.0 I 20

06 I 0.0 1 7.7 1 6.1 I 3.8 I 4.4
1 0.0 I 0.9 1 0.7 I 2.9 I

Column It~'~L~52 I 491 3461 450
Totals I I 10.9 1 76.9 1100.0

Chi square 13.039 Valid cases
Derees of fi~eedom 15 Missing cases 2 0
Probabi1it~ of chance = 0.599 Response ate * 14

1.~

50
:io.o z

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B I Jedwofi. MIiniiniPPl 36216-6007



TEXAS 5th C~NICI. DISTRICT NO~IUB~ 1965

Task ne~et 30

---- my----

~LY

tIlER $10(

'I,

$10~000-$15

~420. 000-525

NS3O, 000-535

$40. 000-$4~

$50, 000-$7i

$75,000 ~4I

922 INIWE ~ IESPCNBIT - IY Ads)

15 cLiN9ES9Uh1M-AI~ ~J. - (X Ads)

Numbs' INOREPIURYMET!OT)BIWCERTI
Awl ILY I IWCD1~O lAIN I
Celmi I I I I JR.,
Tetall 1 0 I 1 I 2 I 3 ITetals

I 0! 61 31 231
10.0123.518.8167.61 39

0 I 0.0 I 15.4 1 6.1 I 6.6 I 7.4
1 0.0 I 1.8 1 0.7 I Li I

I 0! 41 51 39!
I 0.0 1 9.3 1 11.6 I 79.1 1 43

~ 1 I 0.0 I 7.7 1 10.2 I 9.8 I 9.6
1 0.0 I 0.9 I 1.1 I 7.6 I

I 0 1 7 I 4 I 61 I
I 0.0 I 9.7 I 5.6 I 84.7 I 72

~,999 2 1 0.0 1 13.5 I 8.2 I 17.6 I 16.0
1 0.0 1 1.6 1 0.9 1 13.6 1
I I----! I
I 2 I 8 I 17 1 82 1
I 1.8 I 7.3 I 15.6 I 75.2 I 109

~,999 3 1 66.7 I 15.4 I 34.7 I 23.7 1 24.2
1 0.4 I 1.8 1 3.8 1 18.2 1
I- I--I I I
I 0 I 7 I 7 I 67 I
I 0.0 I 3.6 I 8.6 I 82.7 I 31

~999 4 1 0.0 1 13.5 1 14.3 1 19.4 1 18.0
I 0.0 I 1.6 I 1.6 I 14.9 I

1 0! SI 4! 341
1 0.0 1 17.4 I 8.7 I 73.9 I 46

p.999 5 1 0.0 I 15.4 I 8.2 I 9.8 1 10.2
I 0,0 I 1.8 I 0.9 I 7.6 I

I I
I ih~IA 81 4! 29!
I z~wi~.o I 9.5 I 69.0 I 42

I~999 6 1 ~l5.4 I 8.2 1 8.4 I 9.3
I ~ I 0.9 I 6.4 I______

1 21 5! 16!
I 0.0 I 8.7 I 21.7 I 69.6 I 23

)0~ER7 I 0.0 I 3.8 1 10.2 1 4.6 1 5.1
I 0.0 1 0.4 1 1.1 1 3.6 I
I--I----! I I

Column I 3 1 52 I 49 I 346 1 450
Totals I 0.7 I 11.6 I 10.9 I 76.9 I 100.0

Cha square
Decrees of freedom
Probability of chance

- 25.839

210.213

Valid cases
Missins cases
Res~oose rate

450
0
100.0 1

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeland Drive. Suite 8/ Jackson. Mlmmiineippi 39216-6007



TEIM 5th CCNOESSIO. DISTRICT NOIEUEN 1~U

Task nuabet 30

*23 SEX (F IESPWIENT - CY hds)
---- DY----

IS CONGESSIWI/UN-AIUED 1EC.L - (X b(i5) r

mmb..' I NOW I DRYN4T 10110 IWICERT 1
RZ XLV I IWEDIVflO lAIN I
ColvuX I I I I iRow
Totall I 0 I 1 I 2 I 3 ITetuls

.1 11331291175!
I 0.4 I 13.9 I 12.2 I 73.5 I 238

tIME 1 133.3163.5159.21 50.4 I 52.~
I 0.21 7.31 6.4 I 38.9 I

.L~.

I 2 I 191 2011711
10.91 9.019.4180.71 212 h...

FE~..E 2 I 66.7 I 36.5 I 40.8 1 49.4 I 47.1
I 0.4 I 4.2 I 4.4 I 38.0 I
I

Sn Column I 31 52! 49! 344! 450
Totals I 0.7 I 11.6 I 10.9 1 76.9 1100.0

CM square 4.314 Valid cases = 450
Desrees of freedom 3 Missing cases : 0
Probability of chance = O.~9 Response rate = 100.0 Z

N

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B / JackSOn. MISSiSSiPPI 30216-5007



* *' ~*

TEEM 5th ~NhESSIC. DISTRICT NIW6. 1~

Task mumbet 30

bmbw
A. I
Celum?
Tetml I

.Dll

00

.JLAOC 01

'ft

%I4IIITE 02

~RISPANIC 03

e
r44~ERICAN ITIAN 04

ASIAN

Column
Totals

U4 ~E CF PCUBIT - tY Axis)

U cWUESSHIIIWI-AIIED ~L - (X Axis)

ILY I EDItWB lAIN I
I I I I JR.
1 0 1 1 £ 2 I 3 ITetuls
.3
I 0! 01 1! 01
I 0.0 I 0.0 1100.0 1 0.01 1
I 0.0 1 0.0 1 2.0 3 0.0 1 0.2
1 0.0 I 0.0 1 0.2 I 0.0 I
I-I I-
I 0 I 1 1 12 I~5I
I 0.0 1 0.9 1 11.1 I 3.0 1 lOS
I 0.0 1 1.9 1 24.5 1 27.5 3.24.0
1 0.0 I 0.2 I 2.7 1 21.1 I
I I I I-I
1 3 1 45 1 31 3 231 I
1 1.0 1 14.5 1 10.0 1 74.5 I 310
I 100.0 I 86.5 I 63.3 1 ~6.S I 68.9
I 0.7 1 10.0 I 6.9 1 51.3 1
1--I I--I--I
I 0 I 3 1 3 I 11 I
I. 0.0 I 17.6 I 17.6 I 64.7 I 17
1 0.0 1 5.8 I 6.1 1 3.2 I 3.8
I 0.0 1 0.7 1 0.7 I 2.4 1

I
I 01 2! 1! 8!
I 0.0 I 18.2 I 9.1 I 72.7 I 11
I 0.0 I 3.8 1 2.0 1 2.3 I 2.4
I 0.0 1 0.4 1 0.2 1 1.8 1______

I 01 1 I 13 11
I 0.0 I 33.3 I 33.3 I 33.3 I 3
I 0.0 1 1.9 1 2.0 1 0.3 1 0.7
I 0.0 1 0.2 I 0.2 I 0.2 I

I I
I 346 I 450

10.9 1 76.9 I 100.0

CM sine ~
Decrees of freedom
Probability of chance

30.045
15
0.012

Valid cases
NISnAS CS.SeS
Response rate

450
0
100.0 2

Marketing Research Insitute I 1900 LakeBand Drive. Suite B / Jmckmon. Miummeippi 392*5007
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TEXAS 5th ~NGE9S1C. DISTRICT NOVEMER~ 1985

Task nuder 42

---- Dy----

'4~IRY DIS1
(V

MILDLY DISI

Lfl
1(IThER/NcN

q~.111LDLY SAT

j%%VERY SATIS

co~w~ssim ~vMiT ~os SATI~~TI~3I - c~ Axis)
M 1ff ~COGNITIU: k~IU U~YMT - (X Axis)

Mu~e.~ ItEPINE~ I~E~D IKIOUI/IKNOIWIKNOIWI
Reel ILY IIEMDI0FGLI~~IIIMFAY0IF~MI
Colern? I I~ IY INICIN I~L IDLE IRee
Totall I 0 I 11 21 31 41 5 ITetals

I 0 I 3 I 1 I 1 1 7 Iii
10.0123.117.717.7153.817.71 13

~ISF1E1 10.01 1.81 2.31 0.8 I~.3I 1.01 2.9
I 0.0 I 0.7 I 0.2 I 0.2 I 1.6 1 0.2 I
I-I I
I 01 7! 2! 4! 61 SI
I 0.0 I 29.2 1 8.3 I 16.7 I 25.0 I 20.8 I 24

~ATISF2 1 0.0 I 4.2 I 4.5 I 3.4 I 28.6 I 5.1 I 5.4
I 0.0 I 1.6 I 0.4 I 0.9 I 1.3 I 1.1 I
I
I 111251 321 831 SI 13!
I 0.4 I 48.3 I 12.4 I 32.0 I 1.9 I 5.0 I 259

~ 3 1100.01 75.8 I 72.7 I 69.7 I 23.8 I 13.31 57.8
1 0.2 I 27.9 1 7.1 I 18.5 I 1.1 I 2.9 1

I 01271 SI 27! 31 461
I 0.0 I 24.3 I 7.2 1 24.3 I 2.7 I 41.4 I 111

ISFIED 4 I 0.0 I 16.4 1 18.2 I 22.7 1 14.3 I 46.9 I 24.8
I 0.0 I 6.0 I 1.8 I 6.0 1 0.7 I 10.3 I

-------------I--I I--I--
I 0! 31 1! 4! 0! 33!
I 0.0 1 7.3 I 2.4 I 9.8 I 0.0 I 80.5 I 41

FlED 5 I 0.0 I 1.8 1 2.3 I 3.4 I 0.0 I 33.7 I 9.2
I 0.0 I 0.7 I 0.2 I 0.9 I 0.0 I 7.4 I
I----1-----!-------

Column! 11165144! 119! 211 981448
Totals I 0.2 I 36.8 I 9.8 I 26.6 I 4.7 I 21.9 1100.0

Chi square 254.227
Desrees of fe.ed~~ a 20
Probability ~ 0.000

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rate

=448
- &

99.6Z

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Driv. Suite B / JClcSOfl. MISSISSiPPI 39218.6007



TEXAS 5th CONOESSICI. DISTRICT NO~ElUER, 1985

rash uwinb.u' 42

010 a~NoESs1m mvmr I~-ELECiED - ~r Axis)

I
No.1 I
Celia. 1 I
Total I I.

I-

r~hYIT~8

4.'.

SWEtIE EL~

11)
LM~ERTA1N

e

tEPIIE~ER hEARD IKNOWI/I

I~ U irnm i
01 1121 31

1

*AW I
M11

41

~wI
FA~U 1
U IRon

S j Totals
i ii 22 I 6 i 21 IGI 411
I 0.9 I 19.8 1 5.4 1 18.9 I 0.0 1 ~.@ I 111
1 0.2 1 4.9 1 1.3 I 4.7 I 0.0 I 13.6 I

I I
1 01271101 221 171 101
I 0.0 I 31.4 1 11.6 I 25.6 I 19.8 1 11.6 I 86

210.0 116.3 122.7 118.3 181.0 110.2 119.1
I 0.0 I 6.0 I 2.2 I 4.9 1 3.8 I 2.2 I
I I-I I I
1 011171 281 77! 41 271
I 0.0 I 46.2 1 11.1 I 30.4 1 1.6 I 10.7 I 253

3 1 0.0 I 70.5 1 63.6 I 64.2 1 19.0 I 27.6 I 56.2
I 0.0 I 26.0 I 6.2 I 17.1 1 0.) I 6.0 I

Column I 111661441120! 211 981450
Totals I 0.2 I 36.9 I 9.8 I 26.7 I 4.7 1 21.8 1100.0

Chi square
Desrees of freedom
Probability of chance

152.179
- 0.000

Valid cases
?lissing cases
Response rate

450
0
100.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite 6I Jaceon. MSIUuIppI 39216-6007
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TEXM 5th CWIOESSIOI. DISTRICT

Task number 42

---- DY----

a~AYOR

FAVOR

U)
~ER1

N0VEMBER~ 1995

#11 TRIAL HEAT: BRYANT OR LEEDCDI - (Y Axis)

#6 WE RECOGNITION: JCIK BRYANT - (X Axis)

mImb.eb 1N0R~IHEVER IFEAND IKNOII/IKNOIWI~UNiN~I
RZ ILY IHEARDIOFGLIt()OP1ILWN~IFA~MI
C.lumZ I JOF IY INION IRABI IDLE IRew
TotclZ I 01 11 21 31 4! 5 ITtuls

I--I-I
.1 11511141 ~I 31741

I 0.5 I 25.8 I 7.1 I 27.8 I 1.5 I 37.4 1 1~S
BRYANT 1 I100.01~.7I31.8145.8I14.3I7L5I44.0

I 0.2 1 11.3 I 3.1 I 12.2 I 0.7 I 16.4 1
I
I 01571131291 61131
I 0.0 I 48.3 I 11.0 I 24.6 I 5.1 I 11.0 I 118

LEEOGN 2 1 0.0 I 34.3 I 29.5 I 24.2 I 28.6 1 13.3 I 26.2
I 0.0 I 12.7 I 2.9 I 6.4 I 1.3 1 2.9 I

I 01581 171 361 12! ill
I 0.0 I 43.3 I 12.7 I 26.9 I 9.0 I 8.2 I 134

RAIN 3 1 0.0 I 34.9 I 38.6 I 30.0 I 57.1 I 11.2 I 29.8
1 0.0 I 12.9 1 3.8 I 8.0 I 2.7 1 2.4 I
1------!------1------!------

Column I 1! 1661 441 1201 211 981450
Totals I 0.2 I 36.9 I 9.8 1 26.7 I 4.7 1 21.8 I 100.0

Chi square
Desrees of freedom
Probabilitr of chance

- 65.95
- 10
- c.ooo

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B I Jackson, MississIppI 39216.6007

:450:0
100.0%



0

TEXAS 5th CCNGESSIG. DISTRICT NOVEIEER, 1985

Task number 42

012 ThIs. FEAT IRY0AT/JJUI - (Y Axis)
---- Iv----

@6 IUIE AECCONITIONI JOIN BRYANT - (I Axis)

~ambec IN0EPI~EWR HEAND IKNOIWIKNCIII/IIGSWI
RX ILY ItEIOFcRLItK3~I1LWAWlFA~M1
C.luu~Z 1 I~ IY INION I~L IDLE IbmTetall I 01 11 2 I 3! 41 5 ITetels

I-I-I-I
I 1! 45! 151 471 4! 67!
I 0.6 1 25.1 1 8.4 1 26.3 1 2.2 I 37.4 I 179

~'AVCR3RYMT 1 I100.0127.1134.1139.2119.0166.4139.8
10.21101013.3110.410.9114.91 .1

I-I I
1 01 64! 121 341 91191

fV I0.0146.418.7124.616.5113.81138
FAVORJJDY 2 I 0.0 I 38.6 I 27.3 I 28.3 I 42.9 I 19.4 I 30.7

I 0.0 114.2 12.7 17.6 12.0 14.2 I
I 1---! I
I 0! 571 171 391 81 12!
1 0.0 I 42.9 I 12.8 I 29.3 I 6.0 I 9.0 I 133

JLI4CERTAIN 3 I0.0134.3138.6132.5I38.1112.2129.6
I 0.0 I 12.7 1 3.8 I 8.7 1 1.8 1 2.7 I

Column 1 1! 166! 44! 120! 21! 981450
Totals I 0.2 I 36.9 I 9.8 I 26.7 I 4.7 1 21.8 I 100.0

Chi square ~3.134 Valid cases 450
Desrees of freedom 10 hissing cases = 0
Probability of chance 0.000 Response rate 100.0 X

N

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



* i

TEXAS 5th CONGESSICIW. DISTRICT NOVEIIDER, 1985

Task nuinber 42

@13 SPECIAL CODE -VOTE TOTALS - (Y Axis)
---- Dy----

@6 N~E ~CDONITION: JOIN BRYANT - (X Axis)

Numb# ~
Roul ILY ~
CotuwtZ I IOF IV INION IRAIL IDLE IRs.
TotalZ I 0 I 1 I 2 I 3! 4! 5 ITetals

I--I--I--I
I 01 451 91 261 21 4!

0 10.0152.3110.5130.2! 2.314.7196
0 I 0.0 I 27.1 I 20.5 I 21.7 I 9.5 I 4.1 I 1,61

10.0110301 2.015.810.410.91
I-I
I 01161 91121 7! 61
1 0.0 I 32.0 I 18.0 I 24.0 I 14.0 1 12.0 I 50

I I 0.0 I 9.6 I 20.5 I 10.0 I 33.3 1 6.1 I 11.1
10.0 13.6 12.0 12.7 1 1.6 11.3 I

I 01 651 17! 501 41261
I 0.0 1 40.1 1 10.5 I 30.9 1 2.5 I 16.0 I 162

2 I 0.0 I 39.2 1 38.6 1 41.7 I 19.0 I 26.5 I 36.0
10.0 114.4 13.8 II1.1IO.9 15.8 1

------------------------------I-----I-
I 11 401 91 321 SI 621
I 0.7 1 26.3 I 5.9 1 21.1 I 5.3 I 40.8 I 152

3 rlOO.0 I 24.1 I 20.5 I 26.7 I 33.1 1 63.3 1 33.3
10.218.912.017.11 1.8113.81
I-----I-**----I---

Column I II 1~61 441 1201 21! 981450
Totals I 0.2 I 36.9 I 9.9 I 26.7 I 4.7 I 21.3 I 100.0

N

Chi square = 75.794 Valid cases 450
Degrees of free4~m iS Missing cases 0
Probabilit~ of chance 0.000 Response rate 100.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39216.6007



TERM 5th CVESSIO. DISTRICT NOVEIIER, 19~

Task saber 42

618 BRYMT POLITICK. PHIL0~WHY - (Y Axis)

66 1ff AECOGNITIWe: IC~ DRYANT - (K Axis)

*~~ERY LII

C\P

SGEII~1Ll

~STflES~

C

C

~inbt INOEPIlE~R UEMD IK1IOW4/IKIdOII/Ikf@WI
Asu' ILY 11E 1OF~LIN0~I1$NAV01FA~I
Cinlml I I~ IY INION IRAIL IkE lbs
Tetall 1 01 11 21 31 41 5 ITetal.

I
I 01 22! 71 271 91161
I 0.0 I 27.2 I 8.6 1 33.3 1 11.1 I 19.6 I 81

L 1I0.0114.8117.9124.8150.0116.8119.7
1 0.0 1 5.4 I 1.7 I 6.6 1 2.2 1 3.9 I
I-I I I
1 01 531 111 271 41311
I 0.0 I 42.1 I 8.7 I 21.4 I 3.2 I 24.6 I 126

~ I 0.0I35.6I28.2I24.8I22.2I32.6I~.7
I 0.0 1 12.9 1 2.7 1 6.6 I 1.0 I 7.5 1
I-I-I--I- I- I-I-
1 0125! 31151 21151
1 0.0 I 41.7 I 5.0 1 25.0 I 3.3 I 25.0 I 60

~E 3 I 0.0 I 16.8 I 7.7 1 13.8 I 11.1 1 15.8 I 14.6
I 0.0 1 6.1 I 0.7 I 3.6 I 0.5 I 3.6 I
I 1------!-
1 01271111 241 31 251
I 0.0 1 30.0 I 12.2 I 26.7 1 3.3 I 27.8 I 90

~VAT1V 4 U 0.0 2 18.2 2 28.2 2 22.0 1 16.7 2 26.3 1 21.9
I 0.0 I 6.6 I 2.7 1 5.8 I 0.7 I 6.1 I
[-----I I __________

I 11221 7! 161 01 82
I 1.9 I 40.7 1 13.0 1 ~.6 I 0.0 I 14.3 I 54

VATIV 5 1100.0 1 14.8 1 17.9 I 14.7 I 0.0 I 8.4 I 13.1
1 0.2 I 5.4 I 1.7 I :3.9 I 0.0 1 1.9 1

S1--------I-----I- -2-----
Column 1 111491 391 1091 131 951411
Totals I 0.2 I 36.3 I 9.5 1 26.5 1 4.4 1 23.1 I 100.0

Cha square a
Desrees of f
Probabalzt~ of

31.697
20
0.047

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rate

411
=39

91.3%

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B I Jackson, MissIssippi 39216.6007



I

TEXM 5th CVNGSBIU. DISTRICT NOVEMBER' 19~

Task numbue' 42

---- Dy----
619 POLITICA. I~ITIFICATICH - CY Axis)

.4 E ECCGNITIONZ £IU M~YMT - CX Axis)

Ihaber INOEPINEVER 1HEMD IKNCIKIIKNCWi/IKNOIWI
Rw ILY lIE I0FGLINO0PII*A~IFA~MI
CeliuX I JOF JY INION IRAIL IDLE lAwTetaIl 1.0 I 11 21 31 4! 5 ITotals

I-I-I---!
I 01 631 161 41! 61 241
I 0.0 1 42.0 I 10.7 1 27.3 1 4.0 1 16.0 I 150

*PWLICAi 1! 0.0138.0136.4134.2128.6124.5133.3
10.0114.013.619.111.31531
I-I
1 1150114! 44! 61441
10.6 131.4 18.8 127.7 13.8 127.71 159

DENOIRAT 21100.0130.1131.8136.7128.6144.9135.3
10.2 111.113.119.8 1 1.3 19.8 I

I
1 01 511 131 32! 6! 271
10.0 139.5 110.1! 24.8 14.7 120.9 I 129

~JNDEPENDENT 3 1 0.0 I 30.7 1 29.5 I 26.7 I 28.6 I 27.6 I 28.7
I 0.0 I 11.3 1 2.9 I 7.1 I 1.3 I 6.0 I

SI-------I-----I I---
I 0! 1! 01 0! 11 31
I 0.0 I 20.0 1 0.0 I 0.0 1 20.0 I 60.0 I 5

~0T1ERPARTY1D 4 P0.0! 0.6! 0.01 0.0! 4.81 3.11 1.1
I 0.0 I 0.2 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.2 I 0.7 I

C I 0! II II 3! 21 01
1 0.0 I 14.3 I 14.3 I 42.9 I 28.6 I 0.0 I 7

rLdcERTAIN
I 0.0 I 0.2 I 0.2 1 0.7 1 0.4 I 0.0 I
I-----I--1--I----------

Column I II 1L~6I 441 120! 21! 981450
Totals I 0.2 I 36.9 I 9.3 I 26.7 I 4.7 I 21.8 1100.0

Chi s~uaro 3

Decrees of fr..dm
Probability of c~e=

30.229
20
0.066

Valid cases
?lissinc cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216.6007

450
0
100.0 %



N-

TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIGMI DISTRICT

Task mmb.r 42

---- Iv----
620 AGE ~F RESPONGENT - (Y Axis)

16 tWE RECOGNITION: JCIH IRYANT - CX Axis)

tubr IN0REPIE~ER UEMD II~N0I14/IKNGWUIIOOWI
AX ILY IIEARDIOFOM.IN0OPII*A~IFAWMI
ColuutZ I I~ IY INI(JN IRAIL IDLE JR.
Tate)? I 01 11 21 31 4! 5 ITetals

I
.1 01 01 01 11 01 01

I0.010.0I0.01100.0I0.0I0.01 1
0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 1 0.8 1 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.2

1 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.2 1 0.0 1 0.0 I
I I
I 01 311 71 ill 31 21
I 0.0 1 57.4 I 13.0 I 20.4 I 5.6 I 3.7 I 54

1 I 0.0 I 18.7 1 15.9 I 9.2 I 14.3 I 2.0 1 12.0
1 0.0 1 6.9 I 1.6 1 2.4 1 0.7 1 0.4 I

1 11591141371 21211
I 0.7 I 44.0 I 10.4 I 27.6 I 1.5 1 15.7 1 134

2 1100.0 135.5131.81 30.8 I 9.5 I 21.4! 29.8
I 0.2 1 13.1 1 3.1 1 9.2 1 0.4 I 4.7 1
1---1-----I I-----
1 01271 31241 41 131
1 0.0 I 35.5 I 10.5 1 31.6 I 5.3 I 17.1 I 76

3 U 0.0 1 l6.:3 1 18.2 1 20.0 1 19.0 1 13.3 1 16.9
I 0.0 I 6.0 I 1.8 1 5.3 I 0.9 I 2.9 I

?.FEPLY
I~)

18-24 YE~

~,25-34 YEAR~

C!

*-~:j~5-44 YEAR~

1'~%4564 YEARS

65.~ND0VER 5

Column
Totals

---I--------------
I 01 311 ~I 351 11! 321
I 0.0 I 26.3 I 7.6 1 29.7 I 9.3 I 27.1 I 118
1 0.0 1 18.7 1 20.5 1 29.2 1 52.4 1 32.7 I 26.2
I 0.0 I 6.9 I 2.0 I 7.8 1 2.4 I 7.1 1
1---1------1------
I 01 131 61 121 1130!
1 0.0 1 26.9 I 9.0 I 17.9 I 1.5 I 44.8 I 67
I 0.0 I 10.9 I 13.6 I 10.0 I 4.8 I 30.6 I 14.9
I 0.0 I 4.0 I 1.3 I 2.7 I 0.2 I 6.7 I
I-I-I--I-----
1 1116614411201211981450
1 0.2! 36.9 1 9.8 1 26.7 I 4.7 1 21.8 I 100.0

CM square
Desrets of freedom
Probability of chance

- 62.662
-25
- 0.000

Valid cases
Nissing cases
Response rate

450
0
100.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. M~slssippi 39216-6007

NOVENDERI 1985

~. .4



TEXAS 5th CCN9ESS1Gr~. DISTRICT I()WIUER. 1995

Task Auhb? 42

921 OIQPATION lEADCIF HOUSEHOLD- (YAxis)
M IWE ~CDGNITICNt JOIN DRYNIT - (X Axis)

~imba' IIE3~PIfE~R IIENW IKNCW/IKNOIWIKNDIWI
RX ILY lIE1OFOM.IN0OPII*A~'IF~MI
CluumZ I JOF IV INIGi I~L IKE IRe.
Tetall I 01 11 21 31 41 5 ITetals

1-1----*--
I 01 0! 01 21 01 01
10.01 0.0! 0.01100.01 0.01 0.01 2

00! 0.0! 0.0! 0.01 1.71 0.01 0.0! 0.4
10.0100010.010.410.010001
I-I-I I 1-1-1-------
1 0! 261 6! 16! SI 17!
10.0137.118.6122.917.1124.3170

PROF/AWl 01 I 0.0 I 15.7 I 13.6 I 13.3 I 23.8 I 17.3 I 15.6
10.0 15.8 1 1.3 13.6 1 1.113.8 I
I-I I I---!
1 111001 231 651 ill 571
10.4 138.9 18.9 125.3 I 4.3 122.21 257

,S$ALES/CLER/TECH 02 I 100.0 I 60.2 I 52.3 I 54.2 I 52.4 I 58.2 I 57.1I 0.2 1 22.2 I 5.1 I 14.4 I 2.4 I 12.7 I

I 0! 301 121 311 41 20!
I0.0130.9112.4132.014.1120.61 97

'qIABORER 03 1 0.0 1 18.1 I 27.3 I 25.8 1 19.0 I 20.4 1 21.6
I 0.0 I 6.7 I 2.7 I 6.9 I 0.9 I 4.4 1
I--------1----I---I---I I I-I 0! 21 1! 0! 0! II
I0.0I50.0125.0I0.0I 0.0125.01 4

NJdEPROVED 05 1 0.0 I 1.2 1 2.3 1 0.0 1 0.0 I 1.0 1 0.9
I 0.0 I 0.4 I 0.2 1 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.2 I
I-----
I 01 8! 21 6! 1! 31
I 0.0 I 40.0 I 10.0 I 30.0 I 5.0 I 15.0 1 20

OTI"ER 06I0.014.8I4.515.014.813.114.4
1 0.0 I 1.8 1 0.4 I 1.3 I 0.2 I 0.7 1

I--I--I I
Column I 1>j tM I 44 I 120 1211991 450
Totals I 0.34 ~.9 1 9.8 1 26.7 1 4.7 1 21.8 1100.0

Chi squaa~e ~ 14.315 Valid casts 450
Desrees of freedom 25 Missing cases 0
Probability of chance = 0.956 Response rate 100.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. MIssIssippI 3216-6007



TEXAS 5th CCNG~SSICIIfl. DISTRICT NOVEIIDER 1985

Task number 42

22 INCOIE OF ESPONDENT - (Y Axis)
---- Dy.----

06 ?WIE ~CCGNITICII: flU DRYANT - (X Axis)

lAimber IM3REP1tE~R IFEARD IKJdOIIN/I~AOMN/I~EIWI
RsZ ILY IHEARD IOFClILINDOPll*AW)'lFM~Ul
ClummZ I JOF IY INUR4 IRAII. IDLE lbs
TetaIl 1 01 11 21 31 41 5 ITetats

I I-I I I-I-I------
I 01111 11121 11 91
10:0132.412.9135.3 I 2.9 I 2&~.5 134

6.6 I 2.3 1 10.0 I 4.8 I 9.2 I 7.6
I 0.012.410.212.710.212.01
I I-I--I
1 01151 21111 11141
I0.0I34.914.7I~.6I2.3I32.6I 43

LREERSIO1000 1 I 0.0 I 9.0 I 4.5 I 9.2 I 4.8 I 14.3 I 9.6
NY 10.013.310.412.410.213.lI

1 01 241 91 191 11 19!
10.01 33.3 I 12.5 I 26.4 11.41 26.4 172

$10000-519999 2 I 0.0 1 14.5 I 20.5 I 15.3 1 4.8 I 19.4 1 16.0
I 0.0 I 5.3 I 2.0 1 4.2 1 0.2 I 4.2 I

------------------------------~-----------I I----
I 11 40! 251 311 71 151
1 0.9 I 36.7 I 13.8 1 28.4 I 6.4 1 13.8 I 109

~42000O-S29999 3 1 100.0 1 24.1 2 34.1 1 25.8 1 33.3 1 15.3 1 24.2
I 0.2 I 8.9 I 3.3 I 6.9 1 1.6 I 3.3 I

C.
1 01 34! 8! 16! 6! 171
1 0.0 I 42.0 I 9.9 1 19.8 I 7.4 1 21.0 1 31

fJ30,000-$39,999 4 1 0.0 I 20.5 I 13.2 I 13.3 I 28.6 1 17.3 1 18.0
I 0.0 I 7.6 I 1.8 1 3.6 I 1.3 1 3.8 I

I 0! 22! 2! ill 21 91
I 0.0 1 47.8 1 4.3 1 23.9 I 4.3 1 19.6 1 46

540,000-$49999 5 I 0.0 I 13.3 I 4.5 I 9.2 I 9.5 1 9.2 I 10.2
I 0.0 I 4.9 I 0.4 I 2.4 I 0.4 1 2.0 I
I
I ~I' 111 4! 13! 21 12!
I 0.Q1 ~.2 19.5131.014.3123.6142

S50000-$74~999 6 I 0.O~J 4.6 I 9.1 I 10.8 I 9.5 I 12.2 1 9.3
1 0.,. 1 2.41 0.91 2.91 0.4 I 2.71

1 01 9! 3! 7! II 3!
1 0.0 I 39.1 I 13.0 I 30.4 I 4.3 I 13.0 I 23

$75~000AND0VER7 I 0.01 5.4! 6.8! 5.81 4.81 3.1! 5.1
I 0.0 1 2.0 I 0.7 1 1.6 1 0.2 1 0.7 1

1-
Column! 1116614411201211981450
Totals I 0.2 I 36.9 I 9.8 I 26.7 I 4.7 I 21.8 I 100.0

Chi square 29.637 Valid cases 450
Degrees of freedom 35 Hissing cases 0
Probability of chance = 0.543 Response rate = 100.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. MIssissIppI 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CSESSICDIM. DISTRICT NO~EUER 19~

Task number 42

23 SEX CF RESPVNENT - (Y Axis)

66 ~IE IECOGNITION' JOHN BRYANT - (X Axis)

* tier IM3EPIrEWR IFEAND IKNOIWIKNOIIIIKNUI/I
Reel ILY 11E ICFCNLINOOPI1WFA~IFA~MI
Celumal I JOF JY INION 1~L IDLE 1kv
Tetall I 01 1 I 21 3! 41 5 ITetals

I 01 ~1 251 591 181 54!
0 I0.0I34.5I10.5I24.8I7.6I22.7I2~

110.0 149.4 156.8 149.2 I~.7 I~.1152.9
10.0118.21 5.6 113.114.0112.01

1 1! 84! 19! 61! 3! 44!
* I0.5139.619.0128.811.4120.81212

2 1100.0 150.6 143.2 150.8 114.3 144.9 1471
10.2118.714.2113.610.719.81
1-I-I

Column I II 1661 441 1201 21! 981 450
Totals I 0.2 I 36.9 I 9.8 I 26.7 I 4.7 I 21.8 I 100.0

S.

Chi square = 12.149. Valid cases 450
Decrees of freedom 5 lljssjng cases 0
Probability of chance = 0.033 Response rate = 100.0 2

e

N.

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, MimleSippi 39216-5007



TERM 5th CGNGESSIOIU. DISTRICT NOWIUERI 1985

Task ftumbe~ 42

*24 ~E OF IESPONIIENT - (Y Axis)

16 WWE ECDONITIWP JOWl DRYIIT - (K Axis)

N~Ea

w

In
HITE

~ERICM IN

ASIAN

~it !NOWI~IHARDIKMW/IKNOIWIKEI
Reul ILY HENID IOFOILINDCPIIUIEAYOIF
C.lumZ I [OF IV INION IWL IILE lieu
Tetall I. 01 11 21 31 41 5 [Totals

I 0! 01 01 1! 01 01
I0.010.0I0.0I100.010.0I0.01 I

00 I 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.8 1 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.2
I 0.0 1 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.2 I 0.0 I 0.0 I
I-I-I I
1 01 471 81 311 41 1.1
I 0.0 I 43.5 1 7.4 1 28.7 1 3.7 1 16.7 1 lOS

01 1 0.0 I 28.3 I 18.2 1 25.8 I 19.0 I 18.4 I 24.0
1 0.0 1 10.4 I 1.8 I 6.9 I 0.9 I 4.0 I
I I I I
1 111101 351 841 121 68!
1 0.3 1 35.5 I 11.3 1 27.1 1 3.9 1 21.9 I 310

02 1 100.0 I 66.3 I 79.5 I 70.0 I 57.1 I 69.4 I 68.9
I 0.2 I 24.4 I 7.8 I 18.7 I 2.7 I 15.1 I

S1 1 1 1-
I 01 4! 11 21 41 61
I 0.0 I 23.5 I 5.9 I 11.8 I 23.5 I 35.3 I 17

03 1' 0.0 I 2.4 I 2.3 I 1.7 I 19.0 I 6.1 I 3.8
I 0.0 I 0.9 I 0.2 I 0.4 I 0.9 I 1.3 I
I I---! I I I I-
I 0! 3! 0! 2! 11 SI
I0.0127.310.0!13.219.1145.5! 11

DIAN 04 1 0.0 1 1.8 1 0.0 I 1.7 1 4.8 1 5.1 I 2.4
1 0.0 1 0.7 1 0.0 I 0.4 I 0.2 I 1.1 1

-1---*-!- I I
I 0! 2! 01 01 01 1!
I 0.0 I 66.7 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 1 33.3 I 3

05 1 0.0 2 1.2 1 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.0 1 1.0 1 0.7
I 0.0 I 0.4 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.2 1

I I I-I
4411201 211 981450

Totals 1 0.1 1 36.9 1 9.8 1 26.1 I 4.7 1 21.8 1100.0

Chi square u 32.091
Decrees of freedom 25
Probability of chance = 0.155

Valid cases
Nissin, cases
Response rate

450
=0

100.01

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Dnve. Suite B I Jackson, MissIssippI 39216-6007
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.4

TEIM 5th CCNO~SSlOIN. DISTRiCT NOVEMIER, 1965

Task mmbeh 54

if CNWES9W4 IRYNIT JOB SATISF~TIUN - (V Aria)
---- DY----

67 WE ~C0I3NITICNa JOIN LEEDON - (K Aria)

Nuinht IEWRI~IKJ@wIKNww1mswt
RI lIE IOFCM.INOsPII*MIOIFAWMI
Cohumi JOF IV INION I~IL 1111 IR.
Totall I 1 1 2 1 3 1 4 1 5 hotels

l 91 11 21 01 II
I 69.2 I 7.7 I 15.4 I 0.0 I 7.7 1 13~RVD1SSAT19FIEl I 2.8 1 3.6 I 3.3 I 0.0 I 3.7 I 2.9
I 2.0 1 0.2 I 0.4 I 0.0 1 0.2 1

1 171 11 2! 21 21170.814.218,318.318.3124
'I#ILDLV D1SSA1ISF 2 1 5.3 1 3.6 1 3.3 I 16.7 1 7.4 1 5.4

I 3.8 I 0.2 I 0.4 1 0.4 1 0.4 I

I 197 I 18 I ~ I 4 I 10 1If) I76.1I6.9I11.6I1.5I3.9I~
1EITIER/NOR 3 I 61.6 1 64.3 1 49.2 I 33.3 1 37.0 1 57.8

I 44.0 1 4.0 I 6.7 I 0.9 I 2.2 I
I 76 I 5 I 14 I 5 I 11 I

C" I 6 8 .514.5112.614.5I9.9I111
MILDLY SATISFIED 4 1 23.8 I 17.9 I 23.0 1 41.7 I 40.7 I 24.8

I 17.0 I 1.1 I 3.1 1 1.1 I 2.5 I
I 211 31 13! II 311 51.2 1 7.3 1 31.7 1 2.4 1 7.3 1 41SATISFIED 5 I 6.6 I 10.7 I 21.3 1 8.3 I 11.1 I 9.2
1 4.7 1 0.7 1 2.9 I 0.2 1 0.7 I

Column 13201 28! 611 12! 271448Totals I 71.4 I 6.3 I 13.6 1 2.7 1 6.0 1100.0

Chi square = 26.568 Valid cases * 448Decrees of freeda * 16 Missing cases * 2Probability *f chuce * 0.047 Response rate 99.6 %

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 LakeBand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 30216-5007



t.; 7

TEXAS 5th CUUESBIG. DiSTRICT NOVEJUER, 1~U

~VNE-E

'1)
~M~ERTAIW

Task numb.' 54

eio cou~sum m~e'r ~-ELEC1ED - (V ~ui.

P IWE ~C0GN1T10N: flU LEHIGH (K kisi

~ u~e i~m 1~W1KNWWIWI
AZ 1~Em 1GF0ILIN0OP1ItWAW1FA~UI
Celummi lOP IV INIGH 1L I LI JR..
Tetall I 1 I 2 I 3 I 4 IS ITetals

1 73! 71 231 21 6 I
1 65.8 I 6.3 1 20.7 1 1.8 1 5.4 I

L~1E1 I 22.7 I ~.0 I 37.1 I 16.7 I 22.2! 2.3
1 14.2 I 1.6 I 5.1 I 0.4 I 1.3 I

1 61 1 5 I 9 1 4 I 7 1
I 70.9 I 5.8 I 10.5 I 4.7 I 8.1 I 81

I 13.6! 1.1 I 2.01 0.9 11.6 I

I 187 1 16 I 38 I 6 I 14 1
I 73.9 1 6.3 I 11.9 I 2.4 I 5.5 I ~3

3 I 58.3 I 57.1 I 48.4 1 50.0 I 51.9 1 56.2
1 41.6 I 3.6 1 6.7 I 1.3 1 3.1 1

Colum 13211 28! 62! 121 271450
Totals I 71.3 I 6.2 1 13.8 1 2.7 1 6.0 I 100.0

Chi square
Desrees of freedom
Probability of chance

: 8.472
-8
=

Valid cases
Missing cases
Res~ons. rate

.4- -;

Marleting Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. MIssIssIppI 382164007

450
0
100.0 X

4



TUE 5th O~ESS1Gi. DISTRICT N~UER~ 1965

Task aumbet 54

---- II----
011 ThIs. hAT. DRYMIT OR L~H - (V bds)
07 E ~c0GNITIONi D~ LEEIKIK - (I Ads)

ft..? IIEAU IGFOILINOOPIILIUWaI FAh~MI
Cotmi JOF IV INIS IWL I NE! Rsp
Total? I 1 I 2 I 3 I 4 I S ITtals

1 147 I 8 1 28 1 5 I 10 I
I 74.214.0114.112.515.111,

11458 128.6 145.2 141.7 137.0 344.0I 32.7 I 1.8 I 6.2 1 1.1 I 2.2 1

1 751 101 171 11 15!
I 63.6 I 8.5 114.41038112.71 118

F~RLON 2123.4135.7127.41 8.31U.612L2
1 16.7 I 2.2 I 3.8 I 0.2 I 3.3 I

I 99 I 10 I 17 I 6 1 2 I
I 73.9 I 7.5 I 12.7 I 4.5 I 1.5 1 139

3130.8135.7127.4150.017.4129.8
1 22.0 1 2.2 1 3.8 1 1.3 1 0.4 1

Column I 3211 281 621 121 271 ~
Totals I 71.3 I 6.2 I 13.8 I 2.7 I 6.0 I 100.0

CM square
Decrees of freedom
Probability of chance

21.155
8
0.007

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rat.

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jeckeon. Mississippi 392164007

450
0
100.0 2



1115 5th (1NEUSIS. DISJRICT ND'81' 195

Task uumbet 54

612 ThI. IEAT IRftdIr/JBI - Y bus)

67 IKE CUNITICIS AU LEECH (I bus)

i~e tim i~mwI~mw1inWI
hEm IeFULIN0CPI1L3FM~)IFinI
ICF U INJON IL 13.1 hs
I 1 1 2 I 3 I 4 I S ITuitals
I 1~I SI 231 31161
I 75.4 1 4.5 I 12.8 I 1.7 I 5.4 I 179
I 42.1 I 2.6 I 37.1 I 25.0 1 3~ ~ 39.6
I 30.0 I 1.8 1 5.1 I 0.7 1

I ~0 I 11 I 20 1 3 1 14 1
I 65.2 I 8.0 I 14.5 I 2.2 I 10.1 I 13
I 2.0 I 39.3 I 32.3 I 25.0 I 51.9 1 30.7
I 20.0 1 2.4 I 4.4 I 0.7 I 3.1 I

I 96 I 9 I 19 I 6 I 3 I
1 72.2 I 6.8 I 14.3 I 4.5 I 2.3 1 133
I 29.9 I 32.1 I 30.6 1 50.0 1 11.1 I 29.6
1__21.3 I 2.0 1 4.2 I 1.3 I 0.7 I
I
I 321 I 28 I 62 I 12 I 27 I 450
I 71.3 I 6.2 I 13.8 I 2.7 I 6.0 1100.0

Chi squale 12.562
Deereos of freedom = 8
Probabi1it~ of chance : 0.128

Valid casesfljssjng cases
Res~osso rate

1 .1'

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Laketand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. MIssIssippi 39216-6007

biw

P

2

-~ mm
q~qs

F0~R ~R3Y

.rL3~ERTAIN

C.'-
Totals

4500
100.0 Z



TEXAS 5th ~NhE9Sl~IML DiSTRICT NOWDUER. j~95

lash m~ue 54

*13 SPECIAL QEE -WIE TOTALS - (V ads)
---- lv----

87 E AEIO3NITIUNU flU LEEDOK - (I bds)

~iu ' ~ am.. IKNIIF~NWIFW I

~
Tsta1~ 1 1 1 2 I 3 I 4 I S ITduls
-I--I--I--I--I--I-

I 631 71 12! 31 11
N 173.318.1114.01 3.51 1.21 h

0 1 19.6 1 25.0 I 19.4 1 25.0 1 3.7 1 1,01
I 14.0 110612.710.710.21 /4.

1 341 3! 6! 41 31
168.016.0112.018.015.0150

1 I 10.6 I 10.7 I 9.7 1 33.3 I 11.1 I 11.1
I 7.6 I 0.7 I 1.3 I 0.9 1 0.7 I

'1) I 125! SI 18! II 10!
I 77.2 I 4.9 I 11.1 1 036 I 6.2 I 162

2138.9129.6129.018.3137.01 36.0
I 27.8 I 1.8 I 4.0 I 0.2 I 2.2 I

I-I-I-I
(2 1 99! 101 261 41 13!

I 65.1 I 6.6 I 17.1 I 2.6 I 8.6 I 152
3 130.8135.7141.9133.31 48.1 I 33.8

I 22.0 I 2.2 I 5.8 1 0.9 1 2.9 I
C Column 13211 281 62! 121 271450

rout. Totals I 71.3 I 6.2 I 13.8 1 2.7 1 6.0 1100.0

Chi square = 17.976 Valid cases u 450
Desrees of freedom = 12 Missing cases : 0
Probability of chance = 0.116 Response rate ~ 100.0 1

4

Marteting Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39216.6007



0

TERM 5th CVNESSISN. DISTRICT NOWHER 195

Tash m~t 59

if CVNOEU1WI URYMT fl SATISF~T1IN - (V Ads)
---- 3,----

U E EIOGNITICNI ~ICY JEY - (I Ads)

~ u~w~ i~m i~mwimwzinmwi
R IIEICFc3LI~CPIIWUffA~1F#I2I
Celummi IOF JY INION IMIL IKE IA.
TetalZ 1 1 1 2 l 3 1 4 1 5 IT.t.1~

I SI 1! 31 01 41
1 38.5 1 7.7 1 23.1 1 0.0 I 30.6 1 13

~RY DISUTISFIEl 1 2.1 l 2.7 1 4.7 1 0.0 1 4.4 1 2.9
11.110.210.710.01 0.9 I

~
I 121 21 41 3! 31 r
150.01 8.3116.7112.5112.SI 24

NILILY DISMTISF2 1 5.0 1 5.4 1 6.3 1 15.8 1 3.3 I 5.4
12.71 0.4 10.9101710.71

I 1581 20! 371 6! 381
161.01717114.312.3114.71259

,tdEIflfR/NDR 3 I 66.4 I 54.1 I 57.8 I 31.6 I 42.2 I 57.8
I 35.3 I 4.5 I 8.3 I 1.3 1 8.5 I
I
1 49 1 12 1 15 1 8 1 27 I
I 44.1 I 10.8 1 13.5 I 7.2 I 24.3 I 111

~ILILY SATISFIED 4 [ 20.6 I 32.4 I 23.4 1 42.1 1 30.0 I 24.8
I 10.9 1 2.7 I 3.3 1 1.8 1 6.0 1
1-I I I
I 141 2! 5! 2! 18!
I 34.1 I 4.9 1 12.2 I 4.9 I 43.9 I 41

NPERYSATISFIED 5 I 5.9 I 5.4 1 7.8 1 10.5 I 20.0 I 9.2
I 3.1 1 0.4 1 1.1 I 0.4 1 4.0 I

Column 12381 371 64! 191 901448
Totals 1 53.1 I 8.3 I 14.3 I 4.2 1 20.1 I 100.0

Chi square - 37.359 Valid cases = 448
Degrees of freedum * 16 Missing cases = 2
Probability of chasce a 0.002 Response rate z 99.6 Z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suits B I Jackson, MIssissippi 392164007



TERM 5th ~IUESSIR. DISTRICT im

Task .bu 59

610 cGNWSUIU IRVMr E-ELECTED - (V ads)IV-..--
* mi ~c~IN1TlCN1 CY J (N mis)

bsR IIEA ICFWLJNOCPIIIWA'A3IFII1CeImi lOP IV INIW IL 111 lb.
Tetall I I I 2 I 3 1 4 I 5 1Mm?.

I 431 91 13! 71 391
1 36.7 I 8.1 I 11.7 1 6.3 I 38.1 1 111

IETEI 117.9I24.312O.3I~.6I43.3I2.7
1 9.6 I 2.0 I 2.9 1 1.6 I 8.7 I

1 441 6! 161 4! 141
I 51.2 1 7.0 I 18.6 I 4.7 I lSj I

E 2118.3116.2125.0121.1117. 119.1
1 9.81 1.31 3.6! 0.913,61

I 1531 ~I 351 81 351
1 60.5 1 8.7 1 13.8 1 3.2 1 13.8 1 253

3 1 63.8 1 59.5 1 54.7 I 42.1 I 38.9 1 56.2
I 34.0 1 4.9 1 7.8 1 1.8 1 7.8 1

I I
Colum 12401 371 64! 19! 901450
Totals I 53.3 1 8.2 1 14.2 I 4.2 1 20.0 1100.0

Chi s~uar*
Desrees of freedo.
Probability of chance

- 28.301
-8
- 0.000

Valid cases
Missing cases
Res~ons. rate

v~.

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. Mssisslppl 39216-6007

NV-

to

%AIIcERTAIN

450
0
100.0 2



TEXAS 5th CONOESSIWIL DISTRICT - , 1,~

Task numb.u 59

611 TRIM. IEAT: MYANT CR LEEDC~ - (Y Acis)

16 tWI ECOGNITION: IWICY iWY - (X Ads)

V

FAYCA

'/)
~,UN~ER1

HEWRI~IkUWWIKMWWIKE4WI
Ai IIE~ ICFOILINDGPIILWA~IFM~MI
celuaX I~ IY INEON IRABL IDLE ZR..
TotaIl 1 1 I 2 1 3 1 4 I 5 ITehis

I 96 I 13 I 29 I 12 I 46 1
1 46.5 1 66 1 14.6 1 6.1 1 24.2 1 196

DRYMi 1I40.0I35.1I45.3I63.2I~.3144.O
1 21.3 I 2.9 I 6.4 I 2.7 I 10.7 I
I-I-I
1 64 1 11 1 13 I 5 1 25 1
I 54.2 1 9.3 1 11.0 1 4.2 I 21.2 1 118

LENON 2I26.7129.7120.3126.3127.8126.2
I 14.2 I 2.4 I 2.9 I 1.1 1 5.6 I
I I I I--I-I
1 80 1 13 1 22 1 2 1 17 1
1 59.7 1 9.7 I 16.4 I 1.5 I 12.7 I 134

AIN 3 I 33.3 I ~Th.1 I 34.4 I 10.5 I 18.9 I 29.8
I 17.8 I 2.9 1 4.9 I 0.4 I 3.8 I

Column 12401 971 641 191 901450
Totals I 53.3 1 8.2 I 14.2 I 4.2 I 20.0 I 100.0

Chi s~uarc
Desrees of freedom
Probability of chance

- 13.831
-8
- 0.086

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216.5007

450
0
100.0 i



TEXM 5th CGUOHBSIGI. DISTRICT - t 19.

Task sue' 5,

112 TRIM. FEAT IRYANT/JCI - (Y Axis)
U ~UE IECOGNITIWI lUCY JLE3Y - (I Axis)

RZ lIE ICFCILINO0PIIL3EA~1FW~MI
C1Z IOF IT INION IRAIL IDLE IRs.
Total? 1 1 I 2 I 3 I 4 I 5 ITetals

I
1 931 131 271 161 301

C 152.017.3115.118.~ 116.81 1~
FA~RURYI 1 I 38.8 I 35.1 142.2 184.21 33.3139.8

120.712.916.013.616.71
I
1 65 1 10 1 16 1 1 1 46 1
147.117.2 111.6 10.7 133.3 I 138

FAVCRJEY 2 127.1127.0125.01 5.31 51.1 131L7
1 14.4 1 2.2 I 3.6 1 0.2 I 10.2 1

I
if) I 821 141 211 21 141

1 61.7 1 10.5 I 15.8 I 1.5 I 10.5 I 133
UNCERTAIN 3 I 34.2 I 37.8 I 32.8 I 10.5 I 15.6 I 29.6

1 18.2 I 3.1 I 4.7 I 0.4 I 3.1 I
I I--I I

Column 12401 37! 64! 191 901450
Totals 1 53.3 I 8.2 I 14.2 I 4.2 I 20.0 I 100.0

Chi square 39.939
Degrees of freedom 9
Probability of chance = 0.000

Valid cases
~issinu cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Dilve, Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 38216-5007

450
0
100.0 Z



TEIM 5th CIUIGESSIGI. DISTRICT ND'JEIUER~ 1995

Task sumbe' 59

013 SPECiAL COlE -VOTE TOTALS - tY Axis)
---- DY----

I?~IE I~C0GNITI0N: ?UCY JSY - (I Axis)

RZ I~E IOFQLINOCPIILMFAVOIFAWMI
Clwm2 JOF IY INION IWI IULE lbs
Tetall 1. 1 I 2 I 3 1 4 1 5 ITotals

1-I I-I
1 59 I 10 1 11 I I I 5 I

N 168.6111.6112.811.215.8I 66
0 1 24.6 I 27.0 1 17.2 1 5.3 I 5,6 1 19.1

I 13.1 1 2.2 I 2.4 I 0.2 I 1.1 1
I-I
I 251 4! 8 I 1! 121
150.0 18.01l6.012.0124.0I 50

1110.4110.8112.515.3113.3111.1
I 5.6 I 0.9 I 1.8 1 0.2 I 2.7 1
I--I I--I I 1
I 881 111 29! 71 27!
I 54.3 1 6.8 I 17.9 1 4.3 1 16.7 1 162

.9- 2136.7129.7! 45.3136.81 30.0 I 36.0
I 19.6 I 2.4 I 6.4 1 1.6 I 6.0 I
I--I---!-
I 68 1 12 1 16 I 10 1 46 I
I 44.7 I 7.9 I 10.5 I 6.6 1 30.3 I 152

3 V 28.3 132.4 125.0 152.6 151.1133.8
I 15.1 I 2.7 1 3.6 I 2.2 1 10.2 1
I I l----l----1 I

Column 12401 37! 64! 19! 901450
Totals I 53.3 1 8.2 I 14.2 1 4.2 I 20.0 I 100.0

Chi square 33.331 Valid cases 450
Degrees of freedom 12 hissing cases 0
Probability of chance - ('.001 Response rate = 100.0 2

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B / Jackson. MississippI 392164007



TERM 5th CCNGIESSIOW~.. DISTRICT ~ , 1985

Task numbuu~ 64

---- DY----

0w

%fUNcERTAIN

*10 CONWESSIW4 DRYIU4T IE-ELECTED - (Y Axis)

9 CCNGRESSMAN IRYMdT JOB SATISFACTICN - (I Axis)

Number I WRY D I MILDLY I tEITE I MILDLY I WRY S I
Rw IISSATII DISSAIR/NCJR I SATISIAT2ISFII
COIIUAZ ISFIE ITISF I IFIED lED IRs.
TotalZ I 1 I 2 I 3 I 4 1 5 ITehis

I 1 I 4 1 23 I 47 I 36 I
I 0.9 1 3.6 I 20.7 I 42.3 I 32.4 I 111

D.ECTEI I 7.7116.7! 8.9142.3187.8124.S
I 0.2 I 0.9 I 5.1 I 10.5 I 8.0 I

I 11 I 17 I 33 1 23 I 2 I
I 12.8 I 19.8 I 38.4 1 26.7 I 2.3 1 86

~ 2 1 84.6 I 70.8 I 12.7 1 20.7 1 4.9 I 19.2
1 2.5 I 3.8 I 7.4 I 5.1 I 0.4 I

1 1 I 3 1 203 I 41 I 3 I
I 0.4 I 1.2 I 80.9 1 16.3 I 1.2 I 251

3 I 7.7 I 12.5 1 78.4 I 36.9 I 7.3 I 56.0
I 0.2 1 0.7 I 45.3 I 9.2 I 0.7 I
1------!-----

Column! 13! 2412591 1111 411448
Totals I 2.9 I 5.4 I 57.8 I 24.8 I 9.2 I 100.0

Chi square 241.811
Degrees of freedom S
Probability of :hance 0.000

Valid casest~issin9 cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B / JackSon. Mississippi 39~166OO7

448
= 99.6%



TEXAS 5th CONOESSIOI. DISTRICT NORPEJUER 19.

Task nuber 64

---- DY-.---
*ii TRIM. lEAT' BRYANT OR LEEDOft - (Y Axis)

9 CCNOIESSIU BRYANT JOB SATISFMTIUN - (I Axis)

Nuiet I WRY D I MILDLY I FEIDE I MILDLY I ~ S
Re. I I ISSATI I DISSA I R/NOR I SATIS I ATIIFI
Coluel ISFIE ITISF I IFIED 19
TetalI 1 1 1 2 1 3 1 4 1 5

I I-I I-I
I 4 I 8 1 83 I 70 I 33

0 I 2.0 I 4.0 I 41.9 I 35.4 1 16.7
FA~R3RYANT 1 130.8133.3132.0163.118.5

I 0.9 I 1.8 I 18.5 I 15.6 I 7.4
I--I--I-I--I
1 5 I 9 1 76 1 21 I 5
1 4.3 1 7.8 1 65.5 1 18.1 1 4.3

FAVCRLEEDCN 2 I 38.5 I 37.5 I 29.3 I 18.9 I 12.2
I 1.1 I 2.0 I 17.0 1 4.7 I 1.1
I I I-I I

Lf~ 1 41 71 1001 201 3
I 3.0 1 5.2 I 74.6 I 14.9 I 2.2

~.UNCERTAIN 3 1 30.8 I 29.2 I 38.6 1 18.0 I 7.3
I 0.9 I 1.6 I 22.3 I 4.5 I 0.7

Column I 13 I 24 1 259 I 111 I 41
Totals 1 2.9 I 5.4 1 57.8 I 24.8 I 9.2

Chz square
Desrees of freedom
Probability of chance

58.
0

0.0

076 Valid cases = 448
Missing cases = 2

00 Response rate = 99.6 %

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeland Drive, Suite B / Jackson. MississIppI 39216-6007

I Ru
I Total.
I
I
1198
1 44.2
I
I
I
I 116
I 25.9
I
I
1
1134
I 29.9
I
I-'---
1448
I 100.0



TEXAS 5th CONGESSICIA. DISTRICT NOVEMBER, 19~

Task number 64

612 TRIAL tEAT BRYANT/JUDY - (Y Axis)
---- BY----

69 CONGRESSMAN BRYANT X)9 SATISFACTION - (X ~cis)

Number I VERY D I MILDLY I NEITIE I MILDLY I VERY S I
RwZ IISSATI! DISSAIR/NOR I SATISIATISEJI
Columni ISFIE ITISF I IFIED lED lb.
Totall I 1 I 2 I 3 I 4 I 5 ITotals

I I I Io I 51 81 721 631 311
I 2.8 I 4.5 I 40.2 I 35.2 I 17.3 I 179

FAVORIRYANT I I~.5I33.3I27.8!56.8I75.6I4O.O
1 1.1 I 1.8 I 1611 I 14.1 I 6.9 I

I 61 91 86! 281 7!
I 4.4 I 6.6 I 63.2 1 20.6 I 5.1 1 136

..~AVORJAIY 2 146.2137.5133.2125.21 17.1130.4
I 1.3 I 2.0 I 19.2 1 6.3 I 1.6 I

fl I 2 I 7 I 101 1 20 I 3 I
I 1.5 I 5.3 I 75.9 1 15.0 1 2.3 1 133

s4JNCERTAIN 3 I 15.4 1 29.2 I 39.0 I 19.0 1 7.3 I 29.7
I 0.4 I 1.6 I 22.5 I 4.5 I 0.7 I

SI-
Column I 131 2412591 liii 41I44~
Totals I. 2.9 I 5.4 I 57.8 I 24.8 I 9.2 I 100.0

Chi square 56207 Valid cases 44~
Degrees of freedom 3 Nissin; cases = 2
Probability of chance 0.000 Response rate 99.6 Z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-6007



TEIM 5th CE2NOESSI(M.. DISTRICT NOYEIUER~ 19U

Task number 64

113 SPECIM. COlE -VOTE TOTM.S - CY Axis)
---- my----

9 C0NG~SS~WI IRYNIT MIS SATISFACTION - IX Axis)

Numbot I~YDINILDLY INEIT)fINILDLY1'~RYSI
be? JISSATIl DISSAIRINUR 1 SATISIATISFII
Coitus? ISFIE ITISF I IFIED 10 IRow
Total? I 1 I 2 I 3 1 4 I 5 ITotals

~ -

I 0 I 0 1 76 I 10 1 0 I

* 10.01060188.4111.610.0166
0 1 0.0 I 0.0 I 29.3 I 9.0 I 0.0 I 19.2

10.010601 17.0 12.210,01

I 21 51 331 81 21
14.0I10.0166.0116.014.01 50

1 I 15.4 I 20.8 1 12.7 I 7.2 I 4.9 I 11.2
1 0.4 I 1.1 I 7.4 I 1.8 I 0.4 1

1 31 711101 351 51
I 1.9 1 4.4 1 68.8 I 21.9 I 3.1 I 160

2 I 23.1 1 29.2 1 42.5 I 31.5 1 12.2 I 35.7
1 0.7 I 1.6 I 24.6 I 7.8 1 1.1 I
I---!-
I 81 12 I 40 I 581 341
I 5.3 1 7.9 I 26.3 I 38.2 1 22.4 I 152

3 r 61.5 1 50.0 I 15.4 I 52.3 I 82.9 I 33.9
I 1.8 I 2.7 I 8.9 I 12.9 I 7.6 I

Column I 13 1 24 I 299 1 111 I 41 I 448
Totals I 2.9 1 5.4 I 57.9 I 24.8 1 9.2 I 100.0

Chi square 22.572 Valid cases 448
Desrees of freedom 12 Missing cases 2
Probability of chance 0.000 Response rate 99.6 7.

Martcettng Research Institute I 1900 Lakeend Drive, Suite B I JackSOn, MississiPpi 392166007



TEXAS 5th CCNGESSICR~. DISTRICT N~U. 1~

Task nuinkr 68

---- DY----

DISSAl

MILDLY DIS~

~~ILDLY SAT

N/ERY SATIS

m - in SATIIETUN - (Y ~cis)
010 ~NORES9U IRYMIT RE-9.ECTED - (I bris)

Ihmb.e IDRYANTISGIEGNIIIEERTI
Row? I IE-ELIEELSEJAIN I
Colummi JECTE I I JR.,
Total? I. 1 I 2 I 3 hotels

I
1 16 I 13 I 26 I
I 29.1 I 23.6 I 47.3 I ~

~1SFIE 1 I 14.4 1 15.1 I 10.3 1 12.2
I 3.6 I 2.9 I 5.8 1
I
1 8 I 12 I 21 I
I 19.5 I 29.3 I 51.2 I 41

~ATISF2 1 7.2 I 14.0 I 8.3 I 9.1
I 1.8 I 2.7 I 4.7 1
I I I-I-
1 11 I 9 1 19 1
I 28.2 I 23.1 I 48.7 I 39

R 3 I 9.9 I 10.5 1 7.5 I 8.7
I 2.4 1 2.0 1 4.2 I

I--
I 42 I 25 I 83 I
I 28.0 I 16.7 I 55.3 I 150

ISFIED 4 r 37.8 I 29.1 I 32.8 I 33.3
I 9.3 I 5.6 I 18.4 I

I
I 24 I 27 I 104 I

~0.6 I 16.4 1 63.0 I 165
FlED 5 i 30.6 I 31.4 I 41.1 I 36.7

1 7.6 1 6.) I 23.1 I
I------I-

Column I 111 1 86 1 253 I 450
Totals I 24.7 I 19.1 I 56.2 I 100.0

Chi square
Desrees of fr.ed
Probability of c~m~ =

9.837
S
0.277

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B / Jackson. Miasissippi 39216.6007

a'
I

450
0
100.0 Z



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSICIYL DISTRICT tV~EUER1 1965

Ta5k number 68

15 C(NdGAESSlWI/WI-AIDED ECM.L - CY Axis)
- - -- my ----

110 CONGIESSIIAN DRYNIT VE-ELECIED - (X Axis)

Number IDRYANT!SQEVNILVECERTI
RouX I IE-ELIEBSEJAIN I
C.luuul IECTE I I IRow
TotalZ I 1 I 2 I 3 ITohis
-- I I--I-I

I 21 0! 1!
0166:7! 0:0133.31 3

0.4 1 0.7
1 0.4 I 0.0 I 0.2 I *

I 26 I 10 I 16 I
I 50.0 I 192 I 30.8 1 52

BRYANT~IED 1 I 23.4 I 11.6 I 6.3 1 11.6
1 5.8 I 2.2 1 3.6 1
I-
1 9 I 12 1 28 I
I 18.4 I 24.5 1 57.1 I 49

OTHERNAI~D 2 I 8.1 1 14.0 I 11.1 1 10.9
1 2.0 I 2.7 I 6.2 I

SI--I------
I 741 64! 208!
I 21.4 1 18.5 1 60.1 I 346

J~ERTAIN 3 I 66.7 I 74.4 I 82.2 I 76.9
I 16.4 I 14.2 I 46.2 1

Column I 111 1 36 I 253 1 450
Totals I 24.7 I 19.1 1 56.2 1100.0

N
C~i square 26.567 Valid cases 450
Deerees of fr~e~ci 6 missing cases = 0
Probability o~ dance = ).000 Response rate: 100.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackeon. Miesisslppi 39216-6007



0
I

TEXAS 5th CCNGESSI(M. DISTRICT NOi6UER~ 1~U

Task nub..' 68

86 ~flE IEaN3NITICNI ~aiu hYMN - (Y his)
---- Iv----

*io CLINUESSIU muir K-BETEl - (I his)

~mb.e IWISGIIONIWI~TI
RwZ I Il-EL JEELSEIAIN I
Colmi JECIE I I lb.
TtalZ I 1 I 2 I 3 ITetals

I 1! 01 01
1100.0 I 0.0 I 0601 1

0 1 0.9 I 0.0 I 0.0 1 0.2
I 0.2 I 0.0 I 0.0 I

I 22 I 27 I 117 I
I 13.3 I 16.3 I 70.5 I 166

D~ 1 I 19.8 I 31.4 I 46.2 I 36.9
I 4.9 I 6.0 I 26.0 I
i-I--I--I-
I 6 I 10 1 28 I
I 13.6 I 22.7 1 63.6 I 44

IdLY 2 I 5.4 1 11.6 I 11.1 I 9.8
1 1.3 I 2.2 I 6.2 I

I 21 I 22 I 77 I
1 17.5 1 18.3 1 64.2 I 120

PINION 3 1. 18.9 I 25.6 I 30.4 I 26.7
I 4.7 I 4.9 I 17.1 I

I 0 1 17 I 4 I
I 0.0 I 81.0 I 19.0 I 21

IVORADL4 I 0.0 I 19.8 I 1.6 1 4.7
I 0.0 1 3.8 I 0.9 I

I 61 I 10 I 27 I
I 62.2 I 10.2 I 27.b I 98

FABLE 5 I 55.0 I 11.6 1 10.7 I 21.8
I 13.6 I 2.2 I 6.0 I
I- -w---I-I--

Column I I1~t~ 861 2531 450
Totals I 24.~ 19.1 I 56.2 I 100.0

Chi sq~a~. ~'V * 152.17? Valid Cu.
Degrees of freedom = 10 Nissin, c~
Probability of chance = 0.000 Response I

Is =
1505
rate

4500
100.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. MIssissippI 39216-6007
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TEXAS 5th CGNGESSIG~L DISTRICT NO~8UER. 1985

Task number 68

- --- Dy ----

HEED

If)
KN~/

'9

C

C

r~NOW~

cc

*7 1ff RECOGNITION' J31 LEEDOK - (V Axis)

*io CGNORESSIU URYIIT RE-ELECTED - 1 Axis)

Number I8RYANTI~NEONI1ICERTI
RZ I RE-ELIEELSEIAIN I
Cotim? JECTE I I IR..
Totall 1 1 I 2 I 3 ITotals

I 73 I 61 I 187 I
1 22.7 I 19.0 I 58.3 I 321

IfMWGF 1 1 65.8 I 70.9 I 73.9 I 71.3
1 16.2 I 13.6 I 41.6 1

I 7 I 5 I 16 I
I 25.0 I 17.9 I 57.1 I 28

CFGLY 2 I 6.3 I 5.8 I 6.3 I 6.2
I 1.6 I 1.1 I 3.6 I
I-I-I-I-
I 23! 91 30!
I 37.1 I 14.5 I 48.4 I 62

NO OPINION 3 I 20.7 I 10.5 I 11.9 I 13.8
I 5.1 I 2.0 I 6.7 1
I--
I 21 41 6!
I 16.7 I 33.3 I 50.0 I 12

IJfAVORAIL4 U 1.8 I 4.7 I 2.4 I 2.7
I 0.4 1 0.9 I 1.3 I

I 6 I 7 I 14 I
1 22.2 I 25.9 1 51.9 I 27

~FAVORA9LE 5 1 5.4 I 8.1 1 5.5 I 6.0
I 1.3 I 1.6 I 3.1 I
I----I-

Column I lii I 36 1 253 1 450
Totals I 24.7 I 19.1 1 56.2 1100.0

Chi square
Desrees of frffdes
Probability of chance

8.472
8
0.399

Valid C~545 2

fljggjng cases =
Response rate :

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B / Jackeon. Mlemissippi 39216-5007

450
0
100.0 X



TEIM 5th CCNGESSICI. DISTRICT Kheim, i

Task mumb..~ 68

---- my..-..-
* ~WE EcOONITIUNI ICY AM - (V bcis)

610 XiNORESSIU IWIANV E-GEIB (I mi.)

kmb.t IWISGECNIWEERT1
Awl I E-ELIE&.SEIAIN I
Columi IECTE I I lbs
Tetull I 1 I 2 I 3 ItOtOlS

14314411531
I 17.9 I 18.3 I 63.8 I 240

IGF I I 38.7 I 51.2 1 60.5 I 53.3
I 9.6 1 9.8 1 34.0 I

I 91 6! 221
I 24.3 I 16.2 I 59.5 I 37

~.Y 2 1 8.1 I 7.0 I 8.7 I 8.2
I 2.0 I 1.3 I 4.9 I

1 13 l 16 I 35 I
I 20.3 I 25.0 I 54.7 1 64

PINION 3 I 11.7 1 18.6 1 13.8 I 14.2
l 2.9 I 3.6 1 7.8 I
'----I--I-I-
1 71 4! 81
I 36.8 I 21.1 I 42.1 I 19

VORADL4 V 6.3 1 4.7 I 3.2 1 4.2
I 1.6 I 0.9 I 1.8 I_______

__________I
I 39 I 16 I 35 I
1 43.3 I 17.8 I 38.9 1 90

RABLE 5 I 35.1 I 18.6 I 13.8 I 20.0
1 8.7 I 3.6 I 7.8 I

Column I 111 1 .% I 253 I 450
Totals I 24.7 1 19.1 I 56.2 I 100.0

Chi square
Desrees of frw
Probability of '~S~q

~ ~

a 28.301
.8
3 0.000

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rat.

Marketing Research Instltute/ 1900 Laketand Drive. Suite B / Jackson. MississIppI 392164007

'p

(~9

If~D OF a
'I)

KJEOII4/ND a
'V..

C

e
N NOI#d/FAVO

= 450
=0

100.0z



TEXAS 5th CCNGESSIWW. DISTRICT IWSIIP. 1965

Task nUmb,, 68

---- IT
9 ~X3IGESSH~ IRYIIl' S MTIIFWTIGN - (Y kis)

610 CNGESU IRYII E-ELE1U - (I kis)

r%~ERY DI~A1

'p

9'.

MILDLY DIS~

NEIT~ER/N~

~P~ILDLY SAT

e
r4'ERY SATISI

~mh# I W I ~N I
RowE I FE-EL IEELSEI
ColmmmE IECIE I
TetalE I 1 I 2 I

'-I---'
1 1 I 11 1
I 7.7 I 84.6 1

ISFIEl I 0.9 I 12.8 1
I 0.2 I 2.5

I 4 I 17 1
I 16.7 I 70.8 1

~ATISF 2 1 3.6 I 19.8 1
I 0.9 I 3.8 1
I I-I
I 231 33J
I 8.9 I 12.7

3 I 20.7 1 38.4
1 5.1 I 7.4

I 471 23.
I 42.3 I 20.7

ISFIED 4 U 42.3 I 26.7
I 10.5 I 5.1

I 36 I 2
I .97.9 I 4.9

IED 5 1 :32.4 I 2.3
1 8.0 I 0.4
I-----I-----

Column I 111 I 36
Totals I 24.8 1 19.2

Chi square a
Degrees of frwd~L~ 9
Probabi1it~ of

OIUTI
AIM I

iRew
3 I Totals

I-
11

7.7 I 13
0.4 1 2.9
0.2 I

1-
3'

12.5 I 24
1.2 1 5.4
0.7 I

1-
2031

78.4 I 259
~).9 I 57.8
45.3 I

41
I

36.9 I ill
16.3 I 24.8
9.2 I

[--I--
3!

7.3 I 41
1.2 I 9.2
0.7 I

[--I
[2511448

56.0 I 100.0

241.811
8

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Dnve, Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39~1660O7

I,

:448
=2

99.6X



TEXAS 5th CCNOEsSIGa. DISTRICT NOVEIEERI 1~

Task numbuw~ 68

---- By----
*io CONGIESSI~ PYMT a-ELECTED - (Y Axis)

*io CVI4OIESS1WI IRYMT 11-ELECTED - CX Axis)

hmbei IMYMTISOEW4IWI
RZ I FE-ELIEELSE lAIN I
CoIumitZ IECTE I I IRow
TotalZ I 1 I 2 I 3 ITotals

I 111 1 0 I 0 I
1100.0 I 0.01 0.01 111

iWNIT 11-ELECTE 1 I 100.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 24.7
Lv~ 1 24.7 I 0.0 I 0.0 I

'---I--I-I--
1 0! 361 01
I 0.0 1100.0 I 0.0! 36

SGEONE&.SE 2 I 0.01100.0! 0.01 19.1
1 0.0 I 19.1 I 0.0 I

Rn I 01 012531
I 0.0 I 0.01100.01 253

~,LJNCERTA1N 3 1 0.0 I 0.0 I 100.0 1 56.2
1 0.0 1 0.0 I 56.2 I

SI--I----
C Coijmn I UI I 8Z 1 253 I 450

Totals I 24.7 1 1~.1 I 56.2 I 100.0

Chi square - 900
!3esrees of freedom 4
Probability of chance

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeland Drive. Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 3S216-5007

= 450
=0
= 100.0 i~



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVENDEL 19~

Tisk nusiiber 43

#11 TRIAL HEAT: BRYANT OR LEEDOII - (Y Axis)
- - - - DY - - - -

*10 CONCtRESSW4 BRYANT RE-ELECTED - ~X Axis)

Number I '~RYANT I SO~EON I UNCERT I
RowZ I RE-EL IEELSEIAIN' I
Column7. IECTE I I
TotalZ I 1 1 2 1 3 Ibtals
---- I-----

I ~' 1 26 1 30 I
I 465 1 121 1 404 1 1?~

FAVORERYANT 1 I 52.? 1 30' I "1' 144.0
I 2~4 - I "~ I

I 1 1-------
I ''AL A A 4
I 1'~' ' ~~ I L~7 118

P~VORLEE~f~ 2 ~ 4~4N' IA L*F l.AI--- 1 I

NC.ERTIM~I

o -r
-I

'S

- *11

N

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 LakeBand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th COt4ORESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVEIIBER 1985

Tuk number 69

- - - - BY -

*12 TRIAL NEAT

*10 t~ONORESS~W

BRYANT/JUDY - (Y Axis)

I BRYANT RE-ELECTED - (X Axis)

Number IBRYANTISOIIEONIII4CERTI
Row% I ~E-ELIEELSEIAIN I
ColumnZ IECTE I I IRow
Total% I 1 I 2 1 3 ITotals
----------I--- I-- I------I --

I 83 I 26 I 70 1
0 I 46.4 1 14.5 1 39.1 I 179

FAVOR BRYANT I I 74.8 1 30.2 I 27.7 1 39.8
1 18.4 1 5.8 I 15.6 1
I-----~--
I V~ 1 33 I 31 1~.5 I 58.7~7 I 133

F~V~R .AJDY 2 1 17.1 1 44.2 1 .32.0 1 30.71 4.2 1 3.4 1 18.0 1
T---------------------------------I------

7fl I ~ 1 2 I 1G2 I
~? 1 16.5 1 76.7 1 1.33

a T I
-' a a a

'..f~rf ± l',1 ~ ~a I

a .. ~.tJ ~J~J1 42 I ~ ' ~

4,-...

~::~:~'~t. A
N

Vai ii case5
~!ssirr~ cases
Re~~or~e rate

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Dnve, Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS ~th CONO~SSIONAL DISTRICT NOVEIDER1 1985

Task number ~

#13 ~EC1AL COflE --~TE TOTALS - (Y Ads)

*10 CO~RESS1W4 DPY~IT RE-ELECIED - (X Axis)

Number IBRV~NTI3O~ONIUNtERT1
RGw~ ~ RE-EL IEELSEIAIN I
Column% IECTE I I IRow
TotaJZ 1 1 1 2 I 3 IT~ta)~

-i-I-I-
I CI 01 ~1
I 0101 0.01100.01 86

0 1 00 1 00 1 34.0 I 19.1
I )') I Ci) 1 191 I
1--- I 1
I 4 ' 17 1 2'~ I
I .~( 4u I r~ ~

~ V' T ~ ~ ~4 I
I---

~t'e I
2 I 1~~' 4,~ I

1 T

* -. .41 - -. -~ -

N

* - - ~ -~:~ I::

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

Task number 68

- - - - BY - - - -

NOVEER 1985

*14 INFLJ.ENCE: SUPPORTS NIXLEM FREEZE - (Y Axis)

*iO CONGRESSPIAN 0RY~4T RE-ELECTED - (X Axis)

Number~ 1BRYANTISOI'EONIUNCERTI
RowZ I RE-ELIEELSEIAIN I
ColumnZ IECTE I I IRow
Total% 1 1 I 2 1 3 ITotas
------ I-----I---I-----I------

I 681 3511381
N I 29.2 1 14.5 1 57.3 1 241
FAVOR RE-ELECT1O 1 1 41.3 1 40.7 I 54.5 1 53d~

I 15.1 1 7.3 1 30.7 1
I-----I---I-----I----
1 24 I 351 601
1 20.2 1 29.4 I 50.4 1 119

~PPOSE ELECTION 2 I 21.6 I 40.7 1 2:3.7 1 26.4
I ~.3 I 7.9 1 13.2 1

*-----------V--------
* & &I 41 21 :2:

a a3.4 I 11.5 1 I '
,2NCE~TAIN 3 I ~$ '~ I

I / ~ T

I:4~
~6 Z:FFEEN(E 4 1 -

T ~ T

: - -

4:

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONO~SSIONAL DISTRICT

Task number 68

---- BY -- - -

NOVENIER1 1985

#15 INFLUENCE: PRAYER IN SC)O)LS - (Y Axis)

110 CONORESStIAN MYANT RE-ELECTED - (K Axis)

Number IBRYANTISOt1E0NItI~CERTI
RowZ I RE-EL IEELSEIA1N 1
Co1umn~ IECTE I I IRow
TotalZ I 1 I 2 1 3 Itotals
---- I-----I---I-----I-----

I 35 I 21 I 56 I
1 31.3 I 18.~ 1 50.0 I 112

?AYOR ELECTION 1 I 31.5 I 24.4 I 22.1 I 24.9
I 7.~ 1 4.7 1 12.4 1
I----1------I----I-----
1 64 1 54 1 163 1
I I 19.2 I 58.0 I :31

3PPCSE ELECTI~ 2 1 37.7 I 62.3 1 64.4 1 62.4
"S 1 14.2 1 ZCi I 36.2 I

I---------I-----I---
T '. I I I
4. ' 4. 4. 4. 4.

q**7 T ~
£ 4.~J~! 4. ~ 4. 4..'.'.' 4. 4.4.~CE~TAIN 3 1 1.E~ I 1.2 1 3.6 1 ~.7

~A I
4. .*t 4. 4.*~ 4.... 4.

4. 4. 4.
I ~ *.'I I
4. 4..' 4. 4.4. 4.
I I
4. 4.4.... 4. 4.4 '...J I, ~ *4.~ 4.
*1 'I ~.-. *
4. ..... 4. 4... 4.
I---1---

1~'ii'

:a~s
4.:

* . 4. . ' 4...
.4.1...

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jaclson. Mississippi 39216-5007



0

TEXAS 5th C0NGRE$ION~L DI$TRICT NOVEIbIBER, 1985

Task number ~,8

#1~ INFLUENCE: OPPOSED MX MISSILE - ~Y Axis)
- - - - Dy - - --

*10 COIhJGRES.SIIAN BRYANT RE-ELECTED - (X Axis)

Number IBRYANTISOIEONUt4CERTI
Row% I RE-EL IEELSEIAIN I
Co1um~ IECTE 1 1 IRow
Total% I 1 I 2 I 3 ITotals

I 43 I 30 I % I
1 27.0 1 13.9 1 54.1 1 159

TAVOR ELECTION 1 1 38.7 1 34:9 1 34:0 1 35.3

SI--- ------------
*9 1 :39 1 ~4 I

! '.'~ ~fl I 47i
~ L~.

c4':SE ELECTIQN 2 I 34,2 1 45,3 1 37.2 1 33,f

T V

I 1~" 1
I 1u~ 1

1 4' 1

* - Li

V - ~ I

~ -*.~.: .~.

~
- -**-

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

Task number 68

- - - - eY ----

NOVEN9ER~ 1985

#17 INFLLENCE: OPPO~~ BALA'ICED BUDGET - (Y Axis)

~10 CC*JORESS~Wd BRYANT Is-ELECTED - (X Axis)

Number I BRYANT I SIJIIEON I LHCERT I
Row7. I RE-EL IEELSE lAIN I
ColumnY. IECTE I I IRow
Total% I 1 1 2 1 3 ITotals
-----------I I-

I 21 I 25 I 46 I
I 30.4 I 24.5 I 45.1 I 102

?AVIJR ELECTION 1 I 27.~ I 29.1 I 18.2 I 22.7
I 6.9 I 5.6 I 10.? II------I-------I------- I------
I 5:3 I 50 I 158 1
I 20.3 I 1~.2 I 60.5 I 261

CPPO~E ELECTION 2 I 47.7 I ~8.1 I 62.5 I ~3.0
I 11.8 I 11.1 I 35.1 I
I------I------I----1-------
1 12 5 1 2~ I
± ~.3 I 10.? 1 60.9 1 46

UNCERT~1N 2 1 U.7 I ~.S I 11.1 I 10.2
,.~-I ? ~1 T

c 1 14? ~ ~' I
~ 4

4
g. -~1~A ~ - - -

I I * : '.1
1 1 ~I 4'!

I I------

- T ~ I 1C~2.C)

:1j~jn~ cases
~es~:r'se rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeland Drive, Suite B I Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONORESSION~.. DISTRICT NOVEMBER' 1985

Task number 68

#178 AID TO CONTRAS - (V Axis)
- - - - BY - - - -

#10 c0NORES~WJ DRYI~4T ~-ELECTED - (X Axis)

Number IBRYANTISOIIEONILNcERTI
Row% I RE-ELIEELSElAIN I
Column% IECTE I I IRow
Total7. I 1 I 2 I 3 ITotils

I 29 1 14 I 4 1
REPLY I 29.~ 1 14.4 I 55.7 1 97

I 26.1 I 16.3 I 21.3 1 21.6
I *~.4 1 2.1 1 12.0 1
I------I-----------I--
I .32 I 25 I ~2 I
I Y..? 1 21.0 I 52.1 1

FAV~R ELECTION I I 23.3 I %1 ! 24.5 1 2~.4
I 7.1 I ~.6 I 13.S II---.-I --- I-------I--
* 

I 
-~ 

T -~

* -.- ~ ~

I -, ~
~ ~11 I :z

~FPC~E ELECTION I 2~ 40 7 7" 1

C, / ~

~

* *. -

~ L. - - £ . £

4 £ £~

. "~1,,~.

.j~ ~~are - 12.907 Ai.i cises
~~sr~s cf freedom 8 1~sir~s cases
-~:~.a~iiitv of chance 0.115 ~ ~&te iQO.~

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th C WOIESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVENDEL 1985

Task number 68

*18 BRY~4T P01111CM. PHILOSOPHY - (Y Axis)
- -- - Dy - -- -

*10 CONWESSWI DRYWJT RE-ELECTED - CX Axis)

Number IBRYANTISONEONIUNCERTI
RowZ I RE-EL IEELSEJAIN I
ColumnZ IECTE I I IRow
TotalZ I 1 I 2 I 3 ITotals
------- 1--

1 11 I 25 I 45 I
1 13.6 1 30.9 I 55.6 I 81

~ERYLIDERM. 1 I 10.2 1 32.1 I 20.0 I 19.7
I 2.7 I 4.1 I 10.9 1
I--1---I--I-----
1 35 I 14 1 75 1
I 27.3 1 12.7 I 59.5 1 126

S0ME~IATLIDERAL2 I 32.4 I 20.5 1 33.3 I 30.7
-v 1 8.5 I 3.9 I 18.2 1

I-----I-
I 3 I A) : .Jo I

I ~ cr~r, ~
~~JU3T THE SANE 3 1 13.5 I 12.8 I 13.3 I 14.6I ~

* 1*

24 ' '~ I 47
I
I ~.7 I 21.1 I 52.2 1 9~

~ C~NSEPVATIV 4 I 22.2 i 24.4 1 2~'.9 1 21.9
1 5.3 I 4.6 1 11.4 1
I-----------. -I-----

C I '~' ~ ~3I
~ 4~ ' 51' I 54

N.VE~Y CC'N$E?~T'V * T ~ 4 I 13.1
44 4 ~ I

- -!------
-~ T~fl * 1 411

~ ~uare 17 738 Valid cases 411
~qee~ of freedom 8 ~issins cases 39

1~babi1it1 of chance 0 ~3 Res~~rise rate ?1.3 ~

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson. MississipPi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVEMDER 1985

Task number 68

---- BY - - --

~EPUDLICM

DEMOCRAT
V

,JNDEPENDENT

~THER Pi~RTY

019 POLITICAL IDENTIFICATION - (Y Axis)

010 CONGRESSI~AN BRYANT RE-ELECTED - (I Axis)

Number IBRYANTISOIEONIII4CERTJ
RouX I RE-EL IEELSEIAIN I
ColumnZ JECTE 1 1 IRow
TotaiX I. 1 I 2 1 3 ITotals

-I------
1 26 1 27 I 97 I
I 17.3 I 18.0 1 64.7 1 150

1 1 23.4 1 31.4 I 38.3 I 33.3
I 5.3 I 6.0 I 21.6 I
I------------I-----I------
1 57 1 30 I 72 I
I :35.8 1 18.9 I 45.3 1 159

2 1 51.4 I 34.~ 1 28.5 I 352
I 12.7 I 6.7 I 16.0 I
I------
1 25 I 26 1 78 1
1 19.4 I 20.2 1 60.5 I 129

3 I 22.5 I 30.2 I 30.8 I 28.7
~.6 I 5.9 1 7.3 I

I-------I------------
I I T I
I :i'~ I ~" I '0'i I 9

10 4 1 ~ I ' 1 1 1.1
I u.~. I :,2 1 ~7 I
I---. I I
T T

I ~ 1 7
~ T 16-'I '~1

.4 '41

I I ~3 I 4$(i
47 ~i T ~'

Chi square 19.32
Degrees of freedom 8
Pr ~t~bi1ity of chance 0.013

Vaiid cases =
flissir~3 case;
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, MISSISSIPPI 39216-5007

450

ICC.') Y.



TEXAS 5th CONGEESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVEt1SER~ 1985

Task number 68

*20 AGE OF RESPONDENT - (Y Axis)
- - -- Dy -

*10 CONGRESSMAN DRYANT RE-ELECTED - (X Axis)

Number IBRYANTISOPIEONIUNcERTI
RouZ I RE-ELIEELSEIAIN I
Column7. IECTE I I IR~w
TotaiX I 1 1 2 1 3 ITotals
------- 1-

1 0! 0! 11
I 0.01 0.01100.01 1

NOREPLY 0 1 0.0 1 0.0 I 0.4 I 0.2
I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.2 I

SI-------I-----
I 6 I 7 I 41 1
I 11.1 I 1:3.0 I 75.9 I 54

13-24 YEARS 1 1 5.4 1 8.1 I 1/3.2 I 12.0
1 1.3 I 1.6 I 9.1 1
I---I------1-------I----
' 4! 6 I ~4 I

17.~ 24 Z7 I 124
~-34YEARS 2 I 216 1 02 I 33.2 1 29.8

~ I ~8 I 19.7 -~

C I ~ 1 45 I
Ti I

-, 1 17.? 1 16.5'

4.--- -I-

r%4~-.4 YE~E 4 1 C '~

A i k..j ~

A A

T ~ 4,.
- i~!A .V~La I I '4~

I I 4 ~ I
I-----I----------I-----

u~n 1 111 I 86 I 253 1 450
T:ta1~ 1 24.7 1 19.1 1 56.2 1 1~0.0

Th~ square 29.05 v~iid ~ 450
Degrees ~ ~reedem = 10 Mi~E~.rg :ases
~robabi1 ity zf ':~,artce C~. ~Ku1 Res~~nse rate 100.0 %

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B I Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONORESSIOt4I~. DISTRICT - , 1985

Task number 68

---- DY ----

*21 OCCUPATION lEAD OF HOWEHOLD - (V Axis)

110 CONGRESSIWI DRYMT RE-ELECTED - (X Axis)

Number I I~YANT I SOIIEON I LI4CERT I
RowZ I RE-EL IEEI.SEIAIN I
ColumnZ JECTE I I ZR..
TotalZ I 1 I 2 I 3 ITotels

I-I---
I 01 01 21
l 0.01 0.0 £100.0 I 2

00 1 0.0 1 060 I .0.8 1 0.4
I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.4 I
I---
I 13 1 13 I 44 1
1 18.6 1 18.6 1 62.9 I 70

01 I 11.7 I 15.1 1 17.4 I 15.6
I 2.9 I 2.9 I 9.8 I
I-----I--I--I
I L3 I 44 I 150 1
I 24.5 I 17.1 1 58.4 1 257

'TECH 02 I 56.8 I 51.2 I 59.3 I 57.1
1 14.0 1 9.8 1 33.3 I
1-------~-----
I 30 I 25 1 42 I
1 30.9 I 25.8 I 43.3 1 97

03 1 27.0 1 29.1 1 16.6 I 21.6
I 6.7 1 5.6 1 9.3 1
I-----
I 21 1! II
I 50.0 1 25.0 I 25.0 1 4

05 I 1.8 1 1.2 1 0.4 I 0.9
1 0.4 I 0.2 I 0.2 I
I-----I-----I-----I--
I .3 I 3 I 14 I
1 15.0 1 15.0 1 70.0 1 20

06 1 2.7 I 3.5 1 5.5 1 4.4
1 0.7 1 0.7 I 3.1 I

Column I 111 1 86 1 253 1 450
Totals I 24.7 I 19.1 I 56.2 1100.0

Chi square
Desrees of Freedom
Probability of chance

- 14.006
- 10
- 0.173

Valid cases
Hissing cases
Resronse rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, MISSISSIpPI 39216.6007

~REPLY

~%6

PROF/ADfl

in
,~.$ALES/~LERi

C,

~AB0RER

C

T~4JNEPLOYED

OTHER

450
0
100.0 1



TEXAS 5th CONGRES$ION~. DISTRICT - , 1985

Task number 63

- - -- DY - - - -

NO REPLY

~%~~P~JDER $1O~(

If,

,,410. 000-$1'

0

~20 000-$2~

rt%.$30, 000-53~

540.000-54'

$50. 000-$7~

575.000 AN]

#22 INCONE OF RESPONDENT - IY Axis)

110 CONGRESSW~ EWANT RE-ELECTED - (X Axis)

Number 1~YANTISOI'EON1WCERTI
RowX I RE-EL IEELSEIAIN I
ColumnX JECTE I I IRow
TotaiX 1 1 1 2 1 3 ITotals

1 9 I 6 I 19 I
I 26.5 I 17.6 I 55.9 I 34

0 1 8.1 1 7.0 I 7.5 1 7.6
1 2.0 I 1.3 I 4.2 1

1 14 1 12 1 17 I
I 32.6 I 27.9 1 39.5 1 43

)00 1 1 12.6 I 14.0 1 6.7 1 9.6
I 3.1 I 2.7 I 3.8 I

I 22 I 10 1 40 1
1 30.6 I 13.9 I 55.6 1 72

~,999 2 I 19.8 I 11.6 I 15.8 1 16.0
1 4.9 I 2.2 I 8.9 I

------- I------I------
I 26 1 25 I 53 1
I 23.9 I 22.9 I 53.2 1 109

~,999 3 I 23.4 I 29.1 I 22.9 1 24.2
1 5.8 1 5.6 I 12.9 1
I---I------I----1-------
I 2) I 17 I 44 I

47 T ~ I
:31~.9~'9 4 I 13.0 1 19.3 I 17.4 I 18.0

1 4.4 1 3.3 1 9. I
* T......~....I----------

-----------
:~ I 6 I .30 I

1 21.7 I 13.0 I 65.2 I 46
?.~99 S I ~.O 1 7.0 1 11.9 I 10.2

1 2.2 I 1.3 I 6.7 1

I 81 51 291
I 19.0 1 11.9 I 69.0 1 42

p.999 6 I 7.2 I 5.8 I 11.5 1 9.3
I 1.8 I 1.1 I 6.4 I

1 2 1 5 1 16 1
1 3.7 I 21.7 I 69.6 1 23

)0~R7 I 1.9 1 5.8 I 6.3 I 5.1
I 0.4 1 1.1 I 3.6 I
I------

Column 1 111 I 36 I 253 1 450
Totals I 24.7 I 19.1 1 56.2 1100.0

ChI square 16.131
Degrees of freedom 14
Probability of chance = 0.305

Valid cases = 450
~jjs5jng cases 0
Response rate = 100.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CeNGI~SSIGN~.. DISTRICT N0YEIIIER~ 1995

Task number 68

923 SEX OF IESPC1IEIENT - (Y Axis)
---- DY----

*10 CCIIGESSNAN IRYANi RE-ELECTED (K Axis)

Number !DRYANTIStJIEONIIHCERTI
RwZ I IE-ELIEaSEIAIN I
Coluw~Z IECTE I I IRow
TotalZ I 1 I 2 I 3 ITotals

I 56! 48! 134!
N I 23.5 I 20.2 I 56.3 1 238

I 50.5 I 55.8 1 53.0 I 52.9
1 ~ 12.4 I 10.7 I 29.8 I

N

I 55 I 38 I 119 1
I 25.9 I 17.9 I 56.1 I 212

~F~IW.E 2 I 49.5 I U.2 I 47.0 1 47.1
I 12.2 1 8.4 I 26.4 I

'1) Column I 111 I 86 I 253 I 450
Totals I 24.7 I 19.1 I 56.2 1100.0

Chi square .561 Valid cases = 450
Degrees of freedom 2 lissins cases 0
Probability of chance 0.755 Response rate = 100.0 Z

C

N

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Dnve, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CCNGIESSIOIIM. DISTRICT

Task number 68

---- BY----

b~)

1~40 REPLY
N

'1)

'~~~4ISPANIC

C

~ERIC~J I

ASI~4

*24 R~E OF IESPGIENT - (V Axis)

*io CONGESSN URYUI~ RE-ELECTED - (I Axis)

Number IDRYANTISOIEONIIICERTI
RowZ I IE-ELIEELSEIAIN I
Columni JECTE I I IRw
TotalZ 1. 1 1 2 1 3 ITotals

I 0! 0! 11
I 0.0! 0.01100.01 1

00 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.4 I 0.2
I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.2 I

I 25! 28! ~I
I 23.1 I 25.9 I 50.9 I 108

01 1 22.5 I 32.6 I 21.7 I 24.0
I 5.6 I 6.2 1 12.2 I

I 73 I 49 I 188 I
I 23.5 1 15.8 I 60.6 I 310

02 I 65.8 I 57.0 I 74.3 I 68.9
1 16.2 I 10.9 1 41.8 I

I 81 SI 4!
1 47.1 I 29.4 I 23.5 I 17

03 I 7.2 I 5.8 I 1.6 I 3.8
I 1.8 1 1.1 I 0.9 I

I 41 41 3!
I 26.4 I 36.4 I 27.3 I 11

NDI~4 04 I 3.6 1 4.7 I 1.2 I 2.4
I 0.9 I 0.9 I 0.7 I_______
I--------I-I
1 1! 0! 2!
I 33.3 I 0.0 I 66.7 1 3

05 I 0.9 1 0.0 1 0.8 I 0.7
I 0.2 I 0.0 1 0.4 1
i-i-I--- -- I-

Column 1 111 I 86 I 253 I 450
Totals I 24.7 I 19.1 I 56.2 I 100.0

~hi square
Degrees of freedom
Probability of chance

- 19.367
- 10
- 0.036

Valid cases
Nissins cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007

t~ium1 l9~

= 450=0
= 100.0~



TEXAS 5th CCNGRESSIW. DISTRICT - , 1965

Task number 90

---- DY----
*18 DRYN4T PCLITIC~. P141L09(PHV - (Y Axis)

611 TRI~. FEAT' DRYANT CR LEENK (K Axis)

Nuaber IFAVOR IFAVOR IWICERTI
R.wZ IIRYMTILEEDCIIIAIN I
Columni I I I IR.
TetalZ I 1 I 2 I 3 ITetals

I 18 I 42 I 21 I
1 22.2 I 51.9 1 25.9 I 81

'JERYLI3~.. 1 I 9.9 I 39.6 I 17.1 I 19.7
I 4.4 I 10.2 I 5.1 1
I-I-I-I-
I 541 291 431

C' I 42.9 I 23.0 I 34.1 I 126
~,~0IEI~TLIDER~..2 I 29.7 I 27.4 1 35.0 I 30.7

I 13.1 1 7.1 I 10.5 1
I

tfl I 33 I 13 I 14 I
1 55.0 I 21.7 I 23.3 1 60

%fdJUSTTl*ES~ 3 I 18.1 I 12.3 I 11.4 I 14.6
I 8.0 1 3.2 I 3.4 I

C I 481 131 291
I 53.3 I 14.4 I 32.2 I 90

~S0ME ~ONSERVATIV 4 I 26.4 I 12.3 I 23.6 I 21.9
I 11.7 I 3.2 I 7.1 I

C I~I I1I 291 9! 161
1 53.7 I 16.7 I 29.6 1 54

NIJERY IXNSERVATIV 5 I 15.9 1 8.5 I 13.0 I 13.1
I 7.1 I 2.2 1 3.9 I

Column I 182 I 106 I 123 1 411
Totals I 44.3 1 25.8 1 29.9 I 100.0

Chi square 43.809
Degrees of freedom = 8
Probability of chance 0.000

Valid casesMissin, cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, MISSISSIPPI 39216-5007

= 411=3,
2 91.3%



TEXAS 5th CONGESSIWN. DISTRICT ND'8, 19~

Task number 90

.19 P~LITICAL IIEN~IF1CAT1CN - (V his)
---- BY----

811 TRIAL HEAT: RYMIT CR LEENK - (1 bis)

Numb# IFAYCR IFAVOR IIIIIERTI
RI I3RY~4TILEEDCNIA1N I
ColtmZ I I I JR..
TotalZ I I I 2 I 3 ITetals

I 261 861 381

1 117.3 I I ~ f ~
N I 5.8 1 19.1 1 8.4 1

I 1211 31 ~I
I 76.1 I 1.9 I 22.0 I 159

DEMO~MT 2 I 61.1 I 2.5 I 26.1 1 ~.3
1 26.9 1 0.7 1 7.8 1
I---!
1 47! 271 ~1
1 36.4 I 20.9 I 42.6 I 129

INDEPEIEIENT 3 1 23.7 1 22.9 1 41.0 I 28.7
I 10.4 I 6.0 1 12.2 I
I--I I I
1 11 01 4!I 20.0 1 0.0 I 80.0 I 5
1 0.5 I 0.0 I 3.01 1.!

~EOTFERP~TY1D ~ 1 0.2 I 0.0! 0.9 I
I--I I IC I 31 21 2!
I 42.9 I 28.6 I 28.6 1 7

NJ.MtERTAIN 5 1 1.5 1 1.7 1 1.5 1 1.6
I 0.7 I 0.4 I 0.4 I

I
Column I 198 I 118 I 134 I 450
Totals 1 44.0 I 26.2 1 29.8 I 100.0

CM siuare 173.409 Valid cues = 450
Desrees of freedom = 8 Missing cases = 0
Probability of chance = 0.000 Response rate = 100.0 %

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CWiOESSIGL DISTRICT NMIUER~ 1q65

Task number 90

820 AGE (F ESPOIIDIT - (Y Axis)
---- Dy----

811 TRIM. IEAT: DRYST CR LEEIN3N - (X Axis)

Num~beh IFAVOR IFAVOR IWCERTI
RZ IWrANTILEEDCIIIAIN I
ColianZ I I I IRow
TotalZ I 1 I 2 1 3 IToh).

I 0! 11 0!
a I 0.0 1100.0 I 0.01 1

NO FEPLY 0 1 0.0 I 0.8 I 0.0 I 0.2
I 0.0 I 0.2 I 0.0 I

I 22 1 13 I 19 I
(V I 40.7 I 24.1 I ~.2 I 54

18-24 YEARS 1 I 11.1 1 11.0 I 14.2 I 12.0
I 4.9 I 2.9 I 4.2 I
I--I-I-I-

Lfl I 511 401 43!
I ~.1 I 29.9 I 32.1 1 134

~J2534YEARS 2 I 25.8 I 33.9 I 32.1 I 29.8
1 11.3 I 8.9 I 9.6 I
I-----!-

0 I 33! 161 271
1 43.4 I 21.1 I ~.5 I 76

YEARS 3 I 16.7 1 13.6 1 20.1 I 16.9
1 7.3 I 3.6 I 6.0 I

111I 59! 30! 29!
I 50.0 I 25.4 1 24.6 1 118

1%45-64 YEARS 4 1 29.8 I 25.4 I 21.6 1 26.2
1 13.1 I 6.7 1 6.4 I
I------------
I 33 1 18 I 16 I
I 49.3 I 26.9 I 23.9 I 67

65~4D0VER S I 16.7 I 15.3 I 11.9 I 14.9
I 7.3 I 4.0 I 3.6 I
I I I I--

Column 1 198 1 118 1 134 I 450
Totals I 44.0 I 26.2 I 29.8 I 100.0

Chi square = 10.461 Valid cases 450
Decrees of freedom = 10 Nissing cases 0
Probability of chance = 0.401 Response rate = 100.0 Z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B I Jackson. MISSISSIPPI 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONOAESSIWa. DISTRICT rn a,.

Task number 90

- - -- Dy - - - -

N

PROF/WI
~

S4LES/cLERd

~LA~

f%4JEIIPLOYED

OllfR

21 OCOPATIW4 HEAD (IF HINJSDIGLD - (V Axis)
011 TRIM. HEAT: DRYMT CR LECH - (I Axis)

Number IFAVOR IFAVOR IINCERTI
RouX JDRYMTJLEEDCNIAIN 1
ColumnX I I I IR.
TotaiX 1 1 1 2 I 3 ITt.1.

I
I 1! 0! 11
I 50.0 1 0.0 I 50.0 I 2

00 I 0.5 I 0.0 I 0.7 I 0.4
I 0.2 1 0.0 1 0.2 1
I
1 14 1 31 I 25 1
1 20.0 I 44.3 I 35.7 I 70

01 1 7.1 I 26.3 I 18.7 I 15.6
I 3.1 I 6.9 I 5.6 I
I
I 114 1 67 I 76 1
I 44.4 I 26.1 I 29.6 I 257

'TEC1~ 02 1 57.6 1 56.8 I 56.7 I 57.1
I 25.3 I 14.9 1 16.9 I

1 62 1 14 1 21 I
I 63.9 I 14.4 I 21.6 I 97

03 1 31.3 I 11.9 1 15.7 1 21.6
I 13.8 1 3.1 1 4.7 I

I 21 01 2!
1 50.0 I 0.0 I 50.0 I 4

05 I 1.0 I 0.0 1 1.5 1 0.9
I 0.4 I 0.0 1 0.4 I
I-----I-
I SI 61 91
T ~5.O 1 30.0 l 45.0 1 20

06 I 2.5 1 5.1 I 6.7 1 4.4
1 1.1 1 1.3 I 2.0 1
I I 1--I-

,::olumn I 198 I 118 I 134 I 450
Totals 1 44.0 I 26.2 I 29.8 1100.0

Chi square
Desrees of freedom
Probability of chance

- 40.507
- 10
- 0.000

Valid cases -

Missing cases
Response rate =

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jaclwon, Mississippi 39216-5007

450
0
100.0 X



TEXAS 5th CONORESSIGIA. DISTRICT - , 1995

Task number 90

---- BY -- --

iJREPLY

LI~DER S10~

$10 000-$1~
4.,-

~S20~ 000-S2

rr.430, 000-~39~

$40. t00-$4?

$50, 000-$74

$75~000 ~JD

122 INCOIE aF RESP(NIENT - CY Axis)

111 TRIAL HEAT BRYANT CR LEOCII - (K Axis)

Number IFA~R IFAVOR JUNCERTI
RwZ IBRYANTILEEDCNIAJN I
Columni I I I IRow
TotalZ 1 1 1 2 I 3 ITotals

I-
I 10 I 15 1 9 I
I 29.4 I 44.1 I 26.5 I 34

0 1 5.1 I 12.7 I 6.7 I 7.6
I 2.2 I 3.3 1 2.0 I

SI I
I 24 I 7 I 12 I
I 55.8 I 16.3 I 27.9 I 43

)00 I I 12.1 I 5.9 I 9.0 I 9.6
I 5.3 I 1.6 I 2.7 I_______

I 41 I 11 I 20 I
I 56.9 I 15.3 I 27.8 I 72

~999 2 I 20.7 I 9.3 1 14.9 1 16.0
I 9.1 1 2.4 I 4.4 I
I------I------!-----I------
I 53 I 26 I 30 1
I 48.6 I 23.9 I 27.5 1 109

~999 3 I 26.8 1 22.0 1 22.4 I 24.2
I 11.8 I 5.8 I 6.7 1
I----I------I I---
I 4 1 1 I 26 1
I 4'~ I '~ I 32.1 I 81

99Q 4 I l7~ I j7~ I l~.4 I 18.0
I 76 I 47 1 5.8 I
1--- 1 --- I-----~--I------

±7 I 11 I 17 I
i 2'~ I 'Al I 37.0 I 46

99? 5 I ~6 I 1o2 I 12.7 I 10.2
I ~.8 I .7 I 3.8 1

I--
I 15 I 11 I 16 I
I 35.7 I 26.2 I 38.1 I 42

999 6 I 7.6 I 9.3 I 11.9 I 9.3
I 3.3 I 2.4 I 3.6 I

1 4 1 15 I 4 I
I 17.4 I 65.2 I 17.4 I 23

OVER7 1 2.0 I 27 1 3.0 I 5.1
I 0.9 I 3.3 I 0.9 I
I------

Column 1 198 I 118 I 134 I 450
Totals I 44.0 I 26.2 1 29.3 I 100.0

chi square 37.429
Degrees of freedom 14
Probability of chance 0.001

Valid cases
Missing cases
Resronse rate =

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5001

450
0
100.0 Z



TEXAS 5th C1JNG~SSIOML DISTRICT NOVEISER, 1995

Task number 90

#23 SEX OF RESPONDENT - CY Axis)
- - -- BY ---- Ru TRIAL HEAT: BRYANT OR LEEDON - (X Axis)

Number IFAVOR IFAVOR IUNCERTI
RowZ IBRYANT1LEEE~NIA1N I
Co1umn~ I I I IRow
TotaiX 1 1 I 2 1 3 ITotals

I 93 1 66 1 79 I
I 39.1 I 27.7 I 33.2 I 238

~ALE 1 I 47.0 I 55.9 1 59.0 I 52.9
N I 20.7 1 14.7 I 17.6 1

I--I------1----!--
1 1(15 1 52 I 55 1
1 49.5 I 24.5 I 25.9 1 212

FENALE 2 I 53.0 I 44.1 I 41.0 I 47.1
1 23.3 I 11.6 1 12.2 I
I-

Column I l9~3 I I~S 1 134 1 450
14) T~ta1s I 44.0 I 06.2 1 ).8 1109.0

Chi E!uare 5.200 ~a~id cases 450
De3~eeE cf free~ci Missir~, case; 0
Prc~abi1it~ c.f Tha~c~ Z.c~74 ~es~~nse rate 100.0 ~

~qrn

N

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Missisrnppi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONG9ESSIONAL. DISTRICT - , 1995

Task number 90

-- - - DY - - --

c~J~fty

BLACK

'A.)

~.WHITE

~13P~NIC

~ ~

#24 RACE OF RESPONDENT - (Y Axis)

811 TRIM. lEAT: DRYMET CA LEEDON - CX Axis)

Number I FAVOR I FAVOR I II4CERT I
Row% IBRYANTILEEDONIAIN I
ColuenZ I I I IRow
TotaiX I 1 I 2 I 3 hotels

I 11 01 0!
1100.0 1 0.01 0.01 1

00 I 0.5 I 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.2
I 0.2 I 0.0 1 0.0 1
I-----
1 72 1 9 I 27 1
I ~.b.7 I 8.3 1 25.0 1 108

01 I 36.4 I 7.6 1 20.1 I 24.0
1 16.0 1 2.0 I 6.0 1
I-
I 105 1 105 I 100 1

:33.9 I 33.? I 32.3 I 310
02 I 53.0 I 89.0 I 74.6 1 68.9

I 23.3 1 23.3 I 22.2 1

~2 1 .3 I 2 I
~ ~ I 17.6 1 11.8 I 17

~ A.1 1 2.5 1 1.5 1 3.8
'.7 1 0.7 I 0.4 1
----I-----I--------1---

T I 1 1 4 1

$TiN 4 .0 1 0.3 1 3.0 1 2.4
V.A. I ~ I

T I 0 I I I
7 ~f. ~ , t.~ ~ 3
1 1.0 1 o..; I ~ 7 1 0.7
* J.4 I 0.0 ± 0 1
1------I- I

'Ili~ I 198 I 118 I 14 I 450
~ta~s 1 44.0 1 26.2 1 '~ ' 1 ~

~uare
Degrees ~f freedom

~*

- 50.556
- 10
- '

Valid cases =
Nissiris cases
Res~or~se rate =

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007

450
0
100.0 %



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

Task number 97

- - - - DY -- - -

'.~RY LIBER~

Sf~1E~IAT Ii

'A
VI T T~4E -~

~T ME CN3E

NOVENBER. 1985

#18 BRYANT POLITWA PHILOSOPHY - fY Axis)

#12 TRIAL HEAT BRYANT/JUDY - (X Axis)

Number I FAVOR I FAVOR I I.MCERT 1
RouX IBRYANTIJUDY lAIN I
Co1~an% I I I IRow
TotaiX I I I 2 I 3 ITotals

----I------
1 17 1 42 1 22 I
I 21.0 1 S1.9 1 27.2 1 Si

L I I 10.4 I 33.1 I 18.3 I 1~.7
I 4.1 I 10.2 1 5.4 1

SI-----I----I-----
1 49 1 40 1 38 1
I 38.1 I 31.' I ~ 1 126

[BE~AL I 2% 1 ~1 5 I 317 1 :30.7
1 11.7 1 ~.7 I ~ I

I t -

~ I ~
I ~

~E 3 1~'~ I 4 I 4,~ I 14.6

.1 1--
~ 4: T -
1' I
~ '.

in ~ ? *-r -

4 T T (~

~ 1'

C

V V

- ~ E~are
Z~ freedom

->::a5iiit,' ~f chance

:8.695
S
0. CCiO

-4..

~~'~se ~

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSlOI~L DISTRICT NOV9EER~ 1985

Task number 97

- -- - By - -- -

#19 POLITICM.. IDENTIFICATION - (V Axis)

*12 TRIAL HEAT BRYANT/JUDY - (X Axis)

Number IFAVOR IFAVOR ILHCERTI
RowX IBRYANTIJUDY lAIN I
ColumnZ I I I IRow
TotalZ I 1 I 2 I 3 ITotals
------1---I-

1 19 I 92 1 39 I
~~PUDUCAN 1 1 1~ I 61.3 1 26.0 I 150

29.3 I 33.3
1 4,2 1 20.4 1 8.7 I
1------I-----I-
1 117 I 12 I 30 1
I 73.~> I 7.5 1 18.9 I 159

DEMOCRAT 2 I ~5.4 1 8.7 I 22.6 1 35.3
1 26.0 I 2.7 1 6.7 1

1 39 I 2 I ~ I
: 3f),~ I 4.8 I 45.0 1 129

INDEPE!JDENT 3 1 21.8 1 23.2 1 ~ I 27
~ 3.7 I 7.1 I 12.~ I
T---------7-.-..-.

I 1
i 4C ~ '''s ~ 40.~ 1 5

~THERP~RTY~ 4 1 '~ ~ ~'' I :.~ : 1.1
I '*''~ I ' I 0.4 1
i--- 7 --J-----I------: 4!

4 ~71

,*~4 I *'*; 7

~ i7) T '

-- 7

Th~ ;~uare
r~q~ 5 of freedom

AC chance

- 171.$66
-8
- 0.000

YaI~d cases
% ~55jf~5 :as~
~ rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39218-5007

450
= C,



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVEMBER 1985

Task number 97

*20 AGE OF RESPONDENT - (Y Axis)
- - - - BY -- - -

*12 TRIAL HEAT BRYANT/JJDY - (X Axis)

Nun~ber I FAVOR I FAVOR I IJNCERT I
Row% IBRYANTIJUDY lAIN I
Column% I I I IRow
Total% I. 1 I 2 I 3 ITotals
-----------I-----I-----I-----I--

1 01 0! 1
I 0.01 0.01100.01 l

~OREPLY 0 1 0.0 I 0.0 1 0.8 I 0.2
I

~J.C) I ~).O 1 ~.2 I------------------I-----
I 17 1 13 1 22 1
1 31.5 1 2~.3 1 40.7 1 ~4

13-24 'E~P~ I I 9.5 1 10.? 1 16.5 I 12.0
1 3.8 1 3.3 1 4~? I

SI----I--I-----
i'-' ' 4 r ~3' 4-

IA
C.. 4 7 7 I 'C'2 .4

V *~.V =

~ r~ .~-

L 7 r~
4

-. 4 1' V

7 .. 4 --

cr

-:

I-----
t I~'...W~,n 1 17? I 13$::~: 1 9.8 1 30.7 1 29. .. ~.. -

14.47

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Dnve, Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS ~th CONORES1O~JAL uP"~ILT N0V~1BER 1985

Task nui~ber "7

#21 OCCUPATION HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD - (V Ads)
- - - - Dy - - - -

#12 TRIAL HEAT DRYANT/JUDY - (X Axis)

Number I FAVOR I FAVOR I IJILJCERT I
Row ~ I BRYANT I ..L~Y I AIM I
Coluan% I I I I~w
Total % 1 i 1 2 3 ITotals

-I I-----1----I----
I I I '~I II
I ~0.0 I 0.0 1 ~O.O I 2

NOREPLY 00 1 0.6 1 0.0 1 (~ I 0.4
I ~'.2 I *)2 I 0.2 1

1 14 I 32 I 24 1
~ ~*1~ ~

I ~
".3 :r.: -~

'1 *4 t

1'

r *

~ ,

~ T ~'

- - -

I

* r ' I LC I ~

: ~a e

-~ I~L1.. - '1

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Missisippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRiCT NOVENUER1 1985

Task number 97

*22 INCOtIE OF RESPONDENT - (Y Axis)
- --- DY - -- -

*12 TRIAL IfAT ~YANTAJUDY - (X Axis)

Number IFAVOR IFAVOR ItHCERTI
Row7. IBRYANTIJUDY lAIN I
ColumnY. I I I IRow
Tota1~ I 1 1 2 1 3 ITotals

I 9 1 12 1 13 1
I 26.5 l 35.3 1 33.2 1 34

'~OREPLY 0 1 5.0 I 8.7 1 9.8 1 7.6
1 2.0 I 2.7 1 2.9 1

1 23 1 9 I 11 1
1 53.5 1 20.? 1 25.L~ 1 43

~JNDER $1O~OC0 1 1 12.8 1 6.5 1 ~.3 1 9.6
1 5.1 1 2.0 I 2.4 1
I-----I----I--I------

~5 ~ 13 I ~9 I
I 43.~ I 5.~ I 2~.4 I 72

2 i iS~ i ~ ~ ~ I 16.0
~ T 4'! ~' I

o j ~)T 71
I 45~ I 109

- 7~ I - ~
Ii. * 4. . -

~ ± ri

, -4 . .- t

24.1 : 31
P - T

--------------.-..- ' . 4
* -- 4.. . -~,- ' *~.'.*4 A.

~
6 £

1 12 I 12 ~ *

I 23.6 I 31.0 1 40
1 6.7 I 9.4 1
I 2.7 I 2.9 ±

I I
* IL T ~ T
* I.~* ~
- ~.*. *.~ A.

I
T .

-, : i~ I

*'ss~ t ~issing cases =
Fr Lab 1 t a 4 ~-~5FGfl~e r5t~ IC'0) ~

Marketing Re~arch Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEYA'3 ~th CO"IGRESSICNAL ~ :cr~ I CT N~)VBiER1 1935

Task r.u~ber 97

*23 'SEX OF RE3PONE'ENT - ~Y Avis)
- - - - BY - - - -

#12 TRIAL HEAT B~YANTIAJDV - fX Axis)

~Juvber I FAVOR I ~VOR I tR(ERT I
Row7~ I BPY~NT I JUDY I f4IN I
Column% I I I IR~w
TotaJ~. I 1 1 2 I 2 IT~ta1s

I I-----
7, II 37.0 I 30,7 1 ~24 1 2329ALE I I 49,2 1 ~ I 52A

t 1~. ~ ' 17 I
A. S.' SI-----I------

- .~ ~ 1 ~L ?
.% p~...' -, 7

* ~ 4~I- A .*' A A leA

V 120.2 4
.7-

* -.. ~.......-

* - '. A. -. - .. - .A. -.

0 -- . - . **4 -

N

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Laketand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGRESS10N~& DISTRICT

1ask number 97

- - - - BY - - - -

REPLY
Olb

BLACK

4~i ~P~NI~

NOVEftDER. 19$5

*24 RACE OF RESPONDENT - (Y Axis)

*12 TRiAL. IfAT BRYANT/JUDY - (X Axis)

Number I FAVOR I FAVCR I UNCERT I
Row% IBRYANTIJUDY lAIN I
Column% I I I IRow
Total'/. I 1 ! 2 I 3 iTotals

- y -T --

I II 01 01
1100.0 1 0.0 1 0.0 I I

00 1 0.6 1 0.0 I 0.0 1 0.2
I 0.2 1 3.0 I 3.0 1

- I-.-------I------I-----
I 65 I 6 I 27 1
I ~0.2 I 14.~ I ) 1 108

01 I 3~.3 '

1 14.4 1 3.~ I '~" I
I

I ~7 I ~

02 I 54.2 -?,J I b?."
*1'

T 7 V

'-.7. 4

4 ~ *.. i ~' -~

I I
~ILmn 1 179 I 130 *

T:ta~ 1 39.8 I 30.7 I ~'

Ii :quare 35.528

~5P:Ee 7~te =

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-6007



TEXAS 5th CCNG~SSIONAL DISTRICT

Task number 104

- - - - DY - - - -

N0VE~DER 1985

*11 TRIAL HEAT: BRYANT OR LEEt'Ofl - (V Axis)

*13 SPECIAL COflE --VOTE TOTALS - (X Axis)

Number I I I I I
RowZ I I I I I
ColumnZ I I I I IRow
TotalZ I 0 1 1 1 2 1 3 ITotals
S----I-------I-------I~ I-----I- -

I 0 I 7 I 79 1 112 I
I 0.0 1 3.5 I :39.9 1 56.6 1 198

BRYANT 1 I 0.0 1 14.0 1 48.8 1 73.7 1 44.0
1 0.0 1 1.6 1 17.6 1 £4.? I

V

1 0 I 9 I 69 1 40 I
I 0.0 1 7.6 1 58.5 I Th9 1 118

LEEDOfl 2 I 0.0 1 3.) I 42.~ I ZY3 I 6.2
I 0.0 1 .C~ I 1~.3 I 8.9 1
I -

I S.S £4 1 14 1 ~ I
1 44.2 1 ~.4 I i).4 I ~;'.c~ I ~34

AN 3 1 100.0 1 'AO I ~ I ~ I

~'. r~, r .~

~,i ~q3re

..1. .~

*~i. -~I Vj)jj :~e~~i~1-~ ~

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, MissisSippi 39216-5007
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TEXAS 5th C0NO~SSI0NAL DISTRICT NOVE~BER1 i~eS

Task number 104

- - - - BY ----

#12 TRIAL HEAT BRYMT/JUDY - IY Axis)

#1? SPECIAL CODE -VOTE TOTALS - (K Axis)

Number I I I I I
RowZ I I I I I
ColuanZ I I I I IRow
TotalZ I 0 1 1 1 2 I 3 ITotals

I 0 I I I 75 1 103 I
I 0.0 1 0.6 1 41.9 1 57.5 I 119

FAVOR~RYANT I I 0.0 1 2.0 I 46.3 I 67.8 1 39.8
I 0.0 1 0.2 1 16.' I 22.9 I

I 0 1 12 I 77 1 49 1
1 0.0 1 3.7 1 ~.3 1 35.5 I 138

F~VCR JJDY 2 1 0.0 I 24.) I 47.5 I 32.2 1 30.7
I 0.0 I 2.7 1 17.1 I 10.9 1
1------!------
1 ~L 1 37 1 10 1 0 1
I 64.7 I 27.3 1 7.5 1 0.0 I 133

,.~!NC:ERTAIN 3 I 100.0 1 74.0 I 6.2 1 0.0 I 29.6
i 19.1 1 3.2 ~ :.: : o.o v
I------1---t-

0 1 36 1 50 1 162 1 152 I 450
T~ta1s I 9.1 I U.1 I 36.0 1 33.8 I 100.0

.~7m

~h* ;q~~ar~ 37'~. 735

P bat: t,~ >F *:~~r:e ). CC~?

Va] i.i cases

P~s~or.;e rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007
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TEXAS 5th C~*JORESSIQNAL DISTRICT NOVE~ERW 1?85

Task number tC'4

118 BRYANT PC~LITICAL PHILOSOPHY - (V Axis)

*1'3 SPECIAL CODE --YOrE TOTALS - ~X (<is)

Nui~iber I I I I I
P~w% I I I 1 1
Column% I I I I
Total'/. I 0 I I I I ' Tl~t~1s

-I..- ----- *±-'---- I I I------
I l~ 1 7 1 '~" 1 '3 1

0 I ~.2 I 8.6 1 ~95 I ~ I '31
VERY LIBERAL 1 1 17.~ I ~ I '~'5 1 192 1 1%7

i :~.4 1.7 ~ 73 1
I-----

I 27 I 17 1 4 I 4 1
T 2.4 I 13.~ ' -~ 12.$

*.ME~HM L ~ERPL 2 ~ ~ ~ c~.
I '~ I 4~ ~ ~ T

1~

'i ~ IL 4

- -,

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONORESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVE1~ER~ 19~5

Task number 104

*19 P .ITICAL ItENT!F!C:ATION - Y Axis)
---- DY----

*13 SPECIM. CODE --VOTE TOTALS - (K Axis)

Number I I I I
Rowi I I I I I
Coluan% I I I I IRow
Total7. I 0 1 1 I 2 1 3 ITotals
------ I-I- -- I--I-I-

I 24 I 19 I *4 1 43 1
I 16.0 I 12.7 I 42 I 23.7 1 150

REP$JDLIc~ 1 1 27.9 I ~.O I '? I 28.3 1 33.3
1 5.3 1 4. I 4 I 9.6 I
i---I-
I 1.91 l'I ~
I 11.? I W ' ~4 I 4:S~ I 159

r4rIJfl4~AY ~ ? ~) .7~ *~4 V

1-----~----- -.- -----
I ~1 '*'

r.crrvtC~.fT .. ~ ' ~ -p

LI.' ... &.I.J

1 1

~ ~:
4. -~ 

.- 4

4~* I

' I

t~f freeiom
~ ~f c4an~e

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Dnve, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEX AS 5t!i CONGRESSIONAL DI~.TR1CT

Task ~iun~b~r 1C4

- - - - BY - - - -

#20 AGE C'F ~ESP~NDENT - (V A,~is)

#:~ ~PEC!~L ~~C~DE --VOTE T~TtLS - E Axis)

Number I I I
Row% I I

o1urnn~ I I I
Total% I. C' I I I
-------------I------

I ~) 1 1 1
4 VU~ 4 4~V.V ~

~A T V

I &.2 I
V ~ r

I
V

-' T

e

- - - - V
- '- 4 .- ~ 4

~ jjt T
'.4

1'

I
- 1 3 i T:tals -..?...

t) 1 0 I
I Ot' I I

r~ '~ I 'V#. I A~

,*1 **1
- V

1 1 t4 1

1,'-.

7

4.

* :-

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007
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TEXP~S ~th C~N~FESS'ONAL DI3TF~CT ~1C.Ej1~ER, P~35

Ta~I~ r~um~er ~)4

*i 2CCUP~TWN HEAD CF H~Yi~EACLD - 7 P:i;)

#12 ~PE~I~L C~flE --Y~TE T:T~L3 - ~

Number I I
Row~C I I I I
Ci~1~n~% I I I
Total ~ I :~ I 1 1 2 :tais

.. ~...- I-
I 1! ~ 1~
? ~ A/~
A Jd.~ J.~ .V./00 1 1.2 I 0.0 I 0.~. I CiA

Oh - A -

C",
~ ,~4 1

dv

Ttn
:ALE: :E3'TECH

C,

C,

-~ T C
4-~1 t '1'

* 4. - * ** -

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Onve, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007
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TEXA3 5th CONORES3IONAL t1.STRICT ~vEii~ER1 1~35

Task number 104

- - - - -- - - #22 I'~CO~E OF RESPONflENT - (V ~j;)

*13 SPECIAL C0[~ --VOTE TOThLS - (X Axis)

Nun~ber I I I I I
f~ow% I I I I I
Column% I I I I IRow
Total% 1 0 1 1 1 2 3 ITotals

S1----1-------
I 6 1 5 1 1~ 1 10 I

~4%EPLY 1 17.6 I 14.7 I 3~ 1 29.4 1 34
I 7.0 1 io.c~ I 00 1 6.6 I 7.6
1 1.3 1 LI ' ~ 1 2.2 1

i-I-
I $ I 4 ~ A 1 19 I
1 14.0 1 9~ I ~ I 44.2 I 43

1----------------------------I------
I IIn , ,~. V

I C * -~ ~ T U ~ T i; 4

( -~9 .. A,
'-4

I
I ~ 4 r4!

e 9 4 A

* .- A........'-~ ~

... ::: 4 A -

N---- .. ~. A L. :.. A

A .. ~ . *~*. A

'I

4

I 13 I ~ I ~ ~
I 310 1 'l - -- T -s.:I 151 1 oO I
T 2.9 I '~.7 I
I I

A
* .t

I------

.1.;

. ...~s.
-. -

Marleting Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



T~k r~w~b~r 24

- - - - BY - - - -

~2C' 3EX ~T F~E~T - U' ~

#12 'EPECIAL CODE --VOTE TOT~3 -

N~n~ber I I
qc~:'. i
C&~n~ I
Total ~ I I 1 1 2

I ~ I 3 I CA
1 21.~ 1 11.3 I ~I3

I I C.~ ~ 56.0 1 ~.9 '
4 ~**Jg4 -

I * I ~' -
4 44.4 A .. ~

.4 4

t ,j4 - .
4 IL

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007
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I
I ~ow
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TEXAS 5th CONG~SSI0HAL DISTRICT

Task number 104

---- DY----

REPLY

r~ ~rv

In

C:,

NCVE~$ER~ 1935

#24 RACE OF RESP~)NDENT (Y ~s)

#13 SPECIAL C~DE --VOTE TOTAL$ - (X ~i~)

Number I I I I I
Row% I I I I I
ColuanZ I I I I IRow
TottiX I 0 1 1 1 2 1 3 IT~ta1~

4 4
1 0! 01 II 0!
1 0.0 I 0.0 1100.0 1 0,) 1 1

00 1 0.0 I 0.0 1 ~ I 0.0 I 0.2
1 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.2 1 0.0 1

1 16 1 ~ 1 4' f 40 I
Lv.'.. 7A 4A.~

01 1 12.6 I U. I 3 24.')
I 3.6 1 2.0 1 ~

I V -

T i~4 T -

A. .'~. -' I
:~2 I '~A I 72, *

I---
V ~

I -

7~. - V. V

P4 4 :.~: !

S
~ I 36 I
.a I 19.1 1

s~are
~ .f C~41 ~ = :5
Th ~3~1'it.. ~ = -

4

501k
11.1 ~

7. ~-' 7.' .7

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B I Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 3t~ CONORESSIO~WaL 'RCT N0VE1EER~ :;as

Task run~er 13

- - - - BY - - - -

#11 TRIAL HEAT: E~RY~.T tJP LEEtC~ - (V Axis)

*14 :NFLUENCE: GUP0C'~TS NUCLEAR FREEZE - (X A~:i;)

N'x~ber I FAYOR I OPP0'~ I 'N~PT I NO DIF I
Row ~ 1 RE-ELE I ELE~ P~J I FERENO I
Column % I £TIO I ON 1£ I Rcw
Thtal% I 1 I 2 1 I 4 IT~ta1s

I p

~ ~ : ~o i
I ~.2 I 14.L I 4~ 1 5.2 I 198

BRYANT 1 1 ~4.4 1 24.4 '~ I 4.~.9 1 44.0

T 1K..~...
P 4~

-. & -

~ V 4 1C ~' ' 4"~~

~ 41 - T

I -
4- 45

li')
1 ~

4-

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

Task nwuber 113

- -- - BY - - - -

BRYA~

~4.

~AYP .~DY

In

#12 T~1AL HEAT BRYANTbXDY - ~Y Axis)

#14 NFLENCE: E~PPCRTS N~XtEAR FREEZE - (X Axis)

Nurnb~r I FAVOR I OPPOCE I 1N0E~T 1 NO DIF I
~w % I PE-ELE I ELECT ~ 1 rE~ENc I
C~uan~ 10110 I ION I E I R~i
Total% 1 1 1 2 1 1 4 IT'~ta!s

S------I I 1------
.1 1141 291 11 291

I *~3.7 I :~. 1 9 1 1 177
II 1 1 4'.2 1 24.4 1 ~ I 45.Z I O~.3

I L. I ~.4 '
I--- - I-
1 - ~ 4'

~ I7 'p. 1

4
.t

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007
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TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT NO~E?1BERI 1985

Tisk number 113

*13 SPECIAL COD.E --VOTE TOTALS - (V Axis)
- - - - BY - - - -

*14 INFLUENCE' SUPPORTS ~&CLE~ FREEZE - (X Axis)

Number I FAVOR I OPPOSE I UNCERT I NO DIF I
RowZ IRE-ELEI ELECTIAIN IFERENCI
Colusn% IOTIO I ION I IE IRow
TotaiX I I I 2 1 3 1 4 ITotals
----------- I-----I-----I~ I

I 44 I 23 I S I 11 I
I 51.2 1 26.7 I 9.3 1 12.3 I 36

0 I 18.3 1 19.3 I 30.3 I 17,2 1 19.1
I ~.8 I 5.1 I :.s 1 2.4 1
I-----I-----I-----I-----I-----
I 25 1 1? I 5 1 7 1
I 50.0 1 26.0 1 10.0 I 14.0 1 50

1 I 10.4 1 10.9 1 19.2 1 10.9 1 U.I
I 5.61 2.9 I ~1I 1.61*
? ~ ~ ~4 I

JI) -'A.

I ~4.2 25.9 1 14.3 I '~

2 1 36.~ I 25.3 ~ I 27.5 1 36.0
:~.s ~ * ~.3 :S1

341 41 I 221
*'' I I 4 I 1~

14'' ~ -. 44'
~ 1 T ~' ~ 4'~ I

I 7 1 I
-. 41 4~'

V ~4 7 ~. A

'-S
-. ~

1 ~'.rC rae -

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



rExiS 5t~ CONE I~Ni& ~~TRICT NCtVE~i~ER1 1~35

Task r.u~ter ~16

~11 TR!~L ~E~T: ~R~NT OR LEEDOM - U ~is)

#15 INFLUENCE: PRAYER IN ~CHO0LS - U ~xzs)

Nun~ber I FAVOR I OPPO3E I JNCERT I Ni) DIF I
RowX I ELECTI I ELECT I ATh I FERENC I
~o1i~mn% ION I 0N I IE I~cw
Total% 1 1 1 2 1 3 I 4 ITotals
-------------~-I ~---I--------I------

I .$4 I Ul I 4 ~ 9 I
I 32.2 I ~.I I 2.0 1 ~Y4 I 1~

BRYANT I I 57.1 I 39.5 1 :33,3 I 42.2 1 440
A7 I ~) I A~ t

A A*.. T*f A '* ~

S1----I---I-----I-----

I 2') 1 34 a - '

1 4 L I C 1 0 1

LEEDOM 21 ~ T ~ ' *~44 I 2~$.2
I 4~ I 1~ 24 1

I------
I

- -. ~, r ~ 'AIN

-~

T V
* . .*. -

.~ ; :~E~E

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Dnve, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007
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TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVElkIBER, 1985

Task number 116

112 TRIAL HEAT BRYANT/JUDY - (Y Axis)
- - - - By - - - -

115 INFLUENCE: PRAYER IN SCHOOLS - (E Axis)

Number IFAVOR IOPP(~EIUNCERTI~DIFI
Row% IELECTI! ELECTIAIN IFERENCI
ColumnZ ION LION I LE IRow
Total V. I 1 1 2 I 3 I 4 ITotals

-----------------------------I 58 I 100 1 3 I 18 I
1 32.4 1 55.9 I 1.7 1 10.1 1 179FAVOABRYANT 1 1 51.8 I 35.6 I 25.0 I 40.0 I 39.8
I 12.9 1 22.2 I 0.7 I 4.0 1I----1------I----1---1-------

__ I 23 I 28 I 4 1 13 1
I 16.7 I 71.0 I 2.9 I 9.4 1 133

FAVOR JUDY 2 1 20.5 I :343 I .33.3 I 28.9 1 30.7
1 51 1 13 9 1
I--- I 1------
I 3! ~4T
I 2.~.3 2.4 ~ ' 1"~

3 I2~~ ~5I41.7~ '~'t'. Lf
T V V

~1ur~n I 12 1 4~ I 4~Qr:tai s i ~4 I ' 4 ~ '

£~i square 2.172 Yali;i case;

c~abU it' ':~ :~a~:~ = c.c~ ~
N

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mii~sissippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th C0NGRESSI0~JAI. DISTRICT NOVEMBER~ 19~5

Task number 116

*13 SPECIAL CODE --vOTE TOTALS - V A,~is)
- - - - DY - -- -

*15 INFLUENCE PRAYER IN SCHOOLS - (X Axis)

Number IFAVOR IC~POSEIUNCERTI~ODIFI
RowZ IELECTIX ELEOTIAIN IFERENCI
Coluani ION lION I IE IRow
Total% 1 1 1 2 I 3 I 4 ITotals
------I-----I--------I-----I-----I----

1 20 I 54 I 3 1 9 1
I 23.3 1 62.3 1 3.5 1 10.5 I 36

N 0 I 17.9 I 19.2 I 25.0 I ~O.O 1 19.1

I 4.4 1 12.0 I 0.7 I 2.0 1SI-----I- --I------
1 9 I 21 1 4 I ~ I
113.0 1 $2.0 I ?.~' I 12.0 I 50

1 1 3.0 I 11.0 1 33.3 1 13.3 I 11.1
I 2.0 I w~ I ~.9 1 1.3 I
I----------------------I-----

'C) I 7 -

I I '3 '

I ~ ~ 4 T ~7 ~ I ::.$.o
T ~.3 I

T ~'

- . ~., t ~-,

q~m .~il 1-'
* T
T I I------

-. ~ T ' ~ ~ 45
-. .4 Li,

N

-. ~ :a5es
- - 'c~ifl~ :is s

* - - ce - :.2+. ~sP r~e i
4

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Dnve, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONORESSIONM. DI$TRICT NOVE11BER~ 1935

Task number 119

#11 TRIM.. HEAT: BRYANT OR LEEDOM - ~Y Axis)
---- DY - - --

*16 uru.~NcE: OPPOSED MX MISSILE - (X Axis)

Numbef~ I FAVOR I OPPOSE I Ut4CERT I NI) DIF I
RowZ IELECTII ELECTIAIN IFERENCI
Coluen% ION 110W I IE IRow
TotalZ I 1 I 2 I 3 1 4 ITotals

"I, I 88 I 50 I 24 I 36 I
1 44.4 I 25.3 I 12.1 I 13.2 1 198

FAVOR DRY~IT 1 I 55.3 1 29.2 1 47.1 I 52.2 1 44.0
1 19.6 1 11.1 I 5.3 1 8.0 1
I----------
I 27 I .~5 I 15 I 11 1
I 22.9 I 55.1 I 12.7 1 9.3 I 118

4AVORLEEDON 2 I 17.0 I 38.0 1 29.4 I 15.9 I 26.2
1 6.0 1 14.4 I 3.3 I 2.4 I

T -I--- -I------
~ 44 T ~6 I 12 1 22 1
I :3~ I 413 I 9.0 1 Z.4 I 134

~4JNCERTAIN 3 I 277 I ~' 7 I 23.5 I 31.9 I 29.3
I ' P4 1 2.7 I 4.9 I

-:--------------
Colunwn I ~ ' Pi ? 4%
Totals I ~ 1 0 I 11.? I 15.3 1 100.0

Uhi sqjare - 33.011 Valid cases 4~0
~re~ i' '~ = ~issir9 *:a~es 0

Prcb~b~1it' of :h~n:~ *...;') R~sFcnEe rite

Mark'~ ~"' c~~~qrch Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I JackS'~ ~~'~sissippi 39~'



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVEIIER~ 19~

Task number 119

*12 TRIAL ICAT BRYANT/JUDY - (Y Axis)
- By -- --

*16 IIfLL[NCE: 0PP~ED MX MISSILE - (X Axis)

Number IFAVOR IOFPOSEIUNCERTINODIFI
RouX IELECTiI ELECTIAIN IFEICI
ColumnZ ION 11014 1 IE IRw
TotaiX I 1 I 2 I 3 1 4 ITotais

I 77 I 49 I 22 I 31 I
1 43.0 1 27.4 I 12.3 1 17.3 1 179

TAVOR BRYANT 1 I 48.4 I 28.7 I 43.1 I 44.9 1 39.8
I 17.1 I 10.9 I 4.9 I 6.9 I

------------------------------I-I
1 43 I 64 1 15 I 16 I
I 31.2 I 46.4 I 10.9 I 11.6 1 138

FAVORJJDY 2 1 27.0 I 37.4 I 29.4 I 23.2 I 30.7
I 9.6 114.21 3.31 3.61

I 39 I 58 I 14 I 22 I
1 29.3 1 43.6 I 10.5 1 16.5 I 133

AJNCERTAIN 3 I 24.5 I 33.9 I 27.5 I 31.9 I 29.6
I 8.7 I 12.9 I 2.1 I 4.9 I

C! Column 1 159 I 171 1 51 I 69 I 450
Totals I 35.3 I 38.0 I 11.3 I 15.3 1100.0

Chi square 16.0?1 Valid cases 450
Degrees of freedom fljgsjng cases 0
Probability of chance 0.013 Response rate 100.0 %

N

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th C GRESSICt*L D1STRI~T P~NEUER 1 1985

Task number' 119

*13 SPECIAL CODE -VOTE TOTALS - (Y Axis)
- - -- DY ----

*16 INFLLENCE: OPP1~ED MX MISSILE - (X Axis)

Number IFAVOR IOPPOSEIUNCERTINODIFI
RowZ IELECTII ELECTIAIN IFERENCI
Co1umn~ ION lION I IS IRow
TotaiX I I I 2 I 3 I 4 Ilotals

I 27 I 34 I 7 1 18 I
1 31.4 1 :39,5 1 8.1 I 20.9 1 36

0 I 17.0 I 19.9 I 13.7 I 26.1 I 19.1
I 6.0 I 7.6 I 1.6 I 4.0 I

SI--I-----
1 13 1 25 1 7 1 S I
I 26.0 I 50.0 I 14.0 I 10.0 I 50

1 I 8.2 I 14.6 I 13.7 1 7.2 I 11.1
I 2.9 I 5.6 I 1.6 I 1.1 I
I------I--
1 62 1 56 I 23 1 21 1
I 38.3 1 34.6 I 14.2 1 13.0 I 162

2 I 39.0 1 22.7 I 45.1 I 30.4 I 36.0
1 13.8 1 12.4 1 5.1 I 4.7 I
I------I------I------I--1------
I 57 I 56 1 14 I 25 1
I 37.5 I 36.8 I ~.2 I 16.4 I 152

-~ 3 1 35.8 I 32.7 I 27.5 I :36.2 1 33.8
I 12.7 1 12.4 1 3.1 I 5.6 1
I----I------I-

C3lumn I 159 I 171 I 51 I 69 I 450
NtIs I 35.3 1 38.0 1 11.3 I 15.3 1100.0

N

Chi square 10.973 Valid cases 450
Degrees of freedom ~is;ins cases 0
ProNbi1it~ of d;ance z ~).277 Response rate = 100.0 %

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CIdGRESSUNL D1STR!C~ NO~PEl'UER, 1985

Task number 122

*11 TRIAL HEAT: DAY~4T OR LEEDON - (Y Axis)
- DY ----

*17 JWItENCE' OPPOSED M.N4CG UDGET - (K Axis)

Number IFA'AJR IOFPOSEILN4CERTINOOIF!
R.uZ JELECTII ELECTIAIN IFEENCI
ColumnZ ION lION I IE IRew
TetalZ I I I 2 I 3 I 4 ITotals

I I-
I 72 I 72 I 26 1 28 I

VORIRYANT 1 1 ~ I 36:4 113.1114.11198
I 16.0 I 16.0 I 5.8 1 6.2 I
I 1--I---1-I

_ I 81 991 71 41
I 6.8 I 83.9 I 5.9 I 3.4 I 118

FAVORLEEDON 2 I 7.8 I 37.9 1 15.2 I 9.8 I 26.2
I 1.8 I 22.0 I 1.6 1 0.9 1

I 22! 901 13! 91
I 16.4 I 67.2 I 9.7 I 6.7 I 134

LIECERTAIN 3 1 21.6 I 34.5 I 28.3 I 22.0 1 29.8
~~1~' 1 4.9 1 20.0 1 2.9 1 2.0 1

C Column I 102 I 261 I 46 I 41 I 450
Totals I 22.7 I 58.0 1 10.2 I 9.1 1100.0

Chi square 77.784 Valid cases 450
Desrees of freedom 6 Missing cases = 0
Probability of chance 0.000 Response rate = 100.0 Z

N

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. MIssissippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONOIESSIOMI DISTRICT -, 1,~

Task number 122

- DY ----

112 ThIn. fEAT BRYANT/JJJY - (Y Axis)

117 INFILENCE: OPPOSED D~.AICED UJOGET - (X Axis)

Number IFAWIR IOPPOSEIW4CERTItKIDIFI
RowX IELECTII ELECTIAIN IFEENCI
Coluan2 ION lION I IE iRew
Tota)Z I I I 2 1 3 1 4 ITetals

I 66! 64! 22! 27!
I 36.9 1 35.8 I 12.3 1 15.1 1 179

3~Y*4T I I 64.7 1 24.5 1 47.8 I 65.9 I 39.8
1 14.7 I 14.2 1 4.9 I 6.0 1

1 15 1 107 I 10 I 6 I
I 10.9 I 77.5 1 7.2 1 4.3 1 138

JJDY 2 I 14.7 1 41.0 I 21.7 I 14.6 I 30.7
I 3.3 I 23.8 I 2.2 I 1.3 I
I-
1 21 1 90 1 14 1 8 1
I 15.3 I 67.7 I 10.5 1 6.0 I 133

AIN 3 I 20.6 I 34.5 I 30.4 1 19.5 I 29.6
I 4.7 1 20.0 I 3.1 I 1.8 I
I---------1-----

Column I 102 I 261 I 46 I 41 I 450
lotus 1 22.7 1 58.0 I 10.2 I 9.1 I 100.0

Chi square
Degrees of freedom
Probability of *:hurce

- 67.431
-6
- ~'JO0

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007
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0

TEXAS 5th CONGESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVEHDER, 1995

Task number 122

013 SPECIAL COlE -VOTE TOTALS - (Y Axis)
---- DY----

017 flFUENCE: OPPOSED DALMCED EtEGET - (X Axis)

Number I FAVOR I OPPOSE I LHCERT I NODIF I
RouZ JELECTI! ELECTIAIN IFE1~NCI
Column2 ION liON 1 IE IRow
TotaiX I 1 I 2 1 3 I 4 ITotals
------ I---! I--I---!--

I 13 I 59 I 7 I 7 I
1 15.1 1 68.6 1 8.1 I 8.1 1 86

0 1 12.7 1 22.6 I 15.2 1 17.1 I 19.1
I 2.9 I 13.1 I 1.6 I 1.6 I
1 71 331 81 21
1 14.0 1 66.0 1 16.0 1 4.0 1 50

1 1 6.9 I 12.6 I 17.4 1 4.9 I 11.1
I 1.6 I 7.3 I 1.8 I 0.4 I

S-1------
I 36 1 ~5 1 18 1 13 I
1 22.2 I 58.6 I 11.1 I 8.0 1 162

2 I 35.3 I 36.4 1 39.1 I 31.7 I 36.0
1 8.0 1 21.1 1 4.0 I 2.9 1
I-----I--------I-----------I------
1 46 1 74 I 12 1 19 I
I 20.3 I 48.7 I 3.~ 1 12.5 I 152

3 1 45.1 I 28.4 28.2 I 46.3 I 33.8
1 10.2 1 ~ 1 2.? 1 4.2 1
I---I------------------------
I 1C2 1 >1 I 46 I 41 1 450

~tas 1 22.7 1 53.3 1 10.2 I ?.1 1100.0

Ch: ~~are :* ~d cases 4%
De~r~~ of fri~ -' ~'i~Sifl9 cases 0

* :f c~i> = '9. >31 s~ci~se rate :90.0 ~

Marketing Research Institute/1900 Lakeland Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th C~JNGRESS1ONM. DISTRICT NOVEMBER1 1985

Task number 125

- - - - Dy ----

#11 TRIAL IfAT: ~YANT OR LEEDO~ - (Y Axis)

0173 AID TO CONTRAS - (X Axis)

Number INOREPIFAVOR IOPPOSEIUNCERTINODIFI
RowZ ILY JELECTI! ELECTIAIN IFEENCI
Colwn% I ION lION I IE IRow
TotalZ I 0 I I I 2 I 3 1 4 ITotals
--- I I----I---I I-I

I 38 I 62 I 52 I 21 I 25 I
1 19.2 I 31.3 1 26.3 I 10.6 1 12.6 1 198

BRY~T 1139.2152.1139.1142.0149.0144.0
I 8.4 1 13.8 1 11.6 1 4.7 1 5.6 1

I--
1 28 1 27 1 43 1 10 1 10 I
1 23.7 I 22.9 1 36.4 1 8.5 1 8.5 1 118

LEEDON 2128.9122.7132.3120.0119.6126.2
I 6.2 1 6.0 1 9.6 I 2.2 I *2.2 I
I---!--
1 31 I 30 I 38 I 19 1 16 I
1 23.1 1 22.4 I 28.4 I 14.2 1 11.9 1 134

AIN 3 132.0125.2128.6138.0131.4129.8
1 6.9 1 6.7 1 8.4 I 4.2 I 3.6 I

SI------I------I-- 1------
Column I 97 I 119 I 133 1 50 I 51 I 450
Totals I 21.6 I 26.4 I 29.6 I 11.1 1 11.3 I 100.0

~hi square 9.891
9e~rees *f freedcrn :3
Pr~babiiit' ~f c~ance ~.273

Valid cases
Missing cases
Response rate

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007
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TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVEMBER~ 1985

Task number 125

- - -- BY - -- -

Number INOREPI
RowZ ILY I
ColuanZ I I
TotaiX I 0 I

SI
I :331

0 1 21.2 1
FAVOR BRYANT I I 39.2 1

18.41
I-----I
1.351
I 2~4 I

~fAY0RJUDY 2 I 3~1 I
I 7~ I
I---

'1) 1 4
~

~2NCEPTAiN 2 1 24
I T

.ta~ -

.... ~ ;~~re

y. i~C

#12 TRIAL HEAT BRYANT/JUDY - 4Y Axis)

*iTh AID TO ~OI4TRAS - (X Axis)

FAVOR IOPPOSEI~.tJCERTINODIFI
ELECTI! ELECTIAIN IFERENCI
ON lION I TE IRow

I I 2 I 3 I 4 Itotals
-I-----I--I---!

55 1 43 1 20 1 23 I
30.7 1 24.0 1 11.2 I 12.8 1 179
46.2 1 32.3 1 40.0 I 45.1 I 39.8
12.2 I 9.6 1 4.4 1 5.1 I

--1-----I-
33 1 46 1 9 1 15 1

~19 I ~.9 I '~ 1 10.9 1 138
27.7 1 46 I ~' 29.4 I 30.7
~ I IO. I -j I 3.3 I

~ I-----!-----
I 4 12 I

I 13.329.6
T ~ 1 2.9 I

--------------------.4--------
:::31 :JI ~lI 450

I 1?.~ I .i. 11. 1

;~K~ ~

~SFJE~ ~

3

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIOI& DISTRICT NOVEHBER1 1985

Task number 125

- --- BY -- -- *13 SPECIAL CODE --VOTE TOTALS - (Y Axis)
#171 AID TO CONTRAS - (X Axis)

Numb.~ INOREPIFAVOR IOPPOSEIUNCERTINODIFI
RowZ ILY IELECTII ELECT lAIN IFERENCI
ColuanZ I ION lION I JE IRow
TotaiX I 0 1 1 1 2 1 3 1 4 ITotals

I 17 1 20 I 26 I 11 I 12 I
- 119.8123.3130.2112.8114.0186

0 1 17.5 1 16.8 I 19.5 I 22.0 1 23.5 1 19.1
I 3.8 I 4.4 I 5.8 I 2.4 I 2.7 1

SI-------I-----
I 11 1 10 1 15 1 11 I 3 1
122.0120.0130.0122.016.QI 50

1 1 11.3 1 9.4 I 11.3 1 22.0 I 5.9 I 11.1
1 2.4 1 2.2 I 3.3 1 2.4 I 0.7 I
I-
I 36 1 43 1 44 1 17 I Z2 I
I 22.2 1 6.5 I 27.2 I 10.5 1 13.6 I 162

2 I 37.1 1 36.1 I "1 I 4~' 1 43.1 1 36.0
1 9.0 I 9.6 ~3 T 4,~ j
I------I-------------------I------
I 33 I 46 1 ~ I 14 1
1 21.7 I :o.c I P.2 I :~2

3 1 LI 2.5 1 3.3
I '.D I 10.2 I ~ T J.I I
I---- :

~1'-. ~ T

S
- ''.4

2'1 ~uare ~ .5::. *:as~ - _

~srees c.f fr~ ~s'~ 2 ~:s~:.-~ :as~s
Pr 'babi I: :~s- C;. ?3'~ ~~:: n~e rat~ ~CC'. C

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B / Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th ~ON6RESS1Ot~L DISTRICT NCVE~SERI 1985

Task number 128

#5 CONGRESSDIAN/UN-AIDED RECALL - (V Axis)

#18 BRYANT POLITICAL PHILOSOFI4Y - (X Axis)

Number IVERYLIS~g'~WHL
RowX I IBERALIATLIBM
Co1umn~. I IERAL IE
Tota1~~ 1. 1 1 2 1

V 11 11
i 23.3 1 33.3 1

0 I 1.2 1 0.8 I
I 0.2 1 0.2 1
I------
1 12 1 14
I 24 ' I

N~I~ED 1 1 :4q ~ ~i' I
QI 4

?..~.. Y V

1 4
V A
' -,J

V .7~

-. 1 - -

I I

* -

:r

JUST T
IE 3A~

0o. o
0.0
3.0

22.4
i -~

-- V

r

I 3O~ C I VERY C I
I Ct~SERV I ONSERV I
I ~TIV I ATIV I Row
1 4 1 5 Ilotals
I------I------1-------
I II 01
1 32.3 1 0.0 I 3
1 1.1 1 0.0 1 0.7
I 0.2 1 0.0 I

------ T--------
t3 ~ 2 I

' ~4 4.1 1 49
~ 1 1 3.7 I 11.9

4 T 0.5 1
I I------I------
* * T 2.4 I 4'.'
* ~ T 4.

.~ I

* 44 I
!,~ I T

T '~~'

-I------

.

.1

-I.:

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007
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TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

Task number 123

- - - - Dy - - - -

REF

NEVER
N

10
~EARV

q~Nfl~~J /

NOVEIIBER1 1985

*6 NAME RECOGNITION: JOHN BRYANT - 'Y Axis)

*18 BRYANT POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY - (X Axis)

Number IVERVLIS~1EWHIjjSTT1S01~CIVERYCI
RowZ I IBERALIATLIBIHESAt ICtd~ERVIONSERVI
Co)umn% I I ERAL I E I ATIV 1 ATIV I Row
Total7. 1 1 I 2 I 3 I 4 1 5 ITotals

.1 01 01 01 01 11
I 0.0 1 0.0 I 0.0 1 O.~ 1100.0 1

tY 0 1 0.0 1 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 1 1.9 1 0.2
I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.2 1
I-----I-----I---I----------I-
1 22 I 53 1 25 1 27 1 22 I
I 14.8 1 35.6 1 '~ I 13.1 I 14.8 1 149

HEARD OF 1 1 27.2 1 42.1 1 41 ' 30.~) 1 40.7 I 26.3
I 5.4 I 12.~ I '1 I 1.~ 1 5.4 I

7------------------
:i: 7'

I :7~ -: 7 ~

OFONLY 2 1 2..$ 1 3.7 1 1 12.2 1 13.0 1 ?.5
* 1.712.7 '
I---- . 7-

7
7

7 ~ *
7 .* 7 -

I---.- 1-- - T 7
* - 1' -.

A 1 - - - .. -

- 4---. 4~ - - I * --

1 . -

4 I 1'
i-~ 1 31 1 126 11

I 1~.7 I 30.7 1 4

E~S :L

- M
~L'~ :..

- *il .7~'

MarI.~eting Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th ~~4GRESSI0NAL DISTRICT NO~/EK9ER1 1985

Task number 128

- - - - BY - -- -

~RY DISSAl

MILDLY DIS~

IA')

~EI THER/I~C~

1lL2L~' ~r:

N.E~Y Si~TIS.F

#9 CONGRESSIAN BRYANT JOB SATISF~TICH - (V Axis)

#16 BRYANT POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY - (X Axis)

Number IVERYLISOIIEWHIJUSTTISOIEC1~RYCI
Row% IIBERALIATLIBIHESAtIICMSERVIONSERVI
Column% I IERAL XE I~TIV IATIV IRew
TotaiX I 1 1 2 1 3 I 4 1 5 ITotals

S ~ I-
I 31 II II 31 41
I 25.0 1 8.3 I 8.3 I 25.0 1 33.3 I 12

~ I 3.81 0.81 1.71 3.31 7.4! 2.9
1 0.7 1 0.2 1 0.2 I 0.7 I 1.0 I
I-----I-----I-------I-----I-----I--
1 3! 51 41 31 31
I 34.~ I ~1j 1 17.41 13.0 I 13.0 I 23

~ATISF2 1 10.1 1 4.0 1 6.7 1 .3.3 I 5.6 I 5.6
I ~' I 1.2 I 1.0 I 0.7 1 0.7 1
I--- I -- I--------I-
1 1 1 2.0 1 52 I 26 I
I 17~ I ~ I 13.01 22.6 I 11.3 I 220

3 I 5I~ I ~4 150.0157.8148.1 156.2
: :~' 1 7.31:2.716.41
I--- ' --I~-.-- ----------- I------
1 24 1 23 1 10 1 24 1 13 1

~*' 1 22.1 1 I ~
0.4 1 22.2 ~ ~L7 ~ ~A W.I A ~ A ~

t T T '~ 7 ~ T 441A .~. A ~ ~7 A A ~

-- ~---~1------------
'1 T ~91 31 31

7 ~ 7 :-e '~A ? 7,5 1
A A A.I . -, .~ .. 'd*V A 40

7~S 7 . 1
A .. ~ * ~ 25.0' ~ T *~ AA J. 0' ~
* A.*'&~~A *I A

7----------I----------I
* * A A A A

1. ' ~.'01
'.. *AA ~ 541 ~

1:~ 7 t * T i: T tt~~i~
* * - A A A.?* * * *j* A.'~*V

~u&r2
~ of freedom

'-""1.-v

36.211
16
0.003

ii :ases
~:ssins ca;~s
~:~~se rata

4O~
41

Z

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Orive, Suite 6 / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXA$ ~th C~NGRES~1CN.L ~EJPET ~iCVEt1EER, 19S5

Tisk nun~b4er 129

- - - DV - - -

#10 CA2NCRESE.tIAN BRYANT F~E-ELECTED - (V A<is)

#1~ BRYANT POLITICAL ~HILCSOPHY - (Y Axis)

Number I7E~YLI3C.NEWHIJU~TTISO~ ECIVERYCI
Row7. ~ i~ERALIaTLIBIHE.~ANI~NSERVONSERVI
Colun~n% 1 IERi~. IE IATIV 1ATi~ IRow
Total ~ I 1 2 1 3 1 4 1 5 ITotals

---- I ~----I----1------- -1-------
t II 7 -C

A~ A .. J 20 A 24 is
~RYANT RE-ELECTE ~ 1 10.2 1 .32.4 1 8.~ 1 22.2 1 ~.7 I l~3

I 13.~ I 27.~ I 1 :6.7 1 33.3 I 26.3
7 ~ y 4 T ~ 1 4.4 1

~ 19 1'~~~-----
T ~,4 44 ~.3 ' 78

~E0~E ELSE T - - I ~43 I 1~.O
I 4 4~ 1.? I

7... 7 7 7--------

- .1
7.-- -- - V -. V -. *. - V

C, 1' **- * '-R-, V ~.* .V V ~ - * ~4 ,..,..,~-

-':4

- .z *.1.:3

'.::~ :i~~
.1

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeland Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007
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TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVETIDER1 1985

Task number 128

#11 TRIAL HEAT: BRYANT OR LEEDOPI - fY Axis)
---- DY - -- -

018 BRYANT POLITICAL P)4ILOSOPHY - (X Axis)

Number IVERYLISOI~WHI~USTTISOt1ECI~vtRYCI
RouZ IIBERALIATLIBIHES.AIIICNSERVZONSERVI
Column% I IERAL IE IATIV IATIY IRow
TotalZ I I I 2 I 3 1 4 1 5 ITotals

---------------------~-----
I 18 I 54 I 23 1 48 I 29 I

4 1 9.9 1 29.7 1 19.1 I 26.4 I 15.9 1 182
FA~ BRYANT 1 1 22.2 1 42.9 1 55.0 I 53.3 1 53.7 I 44.3

I 4.4 1 12.. I ~.O 1 11.7 1 7.1 I
I-----I-------I------I-----I--------I-----
1 421 291 131 13 I 91
1 296 1 *'74 T ~ ~ I ~5 ' 106

FAYORLEEDOtI 215191 ''''1441167125.8
I 10.2 I ~.i I T 2~ I
I--- I I I

'~a ~ I i~I
~2~4CEPTAIN ~ 2' 1 r~ 114 ~ ~ 130! :2:3

T ~9Q 
I 

~'A 

' 

T 
~L

I ~ -'1 ~

0 %1~an I -. 4
Tota~ I

:;j. - ~ caE~:
- -.- :1;"~~p:-,s~ ra.~ -

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson, MISSiSSIppI 39216-5007



TEXAS 5t~ ~0NORESS10NAL DI$TRICT NC~E?~ER 1935

Task nu.~ber U9

- - - - BY - - - -

#1. TRIAL HEAT ~RYANT/AJDY (Y Axis)

*18 SPYANT POLiTICAL PH1LCECiPHY - (X Axis)

Number I~ERYL13QI1EHIJUSTT1SE~I~RYCI
Row% 1 !EE~AL I AT LIE I HE ~Afl I C~SERV I ONSERV I
Coluan% I iE~AL IE IATIV IATIV IRoN,
TotalI I 2 I 3 I 4 1 5 ITotals

4 -----I---..--.--I I -I -I- --

I 17 1 4~ 1 31 I 41 I 27 I
~AYOR BRYANT 1 ~ 10.4 1 29.3 1 18.9 I 25.0 I 1~.5 I 164

I 21.0 I C~3.1 I ~1.7 I ThL. I 50,0 I 39.9
I--- T I-----
1 421 4 ? '1Y 121

F'~VCR JUDY 2 1 ~ 1 30.9I2.9
T I--

iciA') -, ~

, V~*A1iNC.E~TA!N :.T:'.~ ~ 3.2 ~ : ::.s: I 9.
-, ~ T ~

f~ T - . I ! 4A,,

- K ~ji~
A.

* 1 .A

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite 8 / Jackson. Mississippi 39218-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVEIIBER. 1995

Task number 128

- - - - BY - - --

#13 SPECIAL COflE --VOTE TJT~LS - (~' Axis)

#18 BRYANT POLITICAL PH1LO$1)P~Y - (X Axis)

Number IVERYLISOEI*II..flJSTTISfjIECIVERyCI
RovZ 11BERLIATLIBIHE~AI1I~NSERVIONSERYI
ColuanZ I JERAL IE IATIV IATIY IRow
TotaiX I I I 2 1 3 1 4 I 5 ITotals

SI-----I--
I 14 I 27 1 10 1 19 1 10 1
I 17.5 1 33.8 1 12.5 1 23.8 1 12.5 I 80

0 I 17.3 1 21.4 1 16.7 1 21.1 I 18.5 I 19.5
1 3.4 1 6.6 1 2.4 1 4.6 1 2.4 1
I-----I-----I-----I-----I-----I-----
I ' 1 1' ' 7 I 7 1
h '6 h
? ~ Y ~ ! T 43118.61:3.51 ~ 3 '~ I 12.01 10.5

T 7 T
I ? ~l 1 151

2 4 '--*

-~ I') ' t

.21
7

.1,.~,

.4.~ I

----------------r
-.4

4/ A ? *4 -'

- -c
-----------

.:S323 :~.~es
':~~~Lt, :L

l~.l 1 146
- 7

- 411
'~~1

Marketing Research Institute I 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT NOVEIIBER' 1985

Task number 128

*14 IIEUENCE: SUPPORTS NUCLEAR FREEZE - (Y Axis)
-- -- DY ----

118 BRYPJ4T POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY - (X Axis~

Number IVERYLISOIEIdHIJUSTTISOlECI~gERYCI
RowZ I IDERALIATLIDIIESAlIIONSERVIONSERYI
ColumoX I XERAL IE IATlY ZAllY ZR..TotalZ I 1 I 2 I 3 1 4 1 5 ITotals

I
1 29 1 69 1 36 I 56 I 34 I
1 12.9 1 30.8 1 16.1 1 25.0 I 15.2 1 224

FAVORRE-ELECTIOl I ~.8 I 54.8 I 60.0 1 62.2 1 63.0 I 54.5
1 7.1 I 16.8 I 8.8 I 13.6 1 8.3 I

1 43 1 24 1 3 1 20 1 16 1
138.7 121.6 17.2 113.0 114.4 I 111

OPPOSEELECTION2 153.1 119.0113.3122.2129.6127.0
110.51 5.8 I 1.9 I 4.9 13.91

-----------------------------------I I
If) 1 21 81 31 31 31

I 10.5 I 42.1 1 15.9 I 15.8 1 15.8 1 19
~tNCERTAIN 3 I 2.5 1 6.3 I 5.0 I 3.3 1 5.6 I 4.6

1 0.5 1 1.9 1 0.7 1 0.7 1 0.7 1
I--------1-----1-----
I 7! 251 13! 111 1!
1 23 I 43.9 I 22.9 I 19.3 1 1.8 I 57

~~0D1FFER9J~E 4 1 3.6 I 19.8 1 21.7 1 12.2 1 1.9 1 13.9
I 1.7 I 6.1 1 3.2 1 2.7 1 0.2 I

I----
Column 1 81! 1261 '~0I 90! 541411
Totals I 1~.7 I 30.7 I 14.6 I 21.9 I 13.1 I 100.0

N
'Thi square 50.968 Valid cases = 411
Desrees of freedom 12 Missing cases 39
Probability of chance 0.000 ResFor~se rate = 91.3 %

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive. Suite B I Jackson, Musissippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONORESSIOI~L DISTRICT NOVEMBER, 1985

Task numbew' 128

#15 lNFtLJENC.E: PRAYER IN SCHOOLS - (V Axis)
- - - - DY -

#18 BRYANT POLiTICAL PHILOSOPHY - (X Axis)

Number IYERYL1SCE1*UJUSTTI~0MEC1VERYCI
RowZ IIDERALIATLIBHfSAM1ONSERVIONSERVI
Column 7. I I ERAL I E I ATIY I ATIY I.Ro.
lotaiX I 1 1 2 I 3 I 4 I 5 ITotals

I 9 I 34 I 27 I 26 1 12 I
~AVOR ELECTION ~ 1 8.3 I :31.5 I 25.0 I 24.1 I 11.1 I 1~

I 11.1 1 27.0 I 45.0 I 28.9 I 22.2 1 26.3
1 2.2 I 8.3 I 6.4 I 6.3 1 2.9 I
I-----I------------------I--1-------
I 431 431 241 .501 4011 27.0 I 27.0 1 02 I 19.8 1 15.9 1 252

OPPOSE ELECTION 2 1 94.0 1 .54.0 1 4.3.3 1 .55.6 1 74.1 1 61.3
1 16.5 1 16.5 1 £3 1 12.2 1 9.7 1
1--- 1 ---1----------
~ 01 41 41 II

0) I ~4..5 ' I '.~.4
7 ~1 TA~CE~AIN ? I '~O ' 4~ 1 '1'~ 1 44 1 1.9 I 2.7

T T ' ~ 0.2 I
------------------------------------------I--

4 I 11
MT 40v~'10J 2VEENCE ~ ~ 4 ~ ~4 i . ~ 7 .9 '

44 4~ 0.2!
I) 7 1 7 I------------

'I ~ ~4 I 4111:.: 13.1N

* 411

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Dnve, Suite B I Jackson, Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CCNGRESSI~.. DiSTRICT NOVEMBER, 1985

Task number 128

116 ItfILENCE: OPPOSED MX MISSILE - (Y Axis)
- - -- BY - -- -

118 BRYANT POLITICK. PHILOSOPHY - (K Axis)

Number 1 VERYL 1 SGEIIf 1 .JJST TI SOtIEC I VERYC I
RX 1 IDER~.IATLIBIFESN1IONSERVIONSERYI
CoiumnZ I IERAL JE IATIV IATIV IRow
TotalZ 1 1 I 2 1 3 I 4 I 5 ITotals
---- I--I-I-----I---! I--

1 19 1 44 1 30 1 39 I 18 1
112.7129.31 20.0 I 26.0 112.01 150

FAV~RELECTION 1 123.5134.9! 50.01 43.3133.3 136.5
1 4.6 1 10.7 I 7.3 1 9.5 I 4.4 1
I--I-----1-I-1--I----
1 511 521 .91 231 25!

~ECTION 2 ~ 31.1 I 31.7 I 4.9 I 17.1 I 15.2 I 164I 63.0 I 41.3 1 13.3 I 31.1 I 46.3 I .39.9~~POSE 1 12.4 I 12.7 1 1.9 I 6.8 1 6.1 1

I-----!--I-----
1 4 1 1: 1 9 1 :0 I 5 1
I 10.3 1 2~.2 1 23.! 1 2~.6 1 12.3 1 39

~~CERTAIN 3 1 4.9 1 ?.7 I ICfl 1 11.1 1 9.3 1 9.5
I 1.0 1 2.7 1 2.4 : 1.2 1ST----------T ...T----------I----------7
A A A . A

A A A' A S.' .7 7 4 1 9..7 I
~' II 12.1 1 22. 1 22.4 I 10.3 1 ~.3

~r~'~'O DIFFERENCE 4 I 9.~ * 1 1 ~
1 1.7 I 4.A I ~ 3.2 1 1.5 1
I------I------I ---- I--------I------

~4I 41r. .. ,...71 14.L 1 1. I '~ ' ~ '$0.2N ~ta1s ..

Chi square 4'.~? .aYi :~ses 41~.
Desr~es ~ ir ~ 12 s~:'~ cases
Probabilitr at~z *I. 3%

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B I Jackson. Mississippi 39216-5007



TEXAS 5th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 'OJE~'EER. 1985

Task nuaber 128

#17 INFLUEHCE: OPPOSED BALANCED 8UDOET - (V Axis)
---- BY ----

#18 BRYANT POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY - (X A~is)

Number IVERYLISOI1E1*II.J~JSTTISOMECIVERYCI
RowX IIBERALIATLIBIHESAIIICiNSERVIONSERYI
ColumnX I IERAL lE IATIV IATIV IRow
Total% I. 1 I 2 I 3 1 4 I 5 ITotals

Sl-------I-----I-----
1 10 I 22 I 25 1 21 I 16 I
110.6123.4126.6122.3117.0194

FAVOR ELECTION 1 I 12.3 I 17.5 I 41.7 I 23.3 I 29.6 I 22.9
~ 2.4 1 5.4 1 6.1 I 5.1 I 3.9 1I-----I-----I-----I-----I----I--
1 65 1 84 I 16 1 54 1 29 I
I 26.2 I 33.9 1 6.5 I 21.8 I 11.7 1 248

~PPc'SE ELECTION 2 I 80.2 I ~6.7 I >.7 1 60.0 1 53.7 I 60.3
3.9 I 13.1 1 7.1 1

V I 15.3 1 2~'.4 I-----------
1' V 44 ~ - .3 1

~j II 41:~ 4' ~ I 22.51
~UNC:EFTA1N 14.3 I

A .'. .~ A ~. 4' I
I A

* V41 A

I 17. d~ V
~ CIF~E~ENCE 4 1 4. 1 4. -. ~ I 17 1 3.5

ii ) I
( I

- -. -. T V

N

- - ~ ~
-.... ~. -

- - ~ -

Marketing Research Institute / 1900 Lakeand Drive, Suite B / Jackson. MissI~ippi 39216.8007



TEXAS 5th CONORESSIOtiPL. DISTRICT NOVE~SER~ 1965

Task number 128

*17B AID TO CONTRAS - (V Axis)
- - - - DY - - - -

*18 8RY~T POLITICPd PHILOSOPHY - (X Axis)

Number IVERYLISOt1EWHIJUSTTISO1~CIYERYC1
Row7. IIBER~IATLIBII(SA11IONSERVIONSERVI
ColumnX I IERAL ZE IATIY IATIY IRQW
TotalZ I 1 I 2 1 3 I 4 I 5 Itotals
-------1-----I-------I-----I--

I 17 I 32 I 13 1 15 I 11 I
I 19.3 I 36.4 1 14.3 I 17.0 1 12.5 1 ~

REPLY 0 I21.0I25.4121.71 16.7120.41 21.4
1 4.1 1 7.3 1 3.2 I 3.6 I 2.7 I
I-----I------I-----I---I----I-----
1 14 1 23 I 24 1 34 I 13 I
1 12.2 1 24.3 1 20.~ 1 31.3 1 11.3 1 115

FAV0R~ECT1ON 1 1 17.3 1 22.2 I 40.0 1 40.0 1 24.1 I 23.0
1 3.41 6.8 1 5.8 1 8.8 13.21 --

S7 7----------7 7
A £ A a I.

U,', ' 4n I ~ ~0 I
1~7 7 127

I -. .-. ~ V
1* V

-, V
V I ~ -' ' ~0 ~

~~ERT~1N I ~ ~

9 '*'' I 4
V 7

7 '1 V
- I
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0,

J%~4,1986

POSUEASTKE

Richardson, ?egas 75080 ( -

1~I~

- rRe: HUE 2113

Dear Postuastert

?ursuRW~tto 39 C.F.R. 5 265.6(d) (1), we r.qtaest that you
provtEe us vitb tbe premt sddr.%s of Ernest Win~f leld.
Aocor4ing to our r~rds, *r. Wnkfield's a8dreso *~ of February
10, 1986 was 2301 Worth Central txpressway, Richardson, Texas
75080.

Under 39 C.F.R. S 265.Se(8) (iii), we request a waiver of
fees. In this corm.ction, I hereby certify that the Federal
Election Commission, an agency of the U.S. Government, requires
the information reqiaested above in the performance of its
official duties, and that all other known sources for obtaining
it have been exhausted.

A return envelope is enclosed. Should you have any
questions or require any further information, please call Robert
Raich, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

N (The FTS telephone number is identical).

Thank you very much for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Deputy General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* . WASHINGTON. OC. 20*3

Jur~e 4, 1986

POSThASTER
Richardson, Texas 75080

Re: NUR 2113

Dear Postmaster:

Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. 5 265.6(d) (1), ye request that you
provide us with the present address of Ernest Winkfield.
According to our records, Mr. Winkfield's address as of February
10, 1986 was 2101 North Central Expressway, Richardson, Texas
75080.

Under 39 C.F.R. 5 265.8e(8) (iii), we request a vaiver of
fees. In this connection, I hereby certify that the Federal
Election Commission, an agency of the U.S. Government, requires
the information requested above in the performance of its
official duties, and that all other known sources for obtaining

e it have been exhausted.

A return envelope is enclosed. Should you have any
questions or require any further information, please call Robert
Raicli the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.
(The FTS telephone number is identical).

Thank you very much for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Deputy General Counsel
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1155 PSFTEZNTh *lItE(T5 NORTMW~ST
WASHING'UON. P. C. *0000

(303) GSS5000

PAUL E. SULLIVAN

May 28, 1986

Ms. Louis Lerner, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Ms. Lerner:

Per our telephone conversation yesterday, this letter
will serve to confirm that Respondents intend to answer the
interrogatories proponded by the Coission in the matter
referred to above. However, Respondents are presently
gathering the necessary information to properly answer the
questions posed and will not likely be able to meet the May
31, 1986 response date.

I believe the necessary materials will be provided by
Respondents in order to provide you with a response no later
than June 15, 1986.

Thank you for your cooperatio

/ Youry9

~tr~

Paul E ullivan

PES:clw
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTOId. D.C. 21M3

May 12, 1986

Paul 3. Sullivan, Zaq.
NoWair Glenn KouGtawOS Corley

Sizgletaty Porter & Dibble
1155 Fifteenth Street, U.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: I4UR 2113
Jerry Rucker, Kay Tinner,
Russell Perry, Louis Beecheri,
Jr., Bill BlackwoOd,
Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,

0 and Bruce McDougal

Dear Kr. Sullivan:

On December 24, 1985, the Commission notified your clients

of a complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act).
LO

Based upon information in the complaint and information

supplied by you and your clients, on May 6 , 1986, the

Commission determined to take no action with regard to Jerry
Rucker and close the file as it pertains to him. You will be

notified when the entire file is closed. The Commission reminds

you that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.s.c.
55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the

entire matter is closed.
N

Upon further review of the allegations in the complaint and

information supplied by you and your clients, on May 6

1986, the Commission determined that there is reason to believe

the political committee of which your other clients are members,

and its treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. sS 433(a) and 434(a) (1),

provisions of the Act. Specifically, it appears that the

political committee consisting of the following group of persons:

Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood,

Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding, Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson,

and Ernest Winkfield, and its treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 433(a) by failing to file a Statement of organization and

2 U.S.C. S 434(a) (1) by failing to file reports of receipts and
disbursements.

In carrying out its statutory duty of supervising compliance

with the Act, the Commission has determined that additional

information from your clients is necessary. Consequently, the

COmmission has issued the enclosed Questions to your clients.

Please submit responses to the Questions within 15 days from 
your

receipt of this letter. Statements should be submitted under
oath.



(ur

Letter to P&~a 3. Sullivan
iaqe2

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

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the

attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.
Sincerely,

Joan D. Aikens
Chairman

o Enclosures
Questions to Kay Tinner
Questions to Russell Perry
Questions tO Louis Beecherl, Jr.
Questions to Bill BlackvOOd
Questions to Bill Ceverha
Questions to Paul Fielding
Questions to Bruce McDougal

C,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

May 12, 1986

Ms. Virginia Steenson
602 Vernet
Richardson, Texas 75080

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Ms. Steenson:

The Federal Election Commission notified you on December 24,
1985, of a complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act"). A copy of the

- complaint was forwarded to you at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint, the Commission, on May 6 , 1986, determined that
there is reason to believe the political committee of which you
are a member violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 434(a) (1),
provisions of the Act. Specifically, it appears that the
political committee consisting of the following group of persons:
Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood,
Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding, Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson,
and Ernest Winkfield, and its treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 433(a) by failing to file a Statement of Organization and
2 U.S.C. S 434(a) (1) by failing to file reports of receipts and

r disbursements.

As of this date, we have received no response from you in
connection with this matter. You may submit any factual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant. Please submit such
materials along with your responses to the enclosed Questions.
You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist you
in the preparation of your responses. Please submit the
information under oath and within 15 days from your receipt of
this letter.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Of1T~e of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend that
pre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.
Further, requests for pre-probable cause conciliation will not be
entertained after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to
the respondent.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3

May 12, 1986

Mr. Ernest Winkfield
2101 3. Central Expressway
Richardson, Texas 75080

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Winlcfield:

The Federal Election Commission notified YOU on January 24,
1986, of a complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). A copy of the
complaint was forwarded to you at that time.

Upon further reviev of the allegations contained in the
complaint, the Commission, on May 6 1986, determined that
there is reason to believe the political committee of which you
are a member violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 434(a) (1),
provisions of the Act. Specifically, it appears that the

In Political committee consisting of the following group of persona:
Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood,
Bill Ceverha, Paul Fieldinq, Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson,
and Ernest Winkfield, and its treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 433(a) by failing to file a Statement of the Organization and
2 U.S.C. S 434(a) (1) by failing to file reports of receipts and
disbursements.

As of this date, we have received no response from you in
N connection with this matter. You may submit any factual or legal

materials which you believe are relevant. Please submit such
materials along with your responses to the enclosed Questions.
You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist you
in the preparation of your responses. Please submit the
information under oath and within 15 days from your receipt of
this letter.

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



Letter to Virginia Steenson
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time viii not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and speclf Ac ,ood cause
must be demonstrated. Zn addition, the Office of the General
Counsel is not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(3) and 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

Cf you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Chairmanikens

Enclosure
Questions

to



V
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Letter to Urnest Winlif told

Page 2

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

this matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify the
Comeission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-6200.

Sincerely,

Joan D. Aikens
Chairman

Unclosure
Ouestions



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 12, 1986

James F. Schooner, Usquir@
KoGuiness a Williams
1015 Fifteenth Street, W.W., Suite 1200
Washington, D. C. 20005

RE: MUR 2113

Tom Carter, Jr.

Dear Mr. Schooner:

On December 24, 1985, the Commission notified your client of
a complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended.

Based upon information in the complaint and information
supplied by your client, on Z4~, 6 1986, the Commission
determined to take no action with regard to Tom Carter, Jr. and
close the file as it pertains to him. You will be notified when
the entire file is closed. The Commission reminds you that the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (8) and
437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed.

C,
Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gen s

N

BY: enne * 55
Associate ral Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. ZO4~3

Nay 12, 1986

Ms. Ruth Nicholson
1917 Melody Lane
Garland, Texas 75042

RE: MUR 2113

Ruth Nicholson

Dear Ms. Nicholson:

On December 24, 1985, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election Campaign

0 Act of 1971, as amended.

Based upon information in the complaint and information
supplied by you, on Nay 6 , 1986, the commission determined
to take no action vith regard to you and close the tile as it
pertains to you. You vill be notified vhen the entire file is
closed. The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (8) and 437g(a)(12)(A) remain
in effect until the entire matter is closed.

Sincerely,

v Charles N. Steele

Gen Couns
N

BY: nnet A. 058

Associate neral Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Political committee consisting
of the following group of
persons: Kay Tinner,
Russell Perry, Louis
Beecherl, Jr., Bill
Blackwood, Bill Ceverha,
Paul Fielding, Bruce McDougal,
Virginia Steenson, Ernest
Winkfield, Jerry Rucker, Tom
Carter, Jr., and Ruth Nicholson,
and its treasurer

!4UR 2113

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. ~umons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session of May 6, 1986,

do hereby certify that the Commission decided to take the

following actions in the above-captioned matter:

1. Take no action with regard to Jerry Rucker,
Tom Carter, Jr., and Ruth Nicholson and
close the file as it pertains to them.

2. Find reason to believe that the political
committee consisting of the following group
of persons: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,
Louis Beecheri, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Bill
Ceverha, Paul Fielding, Bruce McDougal,
Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winkfield, and
its treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a)
and 434(a) (1).

3. Approve the Questions attached to the General
Counsel's report dated April 23, 1986.

(continued)



Federal Election Cosmijasion
Certification for HUE 2113
May 6, 1986

Page 2

4. Approve and send the letters attached to
the General Counsel's report dated April 23,
1986.

Coinissioners Harris, Josef iak, McDonald, and McGarry

voted affirmatively for the decision; Conunissioners

Aikens and Elliott dissented.

Attest:

~;;/~ /~~'
Date Marjorie W. ~umons

Secretary of the Conunission
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) '7

)
Political committee consisting of )

the following group of persons: ) MUR 2113 A2~
Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, )
Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill )
Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul )
Fielding, Bruce McDougal, )
Virginia Steenson, Ernest )
Winkfield, Jerry Rucker, Tom )
Carter, Jr., and Ruth Nicholson, )
and its treasurer. )

2~T1VE
~3: 0~

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

A. B&~KG~UND

Robert N. Greenberg filed a complaint (Attachment 1) based

upon information in a press release and a Dallas Morning News

article. The complaint alleges that a group of business and

political leaders formed with the "primary goal" of defeating

Representative John Bryant. The complaint further alleges that

the group became a "political committee" within the meaning of

2 U.s.c. S 431(4), but has not registered with the FEC pursuant

to 2 U.s.c. s 433. A newspaper article states that the group

spent more than $5,000 on a poll to determine Bryant's

vulnerability.

The group reportedly invited individuals to run against

Bryant and interviewed five potential candidates at a meeting.

The complaint names as respondents all group members mentioned in

the article. The complaint also names each of the five potential

candidates as respondents, alleging that they are themselves

members of the group.
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Consideration of this matter by the Commission was delayed

due to difficulty in ascertaining the address of Ernest

Winkfield, one of the respondents. The General Counsel's Office

sent Winkfleld a copy of the complaint on January 24, 1986. He

has now been given an opportunity to respond.

B * LEGAL AND FACTUAL ANALYSIS

1. Parties

This Office has received responses from nine respondents.

(See Attachments 2, 3, and 4.) Of those nine, three--Jerry

Rucker, Tom Carter, Jr., and Ruth Nicholson--state that they were

not members of the group. (See Attachment 2., p. 16; Attachment

3; and Attachment 4.) With regard to Nicholson and Carter, this

claim is corroborated by Kay Tinner who, according to the news

article, is the group's "unofficial chairman." In paragraph 10
%r.

of her affidavit (Attachment 2, P. 19), states that four
e

potential candidates--Bill Blackwood, Paul Fielding, Ruth

Nicholson, and Tom Carter--were not members of the group.

Accordingly, this Office recommends that the Commission take no

action with regard to Rucker, Carter and Nicholson as they do not

appear to be part of the group that constitutes the political

committee. This Office notes, however, that in the group's press

release Bill Blackwood is one of the group's two spokesmen.

Neither Blackwood nor Fielding has personally denied involvement

in the group. This Office, therefore, believes that they should

remain named as members of the group.

This Report contains recommendations concerning possible

violations of 2 U.S.C SS 433(a) and 434(a)(l). Because those
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sections of the Act delineate the obligations of a political

committee and the treasurer of a political committee, the

recommendations in this Report concern potential violations by

the "political committee consisting of" the remaining members of

the group "and its treasurer" (i.e., "the Committee" and its

treasurer).

2. Political Committee Status

In pertinent part, 2 U.S.C. S 431(4) (A) defines the term

"political committee" as "any . . . group of persons which

receives contributions . . . or which makes expenditures

aggregating in excess of $1,000 . . . ." "Contribution" and

"expenditure" include "anything of value, made by any person for the

purpose of influencing any election for Federal Office . .

2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A)(i) and (9)(A)(i).

The Committee appears to fall within the definition of a

political committee, required to register with and report to the

C Commission. The evidence indicates that the Committee spent in

N. excess of $1,000 on something of value (a poll) for the purpose of

influencing a 1986 election to the House of Representatives. One

newspaper article states that the Committee spent more than $5,000

on a poll "designed to see how vulnerable Democrat Bryant is to a

Republican challenge." (See Attachment 1, p. 7.) Another

article states that the Committee met "to find a candidate and

devise a campaign strategy to unseat U.S. Rep. John Bryant in

1986." (See Attachment 1, p. 6.) The Committee's own press
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release says that the Committee's "primary goal is to defeat

Bryant. 'K/ (See Attachment 1, p. 8.)

Some of the respondents cited two court cases supporting a

narrow interpretation of the term "made for the purpose of

influencing." They argue that the interpretation precludes the

Committee's disbursements from being considered "contributions"

or "expenditures" under the Act. The facts before those courts

are easily distinguishable from the facts presented in this I4UR.

In United States v. National Committee for impeachment, 469

F.2d 1135 (2d Cir. 1972), an organization published an

advertisement criticizing the government's Vietnam war policy and

promoting the impeachment movement. The advertisement also

contained an "Honor Roll" listing congressmen who publicly

supported impeachment. The Justice Department contended that the

advertisement was an attempt to influence congressional

elections, and that the National Committee for Impeachment was

thus a "political committee." The court rejected the Justice

C
Department's contention absent a closer nexus between the

N
National Committee and a candidate and absent a showing that the

National Committee's major purpose was to influence an election.

The court found that the basic thrust of the advertisement was

~i7 Some of the respondents argue that the group did not need to
register with the Commission because "there was no individual's
name who was publicly endorsed" and because after receiving the
poll results the group merely "held a press conference and
disbanned." (See Attachment 2, pps. 12 and 4). Those statements
are seemingly contradicted by the affidavit of Ruth Nicholson,
which states, "The group to which Mr. Greenberg refers ultimately
chose to endorse Tom Carter if he becomes a candidate for the
congressional seat." (See Attachment 4, p. 2.) Carter filed a
Statement of Candidate and a Statement of Organization on
February 4, 1986.
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toward impeachment and var-policy condemnation, not toward

election campaigns or candidateai.

In American Civil Liberties union, Inc. v. Jennings, 366

F.Supp. 1041 (D.D.C. 1973), the ACLU published an advertisement

criticizing President Nixon's stand on a bill concerning school

desegregation. The advertisement listed the names of all House

members who voted against the bill. The court noted that the

ACLU is a non-partisan organization whose stated purpose is to

protect constitutional rights. The ACLU was expressing its

opposition to specific legislation, and its own by-laws forbid it

from either endorsing or opposing candidates seeking public

office. The Court determined that the ACLU did not need to

register and report as a "political committee" within the meaning

of the Act.

Unlike the National Committee for Impeachment and the ACLU,

the Committee is not linked to any particular public policy

issue. The Committee's only purpose is to unseat a specifically

indentified incumbent. The close "nexus" the court sought in

N National Committee is abundantly present between the Committee

and Representative Bryant. Consequently, every disbursement made

by the Committee is made "for the purpose of influencing" the

election in which Bryant is running and, therefore, is an

"expenditure."

The argument of some of the respondents is premised upon the

statement in National Committee that an "expenditure" required

the "authorization or consent . . . of a candidate or his

agents." 469 F.2d at 1141. National Committee, however,

prece~ded Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.s. 1 (1976), in which the
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Supreme Court recognized independent expenditures, a type of

expenditures which cannot be made with the cooperation or

consulation of a candidate or his agents. Consequently, as a pre~

Buckley case, the definition of "expenditure" in National

Committee should no longer be relied on.

Some respondents also attempt to rely on two draft committee

cases in support of their proposition that the group is not a

"political committee." See FEC v. Florida for Kennedy Committee,

681 F.2d 1281 (11th Cir. 1982) and FEC v. Machinists Non-Partisan

Political League, 655 F.2d 380 (D.C. Cir. 1981), cert. denied,

454 U.S. 897 (1981), accord, FEC v. Citizens for Democratic

Alternatives in 1980, 655 F.2d 397 (D.C. Cir. 1981), cert.

denied, 454 U.S. 897 (1981). According to the D.C. Circuit and
'I)

the Eleventh Circuit, a committee to draft a non-candidate was

not a "political committee" under Section 431(4) of the Act in

effect in 1979. "Draft" committees, therefore, were exempt from

C the contribution limitations of S 441a(a).

N The situation presented in the instant MUR is

distinguishable from that before the Machinists and Florida

courts. Contribution limitations, not registration requirements,

were the issues before those courts. Here the issue is

registration, and as both courts noted, the 1979 Amendments,

which became effective on January 8, 1980, amended the Act 50

that draft groups would be required to comply with the disclosure

requirements. See, 655 F.2d at 394-95 and 681 F.2d at 1288,

n. 11. The legislative history of the 1979 Amendments
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unmistakably states Congress' intent that draft committees

register with the Commission. See id. Thus, analysis of the

cases cited by some of the respondents reinforces the contention

that the Committee must register with and report to the

Commission.

In AO 1979-44, a situation quite analogous to the matter at

hand, the Commission determined that the National Committee for a

Democratic Alternative ("NCDA") was a "political committee"

required to register and report. NCDA did not support any

particular candidate, rather, it sought "a better Democratic

candidate for President in 1980." President Carter was

specifically mentioned as the candidate for whom an alternative

was needed. In reaching its decision, the Commission examined

the definitions of "political committee" and "expenditure." The

Commission then concluded, "Therefore, any amounts expended by
C

the Committee to oppose President Carter's nomination for the

Office of President would be to influence the nomination and

would clearly be statutory expenditures."

More significantly, the Commission expressly stated that if

NCDA made expenditures in excess of $1,000, it "would qualify as

a political committee for purposes of the Act and is subject to

all registration and reporting requirements as well as all other

provisions of the Act. See 2 U.S.C. SS 433 and 434 . .

The Committee in this MUR is similar to NCDA. it~ purpose

is to find a candidate to oppose the incumbent. All amounts the

Committee spends to oppose Bryant's candidacy are, therefore,

expenditures. Because the Committee expended over $1,000 in
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opposition to Bryant's candidacy, this Office recommends the

Commission find reason to believe that the political committee

consisting of the following group of persons: Kay Tinner,

Russell Perry, Louis Beecherl, Jr, Bill Blackwood, Bill Ceverha,

Paul Fielding, Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson, and Ernest

Winkfield, and its treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. H 433(a) and

434(a) (1) for failing to register and report as a political

committee.

This Office has prepared questions to the known members of

the Committee. The questions are designed to discover the

amount, purpose, and source of all monies spent, to learn about

the public opinion poll questions and results, to identify the

Committee's membership, and to determine the full extent of the

Committee's activities. This Office recommends that the

Commission approve the attached Questions.
C,

C. RECOIEND&TIOUS

1. Take no action with regard to Jerry Rucker, Tom

N Carter, Jr., and Ruth Nicholson and close the file as

it pertains to them.

2. Find reason to believe that the political committee

consisting of the following group of persons: Kay

Tinner, Russell Perry, Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill

Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding, Bruce McDougal,

Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winkfield, and its

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 434(a) (1).
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3. Approve the attached Questions.

4. Approve and send the attached letters.

Charles N. Steele

Genera 1

BY:
KeiiwethA.Grost
Associate General Counsel

Attachments
1. Complaint
2. Response from Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, Louis Beecherl,Jr., Bill Blackwood, Jerry Rucker, Paul Fielding, and Bruce

McDougal
3. Response from Tom Carter, Jr.

N. 4. Response from Ruth Nicholson
5. Questions to Kay Tinner
6. Questions to Russell Perry, Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill

Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding, Bruce McDougal,
Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winkfield

7. Letter to Paul Sullivan, Esq.
8. Letter to James Schoener, Esq.
9. Letter to Ruth Nicholson

10. Letter to Virginia Steenson
11. Letter to Ernest Winkfield

0
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a personal note from POP oMc~ sox i~g~Ec
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December 4, 1985

Mr. Charles N. Steele
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 C Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:

I am writing to complain of a violation of the
Federal Election Code which has come to my atten-
tion. I ask the Commission to investigate the
matter and to grant appropriate relief.

In yesterday's edition of The Dallas Morning News a
story ran on page 24A concerning a poll that has
recently been taken for the purpose of recruiting a
candidate to run against Congressman John Bryant in
the next election. At least a portion of the poii
was actually conducted on November 9. Yesterday
morning, a press conference was held here in Dallas
to discuss the results of that poll, and a press
statement was released by the two persons holding
the conference, Texas State Rep. Bill Ceverha and
Bill Blackwood.

C Mr. Ceverha and Mr. Blackwood describe themselves

N in the press statement as members of 'an ad hoc
group of business and political leaders whose pri-
mary goal is to defeat Bryant', clearly an organi-
zation subject to the filing requirements of the
Federal Election Code. Ceverha said in the press
statement that the purpose of the group was "tO in-
sure that the Republican Party did not make the
mistake it did in 1984, when no candidate filed
against Bryant." According to the press statement,
the group has invited a number of people to run
against Congressman Bryant and has interviewed -

several of them.

r\3

f~v-a.. --

,1'ffI~ p~I



Based upon information and belief, including con-
versations between reporters and members of the
group, the group has not filed a statement of
organization with the Federal Election Commission,
and has no intention of doing so. Based upon in-
formation and belief, this group intends to con-
tinue taking contributions and making expenditures.
This ad hoc group has violated 2 U.S.C. §433, which
requires a political committee such as this one to
file a statement of organization within ten (10)
days of coming into existence. This political
committee came into existence, within the meaning
of 2 U.S.C. §431(4)(A), when it made or agreed to
make the expenditure for the poll, within the mean-
ing of 2 U.S.C. §431(9)(A).

In addition to Mr. Ceverha and Mr. Blackwood, other
members of the ad hoc committee listed in the
Dallas Morning News article are unofficial chair-
woman Kay Tinner, insurance executive Russell
Perry, City Council member Jerry Rucker, oil execu-
tive Louis Beecherl, and state Republican Executive
Committee members Bruce Macougal and Virginia

11) Steenson.

In addition, the perspective candidates listed in
the Dallas Morning News article as having been in-
terviewed by the group -- State Republican Execu-
tive Committee member and oil executive Tom Carter,
Jr., former Dallas City Council member Paul Field-
ing, Texas State Representative Bill Blackwood

N (named above), former Garland mayor Ruth Nicholson,
and businessman Ernest Winkfield -- are, based upon
information and belief, themselves members of the
group. I believe your investigation will confirm
this.

Since, based upon information and belief, this ad
hoc group has not designated a treasurer, I am mak-
ing this complaint against all members of the
group, including the prospective candidates. If,
in the course of your investigation, you discover
other members of this group who have so far not
made themselves known, I would like to add their
names to this complaint as well.

,AjLI, ,.L



Because the individuals involved in this ad hoc
committee include attorneys, public officials, and
people who have carefully explored the possibility
of running against Congressman Bryant themselves
people who have no excuse for not knowing the re-
quirements of the law -- I believe your I nvestiga-
tion will show that this violation is a knowing and
willful one designed to keep secret the identities
of those persons and, perhaps, corporations funding
this partisan political activity.

I have attached supporting documentation which in-
clude the Dallas Morning News article, the press
statement handed out at the press conference, and
news reports about the press conference. I am also

0 attaching the addresses of the members of the
group.

I urge you to investigate this matter fully and to
restrain and enjoin the political committee from
taking further contributions or making further ex-
penditures in violation of the law, assess appro-
priate civil penalties for the knowing and willful
violation, refer the matter to the Justice Depart-
ment for possible criminal prosecution, or grant
such other and further relief as is appropriate
under the circumstances.

All facts in the above account are true to the best
C of my knowledge, and are hereby sworn to by me

N before notary pubi on is th day of December,

17 ommerce, Suite 600

o ary Pu
the State of Texas //
My commission expires:

A#.11 ~3



cc: John Warren McBarry
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Joan D. Aikens
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Lee Ann Elliott
Commissioner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Thomas E. Harris
Comm I ss loner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Danny McDonald
Commni ssioner

'11 Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Thomas J. Josefiak
Commi ssioner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, t4.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

N
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List of Committee Kembers:

Kay Tinner
3207 Ridgecrest
Roanoke, Texas 76262

Russell Perry
Chairman of the Board
Republic Financial Services
P.O. Box 660560
Dallas, Texas 75266

Jerry Rucker
5807 Glen Falls
Dallas, Texas 75209

Louis Beecherl, Jr.
2001 Bryan Tower, Suite 2750
Dallas, Texas 75201

Bill Blackwood
806 Dalworth
Mesquite, Texas

Bill Ceverha
12230 Preston,
Dallas, Texas

75149

Suite
75230

103-B

Paul Fielding
2525 Turtle Cr
Dallas, Texas

eek #510
75219

Ruth Nicholson
1917 Melody Lane
Garland, Texas 75042

Bruce Macougal
411 Elm Street, 2nd Floor
Dallas, Texas 75202

Tom Carter, Jr.
513 Blanco
Mesquite, Texas 75150-3141

Virginia Steenson
602 Vernet
Richardson, Texas 75080
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Dallas Morning News -- Tuesday, December 3,

Page 21-A

GOP leaders target Bryant
By Kevin Merida
nail VMsaref Th News

A lamely fermed committee of 30 Repub-
lican business leaders, activists and elected
officials has been meeting for two months to
find a candidate and devise campaign strat-
egy to vnseat US. Rep. John Bryant in 1936.

The effort is unlike any before, some Re-
publican leaders my, and It has included in-
terviews, of prospective Bryant opponents
and a eomprehenulve poll - the results of
which will be released at a news conference
Tuesday.

According to state Rep. Bill Ceverha, R.
Richardson, one of the grout's organisers,

the poll results will show Democrat Bryant
"is one of the most vulnerable incumbent
congressmen in the country."

Among the committee members are unof.
ficlal t:halrwoman Kay Tinner, imauramee mc.
ecutive Russell Perry City Council member
Jerry Racker, oil esecutive Louis Beached
and state Republican becutivi Committee
members Bruce Macapi and Virginia
~eemL

Bryant said he was unconcerned about
the committee's efforts and that if he wee -
vulnerable as the Republicans are pewul
1g. that they would not have top out to
Please see GOP em Page 26A

h I.

LE~

1~n , GOPlP~(IPV~seeking
- opponent for Bryant

Continued from Page ZlA
seek candidates to oppose him.

"My own polls and my mail and
the response I have personally
received from the hundreds of
town meetings I've held In the last
three years have been quite encour-
aging without exception," Bryant
said. "Most people seem to feel I've
done a very good ~b."

Bryant was elected in 1982 with
65 percent of the vote and had no
serious opposition in 1964.

Ceverha said the telephone poll,
done by Verne Kennedy of the Mar.
keting Research Institute of Jack-
son, Miss., was taken over the past
two weeks with 5th District voters.
The 30 to 40 questions Included
Bryant's name Identification, ap-
peal and issues ranging from the
budget to school prayer.

"This is basically a group that
wants to ensure that we don't let
this race go by without a candi-
date." Ceverha said. "Because we're
confident we would have won (in
1984) if we had fielded a candidate."

Thus far, the group has inter-
viewed five prospective candidates
- state Republican Executive Com-
mittee member Tom Carter, former
City Council member Paul Fielding,
state Rep. BW Blackwood of
Mesquite. former Garland Mayor
Ruth Nicholson and businessman
Eftest Winkfleld.

According to Ceverha, all ex-
pressed interest in pursuing the
race, except Blackwood, who will
announce Tuesday his Intention to
run for re-election.

Republicans believe that
Bryant's historically Democratic
district, which includes Garland
and Mesquite. is becoming increas~
ingly conservative, so much so that
it is ripe for a Republican takeover.

In the 1984 presidential elec-
tion, the Reagan-Bush ticket got 59
percent of the vote in Bryant's dis-
trict. Republicans were further en-
couraged when conservative for-
mer City P!an Commission member
John Evans defeated former Demo-
cratic Dallas County Commissioner

John Bryant
Jim Tyson in thIs year's non-parti-
san City Council elections. Evans
beat Tyson In the predominantly
blue-collar Pleasant Grove district
formerly represented by Max Gold.
blatt. which also is part of Bryant's
base. In that race, Bryant had
signed a letter of support for Tyson.

Bryant described the City Coun-
cal results as "meaningless" as they
relate to his 1986 campaIgn and
pointed out that President Reagan
did well all across the country.

"If this vulnerability exists,'
Bryant said, "why are not people
knocking down the door to file for
Congres~i in my district?"

,4#~ '7YF~
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70R IMMEDIATE RELEASE

DALLAS, TEXAS, DECEMBER 3l~g~....R.sults of a brand new

benchmark poll conducted in the Fifth Congressional District indicate

very strongly that Congressman John Bryant is in serious trouble

in that district and offers a special opportunity for Republicans

to recapture that seat in 1986.
S

Preliminary resuults of the poll, released in a news conference

today by Republican State Representatives Bill Blackwood and Bill

Ceverha, show among other things that Bryant's hard name

identification is just 11.6%, compared to an average of 40-50% for

other incumbent congressmen. The poll also revealed that 70% of the

~) district consider themselves .to be "Pro-Reagan, favoring the President's
'VS policies in office. When asked if Bryant should be re-elected, only

24.7% of those polled s~id yes, an extremely low percentage when compared

to other incumbent congressmen; and when combined with the meager 11.6%
'I,

name identification factor, there is certainly serious question that

~ the young Democrat incumbent can win re-election if ~faced with a

" serious Republican challenger.

Blackwood and Ceverha are members of an ad hoc group of business
N and political leaders whose ~~ary goal is todefeat Bryant. The group

extended invitations to individuals who might be interested in running

in the Republican Primary and interviewed five potential candidates at

an earlier meeting before deciding to commission the poll. The

survey was conducted by Marketing Research Institute of Jackson,

Mississippi, which has previously done polling in a number of

congressional races and the successful senate race of Senator

Jeremiah Denton of Alabama.

(MORE)
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Ceverha also pointed out that vhen asked if the respondent was

satisfied with the job Bryant is doing, only 34% responded affirmatively.

He added that Dr. Verne Kennedy, who heads Marketing Research Institube,

says in 600 congressional polls, an incumbent has never won re-election

with less than 38% "yes" responses to this question.

The poll als6 revealed that more than 50% of the respondents

consider Bryant to be either liberal or very liberal.

"The purpose of our group," said Ceverha, "was to insure that

the Republican Party did not make the mistake it did in 1984, when no

candidate filed against Bryant. In that election, President Reagan

~~carried 59% of the district; a non-campaigning candidate for the

?i~railroad commission captured just under 50%; and the straight-ticket

~vote showed less than one-percentage point difference between Republican
-v
and Democrat." Arid, he added, we are confident that after the group

has been briefed on the entire poll, they will move full speed ahead

to insure a successful campaign and that a strong challenger will

~soon emerge."

Blackwood, who had been one of the potential candidates,

N annoi.inced that he was withdrawing his name from consideration and would

seek reelection to his second term as state representative from Mesquite.

"I am honored that a group such as this would consider my name, but

after considerable thought, I decided that I have made a committment to

the people of Mesquite to represent them in the State Legislature and

I plan to continue in that capacity. I am also prepared to strongly

support and work for the Republican challenger to Bryant," BlackwoOd

added.

MORE
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The fifth congressional district occupies approximately onemthi~4j
of Dallas County and includes parts or all of eleven legislative
districts, seven of those occupied by Republoan incumbents. Before
Bryant, the seat was held by Republican Alan Steelman and Democrat
Jim Hattox.

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION CONTACT:

Kay Tinner 559-1487

Bill Ceverha 235-1111

q~mmi

N
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COIDEISS ION

Robert M. Greenberg ) MUR 2113

)v. )
Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, )
Jerry Rucker, Louis Beecheri, Jr., )
Bill Blackwood, Bill Cevera, )
Paul Fielding, Ruth Nicholson )
Bruce McDougal, Torn Carter, Jr., ) -~Virginia Steenson and )Ernest Winkfield )

This response is filed with the Federal Election Commission
(Commission) pursuant to 2 Usc 437(g) (a) (1) and on behalf of the
following individuals: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, Louis
Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Jerry Rucker, Paul Fielding, and

Bruce HcDougal.
C INTRODUCTION

The complaint filed by Mr. Greenberg essentially alleges a
group of individuals including those noted above came together to

make a disbursement for a poll which would be classified as an

"expenditure" pursuant to 2 Usc 431(9) (A) *l Though not stated

explicitly, it is presumed for purposes of this response only,
that this alleged expenditure was in excess of $1,000. As a
result, the complaint alleges this group became a political

1Unless otherwise noted, all statutory references herein areto Title 2 of the United States Code.
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committee as defined as 431(4) (A) and had a duty to file a

statement of organization pursuant to 433(a). No other

violations are alleged nor are there any facts alleged upon which

a violation may be construed against the group as a whole or any

of the named individuals.

This response will evidence the fact that the disbursements

made for the poll were not within the definition of an

expenditure nor were any other minor di5bursements which the

group may have made. Secondly, it will be shown that the

complaint fails to alleges any violation against any individual,

and therefore, the entire matter should be dismissed with a

finding of no reason to believe with respect to all of the

individuals and the group as a whole.

FACTS

For purposes of this response, a distinction should be made

between those individuals named due to their participation in the

group and those named by Mr. Greenberg because they were

allegedly prospective candidates and on that basis alone, alleged
N

to be members of the group.

Those individuals who are considered prospective candidates

by Mr. Greenberg and therefore deemed to be members of the group

included Mr. Bill Blackwood and Mr. Paul Fielding. These two

individuals were merely approached by members of the group in

order to determine if they would consider becoming a candidate

for the congressional nomination. Neither of these two

individuals were privy to any of the discussion or information of

the group. (See Tinner Affidavit)

2
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In the case of Hr. Blackwood, the only dealings he had with

the group other than the discussion regarding his potential

candidacy was the appearance he made at the press conference.

However, as noted in the press release attached to the complaint,

Mr. Blackwood had already decided and stated that he would not

consider entering the congressional race.

In regard to the group of individuals other than the

prospective candidates, they were merely an informal group of

community, business, and political leaders interested in seeing

that someone was a Republican nominee for the 5th congressional
0

district in 1986. Their concern stemmed back to the 1984 general

election when Congressman John Bryant, the present encumbent, ran

unopposed. This group of individuals through informal

discussion, routine in any community, decided to conduct initial

research into the make up of the 5th congressional district and

to take a look at the initial field of individuals who might

consider becoming candidates for this election. (See Tinner

Affidavit) Thus, the sole purpose of this group was to become
N

educated about the congressional district and attempt to find a

competent candidate.

Once that was accomplished, the group had no other goal.

Contrary to the statement in the complaint, this group had no

intention of going forward subsequent to their work described in

this response. Therefore there was no intention to raise funds

or make expenditures on behalf of any candidate.

After the group received the poll results and had spoken

with the list of individuals whom they consider potentially good

3
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candidates, the group held a press conference and disbanned. No

public endorsement was made by the group as to any individual as

a potential candidate, nor was any person publicly endorsed or

encouraged to seek the nomination.

The purchase of the poll which appears to be at the heart of
the complaint was agreed to by the group in order to obtain a

better appreciation for the political profile of the 5th

congressional district. This was considered a rather essential

step in order for the group to achieve its goal since there was

no Republican candidate in 1984 and thus no data available to

them to gage the political strengths or pertinent issues in the

district.

There were no solicitations nor collection of funds to pay

for the poll. It was contracted by one individual using personal

funds. (See Tinner Affidavit)

The questions presented in the poll consisted of typical

demographic questions, name recognition of elected officials from

President Reagan to local officials and a variety of issues
N

including nuclear freeze, prayer in school, foreign aid, balanced

budget, and the MX missle. The mere fact that an incumbent

congressman's name identification was raised in the poll does not

imply that its purpose is to influence his or her election. As

was the case here, such questions along with many others are

required to give an accurate political profile of any election

district.

The group released certain portions of the poll at a press

conference on December 3, 1985 in order to encourage individuals

4
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to consider seeking the Republican nomination in the 5th

Congressional district. (See Press Release attached to

Complaint)

ARGUMENTS

I
The Comlaint Fails To Allege Any Facts Aaainst

A Violation Of The Act

The sole violation alleged in the complaint, is the failure

of this group to register as a political committee pursuant to

433(a). The duty to register as a political committee is the

obligation of the committee not that of any single individual who

may have participated to one degree of another in the group's

activities. Absent a violation of the Act personally committed

'fl by a member of the political committee, the Commission has not

found an individual liable for the actions of the political

committee. The Commission has adopted the policy that committee

treasurers are named in all enforcement actions, however, only

within their official capacity as treasurer; not personally. The
N

Act and Regulations did not envision, nor do they permit,

severable liability against a member of a group for the

violations committed by the committee.

In the last paragraph on page 2 of the complaint, Mr.

Greenberg states that since the group has "not designated a

treasurer, I am making the complaint against all members of the

group, including prospective candidates". The prospective

candidates according to the newspaper article attached to the

5
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complaint include Mr. Blackwood, Mr. Fielding, Mr. Carter, and

Ms. Nicholson.

These "prospective candidates" as they are referred to by
Mr. Greenberg are not alleged nor did they have any dealings
whatsoever with the organization or the operation of the group.
In view of this fact, there is no basis whatsoever to consider
any of these individuals liable for the organization of the group
and thus responsible by virtue of this argument to be treasurers
of the committee. There are no facts alleged and there are no
violations alleged against any of these prospective candidates
within their individual capacity. The mere fact that these
individuals were spoken to by the group does not constitute any
type of violation under the Act. Thus, the Commission should

~'fl find no reason to believe and close the matter as it relates to
these named prospective candidates.

Similarly, the individual members of the group are not
V alleged to have undertaken any activities, but for the fact that
e they belong to this group. That on its face, is not a basis for
N any violation under the Act. The mere fact that they belong toc~.

this group does not impute to them the responsibility to act as
treasurer of the committee nor to file a statement of
organization on behalf of the group. As noted above, that duty,
if any exists here, lies with the group as a whole, not with the
individuals who make up the group. Of course, once a treasurer
is appointed, the duty to report to the Commission under section
434 is the treasurer's responsibility. However, since this group

6
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is not considered a political committee, there was no requirem.n~

to have a treasurer.

Based on the foregoing, the Commission should find no reason
to believe against the individuals who are alleged to be members

of the group and close the file as it relates to them.

II

Pursuant to 2 Usc 433

The requirements of 433(a) require only a political
committee, as defined at 431(4)(A), to file a statement of
organization and comply with the corresponding reporting

obligations found at 434. If the group is not a political
V committee within this definition, it need not register nor comply
In with any of the aforementioned reporting obligations. A

political committee is defined at 431(4) (A) as:
0 Any committee, club, association or other

group of persons which receives contributions
aggregating in excess of $1,000 during acalendar year or which makes expenditures
aggregating in excess of $1,000 during aN calendar year;

The Act defines contribution at 431(8) (A) as:

Any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or
deposit of money or anything of value made byany person for the purpose of influencing any
election for federal office;

The definition for expenditure as defined at 431(9) (A) is:

Any purchase, payment, distribution, loan,
advance, deposit, or gift of money or
anything of value, made by any person for the
purpose of influencing any election for
federal office;

7



Applying these definitions to the preceding set of facts,
the Respondents contend that this group is not a political
committee since it did not make expenditures in excess of $1,000.
Therefore, it incurred no responsibility to register as a
political committee. The only funds expended, but for minor
items such as several pieces of paper upon which to type agendas,
were those to purchase the poll which is referred to in the
complaint. No funds were solicited nor were any monies collected
by any of the group members, perspective candidates or anyone
else for purposes of supporting the group. Thus, the sole
transaction which can be alleged to have triggered this group to
become a political committee is the purchase of the poll. The
purchase of the poll would have to be for "purposes of
influencing an election" in order for it to be deemed an
expenditure. As will be shown below, such was not the purpose.

C, The purpose of the poll was to assist the group in gaining
an insight into the political profile of the district. It was
never intended to be given to a candidate nor has it ever been
given to any candidate. The single disclosure of the polls
results, outside the group, was that information provided to the
public at the press conference. The results were made public
with the hope that it would encourage Republicans to consider
becoming a candidate for the 5th congressional seat. At the time
the poll was conducted and in fact at the time a portion of the
poll results were released at the press conference, there were no
Republican candidates for the 1986 primary election. Therefore,

8
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there was no campaign or election which could be influenced by
this poll.

The courts have consistently advocated a narrow
interpretation of the definition of a political committee When
viewing a group's activities. Correspondingly, they have given a
narrow interpretation of the activities considered to be "made
for purposes of influencing an election for federal office" as
used in 431(8) (A) and (9)(A). In the cases cited below, a common
theme runs throughout: when balancing a group's first amendment
right of association with the statutory requirements to have to
register as a political committee, there must be a close nexus
between the purpose of the group and its activities and a clearly
identified candidate. Without such a demonstration, the first

'4) amendment right of association outweighs any statutory duty for
the group to have to register as a political committee.

In U.S. v. National Committee for Impeachment, 469 F.2d 1135
(2d Circuit, 1972), the National Committee for Impeachment (NCI)
purchased advertising space in a newspaper during the month of

N May of an election year. The advertisement stated it would make
resources available to any candidate for the House of
Representatives regardless of party affiliation, if they would
indicate support for the impeachment resolution pending in the

House.

The government sought to have NCI register as a political
committee since it expended funds in purchasing advertising space
"for the purpose of influencing" an election. In reversing the
lower court, the Second Circuit Court of Appeals held that NCI

9
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was not a political committee because their activities were not
made for purposes of influencing an election as that term was
used at 431(e) and Cf)2 . The court, in weighing the first
amendments safeguards with the requirement of the Act to register
as a political committee reasoned that the Act intended there to
be a definite connection between the committee and the candidate.
In reference to this interpretation of "made for purposes of
influencing" the Court concluded such disbursements required them
to be made "with the authorization or consent, expressed or
implied or under the control, direct or indirect, of a candidateN
or his agents.., we also construe the act to apply only tocommittee soliciting contributions or making expenditures a major
purpose of which is the nomination or election of candidates."

'1) This standard was subsequently subscribed to in ACLU V. Jennings,
366 F.Supp. 1041 (D.D.C., 1973), likewise, the court in ~
v. Valeo, 424 Us 1 (1976), agreed that this type of narrow
interpretation must be given to the definition of political

C committee in light of the first amendment considerations forN
freedom of association.

More recently, the same concerns for the first amendment
rights cause the court in Federal Election Commission V.

Machinist Nonartisan Political League, 655 F.2d 380 (D.C.

2These were the pre-1979 citations to the definition ofcontribution and expenditures which are presently defined at431(8) and (9). Though Respondents recognize the 1979 amendmentsdeleted reference to election of any Derson, the amendment stillrequires disbursements to be for influencing an election which isnot present in this matter as defined by the cited cases.

10
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Circuit, 1981), cert. denied, 102 S.Ct. 397 (1981), and g~~j

Election Commission v. Florida for Kennedy Committee, 681 Fad

1281 (11th Circuit, 1982) to hold that "draft committees" were

not political committees under the definition of the Act and thus

were not under the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission.

In both of these draft committee case5, the court cited with

approval those cases cited above which require that the narrow

interpretation be given to the definition of "made for purposes

of influencing" and thus, the definition of "political

committee".

Despite the 1979 amendments, the Commission publicly

acknowledges and adheres to the holdings in the two draft

committee cases as precluding jurisdiction over these types of

groups. (See FEC Annual Report 1984 page 35; Legislative

Recommendations, Definitions: Draft Committees).
With these draft committee cases in mind, if the Commission

views the activities of the Respondent group in this particular
e

matter, they fall far short of either qualifying the group as a

draft committee let alone a political committee. In the MNPL

supra, and Florida for Kennedy Committee, supra, the group

publicly and actively encouraged Senator Kennedy to become a

candidate to seek the Democratic nomination for President. The

draft committees in those cases solicited funds and received

funds, made public advertising statements about encouraging

Senator Kennedy to seek the nomination and developed an

organization in numerous states for purposes of advocating their

message.

11
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Contrasting the facts in thi5 case, there was no

individual's name who was publicly endorsed as the nominee nor

were the activities of the group including the purchase of the

poll, for purposes of encouraging any specific individual to seek

the nomination. In fact, the contrary was true. The group was

merely attempting to locate the type of person who might make a

good candidate based on the poll results. No funds were

solicited nor were any received by the group, nor were there any

public advertising statements regarding any individuals potential

candidacy.

Thus, the activities failed to demonstrate the type of nexus

between a candidate and a group's activities which the courts

have required in order to have the groups register as a political

committee. In this particular situation, the activities fall

short of being classified as those of a "draft committee" which

the courts have deemed not to be political committees under the
q~I.

Act.

Revealing portions of the polling data at the press

conference did not change the characterization of the group or

the disbursements made for the poll. There was certainly no

information in the poll which advocated any candidates election.

Nor did any of the data released advocate the defeat of any

candidate. As cited in the cases above, it is this standard of

advocating the election of a candidate which the Commission must

view in determining if the activities are sufficient to cause it

to become a political committee.

12



0 0

Similarly, the press release which states the primary goal

of the group is the defeat of Bryant, is not sufficient to cause
the disbursements for the poll to retroactively be considered an

expenditure. At the time of the disbursements for the poll, the

group made no statements advocating the election or defeat to any

specific person or candidate. No activities of the group could

be considered to be advocating the defeat of a particular

candidate. This one sentence in the press release must be read

in conjunction with the balance of the committee's activities and

the balance of the statements in the press release.

From a pragmatic viewpoint, anytime a group decides to look

for a person to challenge an incumbent elected official, their

ultimate goal is the incumbent's defeat. The mere fact that the

obvious is stated as it was in this press release would not be

sufficient to convert the group's entire activities and purpose

into that of a political committee. Indeed, in HA~iLQflk~.

Impeachment Committee, supra, and the "draft committee" cases

subsequently decided, each involved the implicit defeat of

another candidate. However, the courts clearly require more than

this collateral intent to require the group to have to register

as a political committee.

This poll was not used for the purpose of advocating the

defeat of any candidate nor has it been given to any group which

advocates the defeat of any candidate.

Any attempt to bootstrap the cost of the poll to this single

statement in the press release must also fail. The regulations

at 11 CFR 106.4(c) states in part:

13
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The acceptance of any part of a poll's
result, prior to receipt, has been made
public without any request, authorization,
prearrangement or coordination by the
candidate-recipient or political
committee-recipient shall not be treated as a
contribution in-kind and expenditure under
paragraph (b) of this section.

Thus, the public disclosure of such polling data cannot in

and of itself cause it to become an expenditure.

As noted above, this one line in the press release is not

sufficient to escalate the true purpose and the other activities

of the group to that which would cause it to become a political

- committee. It must be read in balance with the rest of the press

release. For example, at page 2 of the press release, Mr. Cevera

properly summarized as the purpose of the group and their
~0

activities as:

"The purpose of our group, (said Cevera) was
to insure that the Republican party did not
make the mistake it did in 1984, when no

0 candidate filed against Bryant... we are
confident that after the group has been
briefed on the entire poll, they will move
full speed ahead to insure a successful
campaign and that a strong challenger will

N soon emerge."

This reflects the true intent and the activities of the

group; to have individuals come forward who may be interested in

seeking the Republican nomination. Such activities and purposes

are insufficient to cause the disbursement or activities of the

group to be labled "expenditures" as defined in the Act.

14
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Based upon the fac

Commission should find

individuals and the grout

Respectfully submitt

Submitted By:

CONCLUSION

:ts and arguments set out above, th

no reason to believe against th

~ as a whole and close this tile.

:ed.
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January 7, 1965

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Conuission
Washington, D. C. 20463

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Steele:

I ani a City Councilman of Dallas re-elected at-large in April 1985
N in a non-partisan election for a term ending in May 1987. As a

public figure, I am alerted to the prospect that my name appears
in public print media often in a context which is frequently in-
accurate and sometimes downright malicious. In the matter referenced
above, the use of my name falls into the category of inaccurate.

'IP
I am not part of any conunittee ad hoc or otherwise to unseat John
Bryant unless being a Republican qualifies me for that position.

It is not my practice to engage in correction or recrimination with
public print media for mistaken usage or accreditation of acts as
may serve to fill the slow season in political reporting. Mr. Merida
nor anyone else from the Dallas Morning News ever contacted me con-
cerning the story in whicWii7~ame appeared. Mr. Greenberg, who
filed the complaint on the strength of the newspaper story, has not
discussed the matter with me.

Mr. Greenberg is a friend of mine and even an occasional supporter
of mine In political contests. That he would file the complaint on
the strength of a newspaper story without at least talking with me
lends credence to the premise that this is simply a politically
motivated action to which the truth of the allegations is less im-
portant than the fact that a complaint has been made. Mr. Greenberg
is the Dallas County Democratic Party Chairman. I respect him but
in this case, he is wrong on the facts and wrong on my alleged in-
vol vement.

Alt. L, p. I~



Mr. Charles N. Steele
January 7, 1985
Page 2

Public life nowadays is rather perilous for one who is Jealous of
principle and the use of one's name. I do not, as a rule, engage
In attempts to urge correction of every newspaper story In which
my name is inaccurately portrayed. I find it very troubling that
~your agency would seek to compel me to do so in order to prove the
negative of my involvement in an ad hoc conuittee to which my name
was attributed in a December 3, 1985 Dallas ~j~j News story, a
copy of which was served upon me on December 30,1985 accompanying
your agency's notice that I have been complained of on the strength
of mention in the newspaper story. Perhaps you have no choice. Having
been now accused neither do I but to deny the story.

N I have not been solicited nor have I contributed to any such comittee
nor have I been made aware of any contributions by any such comittee
to any prospective candidate. I know of no other thing of value
collected or paid by any such conunittee as alluded to in the story
which now is made the basis of a complaint. Whether such a committee

~f) even exists is unknown to me. I can say that I am not a member of one,
if one even exists.

I am not displeased to have been included in the list of prominentand admirable citizens which has become the focus of your complaint
but, in this context, I am afraid that I am undeserving of the mention
made.

I trust this will adequately respond to the allegations made. In short,N "it ain't so!" Both Mr. Greenberg and Mr. Merida could have got it
straight from me and saved all of us a lot of trouble if either ofthem had taken the trouble to ask me . . . as you have. I respectfully
request that my response remain confidential.

I trust that this general denial will put the matter to rest.

The facts and denials in the account foregoing are true and accurate to
the best of my knowledge and are hereby sworn by me before a notary
public on this ______________ day of Jjeuv*~.. , 1986.

man~O0t4rilla; Dallas, TX 75201

Notary Public in and for
County, State of Texas

My coninission expires on /Z~ /.~.-~/A'6
I Ala & I.,

-q7~t. Lj ~ I,



AFFIDAVIT OF KAY I. TINNER

1. I am Kay Tinner and I have personal knowledge of the matters presented herein.

2. A group of individuals and myself were chatting about the 1986 5th Con gressiona~
District race and decided it was a shame that the District should go without
having a really fair contest between a liberal arid a conservative candidate.
We decided that if anything was going to be done we would have to have a
meeting of cowazunity and political leaders. We decided we would talk to people
who would be good potential candidates and try to persuade them to take a close
look at the race.

3. I put together a list of business and political activists in the comnwznity and
invited them to attend a meeting to discuss the 5th Congressional District. The
first meeting was held November 7, 1985.

4. At the meeting we decided everyone should go out and talk to people about the
race. We had what we considered some good potential candidates at the first
meeting, but we wanted to expand the number and make sure that anybody and
everybody who was interested in the race would consider coining back and talking

N to our group.
5. At the first meeting, we discussed things about the district. Some individuals

who were there had studied the district, and based upon their opinion, we really
felt that a Republican had a good chance of winning the 5th Congressional District.
We also decided that one person should do a poll of the District to find out what
the District political profile looked like. We thought we would talk with some
additional potential candidates, and, in order to get to know them better, we
gave them a questionnaire to fill out. We also decided to have a second meeting
to look over the questionnaires and evaluate the individuals. The meeting was
adjourned and each person had a little job to do: talking to potential candidates,
or handing out questionnaires, and evaluating the answers, and one person to do
the poll.

N 6. On December 5 our second meeting was held. We had all the potential candidates
present who had their questionnaires turned in, and the questionnaires were
reviewed by the group. The first thing we did at the meeting was to sit down
with the potential candidates and talk about their questionnaires. We asked
them all the questions we wanted to our satisfaction, and then we dismissed them.
The potential candidates left the building.

7. We then talked about the poll that had been conducted and how it made the District
look, whether it was winnable, and whether it was worth all of us putting our time
and energy behind it. As a conclusion to our meeting I said that as a result of
this group's activities, it looked like we had some individuals who were willing
to be candidates. The poll indicated for all of us to our satisfaction that we
had a shot at the race -- putting a conservative Republican in the seat.

8. As my parting comment for everyone at the meeting I said I hoped they had found
a candidate they could support and I wished they would support that particular
candidate after they left the meeting. I stated that as an ad hoc group our
work was done -- we had done what we set out to do, which is the right of every
citizen in the United States -- to be a part of the political process.
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9. We appointed two individuals who would talk to the press about what we did at
the meeting if there was any interest. Everybody was just instructed to support
a candidate of their choice and participate in the 5th Congressional District
because a Republican and a conservative did have an opportunity there.

10. There were some people who were at the meeting as potential candidates, but they
were not members of our ad hoc group. Those individuals were Bill Blackwood,
Paul Fielding, Ruth Nicholson and Tom Carter. They did not see the poll nor were
they solicited for funds to pay for the poll. Each member of the committee
operated as their own person, as citizens interested in good politics.

What I have stated in this summation is my overview of our ad hoc group. I affirm
that everything in this statement is truthful to the very best of my ability.

~5~E /
SUBSCRIBED AND SW2)RN 2V before me, this __________ day of

/5~ /feP

~y~UA.4AA... iqv0 .
V

L'A
NOTARY PUBLIC in and if r t e S a e of Texas

My Commission Expires:

RUThANN MuRPHY
N NOTARY PUBLt STATE OF TEXAS

COMMiSSiON EXPiRES 5~-7-8S
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JAMES F. SCMOKNEN
203 7SS-S644

January 13, 1986

Robert Raich, Esquire
Office of General Counsel c~.. ~
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W. -

Washington, D.C. 20463 C)'

Re: MUR 2113
0O

Dear Mr. Raich:
N

On behalf of my client, Thomas B. Carter, I submit the
N following response to the complaint of Robert M. Greenberg. An

affidavit attesting to these facts has been mailed to Mr. Carter
for signature and notarization and will be filed with the
Commission as soon as returned.

'-9) As to specific allegations, Mr. Carter was not a member,
participant or contributor to the ad hoc group' of Dallas area
citizens who were searching for a prospective candidate for
Republican nomination as member of Congress in 1986 for the Fifth
Congressional District of Texas. Mr. Carter was interviewed by
the group and filled out a questionaire as one of several
prospective candidates. Other than the interview sessions he
attended no other meetings.

N Mr. Carter did not help frame the polling questions nor were
the results of the poll disclosed to him; his only knowledge of
the poll results were obtained from Dallas newspapers.

That subsequent to the interviews and after the filing of
the Greenberg complaint, he formed an exploratory committee and
will file a statement of candidacy and designation of a campaign
committee if, in the future, he decides to become a candidate for
nomination in the 1986 Republican primary.

If there is any question or matter of complaint not
completely answered by these facts, please call at your
convenience. It is our belief that the complaint as it affects
Mr. Carter should be dismissed.

R spectfully submitted,

e#nu2 4Lse~
ames F. Schoener
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Before the 36JAN~9 AS: 41
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

C.

affidavit of THOMAS B. CARTER

STATE OF TEXAS )
5S.

COUNTY OF DALLAS )
G~)

THOMAS B. CARTER being duly sworn, deposes and says as
follows:

1. That he makes this affidavit in connection with a
complaint filed with this Commission by Robert M. Greenberg.

2. That he is not and has not been a member of.
~ participant in or contributor to the so-called *ad hoc group' of

Dallas citizens seeking a Republican candidate to Congress for
F~ the Fifth District of Texas for 1986 except as stated in 3 below.

3. That he filled out a questionnaire and appeared
~, twice for personal interviews with the members of the group as a

prospective candidate for nomination for this congressional
n office.

4. That he did not participate in the public opinion
poll alleged in the complaint and learned of the polling results

~ only from the Dallas newspaper reports.

5. That he formed an exploratory committee on
~ December 16, 1985 and will file a designation of campaign

committee and statement of candidacy if, in the future, he
N decides to become a candidate for nomination to this office.

6. Further deponent saith not.

Thomas B. Carter

Sworn and subscribed to before me this

,d~iL day of 9Lt1-utL4A~p 1986

Nota~ Public my commission exp.

L



p

0'' V

*6

6 January 1986

~ERTIFIZD MATh RITUNI RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Charles N. Steele, General Counsel
Federal Election Camission 

~.. .7;
999 E Street NW. .~C
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: ZIUR 2113
Attn: Kenneth A. Grosd.~)

Associate Couns~'l ~ £
r~

Dear Mr. Steele:

I am writing in response to you.r certified notification dated December
24, 1985, of the complaint lodged against me by Mr. Robert M. Greenberg.
Your return receipt will indicate that I took delivery of the letter

N on January 2, 1966, owing to my being out of the state to arrange for
and to attend my father's funeral at the time home delivery was attempted.
Mr. Greenberg alleges that I am a member of a group he believes to be
subject to provisions of 2 U.S.C. 1 433 of the Federal Campaign Act of 1971
and that the group has violated the Act by not complying with those
provisions.

I suixuit the following statements of fact, true to th~ best of my know-
ledge and sworn before a notary public on the date indicated, regarding
Mr. Greenberg's allegations as they pertain to me:

1. I had no knowledge of the group to which Mr. Greenberg refers prior
to the last week in October 1985. Between that date and December 4, 1985,
at the invitation of a friend I twice met with what was described to me as

N "an informal group of people izAterested in the Fifth Congressional Districtrace." I knew only a few of the persons present at the first meeting, one
of whom was the person who asked me to attend if I wished to do so. I
noticed there was not a great deal of overlap in attendance at the first
and second meetings, and that I knew only one of the newcomers. Several
persons present at the first meeting did not attend the second. Of the
persons Mr. Greenberg alleges to be members of the offending group, I
know k,~s~Mr. Bill Ceverha and Councilman Jerry Rucker fairly well; I have
met Mr. Russell Perry at various civic events but do not have even a
nodding acquaintance with him; I did not know Kay Tinner, Louis Beecherl,
Bruce Macougal nor Virginia Steenson prior to my attending the first
meeting and have seen none of them since the second meeting described above.

2. Mr. Greenberg alleges that I and other persons he identifies as "the
prospective candidates.... interviewed by the group" are members of the
group. Of these persons, I knew only one prior to the first meeting.
Former Councilman Paul Fielding was an elementary school friend of my daugh-
ter in the 1960's. I had heard of but never met Tom Carter and Bill Blackwood.
I had never heard of Ernest Winkfield.

A#.9~ /06/



Mr. Charles N. Ste~
Page 2 U

3. I never contributed anything of value, monetary or otherwise, to the
group to which Mr. Greenberg refers.

4. I never received anything of value, monetary or otherwise, from the
group to which Mr. Greenberg refers.

5. Although I was at the time I met with the group and am still somewhat
interested in becoming a candidate in the Republican primary for the 5th
Congressional District seat, it is far from certain that I will do so.

6. The group to which Mr. Greenberg refers ultimately chose to endorse
Tom Carter if he becomes a candidate for the congressional seat. If any
group of which I were a member should have endorsed a candidate other than
me, I would be yelling Louder than Mr. Greenberg is.

The above statements made under oath clearly demonstrate that insofar as they
pertain to me, Mr. Greenberg's allegations are without basis in fact. I
respectfully request that they be disregarded. I will not be represented
by counsel in this matter and ask that you notify me of developments that
ensue.

ours very truly, ~

\
~~~~Kf KASQ V

Ruth Nicholson

All the facts in
are hereby sworn
January l~86.

Ruth Nicholson
1917 Melody Lane
Garland, Texas 75

the above account are true to the best of my knowledge and
to by me before a notary public on this the 8th day of

N

\K~\\Q

042

/

Nota / lic n d for the State of Texas

My commission expires: //-3~~%G'

AlA L pA~



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECIIION COMMISSIOR

ISIUR 2113

QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS TO

Kay Tinner

Definitions:

A. ldentify" with respect to a natural person means
provide the full name, last known business and residence

addresses and phone numbers, and last known occupation or job

title of such person.

B. "Identify" with respect to a person who is not a
natural person means provide the legal and trade names1 the

address and phone number, and the full names of both the chief
executive officer and the agent designated to receive service of

process of such person.

C. "Committee' means the group referred to in the
LE)

complaint, consisting of, inter alia: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,
if.

Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,
Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winkfield.

C

N Questions and Requests:

1. Identify all members of the "group of individuals"

mentioned in paragraph 2 of your Affidavit dated January 13,

1986. State when and where you were "chatting."

2. In paragraph 3 of your Affidavit, you state that you

put together a 'list." Provide that list, or if it is not

available, state all information contained on the list.

3. In paragraph 3 of your Affidavit, you state that you
if.

invited" activists to attend a meeting. State whether the
invitations were written or oral.

411.5, p.1



-'2-

a. If the invitations were written, produce a copy of
the invitations and state who paid for postage and printing.

b. If the invitations were oral via telephone, state
whose telephone was used to extend the invitations.

4. Identify all persons present at the November 7, 1985
meeting of the Committee. State where that meeting vas held.

5. State what job each person was assigned at the
adjounment of the November 7, 1985 meeting.

6. State who paid for printing the questionnaires
N distributed to potential candidates. Produce a copy of the

questionnaire*

7. Identify all persons present at the December 5, 1985
meeting of the Committee. State where that meeting was held.~i)

8. Did the Committee hold any meetings other than the ones
on November 7, 1985 and December 5, 1985? If so, state the date
and what was discussed at each such meeting, and identify the

persons present.
N 9. Are any members of the Committee not identified in your

answers to the above Ouestions' If so, identify all members of
the Committee whom you have not already identified.

10. Did the Committee ever receive any monies from any
source? If so, state the source, amount, and date of each

receipt.

11. Did any person ever expend funds on behalf of the
Committee? If SO, identify the person who made each disbursement
and state the amount, date, and purpose of the disbursement.

/11%. 5. pA.
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12. Did any person ever provid, any goods or services on

behalf of the Committee? If so, identity the person who provided

each good or service, and state: its value, the date it was

provided, and the purpose for which it was provided.

13. a. Identify the person(s) who contracted for the

public opinion poll taken on behalf of the group.

b. How was it decided that such person(s) would

contract for the poll?

c. Who paid for the poll? Why did that person(s) pay

for the poll?

d. How much did the poll cost? When was it paid for?

e. Did the person(s) who paid for the poll receive

reimbursement in any way? If so, state how.

14. a. Was the public opinion poll paid for, in whole or

part, from funds drawn on an account with a financial

inStitution?
e b. Identify all owners of all bank accounts from

N
which any funds for the poll were drawn.

c. State the names of the financial institutions and

the account numbers of all such bank accounts.

d. If any of those bank accounts were checking

accounts, identify all persons authorized to write checks on

those accounts.

e. If any part of the poll was paid for by check,

produce both sides of each check used to pay for the poll.

p4Th. 5, p.)



-4-

15. Identify the person(s) who conducted the poll.

16. Produce the list of questions asked in the poll, all

reports provided by the person(s) who conducted the poll, and all

other documents concerning the poll in your actual or

constructive possession.

17. Has the Committee ever kept any minutes or other

records? If so,

a. Identify the person(s) who kept such minutes or

records.

b. Produce all such minutes and other records.

18. State who, if anyone, is primarily responsible for the

operation of the Committee.

19. Does the Committee have official or unofficial

officers? If so, state the name and position of each such

officer.

20. In paragraph 8 of your Affidavit you state, ". . . I

wished they would support that particular candidate after they

left the meeting." Were you referring to a specific individual?

If so, to whom?

21. In paragraph 9, of your Affidavit you state that you

appointed two individuals to talk to the press about what you

did. Identify those two individuals.

/tIt.5 p.~
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MUR 2113

QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS TO

Russell Perry
Definitions:

A. "Identify' with respect to a natural person means
provide the full name, last known business and residence

addresses and phone numbers, and last known occupation or job
title of such person.

B. "Identify' with respect to a person who is not a

natural person means provide the legal and trade name, the

address and phone number, and the full names of both the chief
executive officer and the agent designated to receive service of

process of such person.

C. "Committee' means the group referred to in the
complaint, consisting of, inter alia: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,
Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,

_ Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winfield.

N Questions and ReQuests:

1. How and when did you first learn about the Committee?

2. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about
November 7, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

A#.6 p.1



-2-

3. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

December 5, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

4. Did the Committee hold any meetings other than one on

or about November 7, 1985, and one on or about December 5, 1985?

If so, state the date(s) of such meeting(s) and identify the

persons present. (If persons were present whose names you do not

-~ know, state the number of such persons who were present.) State

what was discussed at each such meeting.

5. Are any members of the Committee not identified in your

answers to the above Questions? If so, identify all members of

the Committee whom you have not already identified.

6. Does the Committee have official or unofficial

officers? If so, state the name and position of each such

officer.
N 7. Has the Committee ever endorsed any candidate (or

potential candidate) for any political office? If so, identify

all such candidates.

8. Did the Committee ever receive any monies from any

source? If so, state the source, amount, and date of each such

receipt.

9. Did any person ever expend funds on behalf of the

Committee? If so, identify the person who made each disbursement

and state the amount, date, and purpose of the disbursement.

£ fl.L
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10. Did any person ever provide any goods or services on

behalf of the Committee? If so, identify the person who provided

each good or service, and state: the good or service provided,

its value, the date it was provided, and the purpose for which it

was provided.

11. a. Identify the person(s) who contracted for the

public opinion poll taken on behalf of the group.

b. How was it decided that such person(s) would

contract for the poll?

c. Who paid for the poll? Why did that person(s) pay

for the poll?

d. How much did the poll cost? When was it paid for?

e. Did the person(s) who paid for the poll receive

reimbursement in any way? If so, state how.
~ 9-

12. a. Was the public opinion poll paid for, in whole or

part, from funds drawn on an account with a financial

institution?

N b. Identify all owners of all accounts from which

funds for the poll were drawn.

c. State the names of the financial institutions and

the account numbers of all such accounts.

d. If any of those accounts were checking accounts,

identify all persons authorized to write checks on the accounts.

e. If any part of the poll was paid for by check,

produce both sides of each check used to pay for the poll.

/1#j, p.'
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13. Identity the person(s) vho conducted the poll.

14. Produce the list of questions asked in the poll, all

reports provided by the person(s) who conducted the poll, and all

other documents concerning the poll in your actual or

constructive possession.

15. Has the Committee ever kept any minutes or other

records? If so,

a. Identify the person(s) who kept such minutes or

records.

16.

operation

b. Produce all such minutes and other records.

State who, if anyone, is primarily responsible for the

of the Committee.

4-if. £
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MUR 2113

QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS TO

Louis Beecheri, Jr.
Definitions:

A. "Identify with respect to a natural person means
provide the full name, last known business and residence
addresses and phone numbers, and last known occupation or job
title of such person.

B. "Identifytm with respect to a person who is not a
natural person means provide the legal and trade name, the~~1

address and phone number, and the full names of both the chief
executive officer and the agent designated to receive service of

-'V

process of such person.
C. "Committee" means the group referred to in the

complaint, consisting of, inter alia: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,
C,

Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,

Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winfield.
Questions and Requests:

1. Row and when did you first learn about the Committee?
2. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

November 7, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that
meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,
state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

4114, p.S
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3. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

December 5, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. f If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

4. Did the Committee hold any meetings other than one on

or about November 7, 1985, and one on or about December 5, 1985?

If so, state the date(s) of such meeting(s) and identify the

persons present. (If persons were present whose names you do not

0 know, state the number of such persons who were present.) State

what was discussed at each such meeting.

5. Are any members of the Committee not identified in your

answers to the above Questions? If so, identify all members of

the Committee whom you have not already identified.

6. Does the Committee have official or unofficial

officers? If so, state the name and position of each such

officer.
N 7. Has the Committee ever endorsed any candidate (or

potential candidate) for any political office? If so, identify

all such candidates.

8. Did the Committee ever receive any monies from any

source? If so, state the source, amount, and date of each such

receipt.

9. Did any person ever expend funds on behalf of the

Committee? If so, identify the person who made each disbursement

and state the amount, date, and purpose of the disbursement.

A#.~ ~e4
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10. Did any person ever provide any goods or services on

behalf of the Committee? If so, identify the person who provided

each good or service, and state: the good or service provided,

its value, the date it was provided, and the purpose for which it

was provided.

11. a. Identify the person(s) who contracted for the

public opinion poll taken on behalf of the group.

b. How was it decided that such person(s) would

contract for the poll?

c. Who paid for the poll? Why did that person(s) pay

for the poll?

d. How much did the poll cost? When was it paid for?

e. Did the person(s) who paid for the poll receive

reimbursement in any way? If so, state how.

12. a. Was the public opinion poll paid for, in whole or

part, from funds drawn on an account with a financial

institution?

b. Identify all owners of all accounts from which

funds for the poll were drawn.

c. State the names of the financial institutions and

the account numbers of all such accounts.

d. If any of those accounts were checking accounts,

identify all persons authorized to write checks on the accounts.

e. If any part of the poll was paid for by check,

produce both sides of each check used to pay for the poll.

47~ gp.7
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13. Identify the person(s) who conducted the poll.

14. Produce the list of questions asked in the poll, all

reports provided by the person(s) who conducted the poll, and all

other documents concerning the poll in your actual or

constructive possession.

15. Has the Committee ever kept any minutes or other

records? If so,

a. Identify the person(s) who kept such minutes or

records.

16.

operation

b. Produce all such minutes and other records.

State who, if anyone, is primarily responsible for the

of the Committee.
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BEFORE TIlE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MUR 2113

QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS TO

Bill Blackwood

Definitions:

A. ldentify" vith respect to a natural person means

provide the full name, last known business and residence

addresses and phone numbers, and last known occupation or job

title of such person.

B. "Identify with respect to a person who is not a

natural person means provide the legal and trade name, the

address and phone number, and the full names of both the chief

executive officer and the agent designated to receive service of
- 9 process of such person.

C. "Committee" means the group referred to in the

complaint, consisting of, inter alia: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,

Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,
q~m

Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winfield.

Questions and Requests:

1. How and when did you first learn about the Committee?

2. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

November 7, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

4#j p.9
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3. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

December 5, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

4. Did the Committee hold any meetings other than one on

or about November 7, 1985, and one on or about December 5, 1985?

If so, state the date(s) of such meeting(s) and identify the

persons present. (If persons were present whose names you do not

know, state the number of such persons who were present.) State

what was discussed at each such meeting.

5. Are any members of the Committee not identified in your

answers to the above Questions? If so, identify all members of

the Committee whom you have not already identified.

6. Does the Committee have official or unofficial

officers? If so, state the name and position of each such

officer.

7. Has the Committee ever endorsed any candidate (or

potential candidate) for any political office? If so, identify

all such candidates.

8. Did the Committee ever receive any monies from any

source? If so, state the source, amount, and date of each such

receipt.

9. DId any person ever expend funds on behalf of the

Committee? If so, identify the person who made each disbursement

and state the amount, date, and purpose of the disbursement.
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10. Did any person ever provide any goods or services on

behalf of the Committee? If so, identify the person who provided

each good or service, and state: the good or service provided,

its value, the date it was provided, and the purpose for which It

was provided.

11. a. Identify the person(s) who contracted for the

public opinion poll taken on behalf of the group.

b. How was it decided that such person(s) would

contract for the poll?

c. Who paid for the poll? Why did that person(s) pay

for the poll?

d. How much did the poll cost? When was it paid for?

e. Did the person(s) who paid for the poll receive

reimbursement in any way? If so, state how.

12. a. Was the public opinion poll paid for, in whole or

part, from funds drawn on an account with a financial

institution?

N b. Identify all owners of all accounts from which

funds for the poll were drawn.

c. State the names of the financial institutions and

the account numbers of all such accounts.

d. If any of those accounts were checking accounts,

identify all persons authorized to write checks on the accounts.

e. If any part of the poll was paid for by check,

produce both sides of each check used to pay for the poll.

~1IfS p.1/
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13. Identify the person(s) who conducted the poll.

14. Produce the list of questions asked in the poll, all

reports provided by the person(s) who conducted the poll, and all

other documents concerning the poll in your actual or

constructive possession.

15. Has the Committee ever kept any minutes or other

records? If so,

a. Identify the person(s) who kept such minutes or

records.

16.

operation

b. Produce all such minutes and other records.

State who, if anyone, is primarily responsible for the

of the Committee.

0
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECIION COMMISSION

MUR 2113

QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS TO

Bill Ceverha

Definitions:

A. "Identify' vith respect to a natural person means

provide the full name, last known business and residence

addresses and phone numbers, and last knovn occupation or job

title of such person.

B. "Identify' with respect to a person who is not a

natural person means provide the legal and trade name, the

address and phone number, and the full names of both the chief

executive officer and the agent designated to receive service of

process of such person.

C. "Committee" means the group referred to in the

complaint, consisting of, inter alia: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,

Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,

Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winfield.

Questions and Requests:

1. How and when did you first learn about the Committee?

2. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

November 7, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.
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3. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about
December 5, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that
meeting. (If persons were present vhose names you do not know,
state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

4. Did the Committee hold any meetings other than one on
or about November 7, 1985, and one on or about December 5, 1985?

If so, state the date(s) of such meeting(s) and identify the
persons present. (If persons were present whose names you do not

knov, state the number of such persons who were present.) State

what was discussed at each such meeting.

5. Are any members of the Committee not identified in your
'I

answers to the above Questions? If so, identify all members of
'4~

the Committee whom you have not already identified.

6. Does the Committee have official or unofficial

officers? If so, state the name and position of each such

officer.
N 7. Has the Committee ever endorsed any candidate (or

potential candidate) for any political office? If so, identify

all such candidates.

8. Did the Committee ever receive any monies from any

source? If so, state the source, amount, and date of each such

receipt.

9. Did any person ever expend funds on behalf of the
Committee? If so, identify the person who made each disbursement

and state the amount, date, and purpose of the disbursement.

~ p.I~
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10. Did any person ever provide any goods or services on

behalf of the Committee? If so, identify the person who provided

each good or service, and state: the good or service provided,

its value, the date it was provided, and the purpose for which it

was provided.

11. a. Identify the person(s) who contracted for the

public opinion poll taken on behalf of the group.

b. How was it decided that such person(s) would

contract for the poll?

c. Who paid for the poll? Why did that person(s) pay

Oh for the poll?

d. How much did the poll cost? When was it paid for?

e. Did the person(s) who paid for the poll receive
'in

reimbursement in any way? If so, state how.

12. a. Was the public opinion poll paid for, in whole or

part, from funds drawn on an account with a financial

institution?

b. Identify all owners of all accounts from which

funds for the poll were drawn.

c. State the names of the financial institutions and

the account numbers of all such accounts.

d. If any of those accounts were checking accounts,

identify all persons authorized to write checks on the accounts.

e. If any part of the poll was paid for by check,

produce both sides of each check used to pay for the poll.

41k. p.,5
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13. Identify the person(s) who conducted the poll.

14. Produce the list of questions asked in the poll, all

reports provided by the person(s) vho conducted the poll, and all

other documents concerning the poll in your actual or

constructive possession.

15. Has the Committee ever kept any minutes or other

records? If so,

a. Identify the person(s) who kept such minutes or

records.

16.

operation

b. Produce all such minutes and other records.

State who, if anyone, is primarily responsible for the

of the Committee.

4ff
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISS ION

NOR 2113

QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS TO

Paul Fielding

Definitions:

A. "Idontify" with respect to a natural person means

provide the full name, last known business and residence

addresses and phone numbers, and last known occupation or job

title of such person.

B. "Identify" with respect to a person who is not a
__ natural person means provide the legal and trade name, the

e address and phone number, and the full names of both the chief
executive officer and the agent designated to receive service of

process of such person.

C. "Committee" means the group referred to in the

complaint, consisting of, inter alia: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,
Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,

Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winfield.

N Questions and Requests:

1. How and when did you first learn about the Committee?

2. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about
November 7, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

4tt4 p. 17



-2-

3. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

December 5, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present vhose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

4. Did the Committee hold any meetings other than one on

or about November 7, 1985, and one on or about December 5, 1985?

If so, state the date(s) of such meeting(s) and identify the

persons present. (If persons were present whose names you do not

know, state the number of such persons who were present.) State
e what was discussed at each such meeting.

5. Are any members of the Committee not identified in your

answers to the above Questions? If so, identify all members of
the Committee whom you have not already identified.

6. Does the Committee have official or unofficial

officers? If so, state the name and position of each such

officer.
N

7. Has the Committee ever endorsed any candidate (or
cr

potential candidate) for any political office? If so, identify

all such candidates.

8. Did the Committee ever receive any monies from any

source? If so, state the source, amount, and date of each such

receipt.

9. Did any person ever expend funds on behalf of the

Committee? If so, identify the person who made each disbursement

and state the amount, date, and purpose of the disbursement.

G P. If
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10. Did any person ever provide any goods or services on

behalf of the Committee? If so, identify the person who provided

each good or service, and state: the good or service provided,

its value, the date it was provided, and the purpose for which it

was provided.

11. a. Identify the person(s) who contracted for the

public opinion poll taken on behalf of the group.

b. How was it decided that such person(s) would

contract for the poll?

c. Who paid for the poll? Why did that person(s) pay

for the poll?

d. How much did the poll cost? When was it paid for?

e. Did the person(s) who paid for the poll receive

reimbursement in any way? If so, state how.

12. a. Was the public opinion poll paid for, in whole or

part, from funds drawn on an account with a financial

institution?

b. Identify all owners of all accounts from which

funds for the poll were drawn.

c. State the names of the financial institutions and

the account numbers of all such accounts.

d. If any of those accounts were checking accounts,

identify all persons authorized to write checks on the accounts.

e. If any part of the poll was paid for by check,

produce both sides of each check used to pay for the poll.

411A>./Y
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13. Identify the person(s) who conducted the poll.

14. Produce the li.t of questions asked in the poll, all

reports provided by the person(s) who conducted the poll, and all

other documents concerning the poll in your actual or

Constructive possession.

15. Has the Committee ever kept any minutes or other

records? If so,

a. Identify the person(s) who kept such minutes or

records.

b. Produce all such minutes and other records.

16. State who, if anyone, is primarily responsible for the

operation of the Committee.
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BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MUR 2113

QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS TO

Bruce MoDougal
Definitions:

A. ldentify' with respect to a natural person means
provide the full name, last known business and residence
addresses and phone numbers, and last known occupation or job

title of such person.

B. "Identify with respect to a person who is not a
natural person means provide the legal and trade name, the

address and phone number, and the full names of both the chief
executive officer and the agent designated to receive service of

process of such person.

C. "Committee means the Qroup referred to in the
complaint, consisting of, inter alia: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,
Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,"rn

Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winfield.

N Questions and Requests:

1. how and when did you first learn about the Committee?

2. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about
November 7, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that
meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

~, p. U



0 0
-2-

3. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

December 5, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

4. Did the Committee hold any meetings other than one on

or about November 7, 1985, and one on or about December 5, 1985?

If so, state the date(s) of such meeting(s) and identify the

persons present. (If persons were present whose names you do not

0 know, state the number of such persons who were present.) State

C
what was discussed at each such meeting.

5. Are any members of the Committee not identified in your

answers to the above Questions? If so, identify all members of

the Committee whom you have not already identified.

C 6. Does the Committee have official or unofficial

officers? If so, state the name and position of each such

officer.
N

7. Has the Committee ever endorsed any candidate (or

potential candidate) for any political office? If so, identify

all such candidates.

8. Did the Committee ever receive any monies from any

source? If so, state the source, amount, and date of each such

receipt.

9. Did any person ever expend funds on behalf of the

Committee? If so, identify the person who made each disbursement

and state the amount, date, and purpose of the disbursement.

411. p. LL
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10. Did any person ever provide any goods or services on

behalf of the Committee? If so, identify the person who provided

each good or service, and state: the good or service provided,

Its value, the date it was provided, and the purpose for which it

was provided.

11. a. Identify the person(s) who contracted for the

public opinion poll taken on behalf of the group.

b. How was it decided that such person(s) would

contract for the poll?

c. Who paid for the poll? Why did that person(s) pay

for the poll?

d. How much did the poll cost? When was it paid for?

e. Did the person(s) who paid for the poll receive

reimbursement in any way? If so, state how.

12. a. Was the public opinion poll paid for, in whole or

part, from funds drawn on an account with a financial

institution?

b. Identify all owners of all accounts from which

funds for the poll were drawn.

c. State the names of the financial institutions and

the account numbers of all such accounts.

d. If any of those accounts were checking accounts,

identify all persons authorized to write checks on the accounts.

e. If any part of the poll was paid for by check,

produce both sides of each check used to pay for the poll.

411. ~ p.LI
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13. Identify the person(s) who conducted the poll.

14. Produce the list of questions asked in the poll, all
reports Provided by the person(s) who conducted the poll, and all

other documents concerning the poll in your actual or

constructive possession.

15. Has the Committee ever kept any minutes or other

records? If so,

a. Identify the person(s) who kept such minutes or

records.

16.

operation

b. Produce all such minutes and other records.

State who, if anyone, is primarily responsible for the

of the Committee.
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BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

NUR 2113

QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS TO

Virginia Steenson
Definitions:

A. "Identify with respect to a natural person means

provide the full name, last known business and residence

addresses and phone numbers, and last known occupation or job

title of such person.

B. ldentify with respect to a person who is not a

natural person means provide the legal and trade name, the

address and phone number, and the full names of both the chief

executive officer and the agent designated to receive service of

process of such person.

C. Committee" means the group referred to in the

complaint, consisting of, inter alia: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,

Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,

Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winfield.

Questions and Requests:

1. How and when did you first learn about the Committee?

2. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

November 7, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who vere present.) State what

was discussed at that meetinq.
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3. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

December 5, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

4. Did the Committee hold any meetings other than one on

or about November 7, 1985, and one on or about December 5, 1985?

If so, state the date(s) of such meeting(s) and identify the

persons present. (If persons were present whose names you do not

0 know, state the number of such persons who were present.) State

what was discussed at each such meeting.

5. Are any members of the Committee not identified in your

answers to the above Ouestions? If so, identify all members of

the Committee whom you have not already identified.

6. Does the Committee have official or unofficial

officers? If so, state the name and position of each such

C officer.

N 7. Has the Committee ever endorsed any candidate (or

potential candidate) for any political office? If so, identify

all such candidates.

8. Did the Committee ever receive any monies from any

source? If so, state the source, amount, and date of each such

receipt.

9. Did any person ever expend funds on behalf of the

Committee? If so, identify the person who made each disbursement

and state the amount, date, and purpose of the disbursement.
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10. Did any person ever provide any goods or services on

behalf of the Committee? If so, identify the person who provided

each good or service, and state: the good or service provided,

its value, the date it was provided, and the purpose for which it

was provided.

11. a. Identify the person(s) who contracted for the

public opinion poll taken on behalf of the group.

b. How was it decided that such person(s) would

contract for the poll?

- c. Who paid for the poll? Why did that person(s) pay

- for the poll?

d. How much did the poll cost? When was it paid for?

e. Did the person(s) who paid for the poll receive
LI)

reimbursement in any way? If so, state how.

12. a. Was the public opinion poll paid for, in whole or

part, from funds drawn on an account with a financial

institution?

N b. Identify all owners of all accounts from which

funds for the poll were drawn.

c. State the names of the financial institutions and

the account numbers of all such accounts.

d. If any of those accounts were checking accounts,

identify all persons authorized to write checks on the accounts.

e. If any part of the poll was paid for by check,

produce both sides of each check used to pay for the poll.

'IlL 9 pt?
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13. Identify the person(s) vho conducted the poll.

14. Produce the list of questions asked in the poll, all

reports provided by the person(s) who conducted the poll, and all

other documents concerning the poll in your actual or

constructive possession.

15. Has the Committee ever kept any minutes or other

records? If so,

a. Identify the person(s) who kept such minutes or

records.

b. Produce all such minutes and other records.

16. State who, if anyone, is primarily responsible for the

operation of the Committee.
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BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISS ION

MUR 2113

QUESTIONS AND DOCUMENT REQUESTS TO

Ernest W±nkfield

Definitions:

A. ldentify with respect to a natural person means
provide the full name, last known business and residence

addresses and phone numbers, and last known occupation or job

title of such person.

B. ldentify with respect to a person who is not a

natural person means provide the legal and trade name, the

address and phone number, and the full names of both the chief

executive officer and the agent designated to receive service of

process of such person.

C. Committee" means the group referred to in the

complaint, consisting of, inter alia: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,

Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackvood, Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,

Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winfield.

Questions and Requests:

1. How and when did you first learn about the Committee?

2. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

November 7, 1985? If so, identify all persons present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

41t~j p.LY
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3. Did you attend a meeting of the Committee on or about

December 5, 1985? If so, identify all persona present at that

meeting. (If persons were present whose names you do not know,

state the number of such persons who were present.) State what

was discussed at that meeting.

4. Did the Committee hold any meetings other than one on

or about November 7, 1985, and one on or about December 5, 1985?

If so, state the date(s) of such meeting(s) and identify the

persons present. (If persons were present whose names you do not

know, state the number of such persons who were present.) State

what was discussed at each such meeting.

5. Are any members of the Committee not identified in your

answers to the above Questions? If so, identify all members of

the Committee whom you have not already identified.

6. Does the Committee have official or unofficial

officers? If so, state the name and position of each such

officer.

7. Has the Committee ever endorsed any candidate (or

potential candidate) for any political office? If so, identify

all such candidates.

8. Did the Committee ever receive any monies from any

source? If so, state the source, amount, and date of each such

receipt.

9. Did any person ever expend funds on behalf of the

Committee? If so, identify the person who made each disbursement

and state the amount, date, and purpose of the disbursement.

4ff46, p.30
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10. Did any person ever provide any goods or services on

behalf of the Committee? If so, identify the person who provided

each good or service, and state: the good or service provided,

its value, the date it was provided, and the purpose for which it

was provided.

11. a. Identify the person(s) who contracted for the

public opinion poll taken on behalf of the group.

b. How was it decided that such person(s) would

contract for the poll?

c. Who paid for the poll? Why did that person(s) pay

- for the poll?
V

d. How much did the poll cost? When vas it paid for?
e. Did the person(s) who paid for the poll receive

r reimbursement in any way? If so, state how.
12. a. Was the public opinion poll paid for, in whole or

part, from funds drawn on an account with a financial

institution?
N b. Identify all owners of all accounts from which

funds for the poll were drawn.

c. State the names of the financial institutions and

the account numbers of all such accounts.

d. If any of those accounts were checking accounts,

identify all persons authorized to write checks on the accounts.

e. If any part of the poll was paid for by check,

produce both sides of each check used to pay for the poll.

,1wff6, PA'
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13. Identify the person(s) who conducted the poll.

14. Produce the list of questions asked in the poll, all

reports provided by the person(s) who conducted the poll, and all

other documents concerning the poll in your actual or

constructive possession.

15. Has the Committee ever kept any minutes or other

records? If so,

a. Identify the person(s) who kept such minutes or

records.

b. Produce all such minutes and other records.

16. State who, if anyone, is primarily responsible for the

operation of the Committee.

,4v11 6, p.Th
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

Paul 3. Sullivan, Esq.
McNair Glenn Konduros Corley

Singletary Porter & Dibble
1155 Fifteenth Street, NeW.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 2113
Jerry Rucker, Kay Tinner,
Russell Perry, Louis Beecherl,
Jr., Bill BlackwoOd,
Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding,

N and Bruce McDougal

Dear Mr. Sullivan:

On December 24, 1985, the Commission notified your clients
of a complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

Based upon information in the complaint and information
supplied by you and your clients, on 1986, the
Commission determined to take no action with regard to Jerry
Rucker and close the file as it pertains to him. You will be
notified when the entire file is closed. The Commission reminds
you that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C.
SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the

N entire matter is closed.

Upon further review of the allegations in the complaint and
information supplied by you and your clients, on
1986, the Commission determined that there is reason to believe
the political committee of which your other clients are members,
and its treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 434(a) (1),
provisions of the Act. Specifically, it appears that the
political committee consisting of the following group of persons:
Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood,
Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding, Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson,
and Ernest winkfield, and its treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 433(a) by failing to file a Statement of Organization and
2 U.S.C. S 434(a) (1) by failing to file reports of receipts and
disbursements.

In carrying out its statutory duty of supervising compliance
with the Act, the Commission has determined that additional
information from your clients is necessary. Consequently, the
Commission has issued the enclosed Questions to your clients.
Please submit responses to the Questions within 15 days from your
receipt of this letter. Statements should be submitted under
oath. ~ p1



Enclosures
Quest ions
Questions
Questions
Quest ions
Quest ions
Quest ions
Questions

to Kay Tinner
to Russell Perry
to Louis Beecherl, Jr.
to Sill Blackwood
to Bill Ceverha
to Paul Fielding
to Bruce ?4cDougal

'1#.~ A~

Letter to Paul 3. Sullivan
Page 2

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

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Joan D. Aikens
Chairman
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, 0 C 20463

James F. Schoener, Esquire
McGuiness & William.
1015 Fifteenth Street, W.V.,
Washington, D. C. 20005

Suite 1200

RE: MUR 2113
Tom Carter, Jr.

Dear Mr. Schooner:

On December 24, 1985, the Commission notified your client of
a complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended.

Based upon information in the complaint and information
supplied by your client, on , 1986, the Commission
determined to take no action with regard to Tom Carter, Jr. and
close the file as it pertains to him. You will be notified when
the entire file is closed. The Commission reminds you that the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and
437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

V

V
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 2O46~

Ms. Ruth Nicholson
1917 Melody Lane
Garland, Texas 75042

RE: MUR 2113
Ruth Nicholson

Dear Ms. Nicholson:

On December 24, 1985, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended.

Based upon information in the complaint and information
supplied by you, on , 1986, the Commission determined
to take no action with regard to you and close the file as it
pertains to you. You will be notified when the entire file is
closed. The Commission reminds you that the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain
in effect until the entire matter is closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth ~. Gross
Associate General Counsel

4#A1



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

Ms. Virginia Steenson
602 Vernet
Richardson, Texas 75080

RE: MUR 2113
Dear Ms. Steenson:

The Federal Election Commission notified you on December 24,1985, of a complaint alleging violations of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971. as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the
- complaint was forwarded to you at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in thecomplaint, the Commission, on , 1986, determined thatthere is reason to believe the political committee of which youare a member violated 2 u.s.c. SS 433(a) and 434(a) (1),provisions of the Act. Specifically, it appears that thepolitical committee consisting of the following group of persons:Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, Louis Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood,Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding, Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson,and Ernest Winkfield, and its treasurer, violated 2 u.s.c.S 433(a) by failing to file a Statement of Organization and2 U.S.C. S 434(a) (1) by failing to file reports of receipts anddisbursements.
C

As of this date, we have received no response from you inconnection with this matter. You may submit any factual or leqalmaterials which you believe are relevant. Please submit suchmaterials along with your responses to the enclosed Questions.You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist youin the preparation of your responses. Please submit theinformation under oath and within 15 days from your receipt of
this letter.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable causeconciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT~e of theGeneral Counsel will make recommendations to the Commissioneither proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter orrecommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation bepursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend thatpre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this timeso that it may complete its investigation of the matter.Further, requests for pre-probable cause conciliation will not beentertained after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to

the respondent.

fLI



Letter to Virginia Steenson
Page 2

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

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

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, theattorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Joan D. Aikens
Chairman

Enclosure
Quest ions
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

Mr. Ernest Winkfield
2101 N. Central Expressway
Richardson, Texas 75080

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Winkfield:

The Federal Election Commission notified you on January 24,
1986, of a complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). A copy of the
complaint was forwarded to you at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint, the Commission, on 1986, determined that
there is reason to believe the political committee of which you
are a member violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 434(a) (1),
provisions of the Act. Specifically, it appears that the
Political committee consisting of the following group of persons:
Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, Louis Beecheri, Jr., Bill Blackwood,
Bill Ceverha, Paul FieldinQ, Bruce McDougal, Virginia Steenson,
and Ernest Winkfield, and its treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 433(a) by failing to file a Statement of the Organization and
2 U.S.C. S 434(a) (1) by failing to file reports of receipts and

_ disbursements.

N As of this date, we have received no response from you in
connection with this matter. You may submit any factual or legal
materials which you believe are relevant. Please submit such
materials along with your responses to the enclosed Questions.
You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist you
in the preparation of your responses. Please submit the
information under oath and within 15 days from your receipt of
this letter.

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



Letter to Ernest Winkfield
Page 2

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

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

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, theattorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Joan D. Aikens
Chairman

Enclosure
Quest ions

p. L
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTOND.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/ CHERYL A. FLEMINGcQ~Q)

JANUARY 30, 1986

MUR 2113 - First General Counsel's Report
Signed January 24, 1986

The above-captioned matter was circulated by the
Commission Secretary's Office to the Commissioners on
Wednesday, January 29, 1986 at 11:00 A.M.

There were no objections received in the Office of
the Secretary of the Commission to the First General
Counsel's Report at the time of the deadline.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COSUIISS ION ~ SENSITIVE

Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S u~owr ~'? ~W 28 P 2: 36

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MUR 2113
BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION 1-27-86 5:00 DATE COMPLAINT JWCEIVED

BY OGC December 12 1985
DATE OF NOTIFICATI6N TO
RESPONDENTS December 24, 1985
STAFF MEMBER Robert Raich

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Robert M. Greenberg

RESPONDENTS' NAMES: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,
Jerry Rucker, Louis Beecheri, Jr.,
Bill Blackwood, Bill Ceverha,
Paul Fielding, Ruth Nicholson,
Bruce McDougal, Tom Carter, Jr.,

'0 Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winkfield

RELEVANT STATUTES: 2 U.S.C. SS 431(4) and 433(a)
AO 1979-41

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: None

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Robert M. Greenberg filed a complaint based upon information

in a press release and a Dallas Morning News article. The

complaint alleges that a group of business and political leaders

has formed with the "primary goal" of defeating Representative

John Bryant. The complaint further alleges that the group became

a "political committee" within the meaning of 2 U.S.C. S 431(4),

but has not registered with the FEC pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 433.

A newspaper article states that the group spent more than $5,000

on a poll to determine Bryant's vulnerability.
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The group reportedly invited individuals to run against

Bryant and interviewed five potential candidates at a meeting.

The complaint names as respondents all group members mentioned in

the article. The complaint also names each of the five potential

candidates as respondents, alleging that they are themselves

members of the group.

Copies of the complaint were sent to all respondents except

Ernest Winkfield on December 24, 1985. Because of difficulty in

ascertaining Winkfield's address, the Office of the General

Counsel could not send him a copy of the complaint until January

24, 1986. He will be given an opportunity to respond. This

Office will then present a legal and factual analysis and will

make recommendations to the Commission with respect to all

respondents, including Winkfield.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

N ~~4L9I~ By ___________________________________________________________________________________

Kenneth A. Gross/~
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
0')

affidavit of THOMAS B. CARTER

STATE OF TEXAS )
55.

COUNTY OF DALLAS )

CA)

THOMAS B. CARTER being duly sworn, deposes and says as
follows:

1. That he makes this affidavit in connection with a

complaint filed with this Commission by Robert M. Greenberg.

2. That he is not and has not been a member of,
participant in or contributor to the so-called ad hoc group' of

Dallas citizens seeking a Republican candidate to Congress for

the Fifth District of Texas for 1986 except as stated in 3 below.

3. That he filled out a questionnaire and appeared
twice for personal interviews with the members of the group as a

prospective candidate for nomination for this Congressional
lIP office.

4. That he did not participate in the public opinion
poll alleged in the complaint and learned of the polling results
only from the Dallas newspaper reports.

5. That he formed an exploratory committee on
December 16, 1985 and will file a designation of campaign
committee and statement of candidacy if, in the future, he

decides to become a candidate for nomination to this office.

6. Further deponent saith not.

Thomas B. Carter

Sworn and subscribed to before me this

/$tJL day of ~ 1986

G~M~ij~ ~2 -~

Notai%~' Public my commission exp.
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NAiK CI' CmUS3L: Paul Sullivan

ADOUSS: Madison Office Building, 1155 15th St. N.W.

Suite 400, Washington DC, 20005

TULEPSOUN: C7031 823.9646

The above-najued individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

1-10-86
Date Signature

RESPONDINT 'S RAKE:

ADDIESS:

ROME PROUD:

BUSINESS PROUD:

Bill Ceverha

1121 Hampshire, Suite 110

Richardson, TX 75080

(214) 239-9136

C214} 235.4111
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*5

January 24, 1986

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ernest Winkfield
2101 N. Central Expressway
Richardson, Texas 75080

Re: MUR 2113

N
Dear Mr. Winkfield:

This letter is to notify you that on December 9, 1985, the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleged
that you have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). A copy of the

LI') complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 2113.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to difficulty
in ascertaining your address. Under the Act, you have the

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

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

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

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



Letter to: Ernest Winkfield
Page Two

U you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-8200. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles
Geneem1~

Assoc late al Counsel

Enclosures

Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

By.



LAW OFFICES

MoNAIR GLENN KONOUftOS CORLSY SINGLS~IARY ~QftTER a WSULC, ft A.
MADISON OFFICE .U#L*NG

IRS FIFTEENTh STREET, NOmHWEST
WASHINGTON 0. C. 30006 *At4~

POST
COL

(3061 ~-SO0 a

January 13, 1986

S~ ?RUSt
@fl~*CS SOM 11)00
UMBIAS. c.
@3) ,S.~@o

SUs1*E 40*
SANRSS TPUSI~ P~.AZA
@NSt4VILLU, L 0.Ss0.

- W1.404@

*ASR3SS mUST SW~NG
POST OPPICZ S@~ ~SS4

N*LQW ~IEAO ISLAND. .fe. *50)0

ISO)) POS-51

Mr. Robert Raich
Federal Election Coinaission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Raich:

Please find enclosed the Statement of Designation of Counsel for
Paul N. Fielding.

PES:clw
Enclosure

rn
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-C.

(~~)
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ADDRESS: ~ i/f- ~

2.t~oos
TELEPHOKE:

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

,h-7-g-4
Date

RESPONDIT 'S NAME:

ADDRESS:

* HONE PHOER:

BUSINESS PHONE:

Signatu

PAUL N FIFrnINr~
P.O. BOX 191007

DALLAS TX 7R910

~2/'/- ~ -' 777
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January 13, 1986

Mr. Robert Raich
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Raich:

Please find enclosed the Stateuent of Designation of Counsel for
Bruce McDougal.

PES:clw
Enclosure

(-)

-D

CA)

cJ1
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MANN 01' C~US3L: Mr. Paul Sullivan

ADDRESS: Madison Office Building, Suite 400

1155 Fifteenth Street

Washington, D.C. 20005

TRT~DOUZ: (202) 659-3900

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

January 6. 1986
Date

RESPONDENT' S MANE:

ADDRESS:

* HONE PHONE:

BUSINESS PIQUE:

g
S gnature

Bruce McDougal (Listed in complaint as Bruce Macougal

411 Elm Street

Dallas, Texas 75202

(214) 296-4635

(214) 749-8585
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JAMES F. SCHOENER 202 769-5600
202 ~S*-9644

January 13, 1986

Robert Raich, Esquire
Office of General Counsel '-. -~
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W. -

Washington, D.C. 20463 CIt

Re: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Raich:

On behalf of my client, Thomas B. Carter, I submit the
following response to the complaint of Robert M. Greenberg. An
affidavit attesting to these facts has been mailed to Mr. Carter
for signature and notarization and will be filed with the
Commission as soon as returned.

As to specific allegations, Mr. Carter was not a member,
participant or contributor to the 'ad hoc group' of Dallas area
citizens who were searching for a prospective candidate for
Republican nomination as member of Congress in 1986 for the Fifth
Congressional District of Texas. Mr. Carter was interviewed by
the group and filled out a questionaire as one of several
prospective candidates. Other than the interview sessions he
attended no other meetings.

N
Mr. Carter did not help frame the polling questions nor were

the results of the poll disclosed to him; his only knowledge of
the poll results were obtained from Dallas newspapers.

That subsequent to the interviews and after the filing of
the Greenberg complaint, he formed an exploratory committee and
will file a statement of candidacy and designation of a campaign
committee if, in the future, he decides to become a candidate for
nomination in the 1986 Republican primary.

If there is any question or matter of complaint not
completely answered by these facts, please call at your
convenience. It is our belief that the complaint as it affects
Mr. Carter should be dismissed.

spectfully submitted,

mes F. Schoener
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6 January 1986

CERTIFIED MAIL RETW RECEIPT UESTED

Mr. Charles N. Steele, General Counsel
C-Federal Election Commission

999 E Street W.V. '~'

Washington, D.C. 20463 C.n

Re: 1'IUR 2113

Attn: Kenneth A. GrosS...)
Associate Counse~1' .'fl

r%~
Dear Mr. Steele:

I am writing in response to your certified notification dated December
24, 1985, of the complaint lodged against me by Mr. Robert M. Greenberg.

0 Your return receipt will indicate that I took delivery of the letter
on January 2, 1986, owing to my being out of the state to arrange for
and to attend my father's funeral at the time home delivery was attempted.
Mr. Greenberg alleges that I am a member of a group he believes to be
subject to provisions of 2 U.S.C. 1 433 of the Federal Campaign Act of 1971
and that the group has violated the Act by not complying with those
provisions.

I)
I submit the following statements of fact, true to the best of my know-
ledge and sworn before a notary public on the date indicated, regarding
Mr. Greenberg's allegations as they pertain to me:

1. I had no knowledge of the group to which Mr. Greenberg refers prior
to the last week in October 1985. Between that date and December 4, 1985,
at the invitation of a friend I twice met with what was described to me as
"an informal group of people interested in the Fifth Congressional District

N race." I knew only a few of the persons present at the first meeting, one
of whom was the person who asked me to attend if I wished to do so. I
noticed there was not a great deal of overlap in attendance at the first
and second meetings, and that I knew only one of the newcomers. Several
persons present at the first meeting did not attend the second. Of the
persons Mr. Greenberg alleges to be members of the offending group, I
know Iq~te~Mr. Bill Ceverha and Councilman Jerry Rucker fairly well; I have
met Mr. Russell Perry at various civic events but do not have even a
nodding acquaintance with him; I did not know Kay Tinner, Louis Beecherl,
Bruce Macougal nor Virginia Steenson prior to my attending the first
meeting and have seen none of them since the second meeting described above.

2. Mr. Greenberg alleges that I and other persons he identifies as "the
prospective candidates..., interviewed by the group" are members of the
group. Of these persons, I knew only one prior to the first meeting.
Former councilman Paul Fielding was an elementary school friend of my daugh-
ter in the 1960's. I had heard of but never met Tom Carter and Bill Blackwood.
I had never heard of Ernest Winkfield.



Mr. Charles N. Stee~
Page2

3. I never contributed anything of value, monetary or otherwise, to the
group to which Mr. Greenberg refers.

4. I never received anything of value, monetary or otherwise, from the

group to which Mr. Greenberg refers.

5. Although I was at the time I met with the group and am still somewhat

interested in becoming a candidate in the Republican primary for the 5th

congressional District seat, it is far from certain that I will do so.

6. The group to which Mr. Greenberg refers ultimately chose to endorse

Tom Carter if he becomes a candidate for the congressional seat. If any

group of which I were a member should have endorsed a candidate other than

me, I would be yelling louder than Mr. Greenberg is.

The above statements made under oath clearly demonstrate that insofar as they

pertain to me, Mr. Greenberg's allegations are without basis in fact. I

respectfully request that they be disregarded. I will not be represented

by counsel in this matter and ask that you notify me of developments that

ensue.

ours ver truly,

Ruth Nicholson

All the facts in the above account are true to the best of my knowledge and

are hereby sworn to by me before a notary public on this the 8th day of

J uary

C

Ruth~Nicholson
1917 Melody Lane
Garland, Texas 75042

/

Nota lic n d for the State of Texas

My commission expires: _________________
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803) 653-3900

January 14, 1986
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SOS) 755-5150

Mr. Robert Raich, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Raich:

Please find enclosed the original and three (3) copies of
the response to MIJR 2113 filed on behalf of those Respondents
designated in the document. The response enclosed contains an
affidavit mistakenly deleted in the response filed January 13,
1986 with the Commission secretary's office in addition to
several other minor corrections. I would request you use the
enclosed response in lieu of the one filed yesterday, and that
you return a date stamped copy to me.

Thank you for your cooperation.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COIOIIBBION

Robert H. Greenberg ) HUE 2113
)

V. )
)

Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, ) Z
Jerry Rucker, Louis Beecheri, Jr., )
Bill Blackwood, Bill Cevera, )
Paul Fielding, Ruth Nicholson )
Bruce HoDougal, Tom Carter, Jr., ) -~

Virginia Steenson and )
Ernest Winkfield ) p

This response is filed with the Federal Election Commission

(Commission) pursuant to 2 Usc 437(g) (a) (1) and on behalf of the

following individuals: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, Louis
Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Jerry Rucker, Paul Fielding, and

p Bruce McDougal.

INTRODUCTION

The complaint filed by Hr. Greenberg essentially alleges a

group of individuals including those noted above came together to

make a disbursement for a poll which would be classified as an
cc

"expenditure" pursuant to 2 Usc 431(9) (A) * 1 Though not stated

explicitly, it is presumed for purposes of this response only,

that this alleged expenditure was in excess of $1,000. As a

result, the complaint alleges this group became a political

1Unless otherwise noted, all statutory references herein are
to Title 2 of the United States Code.
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committee as defined as 431(4)(A) and had a duty to file a

statement of organization pursuant to 433(a). No other

violations are alleged nor are there any facts alleged upon which

a violation may be construed against the group as a whole or any

of the named individuals.

This response will evidence the fact that the disbursements

made for the poll were not within the definition of an

expenditure nor were any other minor disbursements which the

group may have made. Secondly, it will be shown that the

complaint fails to alleges any violation against any individual,
,fl

and therefore, the entire matter should be dismissed with a

finding of no reason to believe with respect to all of the

individuals and the group as a whole.

FACTS

For purposes of this response, a distinction should be made

between those individuals named due to their participation in the

group and those named by Mr. Greenberg because they were

allegedly prospective candidates and on that basis alone, alleged
N to be members of the group.

a:
Those individuals who are considered prospective candidates

by Mr. Greenberg and therefore deemed to be members of the group

included Mr. Bill Blackwood and Mr. Paul Fielding. These two

individuals were merely approached by members of the group in

order to determine if they would consider becoming a candidate

for the congressional nomination. Neither of these two

individuals were privy to any of the discussion or information of

the group. (See Tinner Affidavit)



In the case of Mr. Blackwood, the only dealings he had with
the group other than the discussion regarding his potential

candidacy was the appearance he made at the press conference.

However, as noted in the press release attached to the complaint,

Mr. Blackwood had already decided and stated that he would not

consider entering the congressional race.

In regard to the group of individuals other than the
prospective candidates, they were merely an informal group of
community, business, and political leaders interested in seeing
that someone was a Republican nominee for the 5th congressional

district in 1986. Their concern stemmed back to the 1984 general

election when Congressman John Bryant, the present encuinbent, ran
unopposed. This group of individuals through informal
discussion, routine in any community, decided to conduct initial
research into the make up of the 5th congressional district and
to take a look at the initial field of individuals who might
consider becoming candidates for this election. (See Tinner

Affidavit) Thus, the sole purpose of this group was to become

educated about the congressional district and attempt to find a

competent candidate.

Once that was accomplished, the group had no other goal.

Contrary to the statement in the complaint, this group had no
intention of going forward subsequent to their work described in

this response. Therefore there was no intention to raise funds

or make expenditures on behalf of any candidate.

After the group received the poll results and had spoken
with the list of individuals whom they consider potentially good



candidates, the group held a press conference and disbanned. No
public endorsement was made by the group as to any individual as
a potential candidate, nor was any person publicly endorsed or

encouraged to seek the nomination.

The purchase of the poll which appears to be at the heart of
the complaint was agreed to by the group in order to obtain a
better appreciation for the political profile of the 5th
congressional district. This was considered a rather essential
step in order for the group to achieve its goal since there was
no Republican candidate in 1984 and thus no data available to

N
them to gage the political strengths or pertinent issues in the

district.

There were no solicitations nor collection of funds to pay
for the poll. It was contracted by one individual using personal

S. funds. (See Tinner Affidavit)

0 The questions presented in the poll consisted of typical
demographic questions, name recognition of elected officials from
President Reagan to local officials and a variety of issues

N
including nuclear freeze, prayer in school, foreign aid, balanced
budget, and the MX missle. The mere fact that an incumbent
congressman's name identification was raised in the poll does not
imply that its purpose is to influence his or her election. As
was the case here, such questions along with many others are
required to give an accurate political profile of any election

district.

The group released certain portions of the poll at a press
conference on December 3, 1985 in order to encourage individuals
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to consider seeking the Republican nomination in the 5th

congressional district. (See Press Release attached to

Complaint)

ARGUMENTS

I
The Comlaint Fails To Allege Any Facts Aaainst

tu
A Violation Of The Act

The sole violation alleged in the complaint, is the failure
of this group to register as a political committee pursuant to

433(a). The duty to register as a political committee is the

obligation of the committee not that of any single individual who

may have participated to one degree of another in the group's

activities. Absent a violation of the Act personally committed

by a member of the political committee, the Commission has not

found an individual liable for the actions of the political

committee. The Commission has adopted the policy that committee

treasurers are named in all enforcement actions, however, only

within their official capacity as treasurer; not personally. The

Act and Regulations did not envision, nor do they permit,

severable liability against a member of a group for the

violations committed by the committee.

In the last paragraph on page 2 of the complaint, Mr.

Greenberg states that since the group has "not designated a

treasurer, I am making the complaint against all members of the

group, including prospective candidates". The prospective

candidates according to the newspaper article attached to the



complaint include Mr. Blackwood, Mr. Fielding, Mr. Carter, and

Ms. Nicholson.

These "prospective candidates" as they are referred to by

Mr. Greenberg are not alleged nor did they have any dealings

whatsoever with the organization or the operation of the group.

In view of this fact, there is no basis whatsoever to consider

any of these individuals liable for the organization of the group

and thus responsible by virtue of this argument to be treasurers

of the committee. There are no facts alleged and there are no

violations alleged against any of these prospective candidates

within their individual capacity. The mere fact that these

individuals were spoken to by the group does not constitute any

type of violation under the Act. Thus, the Commission should

in find no reason to believe and close the matter as it relates to

these named prospective candidates.

0 Similarly, the individual members of the group are not

alleged to have undertaken any activities, but for the fact that

they belong to this group. That on its face, is not a basis for

any violation under the Act. The mere fact that they belong to

this group does not impute to them the responsibility to act as

treasurer of the committee nor to file a statement of

organization on behalf of the group. As noted above, that duty,

if any exists here, lies with the group as a whole, not with the

individuals who make up the group. Of course, once a treasurer

is appointed, the duty to report to the Commission under section

434 is the treasurer's responsibility. However, since this group
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is not considered a political committee, there was no requirement

to have a treasurer.

Based on the foregoing, the Commission should find no reason

to believe against the individuals who are alleged to be members

of the group and close the file as it relates to them.

II

This Group Was Not A Political Committee. And
Therefore Was Not Required To Re~rister

Pursuant to 2 USC 433

The requirements of 433(a) require only a political

committee, as defined at 431(4)(A), to file a statement of
0

organization and comply with the corresponding reporting

obligations found at 434. If the group is not a political

committee within this definition, it need not register nor comply

with any of the aforementioned reporting obligations. A

political committee is defined at 431(4) (A) as:

o Any committee, club, association or other
group of persons which receives contributions
aggregating in excess of $1,000 during a
calendar year or which makes expenditures
aggregating in excess of $1,000 during a
calendar year;

The Act defines contribution at 431(8) (A) as:

Any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or
deposit of money or anything of value made by
any person for the purpose of influencing any
election for federal office;

The definition for expenditure as defined at 431(9) (A) is:

Any purchase, payment, distribution, loan,
advance, deposit, or gift of money or
anything of value, made by any person for the
purpose of influencing any election for
federal office;



Applying these definitions to the preceding set of facts,

the Respondents contend that this group is not a political

committee since it did not make expenditures in excess of $1,000.
Therefore, it incurred no responsibility to register as a
political committee. The only funds expended, but for minor

items such as several pieces of paper upon which to type agendas,
were those to purchase the poll which is referred to in the
complaint. No funds were solicited nor were any monies collected

by any of the group members, perspective candidates or anyone
else for purposes of supporting the group. Thus, the sole
transaction which can be alleged to have triggered this group to
become a political committee is the purchase of the poll. The
purchase of the poll would have to be for "purposes of

influencing an election" in order for it to be deemed an
expenditure. As will be shown below, such was not the purpose.

The purpose of the poll was to assist the group in gaining

an insight into the political profile of the district. It was

never intended to be given to a candidate nor has it ever been
given to any candidate. The single disclosure of the polls

results, outside the group, was that information provided to the

public at the press conference. The results were made public

with the hope that it would encourage Republicans to consider

becoming a candidate for the 5th congressional seat. At the time
the poll was conducted and in fact at the time a portion of the
poll results were released at the press conference, there were no

Republican candidates for the 1986 primary election. Therefore,
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there was no campaign or election which could be influenced by

this poll.

The courts have consistently advocated a narrow
interpretation of the definition of a political committee when
viewing a group's activities. Correspondingly, they have given a
narrow interpretation of the activities considered to be "made
for purposes of influencing an election for federal office" as
used in 431(8) (A) and (9)(A). In the cases cited below, a common

theme runs throughout: when balancing a group's first amendment
right of association with the statutory requirements to have to

register as a political committee, there must be a close nexus
between the purpose of the group and its activities and a clearly
identified candidate. Without such a demonstration, the first
amendment right of association outweighs any statutory duty for

the group to have to register as a political committee.

In U.S. v. National Committee for Impeachment, 469 F.2d 1135

(2d Circuit, 1972), the National Committee for Impeachment (NCI)
purchased advertising space in a newspaper during the month of

May of an election year. The advertisement stated it would make
resources available to any candidate for the House of
Representatives regardless of party affiliation, if they would

indicate support for the impeachment resolution pending in the

House.

The government sought to have NCI register as a political

committee since it expended funds in purchasing advertising space
"for the purpose of influencing" an election. In reversing the
lower court, the Second Circuit Court of Appeals held that NCI



was not a political committee because their activities were not

made for purposes of influencing an election as that term was

used at 431(e) and Cf)2. The court, in weighing the first

amendments safeguards with the requirement of the Act to register

as a political committee reasoned that the Act intended there to

be a definite connection between the committee and the candidate.

In reference to this interpretation of "made for purposes of
influencing" the court concluded such disbursements required them

to be made "with the authorization or consent, expressed or

implied or under the control, direct or indirect, of a candidate

or his agents... we also construe the act to apply only to
committee soliciting contributions or making expenditures a major

purpose of which is the nomination or election of candidates."

This standard was subsequently subscribed to in ACLU V. Jennincis,

366 F.Supp. 1041 (D.D.C., 1973), likewise, the court in Buckley

v. Valeo, 424 Us 1 (1976), agreed that this type of narrow

interpretation must be given to the definition of political

committee in light of the first amendment considerations for

freedom of association.

More recently, the same concerns for the first amendment
rights cause the court in Federal Election Commission V.

Machinist Nonpartisan Political Leaciue, 655 F.2d 380 (D.C.

2These were the pre-1979 citations to the definition ofcontribution and expenditures which are presently defined at431(8) and (9). Though Respondents recognize the 1979 amendmentsdeleted reference to election of any person, the amendment stillrequires disbursements to be for influencinci an electioi~ which isnot present in this matter as defined by the cited cases.
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Circuit, 1981), cert. denied, 102 S.Ct. 397 (1981), and g~~j
Election Commission v. Florida for Kennedy Committee, 681 F.2d
1281 (11th Circuit, 1982) to hold that "draft committees" were
not political committees under the definition of the Act and thus
were not under the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission.

In both of these draft committee cases, the court cited with
approval those cases cited above which require that the narrow
interpretation be given to the definition of "made for purposes
of influencing" and thus, the definition of "political

Committee".
4~.

Despite the 1979 amendments, the Commission publicly
'p

acknowledges and adheres to the holdings in the two draft
committee cases as precluding jurisdiction over these types of
groups. (See FEC Annual Report 1984 page 35; Legislative

Recommendations, Definitions: Draft Committees).

With these draft committee cases in mind, if the Commission
views the activities of the Respondent group in this particular

C matter, they fall far short of either qualifying the group as a
N draft committee let alone a political committee. In the MNPL

supra, and Florida for Kennedy Committee, supra, the group
publicly and actively encouraged Senator Kennedy to become a
candidate to seek the Democratic nomination for President. The
draft committees in those cases solicited funds and received
funds, made public advertising statements about encouraging
Senator Kennedy to seek the nomination and developed an
organization in numerous states for purposes of advocating their

message.
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Contrasting the facts in this case, there was no
individual's name who was publicly endorsed as the nominee nor
were the activities of the group including the purchase of the
poll, for purposes of encouraging any specific individual to seek
the nomination. In fact, the contrary was true. The group was
merely attempting to locate the type of person who might make a
good candidate based on the poll results. No funds were
solicited nor were any received by the group, nor were there any
public advertising statements regarding any individuals potential

candidacy.
9f~

Thus, the activities failed to demonstrate the type of nexus
__ between a candidate and a group's activities which the courts

have required in order to have the groups register as a political

committee. In this particular situation, the activities fall

short of being classified as those of a "draft committee" which

the courts have deemed not to be political committees under the

Act.

Revealing portions of the polling data at the press
N

conference did not change the characterization of the group or
the disbursements made for the poll. There was certainly no
information in the poll which advocated any candidates election.

Nor did any of the data released advocate the defeat of any

candidate. As cited in the cases above, it is this standard of
advocating the election of a candidate which the Commission must
view in determining if the activities are sufficient to cause it

to become a political committee.
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Similarly, the press release which states the primary goal

of the group is the defeat of Bryant, is not sufficient to cause

the disbursements for the poll to retroactively be considered an

expenditure. At the time of the disbursements for the poll, the

group made no statements advocating the election or defeat to any

specific person or candidate. No activities of the group could

be considered to be advocating the defeat of a particular

candidate. This one sentence in the press release must be read

in conjunction with the balance of the committee's activities and

the balance of the statements in the press release.

From a pragmatic viewpoint, anytime a group decides to look

for a person to challenge an incumbent elected official, their

ultimate goal is the incumbent's defeat. The mere fact that the

obvious is stated as it was in this press release would not be

sufficient to convert the group's entire activities and purpose

into that of a political committee. Indeed, in I~nt±~n~.
Impeachment Committee, supra, and the "draft committee" cases

subsequently decided, each involved the implicit defeat of

another candidate. However, the courts clearly require more than

this collateral intemt to require the group to have to register

as a political committee.

This poll was not used for the purpose of advocating the

defeat of any candidate nor has it been given to any group which

advocates the defeat of any candidate.

Any attempt to bootstrap the cost of the poll to this single

statement in the press release must also fail. The regulations

at 11 CFR 106.4(c) states in part:



Tkie acceptance of any part of a poll's
result, prior to receipt, has been made
public without any request, authorisation,
prearrangement or coordination by the
candidate-recipient or political
committee-recipient shall not be treated as a
contribution in-kind and expenditure under
paragraph (b) of this section.

Thus, the public disclosure of such polling data cannot in

and of itself cause it to become an expenditure.

As noted above, this one line in the press release is not
sufficient to escalate the true purpose and the other activities

of the group to that which would cause it to become a political
committee. It must be read in balance with the rest of the press
release. For example, at page 2 of the press release, Mr. Cevera
properly summarized as the purpose of the group and their

activities as:

"The purpose of our group, (said Cevera) was
to insure that the Republican party did not
make the mistake it did in 1984, when no
candidate filed against Bryant... we are
confident that after the group has been
briefed on the entire poll, they will move
full speed ahead to insure a successful
campaign and that a strong challenger will
soon emerge."

This reflects the true intent and the activities of the
group; to have individuals come forward who may be interested in
seeking the Republican nomination. Such activities and purposes

are insufficient to cause the disbursement or activities of the

group to be labled "expenditures" as defined in the Act.
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Based upon the facts

Commission should find no

individuals and the group as

Respectfully submitted.

McN~

Submitted By:

)NCWSION

and arguments set out above,

reason to believe against

a whole and close this file.

Gl n Korad s Corley Singletary

In

S.
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January 7, 1985

fir. Charles N. Steel e
General Counsel
Federal Election Conuission
Washington, D. C. 20463

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Steele:

I am a City Councilman of Dallas re-elected at-large in April 1985
in a non-partisan election for a term ending in May 1987. As a
public figure, I am alerted to the prospect that my name appears

'7 in public print media often in a context which is frequently in-
accurate and sometimes downright malicious. In the matter referenced

V above, the use of my name falls into the category of inaccurate.

I am not part of any connittee ad hoc or otherwise to unseat John
Bryant unless being a Republican qualifies me for that position.

C It is not my practice to engage in correction or recrimination with
public print media for mistaken usage or accreditation of acts as
may serve to fill the slow season in political reporting. Mr. Merida
nor anyone else from the Dallas Morning News ever contacted me con-
cerning the story in whicFFi7iame appeared. Mr. Greenberg, who

N filed the complaint on the strength of the newspaper story, has not
discussed the matter with me.

Mr. Greenberg is a friend of mine and even an occasional supporter
of mine in political contests. That he would file the complaint on
the strength of a newspaper story without at least talking with me
lends credence to the premise that this is simply a politically
motivated action to which the truth of the allegations is less im-
portant than the fact that a complaint has been made. Mr. Greenberg
is the Dallas County Democratic Party Chairman. I respect him but
in this case, he is wrong on the facts and wrong on my alleged in-
vol vement.



Mr. Charles N. Steele
January 7, 1985
Page 2

Public life nowadays Is rather perilous for one who is jealous of
principle and the use of one's name. I do not, as a rule, engage
in attempts to urge correction of every newspaper story In which
my name is Inaccurately portrayed. I find It very troubling that
your agency would seek to compel me to do so in order to prove the
negative of my involvement In an ad hoc conunittee to which uly nan'.
was attributed In a December 3, 1985 Dallas ~~yj~4n News story, a
copy of which was served upon me on December , 8 accompanyIng
your agency's notice that I have been complained of on the strength
of mention In the newspaper story. Perhaps you have no choice. Having

been now accused neither do I but to deny the story.
I have not been solicited nor have I contributed to any such conmnittee
nor have I been made aware of any contributions by any such conuittee

'7 to any prospective candidate. I know of no other thing of value
collected or paid by any such coninittee as alluded to in the story
which now Is made the basis of a complaint. Whether such a conmnittee
even exists Is unknown to me. I can say that I am not a member of one,
if one even exists.

I am not displeased to have been included in the list of prominento and admirable citizens which has become the focus of your complaint
but, in this context, I am afraid that I am undeserving of the mention

'7 made.
0

1 trust this will adequately respond to the allegations made. In short,
N "it ain't so!tt Both Mr. Greenberg and Mr. Merida could have got It

straight from me and saved all of us a lot of trouble if either of
them had taken the trouble to ask me . . . as you have. I respectfully
request that my response remain confidential.

I trust that this general denial will put the matter to rest.

The facts and denials in the account foregoing are true and accurate to
the best of my knowledge and are hereby sworn by me before a notary
public on this _______________ day of __________________, 1986.

~OOM~rilla; Dallas, TX 75201

4~AA&A~&dL
Notary Public in and for
County, State of Texas /1

My corrunission expires on /0 /'~-s-/g6
I
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AFFIDAVIT OF KAY B. TINNER

1. I am Kay Tinner and I have personal knowledge of the matters presented herein.

2. A group of individuals and myself were chatting about the 1986 5th Congressional
District race and decided it was a shame that the District should go without
having a really fair contest between a liberal and a conservative candidate.
We decided that if anything was going to be done we would have to have a
meeting of community and political leaders. We decided we would talk to people
who would be good potential candidates and try to persuade them to take a close
look at the race.

3. 1 put together a list of business and political activists in the community and
invited them to attend a meeting to discuss the 5th Congressional District. The
first meeting was held November 7, 1985.

4. At the meeting we decided everyone should go out and talk to people about the
race. We had what we considered some good potential candidates at the first
meeting, but we wanted to expand the number and make sure that anybody and
everybody who was interested in the race would consider coming back and talking
to our group.

5. At the first meeting, we discussed things about the district. Some individualsV who were there had studied the district, and based upon their opinion, we really
felt that a Republican had a good chance of winning the 5th Congressional District.
We also decided that one person should do a poll of the District to find out what
the District political profile looked like. We thought we would talk with some
additional potential candidates, and, in order to get to know them better, wegave them a questionnaire to fill out. We also decided to have a second meeting
to look over the questionnaires and evaluate the individuals. The meeting wasadjourned and each person had a little job to do: talking to potential candidates,
or handing out questionnaires, and evaluating the answers, and one person to do
the poll.

6. On December 5 our second meeting was held. We had all the potential candidatesN present who had their questionnaires turned in, and the questionnaires were
reviewed by the group. The first thing we did at the meeting was to sit down
with the potential candidates and talk about their questionnaires. We asked
them all the questions we wanted to our satisfaction, and then we dismissed them.
The potential candidates left the building.

7. We then talked about the poll that had been conducted and how it made the District
look, whether it was winnable, and whether it was worth all of us putting our time
and energy behind it. As a conclusion to our meeting I said that as a result of
this group's activities, it looked like we had some individuals who were willing
to be candidates. The poll indicated for all of us to our satisfaction that we
had a shot at the race -- putting a conservative Republican in the seat.

8. As my parting comment for everyone at the meeting I said I hoped they had found
a candidate they could support and 17 wished they would support that particular
candidate after they left the meeting. I stated that as an ad hoc group our
work was done -- we had done what we set out to do, which is the right of every
citizen in the United States -- to be a part of the political process.
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9. We appointed two Individuals who would talk to the press about what we did at
the meeting If there was any interest. Everybody was Just instructed to support
a candidate of their choice and participate in the 5th Congressional District
because a Republican and a conservative did have an opportunity there.

10. There were some people who were at the meeting as potential candidates, but they
were not members of our ad hoc group. Those individuals were Bill Blackwood,
Paul Fielding, Ruth Nicholson and Tom Carter. They did not see the poll nor were
they solicited for funds to pay for the poll. Each member of the committee
operated as their own person, as citizens interested in good politics.

What I have stated in this sununation is my overview of our ad hoc group. I affirm
that everything in this statement is truthful to the very best of my ability.

N

SUBSCRIBED AND SMJRN TO before me, this IO'~ day of

NOTARY PUBLIC in and f r t e S a e of Texas
C

My Commission Expires:

RUTHAWN MURPHY
N NOTARY PUBLK~ ~~ATE OF TEXAS

COMMISSiON EXPiRES 5-7--U
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BEFORE TUE FEDUAL ELECTION CONMISSION

Robert N. Greenberg KUR 2113

)Kay Tinner, Russell Perry,
Jerry Rucker, Louis Beecheri, Jr.,
Bill Blackvood, Bill Cevera,
Paul Fielding, Ruth Nicholson )
Bruce XcDougal, Tom Carter, Jr., )
Virginia Steenson and )
Ernest Winkfield )

This response is tiled with the Federal Election Commission
(Commission) pursuant to 2 USC 437(g) (a) (1) and on behalf of the

following individuals: Kay Tinner, Russell Perry, Louis

Beecherl, Jr., Bill Blackwood, Jerry Rucker, Paul Fielding, and
Lfl

Bruce McDougal.
.4.

INTRODUCTIONe
The complaint filed by Mr. Greenberg essentially alleges a

group of individuals including those noted above came together to

make a disbursement for a poll which would be classified as an

"expenditure" pursuant to 2 USC 431(9) (A) *l Though not stated

explicitly, it is presumed for purposes of this response only,

that this alleged expenditure was in excess of $1,000. As a

result, the complaint alleges this group became a political

1Unless otherwise noted, all statutory references herein are
to Title 2 of the United States Code.



committee as defined as 431(4) (A) and had a duty to file a

statement of organization pursuant to 433 (a). No other

violations are alleged nor are there any facts alleged upon which

a violation may be construed against the group as a whole or any

of the named individuals.

This response will evidence the fact that the disbursements

made for the poll were not within the definition of an

expenditure nor were any other minor disbursements which the

group may have made. Secondly, it will be shown that the

complaint fails to alleges any violation against any individual,

and therefore, the entire matter should be dismissed with a

finding of no reason to believe with respect to all of the

individuals and the group as a whole.

FACTS

For purposes of this response, a distinction should be made

between those individuals named due to their participation in the

group and those named by Hr. Greenberg because they were

allegedly prospective candidates and on that basis alone, alleged

to be members of the group.

Those individuals who are considered prospective candidates

by Mr. Greenberg and therefore deemed to be members of the group

included Mr. Bill Blackwood and Mr. Paul Fielding. These two

individuals were merely approached by members of the group in

order to determine if they would consider becoming a candidate

for the congressional nomination. Neither of these two

individuals were privy to any of the discussion or information of

the group. (See Tinner Affidavit)



In the case of Mr. Blackwood, the only dealings he had with
the group other than the discussion regarding his potential

candidacy was the appearance he made at the press conference.
However, as noted in the press release attached to the complaint,
Mr. Blackwood had already decided and stated that he would not

consider entering the congressional race.

In regard to the group of individuals other than the
prospective candidates, they were merely an informal group of
community, business, and political leaders interested in seeing
that someone was a Republican nominee for the 5th congressional

'El district in 1986. Their concern stemmed back to the 1984 general

election when Congressman John Bryant, the present encumbent, ran
unopposed. This group of individuals through informal
discussion, routine in any community, decided to conduct initial

research into the make up of the 5th congressional district and
to take a look at the initial field of individuals who might

C
consider becoming candidates for this election. (See Tinner

Affidavit) Thus, the sole purpose of this group was to become

educated about the congressional district and attempt to find a

competent candidate.

Once that was accomplished, the group had no other goal.
Contrary to the statement in the complaint, this group had no
intention of going forward subsequent to their work described in

this response. Therefore there was no intention to raise funds

or make expenditures on behalf of any candidate.

After the group received the poll results and had spoken
with the list of individuals whom they consider potentially good
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candidates, the group held a press conference and disbanned. No
public endorsement was made by the group as to any individual as
a potential candidate, nor was any person publicly endorsed or

encouraged to seek the nomination.

The purchase of the poll which appears to be at the heart of
the complaint was agreed to by the group in order to obtain a
better appreciation for the political profile of the 5th
congressional district. This was considered a rather essential
step in order for the group to achieve its goal since there was
no Republican candidate in 1984 and thus no data available to
them to gage the political strengths or pertinent issues in the

district.

There were no solicitations nor collection of funds to pay
~ 9

for the poll. It was contracted by one individual using personal

funds. (See Tinner Affidavit)

The questions presented in the poll consisted of typical
demographic questions, name recognition of elected officials fromV
President Reagan to local officials and a variety of issues

N including nuclear freeze, prayer in school, foreign aid, balanced
budget, and the MX missle. The mere fact that an incumbent
congressman's name identification was raised in the poll does not
imply that its purpose is to influence his or her election. As
was the case here, such questions along with many others are
required to give an accurate political profile of any election

district.

The group released certain portions of the poll at a press
conference on December 3, 1985 in order to encourage individuals



to consider seeking the Republican nomination in the 5th

congressional district. (See Press Release attached to

Complaint)

ARGUMENTS

I

The Comlaint Fails To Alisue Any Facts Acrainet

A Violation Of The Act

The sole violation alleged in the complaint, is the failure

of this group to register as a political committee pursuant to

433(a). The duty to register as a political committee is the

obligation of the committee not that of any single individual who

may have participated to one degree of another in the group's

activities. Absent a violation of the Act personally committed

by a member of the political committee, the Commission has not

found an individual liable for the actions of the political

committee. The Commission has adopted the policy that committee

treasurers are named in all enforcement actions, however, only

within their official capacity as treasurer; not personally. The

Act and Regulations did not envision, nor do they permit,

severable liability against a member of a group for the

violations committed by the committee.

In the last paragraph on page 2 of the complaint, Mr.

Greenberg states that since the group has "not designated a

treasurer, I am making the complaint against all members of the

group, including prospective candidates". The prospective

candidates according to the newspaper article attached to the



complaint include Mr. Blackwood, Mr. Fielding, Mr. Carter, and

Ms. Nicholson.

These "prospective candidates" as they are referred to by

Mr. Greenberg are not alleged nor did they have any dealings

whatsoever with the organization or the operation of the group.

In view of this fact, there is no basis whatsoever to consider

any of these individuals liable for the organization of the group

and thus responsible by virtue of this argument to be treasurers

of the committee. There are no facts alleged and there are no

violations alleged against any of these prospective candidates

within their individual capacity. The mere fact that these

individuals were spoken to by the group does not constitute any

type of violation under the Act. Thus, the Commission should

find no reason to believe and close the matter as it relates to

these named prospective candidates.

Similarly, the individual members of the group are not

alleged to have undertaken any activities, but for the fact that

they belong to this group. That on its face, is not a basis for

any violation under the Act. The mere fact that they belong to

this group does not impute to them the responsibility to act as

treasurer of the committee nor to file a statement of

organization on behalf of the group. As noted above, that duty,

if any exists here, lies with the group as a whole, not with the

individuals who make up the group. Of course, once a treasurer

is appointed, the duty to report to the Commission under section

434 is the treasurer's responsibility. However, since this group
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is not considered a political committee, there was no requirement

to have a treasurer.

Eased on the foregoing, the Commission should find no reason

to believe against the individuals who are alleged to be members

of the group and close the file as it relates to them.

II

Pursuant to 2 Usc 433

The requirements of 433(a) require only a political

committee, as defined at 431(4) (A), to file a statement of

organization and comply with the corresponding reporting

obligations found at 434. If the group is not a political

committee within this definition, it need not register nor comply
-V

with any of the aforementioned reporting obligations. A
i-fl

political committee is defined at 431(4) (A) as:

Any committee, club, association or other
group of persons which receives contributions
aggregating in excess of $1,000 during a
calendar year or which makes expenditures
aggregating in excess of $1,000 during a
calendar year;

N

The Act defines contribution at 431(8) (A) as:
Any gift, subscription, loan, advance, or
deposit of money or anything of value made by
any person for the purpose of influencing any
election for federal office;

The definition for expenditure as defined at 431(9) (A) is:

Any purchase, payment, distribution, loan,
advance, deposit, or gift of money or
anything of value, made by any person for the
purpose of influencing any election for
federal office;



Applying these definitions to the preceding set of facts,

the Respondents contend that this group is not a political

committee since it did not make expenditures in excess of $1,000.

Therefore, it incurred no responsibility to register as a

political committee. The only funds expended, but for minor

items such as several pieces of paper upon which to type agendas,

were those to purchase the poll which is referred to in the

complaint. No funds were solicited nor were any monies collected

by any of the group members, perspective candidates or anyone

else for purposes of supporting the group. Thus, the sole

transaction which can be alleged to have triggered this group to

become a political committee is the purchase of the poll. The

purchase of the poll would have to be for "purposes of

influencing an election" in order for it to be deemed an

expenditure. As will be shown below, such was not the purpose.

The purpose of the poll was to assist the group in gaining

an insight into the political profile of the district. It was

never intended to be given to a candidate nor has it ever been

given to any candidate. The single disclosure of the polls

results, outside the group, was that information provided to the

public at the press conference. The results were made public

with the hope that it would encourage Republicans to consider

becoming a candidate for the 5th congressional seat. At the time

the poll was conducted and in fact at the time a portion of the

poll results were released at the press conference, there were no

Republican candidates for the 1986 primary election. Therefore,



there was no campaign or election which could be influenced by

this poll.

The courts have consistently advocated a narrow

interpretation of the definition of a political committee when

viewing a group's activities. Correspondingly, they have given a

narrow interpretation of the activities considered to be "made

for purposes of influencing an election for federal office" as

used in 431(8) (A) and (9)(A). In the cases cited below, a common

theme runs throughout: when balancing a group's first amendment

right of association with the statutory requirements to have to

register as a political committee, there must be a close nexus

N between the purpose of the group and its activities and a clearly

identified candidate. Without such a demonstration, the first

amendment right of association outweighs any statutory duty for

the group to have to register as a political committee.

In U.S. V. National Committee for ImDeachment, 469 F.2d 1135

(2d Circuit, 1972), the National Committee for Impeachment (NCI)

purchased advertising space in a newspaper during the month of

N May of an election year. The advertisement stated it would make

resources available to any candidate for the House of

Representatives regardless of party affiliation, if they would

indicate support for the impeachment resolution pending in the

House.

The government sought to have NCI register as a political

committee since it expended funds in purchasing advertising space

"for the purpose of influencing" an election. In reversing the

lower court, the Second Circuit Court of Appeals held that NCI



was not a political committee because their activities were not

made for purposes of influencing an election as that term was

used at 431(e) and (f)2. The court, in weighing the first

amendments safeguards with the requirement of the Act to register

as a political committee reasoned that the Act intended there to

be a definite connection between the committee and the candidate.

In reference to this interpretation of "made for purposes of

influencing" the court concluded such disbursements required them

to be made "with the authorization or consent, expressed or

implied or under the control, direct or indirect, of a candidate

or his agents... we also construe the act to apply only to
N committee soliciting contributions or making expenditures a major

purpose of which is the nomination or election of candidates."

This standard was subsequently subscribed to in ACLU v. Jennings,

366 F.Supp. 1041 (D.D.C., 1973), likewise, the court in a~1~
v. Valeo, 424 Us 1 (1976), agreed that this type of narrow

C,
interpretation must be given to the definition of political

committee in light of the first amendment considerations for

N freedom of association.

More recently, the same concerns for the first amendment

rights cause the court in Federal Election Commission v.

Machinist NonDartisan Political League, 655 F.2d 380 (D.C.

2These were the pre-1979 citations to the definition of
contribution and expenditures which are presently defined at
431(8) and (9). Though Respondents recognize the 1979 amendments
deleted reference to election of any Derson, the amendment still
requires disbursements to be for inf1uencin~ an election which is
not present in this matter as defined by the cited cases.



Circuit, 1981), cert. denied, 102 S.Ct. 397 (1981), and ~

Election Commission v. Florida for Kennedy Committee, 681 F.2d

1281 (11th Circuit, 1982) to hold that "draft committees" were

not political committees under the definition of the Act and thus

were not under the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission.

In both of these draft committee cases, the court cited with

approval those cases cited above which require that the narrow

interpretation be given to the definition of "made for purposes

of influencing" and thus, the definition of "political

committee".

Despite the 1979 amendments, the Commission publicly

acknowledges and adheres to the holdings in the two draft

committee cases as precluding jurisdiction over these types of

groups. (See FEC Annual Report 1984 page 35; Legislative
in

Recommendations, Definitions: Draft Committees).

With these draft committee cases in mind, if the Commission

views the activities of the Respondent group in this particular

matter, they fall far short of either qualifying the group as a

N draft committee let alone a political committee. In the MNPL
su~ra, and Florida for Kennedy Committee, supra, the group

publicly and actively encouraged Senator Kennedy to become a

candidate to seek the Democratic nomination for President. The

draft committees in those cases solicited funds and received

funds, made public advertising statements about encouraging

Senator Kennedy to seek the nomination and developed an

organization in numerous states for purposes of advocating their

message.



Contrasting the fact5 in this case, there was no

individual's name who was publicly endorsed as the nominee nor

were the activities of the group including the purchase of the

poll, for purposes of encouraging any specific individual to seek

the nomination. In fact, the contrary was true. The group was

merely attempting to locate the type of person who might make a

good candidate based on the poll results. No fund* were

solicited nor were any received by th. group, nor were there any

public advertising statements regarding any individuals potential

candidacy.

Thus, the activities failed to demonstrate the type of nexus

between a candidate and a group's activities which the courts

have required in order to have the groups register as a political

committee. In this particular situation, the activities fall

short of being classified as those of a "draft committee" which

the courts have deemed not to be political committees under the

Act.

Revealing portions of the polling data at the press

conference did not change the characterization of the group or

the disbursements made for the poll. There was certainly no

information in the poll which advocated any candidates election.

Nor did any of the data released advocate the defeat of any

candidate. As cited in the cases above, it is this standard of

advocating the election of a candidate which the Commission must

view in determining if the activities are sufficient to cause it

to become a political committee.



Similarly, the press release which states the primary goal

of the group is the defeat of Bryant, is not sufficient to cause

the disbursements for the poll to retroactively be considered an

expenditure. At the time of the disbursements for the poll, the

group made no statements advocating the election or defeat to any

specific person or candidate. No activities of the group could

be considered to be advocating the defeat of a particular

candidate. This one sentence in the press release must be read

in conjunction with the balance of the committee's activities and

the balance of the statements in the press release.

I) From a pragmatic viewpoint, anytime a group decides to look
N

for a person to challenge an incumbent elected official, their

ultimate goal is the incumbent's defeat. The mere fact that the

obvious is stated as it was in this press release would not be

sufficient to convert the group's entire activities and purpose

e into that of a political committee. Indeed, in kL~i~.i2nk1
ImDeachment Committee, supra, and the "draft committee" cases

subsequently decided, each involved the implicit defeat of

N another candidate. However, the courts clearly require more than

this collateral intent to require the group to have to register

as a political committee.

This poll was not used for the purpose of advocating the

defeat of any candidate nor has it been given to any group which

advocates the defeat of any candidate.

Any attempt to bootstrap the cost of the poll to this single

statement in the press release must also fail. The regulations

at 11 CFR 106.4(c) states in part:



The acceptance of any part of a poll's
result, prior to receipt, has been made
public without any request, authorization,
prearrangement or coordination by the
candidate-recipient or political
committee-recipient shall not be treated as a
contribution in-kind and expenditure under
paragraph (b) of this section.

Thus, the public disclosure of such polling data cannot in

and of itself cause it to become an expenditure.

As noted above, this one line in the press release is not

sufficient to escalate the true purpose and the other activities

of the group to that which would cause it to become a political

committee. It must be read in balance with the rest of the press
0

N release. For example, at page 2 of the press release, Mr. Cevera
properly summarized as the purpose of the group and their

activities as:

tfl "The purpose of our group, (said Cevera) was
to insure that the Republican party did not
make the mistake it did in 1984, when no
candidate filed against Bryant... we are

o confident that after the group has been
briefed on the entire poll, they will move
full speed ahead to insure a successful
campaign and that a strong challenger will
soon emerge."

N
This reflects the true intent and the activities of the

group; to have individuals come forward who may be interested in

seeking the Republican nomination. Such activities and purposes

are insufficient to cause the disbursement or activities of the

group to be labled "expenditures" as defined in the Act.

14



Based upon the facts

Commission should find no

individuals and the group as

Respectfully ub.

~NCLUSION

and arguments set out above,

reason to believe against

a whole and close this file.

Submitted By:

the

the



January 7, 1985

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

RE: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Steele:

I am a City Councilman of Dallas re-elected at-large In April 1985
in a non-partisan election for a term ending in May 1987. As a
public figure, I am alerted to the prospect that uw name appears
in public print media often in a context which is frequently in-
accurate and sometimes downright malicious. In the matter referenced
above, the use of my name falls into the category of inaccurate.

I am not part of any coninittee ad hoc or otherwise to unseat John
Bryant unless being a Republican qualifies me for that position.

It is not my practice to engage in correction or recrimination with
C public print media for mistaken usage or accreditation of acts as

may serve to fill the slow season in political reporting. Mr. Merida
nor anyone else from the Dallas Morning News ever contacted me con-

C cerning the story in which my name appeared. Mr. Greenberg, who
filed the complaint on the strength of the newspaper story, has not

N discussed the matter with me.

Mr. Greenberg is a friend of mine and even an occasional supporter
of mine in political contests. That he would file the complaint on
the strength of a newspaper story without at least talking with me
lends credence to the premise that this is simply a politically
motivated action to which the truth of the allegations is less im-
portant than the fact that a complaint has been made. Mr. Greenberg
is the Dallas County Democratic Party Chairman. I respect him but
in this case, he is wrong on the facts and wrong on my alleged in-
vol vement.
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Mr. Charles N. Steele
January 7, 1985
Page 2

Public life nowadays is rather perilous for one who is jealous of
principle and the use of one's name. I do not, as a rule, engage
in attempts to urge correction of every newspaper story In which
my name is inaccurately portrayed. I find it very troubling that
your agency would seek to compel me to do so in order to prove the
negative of my involvement in an ad hoc conunittee to which my name
was attributed in a December 3, 1985 Dallas ~ News story, a
copy of which was served upon me on December~T9~ 5 accompanying
your agency's notice that I have been complained of on the strength
of mention in the newspaper story. Perhaps you have no choice. Having
been now accused neither do I but to deny the story.

I have not been solicited nor have I contributed to any such covmtittee
N nor have I been made aware of any contributions by any such conunittee

to any prospective candidate. I know of no other thing of value
collected or paid by any such conunittee as alluded to in the story
which now is made the basis of a complaint. Whether such a committee
even exists is unknown to me. I can say that I am not a member of one,
if one even exists.

I am not displeased to have been included in the list of prominent
and admirable citizens which has become the focus of your complaint

C, but, in this context, I am afraid that I am undeserving of the mention
made.

C I trust this will adequately respond to the allegations made. In short,
~it ain't so!" Both Mr. Greenberg and Mr. Merida could have got it

N straight from me and saved all of us a lot of trouble if either of
them had taken the trouble to ask me . . . as you have. I respectfully
request that my response remain confidential.

I trust that this general denial will put the matter to rest.

The facts and denials in the account foregoing are true and accurate to
the best of my knowledge and are hereby sworn by me before a notary
public on this _______________ day of _________________, 1986.

~OO14rilla; Dallas, TX 75201
Notary Public in and for
County, State of Texas

My conunission expires on )~ 1c~&/K6
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AFFIDAVIT OF KAY I * TINNER

1. I am Kay Tinner and I have personal knowledge of the matters presented herein.

2. A group of individuals and myself Nre chatting about the 1996 5th Congressional
District race and decided it was a shame that the District uhould go without
having a really fair contest between a liberal and a conservative candidate.
Pie decided that if anything was going to be done we would have to have a
meeting of coauunity and political leaders. We decided we would talk to people
who would be good potential candidates and try to persuade them to take a close
look at the race.

3. I put together a list of business and political activists in the community and
invited them to attend a meeting to discuss the 5th Congressional District. The
first meeting was held November 7, 1995.

4. At the meting we decided everyone should go out and talk to people about the
race. We had what we considered some good potential candidates at the first
meeting, but we wanted to expand the number and make sure that anybody and
everybody who was interested in the race would consider coming back and talking

o to our group.

5. At the first meeting, we discussed things about the district. Some individuals
who were there had studied the district, and based upon their opinion, we really
felt that a Republican had a good chance of winning the 5th Congressional District.
We also decided that one person should do a poll of the District to find out what
the District political profile looked like. We thought we would talk with some

fl additional potential candidates, and, in order to get to know them better, we
gave them a questionnaire to fill out. We also decided to have a second meeting
to look over the questionnaires and evaluate the individuals. The meeting was
adjourned and each person had a little job to do: talking to potential candidates,
or handing out questionnaires, and evaluating the answers, and one person to do
the poll.

6. on December 5 our second meeting was held. We had all the potential candidates
present who had their questionnaires turned in, and the questionnaires were
reviewed by the group. The first thing we did at the meeting was to sit down
with the potential candidates and talk about their questionnaires. We asked
them all the questions we wanted to our satisfaction, and then we dismissed them.
The potential candidates left the building.

7. We then talked about the poll that had been conducted and how it made the District
look, whether it was winnable, and whether it was worth all of us putting our time
and energy behind it. As a conclusion to our meeting I said that as a result of
this group's activities, it looked like we had some individuals who were willing
to be candidates. The poll indicated for all of us to our satisfaction that we
had a shot at the race -- putting a conservative Republican in the seat.

8. As my parting cormnent for everyone at the meeting I said I hoped they had found
a candidate they could support and I wished they would support that particular
candidate after they left the meeting. I stated that as an ad hoc group our
work was done -- we had done what we set out to do, which is the right of every
citizen in the United States -- to be a part of the political process.



9. We appointed two individuals who would talk to the presa about what we did at
the eting if there was any interest. Ev.rybody was just instructed to support~
a candidate of their choice and partici pate in the 5th CongressIonal District
because a Republican end a conservative did have an opportunity there.

10. There were soaw people who wer. at the meeting aa potential candidates, but they
were not mbers of our ad hoc group. Those individuals were Bill Blackwood,
Paul Fielding, Ruth Nicholson and 1'om Carter. They did not see the poll nor were
they solicited for funds to pay for the poll. Each member of the cozuuittee
operated as their own person, as citizens interested in good politics.

What I have stated in this summation is my overview of our ad hoc group. I affirm
that everything in this statement is truthful to the very best of my ability.

~.1~

SUBXRIBED AND ShV1W 2~) before me, this 1'~t~ day of

In
'9.

e
My Cowission Expires:

RIJT14AMN MURPHY
NOTARY PUBLIC Z~ATE OF TEXAS

N COMMISSION EXPIRES 5-7-83
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JAMES F. SCHOENER
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January 13, 1986

- -

CA~

Robert Raich, Esquire ~.

Off ice of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2113

V r

Dear Mr. Raich:

Enclosed you will find Designation of Counsel on behalf
of Thomas B. Carter who apparently was named a respondent in
the above entitled M.U.R. I will submit within the next 48
hours a full response to the factual and legal materials
made a part of the complaint, but due to the shortness of
time they will not be under oath. I will, however, be
prepared to file an affidavit of facts from my client that
will swear to the factual reply shortly thereafter.

ry truly yours,

James F. Schoener

JFS:pat
Enclosure

CC: Thomas B. Carter
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2113

MANE OF COUNSEL:

ADD-:

TELEPHONE:

Jim Sclp#ier

1015 15th Street,

Suite 1200

Washington, D.C.

-202-789-43640

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

// 7//g(
Dat~e

RESPONDENT' S NAME:

ADDRESS:

HONE PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE:

N

ure

~n Carter

513 Blanco

!~squite, Texas 75150

214-681-8570

214-681-8570

214-954-2550

NOW.

20005
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Mr. Robert Raich
Federal Election Coinnission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Raich:

Please find enclosed the Statement of Designation of Counsel for
Bill Blackwood.
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.
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Mr. Robert Raich
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street3 N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Raich:

Please find enclosed the Statement of Designation of Counsel for
Russell H. Perry.

PES:clw
Enclosure
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counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on m behalf before

the Commission.
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Mr. Robert Raich
Federal Election Coumission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Raich:

Please find enclosed the Statement of Designation of Counsel for
Kay E. Tinner.
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3?ATU CU' DUSZQL&?IOE 01 COUNSEL

NOR ~/I2
NAME CU COUSL: /~'a/ J //s~t~ jo-.

AD-: Ag4~E~ 6?~4& A~.

//Js" WA-'.

TELEPHONE: ~O~'-~59- ~3'Ye~e)'

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.
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Mr. Robert Raich
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Raich:

Please find enclosed the Statement of Designation of Counsel for

Louis A. Beecherl, Jr.

Paul E Sullivan
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STI~U~ CU' D.SZGE&?IOU OF COUESEL

-
NM OF COUNSEL: Paul E. Sullivan

ADDRESS: 1155 15th Street, N.W., Suite 400

Washington, D.C. 20005

TELEPHOME: 2(52/659-3900

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

'9 /~9~-~
Date

RESPONDENT'S MANE:

ADDRESS:

Signature C-~~

Louis A. Beecheri, Jr.

2001 Bryan Tower, Suite 2750

Dallas, Texas 75201

* HONE PHOUE:

BUSINESS PHOME:
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3

December 24. 1985

REODESTED

Jerry Rucker
5807 Glen Falls
Dallas9 Texas 75209

Re: NOR 2113

Dear Kr. Rucker:

This letter is to notify you that on December 9. 1985. the
Federal Election Cinission received a complaint vhich alleged
that you have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter NOR 2113.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint vas not sent to you earlier due to delays
caused by the recent move of our offices. Under the Act, you
have the opportunity to demonstrate, in vriting, that no action

e should be taken against you in connection vith this matter. Your
response must be submitted vithin 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received vithin 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

N
Please submit any factual or legal materials vhich you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter vill remain confidential in accordance vith
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (3) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in vriting that you vish the matter to be made
public.

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



Letter tot Jerry Rucker
Page Yvo

U you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-8200. For your
information, we have attached a brief descriptiOn of the
Coinission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Stee
General CounsqZ

By:
ral Counsel

Enclosures

Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. DC. 2O4~3

December 24, 1985

Sill Slackwood
806 Dalworth
Mesquite, Texas 75149

Re: MUR 2113
Dear Mr. Dlackvood:

This letter is to notify you that on December 9, 1985, theFederal Election Comission received a complaint which allegedthat you have violated certain sections of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). A copy of thecomplaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 2113.Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.
In The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to delays

caused by the recent move of our offices. Under the Act, youhave the opportunity to demonstrate, in writing, that no actionshould be taken against you in connection vith this matter. Yourresponse must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of thisletter. If no response is received within 15 days, theCommission may take further action based on the available
information.

N
Please submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.
This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (5) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

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



Letter to: Sill Slackvood
Page Two

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-8200. For your
in~ormat1on, we have attached a brief description of the
Comission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General CounsqX7

By:
Counsel

Enclosures

Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3

December 24, 1985

~E1TIFIED MAIL
MYONI RECEIPT REOUES 'ED

Louis Beecherl, Jr.
2001 Bryan Tower, Suite 2750
Dallas, Texas 75201

Re: MDI 2113

Dear Mr. Beecheri:

0 This letter is to notify you that on December 9, 1985, the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleged
that you have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter 3401 2113.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to delays
caused by the recent move of our off ices. Under the Act, you
have the opportunity to demonstrate, in writing, that no action
should be taken against you in connection with this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available

C information.
N

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

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

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



?4tter to: Louis Secherl, Jr.
Page Yvo

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Reich, the
attotney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-5200. For your
intotaetion, ye have attached a brief description of the
Comission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel7

Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMiSSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

December 24, 1985

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REOUNSTED

Russell Perry
Chairman of the Board
Republic Financial Services
P.O. Box 660560
Dallas, Texas 75266

Re: HUN 2113

Dear Mr. Perry:

This letter is to notify you that on December 9, 1985, theFederal Election Coumission received a complaint which allegedthat you have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). A copy of thecomplaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter HUE 2113.Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to delays
caused by the recent move of our offices. Under the Act, youhave the opportunity to demonstrate, in writing, that no actionshould be taken against you in connection with this matter. Yourresponse must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, theN Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

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

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

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed formstating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the COmmission.
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Letter to: Russell Perry
Page Two

It you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-8200. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commissions procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By:

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20*3

December 24, 1985

~3RTIF!3D N&!L
RETURN RUC3IPT REOUESqp

Virginia Steenson
602 Vernet
Richardson9 Texas 75080

Re: NUR 2113

Dear Ns. Steenson:

This letter is to notify you that on December 9, 1985. the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleged
that you have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter DIUR 2113.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Lfl
The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to delays

caused by the recent move of our offices. Under the Act, you
have the opportunity to demonstrate, in writing, that no action
should be taken against you in connection with this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the

e Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

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

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

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



S
Letter to: Virginia Steenson
Page Yvo

It you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-6200. For your
information, ye bave attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Generp&~Counsel 7

Associate eral Counsel

Enclosures

Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

By:



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH W4CTON. O.C. 2H3

December 24, 1965

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT 33OU3STBD

Sruce Nacougal
411 Elm Street, 2nd Floor
Dallas, Texas 75202

Re: NUR 2113

Dear Mr. Macougal:

This letter is to notify you that on December 9, 1985, the
Federal Election commission received a complaint which alleged

that you have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 2113.
Plea~e refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to delays
caused by the recent move of our offices. Under the Act, you
have the opportunity to demonstrate, in writing, that no action
should be taken against you in connection with this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available

N information.

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

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

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



Letter tot Bruce Kacougal
Page tvo

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-8200. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By~
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASI4St4CTOtd. OC. 3H3

December 24, 1985

OUESZD

Paul Fielding
2525 Turtle Creek *sio
Dallas, Texas 75219

Re: NUR 2113

Dear Mr. Fielding:

This letter is to notify you that on December 9, 1965, the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which allegedthat you have violated certain sections of the Federal Election

1" Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter NUR 2113.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to delays
caused by the recent move of our offices. Under the Act, you
have the opportunity to demonstrate, in vriting, that no actionshould be taken against you in connection vith this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

N
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance vith
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (3) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

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



Letter to: Paul Pielding
Page Tvo

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-8200. For your
information, ye have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

By.

Enclosures

Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3

December 24, 1985

REOUESTZD

Torn Carter Jr.
513 Dianco
Mesquite, Texas 75150-3141

Re: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Carter:
0 This letter is to notify you that on December 9, 1985, the
- Federal Election Cammission received a complaint which alleged

that you have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 2113.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

In The complaint was not sent to you earlier due to delays
caused by the recent move of our offices. Under the Act, you
have the opportunity to demonstrate, in writing, that no actionshould be taken against you in connection with this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

N
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(aHl2) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

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



tiettef tOt You Carter. Jr.
Page Tvo

It you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich. the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-8200. For your
informatiOfl, ye have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

/ Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

By: K A. Gro
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

C,

C
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 20*3

December 24, 1985

RECUESTED

lay Tinner
3207 Ridgecrest
Roanoke, Texas 76262

Re: NUR 2113

Dear Ms. Tinner:

This letter is to notify you that on December 9, 1985, the
- Federal Election COmmission received a complaint which alleged

that you have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter blUR 2113.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

w1wD
The complaint vas riot sent to you earlier due to delays

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

N
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (3) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

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



ImI#.

Letter to: Kay Tinner
Page Two

!f you have any questions, please contact Robert Reich, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-8200. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
C.inission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Genq~~al CounseV'

By.
Associate al Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement1.0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 25*3

December 24, 1985

REOUZSTUD

3111 Ceverha
12230 Preston, Suite 103-3
Dallas, Texas 75230

Re: MUR 2113

Dear Mr. Ceverha:

This letter is to notify you that on December 9, 1985, the
- Federal Election Cinission received a complaint which alleged

that you have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter NUR 2113.N? Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

~i) The complaint vas not sent to you earlier due to delays
caused by the recent move of our offices. Under the Act, you
have the opportunity to demonstrate, in writing, that no action
should be taken against you in connection vith this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

N
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance vith
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (3) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

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

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-8200. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Ca.mission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

By:
Associate General Counsel

en

tn Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3

December 24, 1985

CERTIFIED MAIL
REOUNSTED

Ruth Nicholson
1917 Melody Lane
Garland, Texas 75042

Re: MUR 2113

Dear Ms. Nijoholson:
This letter is to notify you that on December 9, 1985, the

- Federal Election Commission received a complaint vhich alleged
that you have violated certain sections of the Federal Election

VP Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter NUR 2113.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Lfl
The complaint vas not sent to you earlier due to delays

caused by the recent move of our offices. Under the Act, you
have the opportunity to demonstrate, in writing, that no actione should be taken against you in connection with this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the

e Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

N
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (9) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

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

Page 'two

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Raich, the
attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 376-8200. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely.

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

1~z~ss

By: nneth
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3

December 24, 1985

Mr. Robert N. Greenberg
Post Office Box 1968
Dallas, Texas 75221

Dear Mr. Greenberg:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
which we received on December 9, 1985, against Kay Tinner,
Russell Perry, Jerry Rucker, Louis Beecherl, Jr., Dill Blackwood,

0 Bill Ceverha, Paul Fielding, Ruth Nicholson, Bruce Macougal, Tom
Carter, Jr., Virginia Steenson, and Ernest Winkfield. A staff
member has been assigned to analyze your allegations. The
respondents will be notified of this complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Commission takes final
action on your complaint. Should you have or receive any

tfl additional information in this matter, please forward it to this
Office. We suggest that this information be sworn to in the same
manner as your original complaint. For your information, we have
attached a brief description of the Commission's procedure for
handling complaints. If you have any questions, please contact
Lorraine Ramos at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Stee e

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH aNCTON. 0 C. :043

MORANDUM TO:

FROM:

SUiJECT:

TiE COMMISSION

x~Jo~IE W. E~4ONS/ ARNITA D. HESSION 604

DECEMBER 20, 1985

MUR 2113 - Complaint

The attached has been circulated for your

info rnation.

Attachment

If'

If,

N
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a personal note from POST o~flca 30K 1~Et
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December 4, 1985

Mr. Charles N. Steele
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:

I am writing to complain of a violation of the
Federal Election Code which has come to my atten-
tion. I ask the Commission to investigate the
matter and to grant appropriate relief.

0
In yesterdays edition of The Dallas Morning News a
story ran on page 24A concerning a poll that has
recently been taken for the purpose of recruiting a
candidate to run against Congressman John Bryant in
the next election. At least a portion of the poll
was actually conducted on November 9. Yesterday

LI) morning, a press conference was held here in Dallas
to discuss the results of that poll, and a press
statement was released by the two persons holding
the conference, Texas State Rep. Bill Ceverha and
Bill Blackwood.

Mr. Ceverha and Mr. Blackwood describe themselves
in the press statement as members of "an ad hoc

N group of business and political leaders whose pri-
mary goal is to defeat Bryant", clearly an organi-
zation subject to the filing requirements of the
Federal Election Code. Ceverha said in the press
statement that the purpose of the group was "to in-
sure that the Republican Party did not make the
mistake it did in 1984, when no candidate filed
against Bryant." According to the press statement,
the group has invited a number of people to run
against Congressman Bryant and has interviewed
several of them.

~
-d~-. ~--
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Based upon information and belief, including con-
versations between reporters and members of the
group, the group has not filed a statement of
organization with the Federal Election Commission,
and has no intention of doing so. Based upon In-
formation and belief, this group intends to con-
tinue taking contributions and making expenditures.
This ad hoc group has violated 2 U.S.C. ~433, which
requires a political committee such as this one to
file a statement of organization within ten (10)
days of coming into existence. This political
committee came into existence, within the meaning
of 2 U.S.C. §431(4)(A), when it made or agreed to
make the expenditure for the poll, within the mean-
ing of 2 U.S.C. §431(9)(A).

In addition to Mr. Ceverha and Mr. Blackwood, other
- members of the ad hoc committee listed in the

Dallas Morning Mews article are unofficial chair-
woman Kay Tinner, insurance executive Russell
Perry, City Council member Jerry Rucker, oil execu-
tive Louis Beecherl, and state Republican Executive
Committee members Bruce Macougal and Virginia
Steen son

In addition, the perspective candidates listed in
the Dallas Morning News article as having been in-
terviewed by the group -- State Republican Execu-
tive Committee member and oil executive Tom Carter,

V Jr., former Dallas City Council member Paul Field-
ing, Texas State Representative Bill Blackwood
(named above), former Garland mayor Ruth Nicholson,
and businessman Ernest Winkfield -- are, based upon
information and belief, themselves members of the

cr group. I believe your investigation will confirm
this.

Since, based upon information and belief, this ad
hoc group has not designated a treasurer, I am mak-
ing this complaint against all members of the
group, including the prospective candidates. If,
in the course of your investigation, you discover
other members of this group who have so far not
made themselves known, I would like to add their
names to this complaint as well.



Because the individuals Involved in this ad hoc
committee include attorneys, public officials, and
people who have carefully explored the possibility
of running against Congressman Bryant themselves
people who have no excuse for not knowing the re-
quirements of the law -- I believe your investiga-
tion will show that this violation is a knowing and
willful one designed to keep secret the identities
of those persons and, perhaps, corporations funding
this partisan political activity.

I have attached supporting documentation which in-
clude the Dallas Morning News article, the press
statement handed out at the press conference, and
news reports about the press conference. I am also
attaching the addresses of the members of the
group.

I urge you to investigate this matter fully and to
restrain and enjoin the political committee from
taking further contributions or making further ex-
penditures in violation of the law, assess appro-
priate civil penalties for the knowing and willful
violation, refer the matter to the Justice Depart-
ment for possible criminal prosecution, or grant
such other and further relief as is appropriate
under the circumstances.

All facts in the above account are true to the best
of my knowledge, and are hereby sworn to by me
before notary pubV on is th day of December,

N

17 ommerce, Suite 600

o ary Pu 1 c, n an Tdr

the State of Texas //
My commission expires: ~JIL~L4
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cc: John Warren McGarry
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Joan 0. Aikens
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Lee Ann Elliott
Commissioner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Thomas E. Harris
Commi ssloner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Danny McDonald
Commi ss loner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Thomas J. Josefiak
Commi ss loner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

C



List of Committee Members:

Kay Tinner
3207 Ridgecrest
Roanoke, Texas 76262

Russell Perry
Chairman of the Board
Republic Financial Services
P.O. Box 660560
Dallas, Texas 75266

Jerry Rucker
5807 Glen Falls
Dallas, Texas 75209

Louis Beechell, Jr.
2001 Bryan Tower, Suite 2750
Dallas, Texas 75201

Bill Blackwood
806 Dalworth
Mesquite, Texas 75149

tn
Bill Ceverha
12230 Preston, Suite 103-B
Dallas, Texas 75230

Paul Fielding
2525 Turtle Creek #510
Dallas, Texas 75219

N Ruth Nicholson
1917 Melody Lane
Garland, Texas 75042

Bruce Macougal
411 Elm Street, 2nd Floor
Dallas, Texas 75202

Tom Carter, Jr.
513 Blanco
Mesquite, Texas 75150-3141

Virginia Steenson
602 Vernet
Richardson, Texas 75080
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GOP leaders target Bryant
By K~vin Merida
luff W~EeaueITh Now.

4 loosely formed committee of 30 Repub'
lican businees leaders, actlv~ and elected
officials has been meeting for two months to
find a candidate and devise campaign mat-
ep to vnseat US. Rep. John Bryant in 134

The effort is unlike any before, some Re.
publican leaders my. end It has included in.
terviews of proepective Bryant opponents
and a e~mprehensive poll - the results of
which will be relemed at a news conference
Tuesday.

According to state Rep. Bill Ceverha, R-
Richardson, one of the PouD's organizers,

the poll results wW show Democrat Bryant
"is one of the meet vulnerable Incumbent
conpesamen in the muavy."

Among the committee members are mmcl-
tIdal chairwoman Kay Tinner. insurance ~
ecutive Rumell Perry. City Council uam~
Jerry Racker, oil mecutive lau~ Beechasi
and Nate Republican kecutlve Comfhtase
members Bruce Macoegel and Virginia
~eeumn.

Bryant said he was unconcerned about
the committee's efforta and that if he was as
vulnerable as the ~apubllcana are poWaym
ing. that they wonia t~ot heve to go out to
PlmeeeeGOPesPageZ4A

leaders seeking
opponent for Bryant
Continued bum Page 21L
seek candidates to oppose him.

"My own polls and my mall and
the response I have personally
received from the hundreds of
town meetlnp I've held in the last
three years have been quite encour-
aging without exception," Bryant
said. "Most people seem to feel I've
done a very good Job."

Bryant was elected in 132 with
65 percent of the vote and had no
ssri~us opposItion in 134

Ceverha said the telephone poll,
donq by Verne Kennedy of the Mar.
ketlug Research Institute of Jack.
son, Miss., was taken over the past
two weeks with 5th DIstrict voters.
The 30 to 40 questIons included
Bryant's name ldentlflcatlon. ap-
peal and issues ranging from the
budget to school prayer.

' his is basically a group that
wants to ensure that we don't let
this race go by without a candi-
date," Ceverha said. "Decause we're
confident we would have won (in
1964) :f we had fielded a candidate.'

Thus far, the group km inter.
viewed five prospective candidates
- state Republican Executive Com-
mittee member Tom Carter, former
City Council member Paul Fielding.
state Rep. BW Blackwood of
Mesquite, former Garland Mayor
Ruth Nicholson and businessman
Eftest Winkfleld.

According to Ceverha, all a-
premed interest in pursuing the
race, except Blackwood, who will
announce Tuesday his intention to
run for reelection.

Republicans believe that
Bryant's historically Democratic
district, which Includes Garland
and Mesquite. is becoming Increas.
ingly conservative, so much so that
It is ripe for a Republican takeover.

In the 1964 presidentIal elec-
tion, the Reagan-Bush ticket got 59
percent of the vote in Bryant's dis.
trict. Republicans were further en-
couraged when conservative for-
mer City Plan Commission member
John Evans defeated former Demo.
cratic Dallas County Commissioner

Joha 317a3t
Jim Tyson in this year's nmn-parti-
san City Council elections. Evans
beat Tyson In the predominantly
bluecollar Pleasant Grove district
formerly represented by Max Gold.
blatt~ which also Is part of Bryant's
base. In that race, Bryant had
signed a letter of support for Tyson.

Bryant described the City Coun-
cii results as "meanlngleur as they
relate to his 1966 campaign and
pointed out that President Reagan
did well ail across the country.

"If this vulnerability exists,"
Bryant said, why are not people
knocking down the door to file for
Congress in my district?"
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DALLAS, TUAS. DZCZNDZR 3,19g5....Results of a brand new

benchmark poll conducted in the Fifth CongressiOnal District indicate

very strongly that Congressman John ~ryant is in serious trouble

in that district and offers a special opportunity for Republicans

to recapture that seat in 1986.

Preliminary z~esuults of the poll * released in a news conference

today by Republican State Representatives Bill Blackwood and Sill

Ceverha, show among other things that Bryant's hard name

identification is just 11.6%, compared to an average of 40-50% for

other incumbent congressmen. The poll also revealed that 70% of the

district consider themselves .to be Pro-Reagan * favoring the President's

~policies in office. When asked if Bryant should be re-elected, only

2407% of those polled siid yes, an extremely low percentage when compared

~, to other incumbent congressmen; and when combined with the meager 1106%

n name identification factor, there is certainly serious question that
~r the young Democrat incumbent can win re-election if Eaced with a

~ serious Republican challenger.

Blackwood and Ceverha are members of an ad hoc group of business

and political leaders whose ~4~ry goal is to defeat Bryant. The group

~. extended invitations to individuals who might be interested in running

in the Republican Primary and interviewed five potential candidates at

an earlier meeting before deciding to coziuuission the poll. The

survey was conducted by Marketing Research Institute of Jackson,

Mississippi, which has previously done polling in a number of

congressional races and the successful senate race of Senator

Jeremiah Denton of Alabama.

(MORE)
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Ceverha also pointed out that when asked if the respondent was

satisfied with the job Dryant iS doing, only 34% responded affirmatively.

He added that Dr. Verne Kennedy. who heads Marketing Research !nstitu~e,

says in 600 congressional polls, an jacumbent has never won re-election

with less than 38% 'yes" responses to this question.

The poll als& revealed that more than 50% of the respondents

consider Iryant to be either liberal or very liberal.

'The purpose of our group," said Ceverha, "was to insure that

the Republican Party did not make the mistake it did in 1984, when no

candidate filed against Dryant. In that election, President Reagan

carried 59% of the districti .a non-campaigning candidate for the

~ railroad commission captured just under 50%: and the straight-ticket

,.vote showed less than one-percentage point difference between Republican

and Democrat.' And, he added, "we are confident that after the group

been briefed on the entire poll, they will move full speed ahead

to insure a successful campaign and that a strong challenger will

soon emerge."

Blackwood, who had been one of the potential candidates,

j~announced that he was withdrawing his name from consideration and would

~seek reelection to his second term as state representative from Mesquite.

.1 am honored that a group such as this would consider my name, but

after considerable thought, I decided that I have made a committment to

the people of Mesquite to represent them in the State Legislature and

I plan to continue in that capacity. I am also prepared to strongly

support and work for the Republican challenger to Bryant," Blackwood

added.

MORE



Th. fifth Congressional district occupies approximately one-third
of Dallas County and includes parts or all of eleven lehislative
districts, seven of those Occupied b~ Republoan incumbents. Before
Bryant1 the seat vas held bT Republican Alan Steelman and Democrat
Tim J4attox.

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION CONTACI!:

Kay Tinner 559-1437

Bill Ceverha 235-1111
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December 4, 1985

Mr. Charles N. Steele
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:

I am writing to complain of a violation of the
Federal Election Code which has come to my atten-
tion. I ask the Commission to investigate the

o matter and to grant appropriate relief.

In yesterday's edition of The Dallas Morning News a
story ran on page 24A concerning a poll that has
recently been taken for the purpose of recruiting a
candidate to run against Congressman John Bryant in
the next election. At least a portion of the poll

'I) was actually conducted on November 9. Yesterday
morning, a press conference was held here in Dallas
to discuss the results of that poll, and a press
statement was released by the two persons holding
the conference, Texas State Rep. Bill Ceverha and
Bill Blackwood.

Mr. Ceverha and Mr. Blackwood describe themselves
N in the press statement as members of *an ad hocgroup of business and political leaders whose pri-

mary goal is to defeat Bryant, clearly an organi-
zation subject to the filing requirements of the
Federal Election Code. Ceverha said in the press
statement that the purpose of the group was *to in-
sure that the Republican Party did not make the
mistake it did in 1984, when no candidate filed
against Bryant. According to the press statement,
the group has invited a number of people to run
against Congressman Bryant and has interviewed
several of them.

zJ,
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Based upon information and belief, including con-
versations between reporters and members of the
group, the group has not filed a statement of
organization with the Federal Election Commission,
and has no intention of doing so. Based upon in-
formation and belief, this group intends to con-
tinue taking contributions and making expenditures.
This ad hoc group has violated 2 U.S.C. §433, whIch
requires a political committee such as this one to
file a statement of organization within ten (10)
days of coming into existence. This political
committee came into existence, within the meaning
of 2 U.S.C. §431(4)(A), when it made or agreed to
make the expenditure for the poll, within the mean-
ing of 2 U.S.C. §431(9)(A).

In addition to Mr. Ceverha and Mr. Blackwood, other
members of the ad hoc committee listed in the
Dallas Morning News article are unofficial chair-
woman Kay Tinner, insurance executive RussellPerry, City Council member Jerry Rucker, oil execu-
tive Louis Beecherl, and state Republican Executive
Committee members Bruce Macougal and Virginia

In Steenson.

In addition, the perspective candidates listed In
the Dallas Morning News article as having been in-
terviewed by the group -- State Republican Execu-
tive Committee member and oil executive Tom Carter,
Jr., former Dallas City Council member Paul Field-
ing, Texas State Representative Bill Blackwood
(named above), former Garland mayor Ruth Nicholson,
and businessman Ernest Winkfield -- are, based upon
information and belief, themselves members of the
group. I believe your investigation will confirm
this.

Since, based upon information and belief, this ad
hoc group has not designated a treasurer, I am mak-
ing this complaint against all members of the
group, including the prospective candidates. If,
in the course of your investigation, you discover
other members of this group who have so far not
made themselves known, I would like to add their
names to this complaint as well.



Because the individuals involved in this ad hoc
committee include attorneys, public officials, and
people who have carefully explored the possibility
of running against Congressman Bryant themselves --

people who have no excuse for not knowing the re-
quirements of the law -- I believe your investiga-
tion will show that this violation is a knowing and
willful one designed to keep secret the identities
of those persons and, perhaps, corporations funding
this partisan political activity.

I have attached supporting documentation which in-
clude the Dallas Morning News article, the press
statement handed out at the press conference, and
news reports about the press conference. I am also
attaching the addresses of the members of the
group.

I urge you to investigate this matter fully and to
restrain and enjoin the political committee from
taking further contributions or making further ex-
penditures in violation of the law, assess appro-

LI) priate civil penalties for the knowing and willful
violation, refer the matter to the Justice Depart-
ment for possible criminal prosecution, or grant
such other and further relief as is appropriate
under the circumstances.

All facts in the above account are true to the best
of my knowledge, and are hereby sworn to by me
before a notary public on this 4th day of December,

N 1985.
o~.

Robert M. Greenberg
1700 Commerce, Suite 600
Dallas, Texas 15201

Notary Public, in and for
the State of Texas

My commission expires:
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cc: John Warren McBarry
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, LW.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Joan D. Aikens
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Lee Ann Elliott
Comm I ss loner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Thomas E. Harris
Comm 155 loner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Danny McDonald
Comm I ss loner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Thomas J. Josefiak
Commi ssioner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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List of Committee Members:

Kay Tinner
3207 Ridgecrest
Roanoke, Texas 76262

Russell Perry
Chairman of the Board
Republic Financial Services
P.O. Box 660560
Dallas, Texas 75266

Jerry Rucker
5807 Glen Falls
Dallas, Texas 75209

Louis Beecherl, Jr.
__ 2001 Bryan Tower, Suite 2750

Dallas, Texas 75201

Bill Blackwood
806 Dalworth
Mesquite, Texas 75149

Bill Ceverha
12230 Preston, Suite 103.B
Dallas, Texas 75230

Paul Fielding
2525 Turtle Creek #510
Dallas, Texas 75219

N
Ruth Nicholson
1917 Melody Lane
Garland, Texas 75042

Bruce Macougal
411 Elm Street, 2nd Floor
Dallas, Texas 75202

Tom Carter, Jr.
513 Blanco
Mesquite, Texas 75150-3141

Virginia Steenson
602 Vernet
Richardson, Texas 75080
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GOP leaders target Bryant
By Kevin Merida
left VMsar.f The News

~ loosely fermed committee of 3) Repub-
lican business leaders, activists and elected
officials has been meeting for two months to
find a candidate and devise campaign strat-
egy to Unseat US. Rep. John Bryant in 1986.

The effort Is unlike any before, some Re-
publican leaders my, and It has included in.
tervlews~ of prospective Bryant opponents
and a comprehensive poll - the results of
which will be released at a news conference
Tuesday.

According to state Rep. Bill Ceverha, R-
Richardson, one of the group's organizers.

the poll results will show Democrat Bryant
"is one of the most vulnerebte incumbent
congressmen in the country.'

Among the committee members are unof-
fIcIal chairwoman Kay Tinner, insurance a-
ecutive Russell Perry. City Council member
Jerry Rucker, oil executive Louis Beecheri
and state Republican Executive Committee
members Bruce Macougal and Virginia
Steenson.

Bryant said he was unconcerned about
the committee's efforts and that if he was as
vulnerable as the Republicans are portray.
Ing. that they would not heve to go out to
Please m GOP om Page 24A

GOP leaders seeking
opponent for Bryant
Coatinued from Page hA.
seek candidates to oppose him.

'My own polls and my mail and
the response I have personally
received from the hundreds of
town meetings I've held in the last
three years have been quite encour-
aging without exception," Bryant
said. "Most people seem to feel I've
done a very good job."

Bryant was elected in 1982 with
65 percent of the vote and had no
serious opposition In 1984.

Ceverha said the telephone poll,
done by Verne Kennedy of the Mar-
keting Research Institute of Jack-
son, Miss., was taken over the past
two weeks with 5th DIstrict voters.
The 30 to 40 questions included
Bryant's name Identification, ap-
peal and issues ranging from the
budget to school prayer.

"This is basically a group that
wants to ensure that we don't let
this race go by without a candi-
date," Ceverha said. "Because we're
confident we would have won (in
1984) if we had fielded a candidate"

Thus far, the group has inter-
viewed five prospective candidates
- state Republican Executive Com-
mittee member Tom Carter, former
City Council member Paul Fielding,
state Rep. Bill Blackwood of
Mesquite, former Garland Mayor
Ruth Nicholson and businessman
Eftest Winkfleld.

According to Ceverha, all ex-
pressed interest in pursuing the
race, except Blackwood, who will
announce Tuesday his intention to
run for re-election.

Republicans believe that
Bryant's historically Democratic
district, which includes Garland
and Mesquite, is becoming increas-
ingly conservative, so much so that
It Is ripe for a Republican takeover.

In the 1984 presidential elec-
tion, the Reagan-Bush ticket got 59
percent of the vote in Bryant's dis-
trict. Republicans were further en-
couraged when conservative for-
mer City Plan Commission member
John Evans defeated former Demo-
cratic Dallas County Commissioner

John Bryant
Jim Tyson in this year's non-parti-
san City Council elections. Evans
beat Tyson In the predominantly
blue-collar Pleasant Grove district
formerly represented by Max Gold.
blatt, which also is part of Bryant's
base. In that race, Bryant had
signed a letter of support for Tyson.

Bryant described the City Coun-
cil results as "meaningless" as they
relate to his 1986 campaign and
pointed out that President Reagan
did well all across the country.

'If this vulnerability exists,"
Bryant said, "why are not people
knocking down the door to file for
Congress in my district?"
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70R flUIEDIATE RELEASE

DALLAS, TEXAS, DECEMBER 3,1985....Re5UltS of a brand new

benchmark poll conducted in the Fifth congressional District indicate

very strongly that Congressman John Bryant is in serious trouble

in that district and offers a special opportunity for Republicans

to recapture that seat in 1986.
9

Preliminary resuults of the poll released in a news conference

today by Republican State Representatives Bill BlackwoOd and Bill

Ceverha, show among other things that Bryant's hard name

identification is just 11.6%, compared to an average of 4050% for

other incumbent congressmen. The poll also revealed that 70% of the

district consider themselves DtO be 'Pro-Reagan, favoring the President's
N
~policies in office. When asked if Bryant should be re-elected, only

,~ 24.7% of those polled s~id yes, an extremely low percentage when compared

to other incumbent congressmen ~ and when combined with the meager 11.6%

'A,

name identification factor, there is certainly serious question that
the young Democrat incumbent can win re-election if faced with a

serious Republican challenger.

Blackwood and ceverha are members of an ad hoc group of business

N and political leaders whose primary goal is todefeat Bryant. The group

~ extended invitations to individuals who might be interested in running

in the Republican Primary and interviewed five potential candidates at

an earlier meeting before deciding to commission the poll. The

survey was conducted by Marketing Research Institute of Jackson,

Mississippi, which has previously done polling in a number of

congressional races and the successful senate race of Senator

Jeremiah Denton of Alabama.

(MORE)
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Ceverha also pointed out that when asked if the respondent was

satisfied with the job Bryant is doing, only 34% responded affirmatively.

He added that Dr. Verne Kennedy, who heads Marketing Research Institube,

says in 600 congressional polls, an incumbent has never won re-election

with less than 38% "yes" responses to this question.

The poll als~ revealed that more than 50% of the respondents

consider Bryant to be either liberal or very liberal.

"The purpose of our group," said Ceverha, "was to insure that

the Republican Party did not make the mistake it did in 1984, when no

candidate filed against Bryant. In that election, President Reagan

carried 59% of the district; .a non-campaigning candidate for the

railroad commission captured just under 50%; and the straight-ticket

,~ vote showed less than one-percentage point difference between Republican

and Democrat." And, he added, we are confident that after the group

'1~has been briefed on the entire poll, they will move full speed ahead

to insure a successful campaign and that a strong challenger will

soon emerge."

_ Blackwood, who had been one of the potential candidates,

N anno~ced that he was withdrawing his name from consideration and would

~ seek reelection to his second term as state representative from Mesquite.

"I am honored that a group such as this would consider my name, but

after considerable thought, I decided that I have made a committinent to

the people of Mesquite to represent them in the State Legislature and

I plan to continue in that capacity. I am also prepared to strongly

support and work for the Republican challenger to Bryant," BlackwoOd

added.

MORE
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The fifth congressional distrSct occupies approadmately one-third
of Dallas County and includes part, or all of eleven legislative
districts, seven of those occupied by Rapubloan incumbents. Defore
Bryant. the seat was held by Republi~ Alan Steelman and Democrat

Jim Mattox.

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION CONTACT:

Kay Tinner 559-1487

Bill Ceverha 235-1111
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V V DALLAS TEXAS 75221
a personal now from POST OWICE 10K 1566

0143 ?43.S51

December 4, 1q85

Mr. Charles N. Steele
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:

I am writing to complain of a violation of the
Federal Election Code which has come to my atten-
tion. I ask the Commission to investigate the
matter and to grant appropriate relief.

In yesterday's edition of The Dallas Mornin News a
story ran on page 24A concerning a poll that has
recently been taken for the purpose of recruiting a
candidate to run against Congressman John Bryant in
the next election. At least a portion of the poll

fl was actually conducted on November 9. Yesterday
morning, a press conference was held here in Dallas
to discuss the results of that poll, and a press
statement was released by the two persons holding
the conference, Texas State Rep. Bill Ceverha and
Bill Blackwood.

Mr. Ceverha and Mr. Blackwood describe themselves

N in the press statement as members of *an ad hocgroup of business and political leaders whose pri-
mary goal is to defeat Bryant, clearly an organi-
zation subject to the filing requirements of the
Federal Election Code. Ceverha said in the press
statement that the purpose of the group was *to in-
sure that the Republican Party did not make the
mistake it did in 1984, when no candidate filed
against Bryant. According to the press statement,
the group has invited a number of people to run
against Congressman Bryant and has interviewed
several of them.



Based upon information and belief, including con-versations between reporters and members of thegroup, the group has not filed a statement oforganization with the Federal Election Commission,and has no intention of doing so. Based upon in-formation and belief, this group intends to con-tinue taking contributions and making expenditures.This ad hoc group has violated 2 U.S.C. §433, whichrequires a political committee such as this one tofile a statement of organization within ten (10)days of coming into existence. This politicalcommittee came into existence, within the ineanin gof 2 U.S.C. §431(4)(A), when it made or agreed tomake the expenditure for the poll, within the mean-
ing of 2 U.S.C. §431(9)(A).

In addition to Mr. Ceverha and Mr. Blackwood, othermembers of the ad hoc committee listed in theDallas Morning News article are unofficial chair-woman Kay Tinner, insurance executive RussellPerry, City Council member Jerry Rucker, oil execu-tive Louis Beecherl, and state Republican ExecutiveCommittee members Bruce Macougal and Virginia
~.I) Steenson.

In addition, the perspective candidates listed inthe Dallas Morning News article as having been in-terviewed by the group -- State Republican Execu-tive Committee member and oil executive Tom Carter,Jr., former Dallas City Council member Paul Field-ing, Texas State Representative Bill Blackwood(named above), former Garland mayor Ruth Nicholson,
and businessman Ernest Winkfield -- are, based uponinformation and belief, themselves members of ther group. I believe your investigation will confirm
this.

Since, based upon information and belief, this adhoc group has not designated a treasurer, I am mak-ing this complaint against all members of thegroup, including the prospective candidates. If,in the course of your investigation, you discoverother members of this group who have so far notmade themselves known, I would like to add their
names to this complaint as well.



Because the individuals involved in this ad hoc
committee include attorneys, public officials, and
people who have carefully explored the possibility
of running against Congressman Bryant themselves --

people who have no excuse for not knowing the re-
quirements of the law -- I believe your investiga-
tion will show that this violation is a knowing and
willful one designed to keep secret the identities
of those persons and, perhaps, corporations funding
this partisan political activity.

I have attached supporting documentation which in-
clude the Dallas Morning News article, the press
statement handed out at the press conference, and
news reports about the press conference. I am also
attaching the addresses of the members of the
group.

I urge you to investigate this matter fully and to
restrain and enjoin the political committee from
taking further contributions or making further ex-
penditures in violation of the law, assess appro-

LO priate civil penalties for the knowing and willful
violation, refer the matter to the Justice Depart-
ment for possible criminal prosecution, or grant
such other and further relief as is appropriate
under the circumstances.

All facts in the above account are true to the best
of my knowledge, and are hereby sworn to by me
before a notary public on this 4th day of December,

N 1985.

Robert M. Greenberg
1700 Commerce, Suite 600
Dallas, Texas 75201

Notary Public, in and for
the State of Texas

My commission expires:



cc: John Warren McGarry
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Joan D. Aikens
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463cc: Lee Ann Elliott
Comm I ss loner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463'I cc: Thomas E. Harris
Commissioner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463cc: Danny McDonald
Comm iss loner14) Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Thomas 3. Josefiak
Commi SS lonerFederal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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List of Committee Members:

Kay Tinner
3207 Ridgecre~t
Roanoke, ~Texas 76262

Russell Perry
Chairman of the Board
Republic Financial Services
P.O. Box 660560
Dallas, Texas 75266

Jerry Rucker
5807 Glen Falls
Dallas, Texas 75209

Louis Beecherl, Jr.
2001 Bryan Tower, Suite 2750V Dallas, Texas 75201

Bill Blackvood
806 Dalworth
Mesquite, Texas 75149

Bill Ceverha
12230 Preston, Suite 103-B
Dallas, Texas 75230

Paul Fielding
2525 Turtle Creek #510
Dallas, Texas 75219

N
Ruth Nicholson
1917 Melody Lane
Garland, Texas 75042

Bruce Macougal
411 Elm Street, 2nd Floor
Dallas, Texas 75202

Tom Carter, Jr.
513 Blanco
Mesquite, Texas 75150-3141

Virginia Steenson
602 Vernet
Richardson, Texas 75080
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GOP leaders target Bryant
By Kevin Merida
~ft W1~iS.ref The News

~ loosely formed committee of 30 Repub.
lican busineas leaders, activists and elected
officials has been meeting for two months to
find a candidate and devise campaign strat-
egy to Unseat US. Rep~ John Bryant in 1966.

Thq effort is unlike any before, some Re-
publican leaders my. and it has included in-
terviews of prospective Bryant opponents
and a comprehensive poll - the results of
which will be released at a news conference
Tuesday.

According to state Rep. Bill Ceverha, R.
Richardson, one of the grout's organizers,

the poll results will show Democrat
"is one of the most vulnerable Incumbent
congremmen in the country."

Among the committee members are unof-
ficial chairwoman Kay Tinner, Insurance ex-
ecutive Russell Perry, City Council member
Jerry Rucker, oil executive Louis kecheri
and state Republican Executive Committee
members Bruce Macougal and Virginia
Steenson.

Bryant said he was unconcerned about
the committee's efforts and that If he was as
vulnerable as the Republicans are portray-
ing, that they would not have to go out to
Please see GOP on Page 24A.

QOP leaders seeking
6pponent for Bryant
Continued from Page ZlA.
seek candidates to oppose him.

"My own polls and my mail and
the response I have personally
received from the hundreds of
town meetings I've held in the last
three years have been quite encour-
aging without exception," Bryant
said. "Most people seem to feel I've
done a very good job."

Bryant was elected in 1982 with
65 percent of the vote and had no
serious opposition in 1964.

Ceverha said the telephone poll,
don~ by Verne Kennedy of the Mar-
keting Research Institute of Jack-
son, Miss., was taken over the past
two weeks with 5th District voters.
The 30 to 40 questions included
Bryant's name identification, ap.
peal and issues ranging from the
budget to school prayer.

"This is basically a group that
wants to ensure that we don't let
this race go by without a candi-
date," Ceverha said. "Because we're
confident we would have won (in
1984) if we had fielded a candidate."

Thus far, the group has Inter-
viewed five prospective candidates
- state Republican Executive Com-
mittee member Tom Carter, former
City Council member Paul Fielding,
state Rep. Bill Blackwood of
Mesquite, former Garland Mayor
Ruth Nicholson and businessman
Eftest Winkfield.

According to Ceverha, all ex-
pressed interest in pursuing the
race, except Blackwood, who will
announce Tuesday his intention to
run for re-election.

Republicans believe that
Bryant's historically Democratic
district, which includes Garland
and Mesquite, Is becoming increas-
ingly conservative, so much so that
it is ripe for a Republican takeover.

In the 1984 presidential elec-
tion, the Reagan-Bush ticket got 59
percent of the vote in Bryant's dis-
trict. Republicans were further en-
couraged when conservative for-
mer City Plan Commission member
John Evans defeated former Demo-
cratic Dallas County Commissioner

John Bryant
Jim Tyson In this year's non-patti.
san City Council elections. Evans
beat Tyson in the predominantly
blue-collar Pleasant Grove district
formerly represented by Max Gold-
blatt, which also is part of Bryant's
base. In that race, Bryant had
signed a letter of support for Tyson.

Bryant described the City Coun-
cii results as "meaningless" as they
relate to his 1986 campaign and
pointed out that President Reagan
did well all across the country.

"If this vulnerability exists,"
Bryant said, "why are not people
knocking down the ooor to file for
Congress in my district?"
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~FOR~ IMMEDIATE RELEASE I

DALLAS9 TEXAS, DECEMBER 31985....Results of a brand new

benchmark p011 Conducted in the Fifth congressional District indicate

very strongly that Congressman John Bryant is in serious trouble

in that district and of fers a special opportunity for Republicans

to recapture that seat in 1986.

Preliminary resuults of the poll, released in a news conference

today by Republican State RePresentatives Bill Blackwood and Bill

Ceverha, show among other things that Bryant's hard name

identification is just 11.6%, compared to an average of 40-50% for

other incumbent congressmen. The poll also revealed that 70% of the

district consider themselves .to be "Pro-Reagan, favoring the President's

~. policies in office. When asked if Bryant should be re-elected, only

,,~ 24.7% of those polled s~id yes, an extremely low percentage when compared

~' to other incumbent congressmen; and when combined with the meager 11.6%

name identification factor, there is certainly serious question that

the young Democrat incumbent can win re-election if Eaced with a

serious Republican challenger.
q~m

_ Blackwood and Ceverha are members of an ad hoc group of business

N and political leaders whose ~~~ary goal is todefeat Bryant. The group

~ extended invitations to individuals who might be interested in running

in the Republican Primary and interviewed five potential candidates at

an earlier meeting before deciding to commission the poll. The

survey was conducted by Marketing Research Institute of Jackson,

Mississippi, which has previously done polling in a number of

congressional races and the successful senate race of Senator

Jeremiah Denton of Alabama.

(MORE)



Ceverha also pointed out that vhen asked if the respondent was

satisfied with the job Bryant is doing, only 34% responded affirmatively.

He added that Dr. Verne Kennedy9 who heads Marketing Research Institutie,

says in 600 congressional polls, an incumbent has never won re-election

with less than 38% "yes" responses to this question.

The poll als~ revealed that more than 50% of the respondents

consider Bryant to be either liberal or very liberal.

"The purpose of our group," .said Ceverha, "was to insure that

the Republican Party did not make the mistake it did in 1984, vhen no

candidate filed against Bryant. In that election, President Reagan

carried 59% of the district; .a non-campaigning candidate for the

railroad commission captured just under 50%; and the straight-ticket

,~vote showed less than one-percentage point difference between Republican

~'and Democrat." And, he added, "we are confident that after the group

~'~has been briefed on the entire poll, they will move full speed ahead

to insure a successful campaign and that a strong challenger will
C

soon emerge."

Blackwood, who had been one of the potential candidates,

N announced that he was withdrawing his name from consideration and would

~ seek reelection to his second term as state representative from Mesquite.

"I am honored that a group such as this would consider my name, but

after considerable thought, I decided that I have made a committment to

the people of Mesquite to represent them in the State Legislature and

I plan to continue in that capacity. I am also prepared to strongly

support and work for the Republican challenger to Bryant," Blackwood

added.

MORE



The fifth congressional digt~,j~t occupies approximately One-third
of Dallas County and includes part, or all of eleven legislative
districts, seven of those Occupied by Republoan incumbents. flefore
Bryant, the seat was held by Republic,, Alan Steelaman and Democrat

Jim Nattox.

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION CONTACT:

Ray Tinner 559-1487

Bill Ceverha 235-1111
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a personal note from

_______________~R4~491t. ~
(214) 742-5581

December 4, 1985

Mr. Charles N. Steele
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:
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Based upon information and belief, including con-
versations between reporters and members of the
group, the group has not filed a statement of
organization with the Federal Election Commission,
and has no intention of doing so. Based upon In-
formation and belief, this group Intends to con-
tinue taking contributions and making expenditures.
This ad hoc group has violated 2 U.S.C. §433, whIch
requires a political committee such as this one to
file a statement of organization within ten (10)
days of coming into existence. This political
committee came into existence, within the meaning
of 2 U.S.C. §431(4)(A), when it made or agreed to
make the expenditure for the poll, within the mean-
ing of 2 U.S.C. §431(9)(A).

In addition to Mr. Ceverha and Mr. Blackwood, other
members of the ad hoc committee listed in the
Dallas Morning News article are "unofficial chair-
woman" Kay Tinner, insurance executive Russell
Perry, City Council member Jerry Rucker, oil execu-
tive Louis Beecherl, and state Republican Executive
Committee members Bruce Macougal and Virginia
Steenson.

In addition, the perspective candidates listed in
o the Dallas Morning News article as having been in-

terviewed by the group -- State Republican Execu-
tive Committee member and oil executive Tom Carter,
Jr., former Dallas City Council member Paul Field-
ing, Texas State Representative Bill Blackwood

N (named above), former Garland mayor Ruth Nicholson,and businessman Ernest Winkfield -- are, based upon
information and belief, themselves members of the
group. I believe your investigation will confirm
this.

Since, based upon information and belief, this ad
hoc group has not designated a treasurer, I am mak-
ing this complaint against all members of the
group, including the prospective candidates. If,
in the course of your investigation, you discover
other members of this group who have so far not
made themselves known, I would like to add their
names to this complaint as well.



w 0

Because the individuals involved in this ad hoccommittee include attorneys, public officials, andpeople who have carefully explored the possibilityof running against Congressman Bryant themselves --people who have no excuse for not knowing the re-quirements of the law -- I believe your investiga-tion will show that this violation is a knowing andwillful one designed to keep secret the identitiesof those persons and, perhaps, corporations fundingthis partisan political activity.

I have attached supporting documentation which in-clude the Dallas Morning News article, the pressstatement handed out at the press conference, andnews reports about the press conference. i am alsoattaching the addresses of the members of the
group.

I urge you to investigate this matter fully and torestrain and enjoin the political committee fromtaking further contributions or making further ex-~fl penditures in violation of the law, assess appro-priate civil penalties for the knowing and willfulviolation, refer the matter to the Justice Depart-ment for possible criminal prosecution, or grantsuch other and further relief as is appropriate
under the circumstances.

All facts in the above account are true to the bestof my knowledge, and are hereby sworn to by meN beforeiA notary s 'th

1985. III A - Publ)con tf, *.~ day of December,

My commission expires:



cc: John Warren McGarry
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Joan 0. Aikens
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Lee Ann Elliott
Commissioner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Thomas E. Harris
Commissioner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

11 cc: Danny McDonald
Commi ss ioner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

cc: Thomas J. Josefiak
Commissioner
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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Dallas, Texas 15201
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Bill Ceverha
12230 Preston,
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Paul Fielding
2525 Turtle Creek #510
Dallas, Texas 75219

Ruth Nicholson
1917 Melody Lane
Garland, Texas 75042

Bruce Macougal
411 Elm Street, 2nd Floor
Dallas, Texas 75202
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GOP leaders target Bryant
By Kevin Merida
SAt! Wrftvef The News

I~ loosely formed committee of 30 Repub.
lican business leaders, activists and elected
officials has been meeting for two months to
find a candidate and devise campaign strat-
egy to Unseat US. Rep. John Bryant in 1986.

The effort is unlike any before, some Re-
publican leaders say, and It has included in.
terviews of prospective Bryant opponents
and a comprehensive poll - the results of
which will be released at a news conference
Tuesday.

According to state Rep. Bill Ceverha, R-
Richardson, one of the groug's organizers,

the poll results will show Democrat Dqant
"is one of the most vulnerable incumbent
congressmen in the country'

Among the committee members are snot.
tidal chairwoman Kay Tinner, insurance a-
ecutive Russell Perry, City Council member
Jerry Rucker, oil executive Louis Beached
and state Republican Executive Committee
members Bruce Macougal and Virginia
Steenson.

Bryant said he was unconcerned about
the committee's efforts and that if he was
vulnerable as the Republicans are portray-
ing, that they would not have to go out So
Please see GOP on Page 24A

leaders seeking
opponent for Bryant
Coatinued from Page ilL
seek candidates to oppose him.

"My own polls and my mail and
the response I have personally
received from the hundreds of
town meetings I've held in the last
three years have been quite encour-
aging without exception," Bryant
said. "Most people seem to feel I've
done a very good job."

Bryant was elected in 1982 with
6S percent of the vote and had no
serious opposition In 1984.

Ceverha said the telephone poll,
don! by Verne Kennedy of the Mar-
keting Research Institute of Jack.
son, Miss., was taken over the past
two weeks wIth 5th District voters.
The 30 to 40 questions included
Bryant's name identification, ap-
peal and issues ranging from the
budget to school prayer.

"This is basically a group that
wants to ensure that we don't let
this race go by without a candi-
date," Ceverha said. 'Because we're
confident we would have won (in
1984) if we had fielded a candidate."

Thus far, the group has inter-
viewed five prospective candidates
- state Republican Executive Com-
mittee member Tom Carter, former
City Council member Paul Fielding.
state Rep. Bill Blackwood of
Mesquite, former Garland Mayor
Ruth Nicholson and businessman
Eftest Winkfield.

According to Ceverha, all ex-
pressed interest in pursuing the
race, except Blackwood, who will
announce Tuesday his intention to
run for re-election.

Republicans believe that
Bryant's historically Democratic
district, which includes Garland
and Mesquite, is becoming increas-
ingly conservative, so much so that
it is ripe for a Republican takeover.

In the 1984 presidential elec-
tion, the Reagan-Bush ticket got 59
percent of the vote in Bryant's dis-
trict. Republicans were further en-
couraged when conservative for-
mer City Plan Commission member
John Evans defeated former Demo-
cratic Dallas County Commissioner

John Bryant
Jim Tyson in this year's non-parti-
san City Council elections. Evans
beat Tyson in the predominantly
blue-collar Pleasant Grove district
formerly represented by Max Gold-
blatt, which also is part of Bryant's
base. In that race, Bryant had
signed a letter of support for Tyson.

Bryant described the City Coun-
cil results as "meaningless" as they
relate to his 1986 campaign and
pointed out that President Reagan
did well all across the country.

"If this vulnerability exists,"
Bryant said, "why are not people
knocking down the ooor to file for
Congress in my district?"
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~*FOR~ IMMEDIATE RELEASE

DALLAS, TEXAS, DECEMBER 31985....Results of a brand new

benchmark poll Conducted in the Fifth Congressional District indicate

very strongly that Congressman John Bryant is in serious trouble

in that district and of fers a special opportunity for Republicans

to recapture that seat in 1986.
S

Preliminary resuult. of the poll, released in a news conference

today by Republican State RePresentatives Bill Blackwood and Bill

Ceverha, show among other things that Bryant's hard" name

identification is just 11.6%, compared to an average of 40-50% for

other incumbent congressmen. The poll also revealed that 70% of the

district consider themselves .to be "Pro-Reagan, favoring the President' a

~ policies in office. When asked if Bryant should be re-elected, only

~ 24.7% of those polled s~id yes, an extremely low percentage when compared

to other incumbent congressmen; and when combined with the meager 11.6%

name identification factor, there is certainly serious question that
I-

the young Democrat incumbent can win re-election if laced with a

serious Republican challenger.

Blackwood and Ceverha are members of an ad hoc group of business

N and political leaders whose ~~~ary goal is todefeat Bryant. The group

C' extended invitations to individuals who might be interested in running

in the Republican Primary and interviewed five potential candidates at

an earlier meeting before deciding to commission the poll. The

survey was conducted by Marketing Research Institute of Jackson,

Mississippi, which has previously done polling in a number of

congressional races and the successful senate race of Senator

Jeremiah Denton of Alabama.

(MORE)



Ceverha also pointed out that vhen asked if the respondent was

satisfied with the job Bryant is doing, only 34% responded affirmatively.

lie added that Dr. Verne Kennedy, who heads Marketing Research Instittie,

says in 600 congressional polls, an incumbent has never won re-election

with less than 38% 'yes" responses to this question.

The poll als~ revealed that more than 50% of the respondents

consider Bryant to be either liberal or very liberal.

'The purpose of our group," said Ceverha, "was to insure that

the Republican Party did not make the mistake it did in 1984, when no

candidate filed against Bryant. In that election, President Reagan

carried 59% of the district; .a non-campaigning candidate for the
0

railroad commission captured just under 50%; and the straight-ticket

* ~ vote showed less than one-percentage point difference between Republican

'and Democrat.' And, he added, *we are confident that after the group

'~has been briefed on the entire poll, they will move full speed ahead

to insure a successful campaign and that a strong challenger will

soon emerge."
WT

_ Blackwood, who had been one of the potential candidates,

announced that he was withdrawing his name from consideration and would

~ seek reelection to his second term as state representative from Mesquite.

"I am honored that a group such as this would consider my name, but

after considerable thought, I decided that I have made a committment to

the people of Mesquite to represent them in the State Legislature and

I plan to continue in that capacity. I am also prepared to strongly

support and work for the Republican challenger to Bryant," BlackwoOd

added.

MORE



The fifth congressional district occupies approximately onethird
of Dallas County and includes parts or all of eleven legislative

districts, seven of those occupied by Republoan i~oumbents. Before
Bryant. the seat was held by Republj~an Alan Steelman and Democrat

Jim t4attox.

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION CONTACT:

Kay Tinner 559-1487

Bill Ceverha 235-1111
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Robert 4. Greenberg
P.O. Box 1968
Dallas, Texas 75221

Mr. Charles N. Steele CJ"I
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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