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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
The 1996 Democratic National )
Convention Committee, Inc. ) LRA #471
)
)
)
STATEMENT OF REASONS

On April 13, 2000, the Federal Election Commission (the “Commission’) determined that
the telephone expenses paid by Chicago’s Committee for *96 (the “Host Committee”) and the
City of Chicago on behalf of the 1996 Democratic National Convention Committee, Inc.

(the “Convention Committee”) are permissible expenses under 11 C.F.R. §§ 9008.52(c)(1)(v)
and 9008.53(b)(1) and thus, the telephone expenses are not in-kind contributions to the
Convention Committee that count against the Convention Committee’s expenditure limit.

11 C.F.R. § 9008.8(b)(1). The Commission also determined that there is no repayment due by
the Convention Committee and the Democratic National Committee (the “DNC”) to the United
States Treasury. This Statement of Reasons sets forth the legal and factual basis for the
Commission’s determination that no repayment is due. 11 C.F.R. § 9007.2(c)(3).

L BACKGROUND

On June 6, 1995, the Convention Committee registered with the Commission as a
national convention committee of the Democratic Party. The Convention Committee received
$12,364,000 in public funds under the Presidential Election Campaign Fund Act. 26 U.S.C.

§§ 9001-9013. After the Convention was completed, the Commission conducted an audit and

examination of the Convention Committee’s receipts and disbursements, as provided in the



Presidential Election C'ampaign Fund Act and the Commission regulations. Attachment A;
26 U.S.C. § 9008(g); 11 C.F.R. § 9008.11.

The Host Committee was established to serve as a host committee for the Democratic
National Convention pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §§ 9008.50 - 9008.54. The Host Committee did not
receive any public funds pursuant to Title 26 of the United States Code. However, the Host
Committee received $21,481,973 from other sources, and it spent $20,960,388 in connection
with the 1996 Democratic National Convention.'

On August 7, 1997, the Commission’s Audit staff held an exit conference with the
Convention Committee to discuss preliminary findings and recommendations based upon
information obtained during the audit that the Audit staff planned to submit to the Commission
for approval. See 11 C.F.R. §§ 9008.11, 9038:1(b)(2)(iii) and 9007.1(b)(2)(iii). The Audit
Division’s preliminary findings and recommendations were contained in an Exit Conference
Memorandum (“ECM”). See id. In the ECM, the Audit staff identified payments to Ameritech

| totaling $512,637 from the Host Committee and $105,621 from the City of Chicago for local
telephone charges related to Convention Committee telephone numbers or accounts assigned to
the Convention Committee. Attachment A at 11. The Audit staff also identified payments to
AT&T totaling $87,688 from the Host Committee and $20,889 from the City of Chicago for long
distance charges related to Convention Committee telephone numbers or accounts assigned to the
Convention Committee. /d. Memoranda from the Host Committee also attributed the

expenditures for telephone charges to the Convention Committee. /d.

! Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 9008.54, the Commission audited the Host Committee, and the receipts and

expenditures stated above are as of March 31, 1997, the effective date of the Audit Report. The Commission
approved the Host Committee’s Audit Report on June 25, 1998.



The Audit staff requested that the Convention Committee provide documentation that

the telephone charges were a permissible host committee expense pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

§ 9008.52(¢c). Id. The Audit staff also cited the Explanation and Justification for 11 C.F.R.

§ 9008.52, 59 Fed. Reg. 33614 (June 29, 1994), which states that the revised rules do not permit
host committees to pay for the convention committee’s or the national party’s overhead expenses
for the convention. /d. at 10. Finally, the Audit staff concluded that the telephone charges were
an overhead expense of the convention, and did not promote the City of Chicago or prepare the
convention site. Id. at 12.

On October 21, 1997, the Convention Committee filed its written response to the ECM.
The Convention Committee stated that it interpreted 11 C.F.R. § 9008.52(c) to permit the Host
Committee to pay for telephone service charges for the convention, and that the regulation does
not distinguish between the costs of office telephones and the costs of using the telephones.
Attachment A at 11. Moreover, the Convention Committee argued that the Explanation and
Justification for 11 C.F.R. § 9008.52 should not be given precedence over the plain language of
the regulation, and that the language of the Explanation and Justification is ambiguous. /d.

On June 25, 1998, the Commission approved the Audit Report of the Convention
Committee, including a determination that the Host Committee made in-kind contributions
totaling $600,325 to the Convention Committee, and the City of Chicago made in-kind
contributions totaling $126,510. Id. Thus, the Commission determined that the Convention
Committee should make a repayment of $726,835 to the United States Treasury for the in-kind
contributions received from the Host Committee and the City of Chicago. /d. at 12; 26 U.S.C.

§ 9008(h); 11 C.F.R. § 9008.12(b)(3).
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On September é, 1998, the Convention Committee submitted legal and factual materials
to demonstrate that no repayment is required to be paid to the United States Treasury.
Attachment B;* 11 C.F.R. § 9007.2(c)(2)(1). The Convention Committee also requested an
opportunity to address the Commission in open session pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 9007.2(c)(2)(ii).
Attachment B at 1. On November 8, 1998, the Commission granted the Convention
Committee’s request for an oral hearing, which was held on January 13, 1999. Attachment D.
Within five days after the oral hearing, the Convention Committee submitted a supplemental
submission. Attachment E.

IL CONVENTION COMMITTEE’S RESPONSE TO THE REPAYMENT

DETERMINATION

The Convention Committee disputes the repayment determination based Lon the
conclusion that telephone charges paid by the Host Committee and the City of Chicago are in-
kind contributions to the Convention Committee. Attachment B at 1. The Convention
Committee states that there should be no repayment because the Commission did not provide
“fair notice” that 11 C.F.R. § 9008.52(c) prohibited a host committee’s payment of telephone
service charges. Id. at 2. The Convention Committee argues that the Commission is imposing a
“civil sanction” against the Convention Committee without giving the Convention Committee

notice of the conduct that is prohibited. /d. at 3.

2 The Commission’s Audit Division noted that there was no need to modify the conclusions reached in the

Audit Report based on these materials. Attachment C.
3 There is a critical distinction between repayments and civil liability or violations of law. A repayment
involves the return of public funds received by a political committee to the United States Treasury. Contrary to the
Convention Committee’s assertion, the Commission’s repayment determination does not impose any civil penalty
upon the Convention Committee. See Kennedy v. FEC, 734 F.2d 1558, 1565 (1984); see also Reagan Bush Comm.
v. FEC, 525 F. Supp. 1330, 1337 (1981) (repayment determinations are not considered to involve violations of law).



Specifically, the Convention Committee asserts that the language of the regulation does
not enable persons to distinguish between equipment, facilities and services that are permissible
host committee expenses and telephone charges. /d. at 4. In addition to items specifically
mentioned in 11 C.F.R. § 9008.52, the regulation provides that host committees may pay for
“other similar convention-related facilities and services.” 11 C.F.R. § 9008.52(c)(xi). The
Convention Committee argues that telephone service charges should be considered as other
similar convention-related facilities and services. /d. Moreover, it argues that telephone service
charges should not be considered any different from items such as air conditioning and
electricity, which are specifically mentioned in the regulation as permissible host committee
expenses. /d.

Additionally, the Convention Committee argues that the administrative history of
11 C.F.R. § 9008.52 does not give fair notice that telephone charges are excluded as permissible
host committee expenses. Attachment B at 5. The Convention Committee states that the
language in the Explanation and Justification, which reads “please note that the revised rules do
not permit host committees . . . to pay the convention committee’s or the national party’s
overhead and administrative expenses related to the convention,” directly contradicts the
language of the regulation which permits administrative and overhead expenses, such as “offices
and office equipment.” Attachment B at 6.

Furthermore, the Convention Committee argues that the Audit Division applied 11 C.F.R.
§ 9008.52(c) in a contradictory and inconsistent manner because it allowed the Host Committee
to pay for Convention Committee expenses such as pager charges, usage charges for cellular
phones, rental of certain office equipment, office supplies and postage, but not telephone charges.

Attachment B at 7, 8. Moreover, the Convention Committee disagrees with the Commission’s
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reliance upon 11 CFR § 9008.7(a)(4)(x) with respect to the types of convention expenses that
should be paid by the convention. Attachment B at 8. Specifically, the Convention Committee
argues that because a convention committee may pay for certain expenses with its own funds, it
does not necessarily mean that the host committee may not also pay for such expenses. 7d.

Finally, the Convention Committee asserts that the notice of proposed rulemaking on
11 C.F.R. § 9008.52 contained no suggestion that there would be prohibitions on host committee
use of funds to pay convention committee administrative and overhead expenses. Attachment B
at 12-15. While it acknowledges that agencies may modify proposed rules, the Convention
Committee argues that language in the Explanation and Justification for 11 C.F.R. § 9008.52,
which restricts a host committee’s payment of convention administrative and overhead expenses,
appears to control the entire scope of section 9008.52(c), that it was inserted at the final
Commission meeting on the proposed regulation, and that they did not have notice or opportunity
to comment upon such language.r Id. at 13, 14.

During the oral hearing, the Convention Committee’s counsel argued that the
Commission’s regulations restrict only the source of funds that can be donated to.host
committees, but does not restrict “the purposes for which the Host Committee could spend its
funds in terms of covering the costs of convention facilities and services.” Attachment D at 10.
The Convention Committee’s counsel also stated that “in prior conventions, the Host
Committees clearly paid these [telephone] charges.” Id. at 23.

In its supplemental submission to the Request for an Administrative Review of the
Repayment Determination, the Convention Committee noted that after searching its records,

it appears that a substantial amount of local telephone service charges for
the 1992 Convention Committee were paid for by the City of New York.
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We are unable f'o determine whether the City of New York or the 1992

Host Committee paid for any long distance service charges. We are also

unable to determine who paid for the 1988 Convention Committee’s local

and long distance telephone service charges.
Attachment E at 3. The Convention Committee also states that its contract with the City of
Chicago required the City and/or the Host Committee to pay for telephone charges. /d. at 3, 4.
This contract provision required the “City to pay for cellular telephone usage charges (air time)
and long distance service charges for the Convention Committee.” Id at 4. Furthermore, the
Convention Committee states that “we have been unable to determine definitively how the Audit
Division treated cellular telephone and pager charges, because we cannot determine exactly
which invoices were included in the $726,835 disallowed.” Id.
III. ANALYSIS

A. LAW

In order to be eligible to receive public funds to finance the presidential nominating
convention, a national party committee must establish a convention committee, which is
responsible for conducting the day to day arrangements and operations of that party’s presidential
nominating convention and must register with and report to the Commission as a political
committee. 11 C.F.R. §§ 9008.3(a)(1), (a)(2) and (b). A national party committee and its
convention committee must also file a written agreement with the Commission agreeing to
conditions set forth in 11 C.F.R § 9008.3(a)(4)(i) through (viii) to be eligible for public funding.
11 C.F.R. § 9008.3(a)(4). .As part of this agreement, the national party committee and its
convention committee must agree to comply with 2 U.S.C. §§ 431 through 451, 26 U.S.C.
§ 9008, and applicable Commission’s regulations. 11 C.F.R. § 9008.3(a)(4)(vii). Thus, the

committees must agree to abide by 2 U.S.C. §§ 441a and 441b, which prohibit, inter alia,



corporate and labor orémization contributions or expenditures in connection with conventions,
and they must agree to comply with the applicable expenditure limitation set forth at 26 U.S.C.
§ 9008(d) and 11 C.F.R § 9008.8. 11 C.F.R. § 9008.3(a)(4)(vi1) and (i), respectively. The
national committee of a major party may not make expenditures with respect to a publicly-
financed presidential nominating convention which, in the aggregate, exceed the amount of
payments to which such committee is entitled under 26 U.S.C. § 9008(b)(1). 26 U.S.C.

§ 9008(d)(1). Thus, the expenditure limitation is equal to the convention committee’s
entitlement to public funds. 26 U.S.C. § 9008(d).

A host committee may be created to represent a city hosting a nominating convention in
matters involving a presidential nominating convention. 11 €.F.R. § 9008.51. Any local
organization that is not organized for profit, whose net earnings do not inure to the benefit of any
private shareholder or individual and whose principal objective is the encouragement of
commerce in the convention city, as well as the projection of a favorable image of the city to
convention attendees, may serve as a host committee. 11 C.F.R § 9008.52(a). 4

Host committees may receive funds or in-kind donations from local businesses
(excluding banks), local labor organizations, and other local organizations and individuals for
specific purposes relating to hosting a national party convention.” The purposes for which a
host committee may use funds in connection with a nominating convention are specified in

11 C.F.R § 9008.52(c)(1)@) through (xi) and include: (i) “promoting the suitability of the city

4 Section 9008.52(a) gives the following examples of local organizations that may serve as host committees:

a local civic association, business league, chamber of commerce, real estate board, board of trade, or convention
bureau.

5 . . .
Host committees may also accept goods or services from commercial vendors under the terms and

conditions set forth at 11 C.F.R. § 9008.9, which also apply to convention committees. 11 C.F.R. § 9008.52(b).



as a convention site;” (ii) “welcoming the convention attendees to the city;” (iii) “facilitating
commerce;” (vi) “local transportation services;” (vii) “law enforcement;” (viii) “convention
bureau personnel to provide central housing and reservation services;” (ix) “hotel rooms at

no charge or at a reduced rate;” and (x) “accommodations and hospitality for committees

of the parties responsible for choosing the site of the conventions.” 11 C.F.R. § 9008.52(c)(1)(i)-
(111) and (vi)-(x). Host committees may also provide “use of an auditorium or convention center
and to provide construction and convention related services” such as “construction of podiums,
press tables, false floors, camera platforms, additional seating, lighting, electrical, air
conditioning and loud speaker systems, offices, office equipment, and decorations.” 11 C.F.R.

§ 9008.52(c)(1)(v). Finally, in addition to those facilities and services specifically enumerated in
11 C.F.R § 9008.52(c)(1)(i) through (x), a host committee is permitted to provid;: “other similar
convention-related facilities and services” under section 9008.52(c)(1)(x1).

Government agencies and municipal corporations may also provide services to a party
convention. The Commission’s regulations permit local businesses (excluding banks), local
labor organizations and other local organizations or individuals to donate funds or make in-kind
donations to a separate fund or account of the government agency or municipality to pay for
expenses listed in 11 C.F.R. § 9008.52(c). 11 C.F.R. § 9008.53(b)(1). However, the fund or
account must not be restricted for use in connection with any particular convention, and the
donations to the fund or account must be unrestricted and not solicited or designated for use in
connection with any particular convention. /d.

A convention committee may use its public funds only for the purposes set forth at
11 C.F.R § 9008.7. See 26 U.S.C. § 9008(c). Convention expenses include all expenses incurred

by or on behalf of a political party’s national committee or convention committee with respect to
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and for the purpose of conducting a presidential nominating convention or convention-related
activities. 11 C.F.R. § 9008.7(a)(4). Some examples of convention expenses include
administrative and office expenses for conducting the convention including stationery, office
supplies, office machines, and telephone charges, but exclude the cost of any services supplied by
the national committee at its headquarters or principal office if such services are incidental to the
convention and not utilized primarily for the convention. 11 C.F.R. § 9008.7(a)(4)(x).
Generally, convention expenses incurred with respect to a presidential nominating convention are
subject to the expenditure limitation. See 11 C.F.R § 9008.8(a). Nevertheless, certain
expenditures related to a convention are not subject to the expenditure limitation. For example,
permissible host committee expenditures like those examples listed in 11 C.F.R § 9008.52 shall
not be considered convention committee expenditures and shall not count against the convention
committee’s expenditure limit. 11 C.F.R. § 9008.8(b)(1).° Host committee expenditures that are
not in accordance with section 9008.52 are in-kind contributions to the convention committee
that may be considered convention committee expenditures and count against the expenditure
limit. See id.

If the Commission determines that a national party committee accepted contributions to
defray convention expenses which, when added to the amount of payments received, exceeds the
expenditure limitation, it shall notify the national committee of the amount of contributions so

accepted, and the national committee shall pay the amount specified to the United States

6 Additionally, Host Committee expenditures that are permitted under section 9008.52 are exempt from the

prohibition of corporate and labor organization contributions or expenditures. 11 C.F.R § 114.1(a)(2)(viii).
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Treasury. 11 C.F.R. § éOO8.12(b)(3); see also 26 U.S.C. §§ 9007(b)(3), 9008(h); and 11 C.F.R.
§ 9008.12(a).” A convention committee’s entitlement to public funds shall be adjusted so as
not to exceed the difference between the expenditure limitation and the amount of private
contributions received to defray convention expenses. 11 C.F.R. § 9008.5(b). If the Commission
determines that any portion of the payments to the national committee or convention committee
was in excess of the aggregate payments to which the national committee was entitled under

11 C.F.R. §§ 9008.4 and 9008.5, it shall notify the national committee and the national
committee shall pay an amount equal to such portion to the United States Treasury.

11 C.F.R. § 9008.12(b)(1); see also 26 U.S.C. § 9007(b)(1). If the Commission determines that
the national committee or convention committee incurred convention expenses in excess of the
limitation, it shall so notify the national committee and the national committee shall pay an
amount equal to such excessive expenditures to the United States Treasury. 11 C.F.R.

§ 9008.12(b)(2); see also 26 U.S.C. § 9007(b)(2). In the case of in-kind contributions from a
host committee, government agency or municipal corporation that cause the convention
committee to exceed the expenditure limitation, the Commission may seek repayment if a
convention committee knowingly helps, assists or participates in the making of a convention
expenditure by a host committee, government agency, or municipal corporation that is not in

accordance with 11 C.F.R. §§ 9008.52 or 9008.53. 11 C.F.R. § 9008.12(b)(7).

7 The statute authorizes the Commission to require repayment of public funds equal to any contributions,

26 U.S.C. § 9007(b)(3), while the regulation requires a repayment equal to those contributions that, when added

to the amount of public funds received, exceed the expenditure limit, 11 C.F.R. § 9008.12(b)(3). In these
circumstances, the full amount of any contributions is subject to repayment under either the statute or the regulation
because the Convention Committee received public funds equal to its expenditure limit.
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B. REPA\‘/MENT DETERMINATION UPON ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW

The Commission determines that the telephone charges of $726,835 paid by the Host
Committee and the City of Chicago on behalf of the Convention Committee were permissible
expenses. Therefore, the telephone charges are not in-kind contributions to the Convention
Committee that count against the Convention Committee’s expenditure limit. 11 C.F.R.
§ 9008.8(b)(1). The Commission also determines that there is no repayment due by the
Convention Committee and the DNC to the United States Treasury. 11 C.F.R. § 9007.2(c)(3).

The telephone charges paid by the Host Committee are permissible host committee
expenditures under 11 C.F.R. § 9008.52(c)(1)(v). Section 9008.52(c)(1)(v) lists office
equipment as a permissible host committee expense, and the Commission concludes that the cost
of using the equipment is a part of providing the equipment. Thus, in addition to paying for the
telephone equipment and the installation of the telephone equipment, the Host Committee is
permitted to pay for telephone charges associated with using the telephone equipment. The Host
Committee paid telephone charges totaling $600,325. Similarly, the City of Chicago is permitted
to pay for the telephone charges on behalf of the Convention Committee. The City of Chicago
paid telephone charges totaling $126,835. The Commission’s regulation, which concerns
receipts and disbursements of government agencies and municipal corporations for party
conventions, permits those government agencies and municipal corporations to receive donations
for expenses listed in 11 C.F.R. § 9008.52(c). 11 C.F.R. § 9008.53(b). The cost of using office
equipment is a permissible host committee expense under 11 C.F.R.§ 9008.52(c)(1)(v).
Therefore, the Commission concludes that the City of Chicago could pay for the telephone

charges.
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IV. CONCLUSIOi\J

For the foregoing reasons, the Commission determines that the telephone expenses paid
by the Host Committee and the City of Chicago on behalf of the Convention Committee are
permissible expenses under 11 C.F.R. §§ 9008.52(c)(1)(v) and 9008.53(b)(1). Therefore, the
Commission determines that no repayment is due by the 1996 Democratic National Convention
Committee, Inc. and the Democratic National Committee to the United States Treasury.
Attachments

A. Audit Report on the 1996 Democratic National Convention Committee, Inc., approved
June 25, 1998.

B. Request of 1996 Democratic National Convention Committee, Inc. for Administrative
Review of Repayment Determination, dated September 8; 1998.

C. Memorandum from Robert Costa to Kim Bright-Coleman regarding the 1996 Democratic
National Convention Committee, Inc.’s response to the Audit Report, dated January 4, 1999.

D. Transcript of the 1996 Democratic National Convention Committee, Inc. Oral Hearing before
the Federal Election Commission on January 13, 1999.

E. Supplemental Submission of the 1996 Democratic National Convention Committee, Inc.,
dated January 21, 1999.



FEDERAL ELCCTION COMMISSION
| _WASHINCTON. DC 20463

REPORT OF THE AUDIT DIVISION
ON THE
1996 DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION COMMITTEE, INC.

. BACKGROUND
A.  AUDIT AUTHORITY

This report is based on an audit of the 1996 Democratic National
Convention Committee, Inc. (the Committee or DNCC), to determine whether there has
been compliance with the provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended (the Act). The audit was conducted pursuant to Section 9008(g) of Title 26 of
the United States Code which directs the Commission to conduct an examination and
audit of the payments for presidential nominating conventions no later than December 31
of the calendar year in which the presidential nominating convention is held.

In addition to examining the receipt and use of Federal funds, the audit
seeks to determine if the Committee has materially complied with the limitations.
prohibitions and disclosure requirements of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.
as amended.

B. AUDIT COVERAGE

The audit covered the period from February 6, 1995, the date the
Committee initially deposited funds from the Democratic National Committee (DNC),
through September 30, 1996. In addition, certain financial activity was reviewed through
September 30, 1997, to determine any amounts due to the United States Treasury. The
Committee reported an opening cash balance of $-0-, total receipts of $12,380,763, total
disbursements of $9,859,144, and a closing cash balance on September 30, 1996 of
$2,521,619.

C. COMMITTEE ORGANIZATION
The Committee registered with the Federal Election Commission on June

6, 1995, as a National Convention Committee of the Democratic Party. The Treasurers
for the period audited were Robert T. Matsui from June 6, 1995 to October 6, 1995, R.

! All figures in this report have been rounded to the nearest dollar.
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Scott Pastrick from October 6, 1995 to February 5, 1997 and Carol Pensky from February .
5, 1997 to the present. During the audit period, the Committee maintained offices in ' : -
Washington, D.C. and Chicago, IL. The Committee records are maintained in :

Washington, D.C..

The Committee used seven bank accounts to handle its financial activity.
From these accounts it made approximately 1,958 disbursements. The Committee -
received $12,364,000 in federal funds which represents the full entitiement established at
26 U.S.C. §9008(b).

D. AUDIT SCOPE AND PROCEDURES

The Audit of the Committee covered the following general categories as

appropriate:
1. The receipt of contributions from prohibited sources;
2.-  the receipt of contributions or loans in excess of the statutory limitations
(Findings II.A. and B.);
3. proper disclosure of receipts including the itemization of receipts when
required, as well as, the completeness and accuracy of the information
disclosed;

4. proper disclosure of disbursements including the itemization of
disbursements when required, as well as, the completeness and accuracy of
the information disclosed;

5. proper disclosure of Committee debts and obligations;

6. the accuracy of total reported receipts, disbursements and cash balances as
compared to Committee bank records;

2 adequate record keeping for transactions;

8. accuracy of the Statement of Net Outstanding Convention Expenses filed
by the Committee to disclose its financial condition (Finding I1.D.);

9. compliance with requirements concerning expenditures for convention
expenses (Finding I1.C.);

10.  the Committee’s compliance with spending limitations; and,

11.  other audit procedures that were deemed necessary in the situation
(Finding IL.E.).

A::A\:&.—'—Q:;T -——h—__—' .
2' .
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. As part of the Commission’s standard audit process, an inventory of
committee records was conducted prior to the audit fieldwork. This inventory is
conducted to determine if the auditee’s records are materialiy complete and in an
auditable state. Based on the review of records presented, fieldwork began immediately.

Unless specifically discussed below, no material non-compliance was
detected. It should be noted that the Commission may pursue further any of the matters
discussed in this report in an enforcement action.

. AUDIT FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS — AMOUNTS DUE

TO THE U.S, TREASURY
A. APPARENT CONVENTION EXPENSES PAID BY THE HOST COMMITTEE
AND CITY OF CHICAGO

Section 9008(h) of Title 26 of the United States Codes states, in part, that
the Commission shall have the same authority to require repayments from the national
committee of a political party as it has with respect to repayments from any eligible
candidate under section 9007(b). ’

Section 9008.3(a)(4)(vii) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations
states, the convention committee shall agree to comply with the applicable requirements
of 2 U.S.C. 431 et seq., 26 U.S.C. 9008, and the Commission’s regulations at 11 CFR
Parts 100-116 and 9008.

. In addition, Section 104.3(a) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that each report filed under 104.1, shall disclose the total
amount of receipts for the reporting period and for the calendar year and shall disclose the
information set forth at 11 CFR 104.3(a)(1) through (4).

Section 9008.12(b)(3) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations
states, in part, if the Commission determines that contributions accepted to defray
convention expenses which, when added to the amount of payments received, exceeds the
expenditure limitation of such party, it shall notify the national committee of the amount
of the contributions so accepted, and the national committee shall pay to the Secretary an
amount equal to the amount specified.

Section 9008.12(b)(7) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations
states, in part, that the Commission may seck a repayment from the convention
committee if the convention committee knowingly helped. assisted or participated in
making convention expenditures by the host commitiee, governmental agency or
municipal corporation that are not in accordance with 11 CFR §§9008.52 or 9008.53.

Altalona: o ——n
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‘Section 9008.52(c) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations states.
in part, that contributions received by host committees may be used to defray those
expenses incurred for the purpose of promoting the suitability of the city as a convention
site; to defray those expenses incurred for welcoming the convention attendees to the city,
such as expenses for information booths, receptions, and tours; to defray those expenses
incurred in facilitating commerce, such as providing the convention and attendees with
shopping and entertainment guides and distributing the sampics and promotional material
specified under 11 CFR §9008.9(c); to defray the administrative expenses incurred by the
host committee, such as salaries, rent, travel, and liability insurance; and to provide the
national committee use of an auditorium or convention center and to provide construction
and convention related services for that location such as: construction of podiums; press
tables; false floors; camera platforms; additional seating; lighting; electrical, air
conditioning, and loudspeaker systems; offices; office equipment; and decorations.

Further, contributions may be used to defray the cost of various local
transportation services, including the provision of buses and automobiles; to defray the
cost of law enforcement services necessary to assure orderly conventions; to defray the
cost of using convention bureau personnel to provide central housing and reservation
services; to provide hotel rooms at no charge or a reduced rate on the basis of the number
of rooms actually booked for the convention; to providé accommodations and hospitality
for committees of the parties responsible for choosing the sites of the conventions; and to
provide other similar convention facilities and services.

Section 9008.7(a)(4) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations states
that “Convention expenses” include all expenses incurred by or on behalf of a political
party s national committee or convention committee with respect to and for the purpose
of conducting a presidential nominating convention or convention-related activities.

Background

The Audit staff identified payments made by and contributions to
Chicago’s Committee for ‘96 (the Host Committee) and payments made by the City of
Chicago (the City) relative to several vendors totaling $2,580,742, which appear to be for
convention-related expenses and not for items noted above at 11 CFR §9008.52(c). Most
of the information pertaining to the vendors was obtained as a result of our audit of the

Host Committee.

On August 4, 1994, the City of Chicago and the 1996 Democratic National
Convention Committee, Inc. entered into a written agreement (the Convention Contract
or Contract). One section of this agreement provided for the establishment of a host
committee to serve. in part. as a separate fund to satisfy the financial obligations of the
City specified in the Convention Contract. and, for securing cash and in-kind
contributions necessary to obtain goods and services needed for the Convention. The
Host Committee formally registered with the FEC on August 16, 1994 as Chicago’s
Committee for *96.

UL\ A
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On August 19, 1996, the City and the DNCC amended the Contract. in K
part, with a budget revision entitled “Chicago ‘96/City Budget.” Each expense A
classification in the revised budget was identified by line number, line item, tctal amount
budgeted, total cash spent, and total in-kind contributions allocated to that line item. The
Audit staff's review of management controls disclosed that the Host Committee’s
disbursement records included memoranda which identified expenditures made on behalf
of the DNCC and the budget line number to which each expense should be allocated.
The apparent objective of these controls was to facilitate managerial reporting and
compliance with the budget. Furthermore, the Host-Committee obtained written
‘concurrence from the DNCC for all of the payments. In accordance with the Convention
Contract, expenses defrayed fell into one of two major budgetary classifications.
production expenses or telecommunications costs, as discussed below.

The issue of the permissibility of these payments was addressed in Exit
Conference Memoranda (ECM) resulting from the audits of both Chicago ‘96 and the
DNCC. Both committees, as well as the City of Chicago, were given an opportunity to
respond to the Memoranda, and information provided by them is incorporated in the
discussions below.

In response to the respective Exit Conference Memoranda, both the DNCC
and the Chicago's Committee for ‘96 argued that most or all of the expenses discussed
below are covered by one of the categories of permissible host committee expenses at 11

'CFR §9008.52(c)(1) or, referring to 11 CFR §9008.52(c)(1)(xi), are “similar” to expenses
covered by one of the permissible expense categories. To read 11 CFR 9008.52(c)(1) as
broadly as both committees propose would effectively negate the limitation on
convention expenses at 26 U.S.C. §9008(d); the prohibition on contributions to a
convention committee that has received the full federal payment (11 CFR §9008.6(a));
the prohibition on the use of corporate contributions in connection with federal elections
at 2 U.S.C. §441b; and the Commission’s clear statement in the Explanation gnd
Justification (E&J) supporting the provisions contained in i1 CFR 9008.52(c)(1) that
allowing the host committee to pay selected convention expenses is “mtended tobea
very-narrow exception to the statutory limitation on convention expenses.™

1. Production Fxpenses

Pursuant to the Contract, the City agreed to provide, among other
things, the following production hardware and related services to the DNCC: “a lighting
system and the services of lighting consultants and a lighting designer to operate the
system:” “an audio system (including but not limited to microphones at each delegation
and all audio feeds) and the services of audio consultants and an audio designer to operate
the system:” “the broadcast on one of the City's cable television stations gavel to gavel
coverage of the Convention and special programming directly related to the Convention™

See 44 Fed. Reg. 63.038 (Nov. 1. 1979).
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provided that the “station shall make available to the DNCC a tape of such

coverage... without charge for rebroadcast, display, or other rights;” and, “all necessary -
production control personnel, including camera persons, grips, video control and tape
operators, audio and video maintenance engineers, chyron operators, video and utility
personnel, riggers, gaffers, property master and such other production assistants as may

be required.”

The Audit staff’s review of the Host Committee’s disbursement
records identified payments to six vendors totaling $1,455,407. Furthermore, documents
obtained by the Audit staff indicate that the City of Chicago paid an additional $233.500.°
These payments were apparently made in execution of the Contract’s provisions related
to production; these expenditures are discussed in detail below.

a. Audiotek Corporation

The Audit staff identified one disbursement by the Host
Committee to Audiotek Corporation dated August 19, 1996, in the amount of $113,500 as -
partial payment against invoice #12542. Host Committee internal memoranda allocated
the payment to budget line item “32-Audio.” According to the Host Committee's
contract with Audiotek. the vendor was to provide public address systems, press and
media feed distribution systems, delegate microphone selection systems, and on site
technicians for the convention. A payment of $113,500 by the City against the same
invoice was also identified.

b. ~ Automated Studio Lighting

The Audit staff identified four payments to Automated
Studio Lighting, totaling $299.016, from July through October 1996. Host Committee
records disclosed that all but one of the payments was allocated to budget line item
“31-Lighting.” The remaining disbursement, in the amount of $48,070, was allocated to
budget line *19-Production Personnel.” Vendor invoices reviewed by the Audit staff
supported the Host Committee’s expense classifications.

c. Chicago Scenic Studios, Inc.

The Audit staff identified two payments to Chicago Scenic
Studios, Inc. during August and November of 1996, totaling $615,083. The Audit staff's
review of Host Committee records disclosed that both disbursements were allocated to
budget line item *“19-Production Personnel.” Vendor documentation confirmed that all
charges submitted were for production labor. A proposal from the vendor described labor

3

3 No audit was performed of the Ciry of Chicago: however, we do note that pursuant to
11 CFR §9008.53(b) expenditures made by a municipality or government agency should aiso
meet the requirements of 11 CFR §9008.52(c).
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services to be provided as stagehands, riggers, teamsters, projectionists, broadcast “
engineers, cameramen, carpenters, and decorators for the convention.

d. Theatrical Resources, Inc.

The Audit staff identified one payment in the amount of
$132,808 to Theatrical Resources, Inc. made during July 1996. A review of Host
Committee records disclosed that the disbursement covered payroll for riggers and
electricians working during July and August 1996 pursuant to a contract between the
DNCC and the vendor. The expense was allocated to budget line *“19-Production
Personnel.” A separate review of the convention committee’s records disclosed that the
DNCC subsequently paid this vendor a total of $59,848 with three additional checks
written during September 1996 and February 1997.

e VANCO Lighting Services

The Audit staff identified one payment in the amount of
$175.000 to VANCO lighting services during July 1996. A review of Host Committee
records disclosed that the expense was allocated to budget line “31-Lighting.” Vendor
invoicing described the services provided during July and August 1996 as a “rigging
package” and identified the Convention as the “show” to be supported by VANCO.

f. . Van-Lite, Inc.

: The Audit staff identified one payment by the Host
Committee in the amount of $120,000 to Vari-Lite, Inc. during August 1996 as payment
against invoice #1701/02. A review of Host Committee records disclosed that the
expense was allocated to budget line “31-Lighting.” Vendor invoicing identified the
Convention to be the “producer” using automated lighting and technical support provided
during July and August 1996. The Audit staff also reviewed City memoranda asserting
the equipment provided to be “lighting instruments, border and cyclorama striplights,
follow spotlights, floodlights, special effects lighting, spotlights, etc.” for the Convention.
A payment of $120,000 by the City against Vari-Lite invoice #1701/01 was also
identified. '

In the ECM, the Audit staff concluded that payments to the
vendors described above are not expenses properly paid by the Host Committee or the
City pursuant to 11 CFR §9008.52(c) or §9008.53(b). Rather, they are convention
expenses that should have been paid by the DNCC pursuant to 11 CFR §9008.7(a) for
reasons discussed below.

-

As noted previously, some of these disbursements relate to
salaries for electricians and other individuals for labor such as rigging cameras and
lighting. Although 11 CFR §9008.52(c) allows a host committee to defray salaries and
convention related expenses such as construction of camera platforms and lighting. the
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Audit staff believes that the expenses paid by the Host Committee related to rigging
cameras, automated lighting, and audio systems with the stated purpose of providing
media feeds or cable broadcasts are not the same as building a platform from which
cameras can be-used for the television production. Furthermore, the Host Committee
defrayed DNCC contracted labor costs unrelated to rigging or construction, i.e.,
projectionists, broadcast engineers, and cameramen. Whereas the Host Committee made
numerous other disbursements separate from the production expenditures relating to
construction of podjums, platforms and othier facilities at the Convention center, the
disbursements in this case appear to be related to the overall processes of television
production and broadcasting.

Categories of permissible host committee expenses
enumerated at 11 CFR §9008.52(c)(1) deal with preparing the convention site to host the
convention and to promote the convention city. In contrast, production expenditures
made by the Host Committee directly facilitated television and other media coverage of
Convention proceedings through press feeds and cable broadcasts. Instead of merely
preparing the convention center premises or promoting the City of Chicago, these
expenditures aided the Democratic Party in bringing its message to the public in hope of
influencing support for the political party hosting the convention and its candidate for
President. Furthermore, expenditures related to putting on a stage “production™ to be
seen by the country are clearly costs of conducting a convention as described at 11 CFR
§9008.7(a) and not the type of disbursement envisioned under the host committee
regulations. Consequently, in the ECM, the Audit staff concluded that the total amount
of $1,455,407 paid by the Host Committee and $233,500 paid by the City for production
expenses, result in an in-kind contribution to the DNCC. In addition, the Committee is
required to itemize these in-kind contributions on an amended report.

ln the ECM, the Audit staff recommended that the
committees provide documentation to demonstrate that the payments described above
were aliowable Host Committee and City expenses pursuant to 11 CFR §9008.52(c) and
did not result in prohibited in-kind contributions to the DNCC. Also, for these specific
items, the Committee was to address whether these disbursements would have been
. necessary for the convention hall if not for the television production requirements. If the
Committee elected to view any of the aforementioned expenses as allocable in whole or
in part to permissible activities, the documentation supporting the Committee's basis for
such allocation was to be presented.

In response to the ECM, the DNCC challenged the Audit
staff"s position, stating “...it is clear that these expenses were of a type that the
Commission's regulations explicitly and specifically provide may be paid for by the Host
Committee or the City.” The DNCC summarized payments to each vendor, asserting that
“[a]ll of the expenses at issue were incurred for lighting or sound equipment used within
the Convention Hall, or for services or equipment directly involved in constructing and
preparing the podium.” Citing 11 CFR §9008.52(c)(1)(v) and (xi), the DNCC concluded
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that “[i]t could not be clearer that the items for which these six vendors were paid are
within the scope of this subsection.”

e Furthermore, the DNCC asserted in its response that the
“...Audit Division has completely misperceived the purposes of these expenditures.”
adding that “[m])uch of the labor and equipment involved would have been required even
if the Convention had never been broadcast.” The DNCC goes on to say that “...to the-
extent thac sound, lighting, and other electrical was [emphasis in original] needed or used
to facilitate television, radio or cable broadcast of the Convention proceedings. the
expenses of such equipment are manifestly a permissible expense under section
9008.52(c)(1)(v).”

The DNCC contended that “[n]othing in the language, prior
history or Explanation and Justification for the current regulations in any way suggests
any limitation on the Host Committee’s ability” to defray expenses “...related to
facilitating broadcast or other press coverage of the Convention, as distinct from other
expenses of constructing and preparing the Convention Hall.” The DNCC concluded that
the Audit staff had “...no basis for such a distinction,” adding that there is “no possibility™
that any committee “could have been aware of any such distinction by reading the
regulations.”

Of special interest was a section of the DNCC's response
providing details regardmg the $113,500 Host Committee payment to Audiotek
Corporauon According to ‘the DNCC, services provided by this vendor comprised

...public.address systems, wiring and speakers so that people in all parts of the Hall
could hear the proceedings while they were taking place, delegate microphone systems, a
hearing impaired wireless system for the Hall (so that hearing-impaired persons within
the Hall could follow the proceedings), amplification for the orchestra playing within the
Hall. and labor to install and assist in the operation of this on-site sound equipment.”
Based on these additional details, the Audit staff concluded Audiotek’s services were
essentially similar to “loudspeaker systems,” and therefore permissible under 11 CFR
§9008.52(c)(1 )(v).

Regarding the remaining five vendors, however, other
statements in the DNCC's response confirm that at least some portion of the payments
were used to facilitate television, radio or cable broadcast of the Convention proceedings.
Furthermore, other than Audiotek, the responses from both the DNCC and Chicago ‘96
failed to offer any new documentation or basis for allocation which identify those parts of
the expenses that would have been required even if the Convention had never been
broadcast, as recommended in the ECM. The Audit staff believes that the regulations.
together with the explanatory material published in the Federal Register, form a
reasonable basis for its position, and therefore concludes that Chicago ‘96 and the City of
Chicago made prohibited in-kind contributions to the DNCC in the amount of $1,461.907
($1.688,907—%227,000).




» On April 23, 1998 the Commission, during its
consideration of the audit report onthe 1996 Committee on Arrangements for the a
Republican National Convention, voted that the use of funds, for such services as
provided by the remaining five vendors discussed above, is a permissible host committee

expense.
2. JTelecommunications

Section 9008.7(a)(4)(x) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states that “Convention Expenses” include all expenses incurred by or on
behalf of a political party’s national committee or convention committee with respect to
and for the purpose of conducting a presidential nominating convention or convention-
related activities. Such expenses include administrative and office expenses for
conducting the convention, including stationery, office supplies, office machines, and
telephone charges; but exclude the cost of any services supplied by the national
~ committee at its headquarters or principal office if such services are incidental to the
convention and not utilized primarily for the convention.

As mentioned above, 11 CFR §9008.52(c) permits host committees
to provide the national committee use of a convention center and convention-related
services for that location such as offices and office equipment. In addition, an
explanation of the regulatory intent behind 11 CFR §9008.52(c), printed in the Federal
Register (Vol. 59, No. 124, Page 33614), states, in part, that the revised rules do not
permit host committees or municipalities to pay the convention committee’s or the
national party's overhead and administrative expenses related to the convention.*

Pursuant to the Convention Contract, the City agreed: to provide
the DNCC with a telecommunications system; to provide the DNCC with a cellular
phone system; and, to pay for all long distance service charges incurred by the DNCC at
the Convention facilities. The Audit staff's review of disbursements disclosed that the
Host Comminee and City made substantial payments on behalf of the DNCC for
telephone installation and service. Because telephone installation costs are allocable to
office equipment, and therefore are permissible host committee expenses pursuant to
11 CFR §9008.52(c)(1)(v), the following discussion focuses on telephone service
charges.

According to Host Committee records, payments totaling $600,325
were made to defray local and long distance telephone service charges. Furthermore,
documents obtained by the Audit staff'indicate that the City of Chicago paid an additional
$126.510.% These payments were apparently made in execution of the Contract’s
provisions related to telecommunications and are discussed in more detail below.

-

¢ See 59 Fed. Reg. 33.614 (June 29. 1994).

< -
See Foomote 3.
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a. Ameritech

In the Exit Conference Memorandum (ECM). the Audit
staff identified 10 payments to Ameritech, which net of refunds to the Host Committee
from the vendor, totaled $512,637. In addition, payments by the City totaling $105,621
were identified. A review of the invoices disclosed that all of the billings were local
telephone service charges for Convention telephone numbers or accounts apparently
assigned to the DNCC. Furthermore, internal Host Committee memoranda antributed all
" of the expenses to the DNCC.

b. AT&T

The Audit staff identified 15 payments by the Host
Committee to AT&T, totaling $87,688. A review of the invoices disclosed that all of the
billings were long distance telephone service charges for Convention telephone numbers
or accounts apparently assigned to the DNCC. Furthermore, internal Host Committee
memoranda attributed all of the expenses to the DNCC. Payments by the City totaling
$20,889 to AT&T were also identified.

In the ECM, the Audit staff concluded that service charges
for telephone calls made by the DNCC in support of its operations were a convention
overhead expense which did not contribute to preparation of convention center premises
or promotion of the City of Chicago. Therefore, the $600,325 paid by the Host
Committee and $126,510 paid by the City for telephone service charges, result in in-kind
contributions to the DNCC. The Audit staff also recommended that the Committee
provide documentation to demonstrate that the payments for telephone service charges
were allowable Host Committee or City expenses pursuant to 11 CFR §9008.52(c) and
did not result in prohibited in-kind contributions to the DNCC.

In its response, the DNCC argued that “by any reasonable

- reading, the regulation on its face [emphasis in original] authorizes the host committee to
pay for the costs of telephone service for the Convention.” In the DNCC'’s opinion, “[t]o
say that the costs of office telephones are not an overhead or administrative expense but
that the costs of using the telephones are such an expense is to draw a distinction that no
reasonable reading of the plain language of the regulation would support.” The DNCC
then criticized the “language of the Explanation gnd Justification (E&J),” declaring that it
should “not be given precedence over the plain language of the regulation,” and that “the
E&J language is itself ambiguous.”

) The Host Committee took a different approach in its
response. stating that the telecommunications systems “existed for the benefit of
Chicago ‘96" and that without having provided these services, it would have been
impossible for the Committee to fulfill its obligations under the Convention Contract.
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The Host Committee asserted that the “telecommunications system served to accomplish

a wide variety of tasks directly related to the Convention” including construction as well
as security. The Host Committee concluded that expenditures for the phone charges “fall.
within the parameters of 11 C.F.R. Section 9008.52(c),” and therefore, it was appropriate

to pay for them.

Despite the arguments presented above, the Audit staff
believes that the E&J offers a reasonable starting point for applying the regulations as
intended by the Commission. The Audit staff further concludes that charges for local and
long distance telephone calls made by the DNCC are most appropriately classified as
administrative and overhead expenses of the convention committee and not construction
or security expenses benefiting the host committee. Therefore, the total amount of
$600,325 paid by the Host Committee and $126,510 paid by the City for telephone
charges, result in in-kind contributions to the DNCC.

Recommendation #1

The Audit staff recommends that the Commission determine that the Host
Committee made in-kind contributions totaling $600,325, 2nd the City of Chicago made
an in-kind contribution of $126.510, and that this total of $726,835 is repayable to the
United States Treasury. In addition. the Committee should file an amended disclosure
repon and itemize these in-kind contributions.

B. IN-KIND CONTRIBUTION TO THE HOST COMMITTEE VIEWED AS
. APPARENT CONVENTION EXPENSES

Section 9008.12(b)(3) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations
states that if the Commission determines that the national committee accepted
contributions to defray convention expenses which, when added to the amount of
payments received. exceeds the expenditure limitation of such party, it shall notify the
national committee of the amount of the contributions so acccpted, and the national
committee shall pay to the Secretary an amount equal to the amount specified.

In the Convention Contract. the City agreed, in part, to provide the DNCC
with “an electronic voting system for use in the Convention Hall” and “a photo security
system to control access to the Convention Offices.” During a review of the Committee’s
donor records, the Audit staff identified in-kind contributions from two vendors totaling
$165,000. In the ECM, the Audit staff stated that contributed equipment appears to have
been used for convention-related purposes pursuant to terms of the Contract and not for
items noted above at 11 CFR §9008.52(c)(1) as discussed belcw.

1.° AT&T

During a review of the Host Committee's donor records, the Audit
staff identified an in-kind contribution from AT&T of an “electronic voting system™
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valued at $150,000 by the vendor which appears to have been used for convention-related
purposes and not for items noted above at 11 CFR §9008.52(c)(1). The donated voting "~
system fulfilled Convention budget line number “70-Electronic Voting.”

The Host Committee asserted that the electronic voting system
“enabled state delegations to have interactive contact with leadership and other personnel
on the convention podium itself.” According to the Host Committee, the voting system
was used in the United Center as a part of the actual convention services in accordance
with the Convention Contract. A Democratic National Convention press release issued
during November, 1995.confirmed that AT&T was designated as an official technology
provider, and that delegates would be using AT&T integrated technology on the
Convention floor.

In the ECM, the Audit staff found that the donation of a voting
system provided the DNCC with the same benefit as if the Host Committee had paid a
convention expense, and therefore was an impermissible use of Host Committee
resources. Categories of permissible uses for contributions to host committees
enumerated at 11 CFR §9008.52(c)(1), involve preparing the convention site to host the
convention and promoting the convention city. In contrast, the equipment donated by
AT&T was used to provide Democratic Party leadership with rapid tabulation of delegate
voting. This enhancement to political operations at the Convention served a partisan
function in conflict with the host committee regulations. Therefore, the Audit staff
concluded that use of the voting system. valued at $150,000, resuited in a prohibited
in-kind contribution to the DNCC. The Audit staff also recommended in the ECM that
the Committee provide documentation to demonstrate that the electronic voting system
was put to permissible uses pursuant to 11 CFR §9008.52(c) and did not result in
prohibited in-kind contributions to the DNCC.

In response to a conference held at the close of audit fieldwork, the
DNCC verified that “(t)he electronic system used to count the votes of delegates at the
Convention” served as “ a core part of the physical systems needed to run the
convention.” Later, in its response to the ECM, the DNCC pointed out that 11 CFR
§§9008.52(c)(1)(v) and (vi) permit the host committee to pay for office equipment in the
convention hall as well as similar convention-related facilities and services. According to
the DNCC, “[t]here is no logical difference between telephone receivers used to
communicate information to the podium and a computerized system that does the same
thing.” The DNCC found it “difficult to imagine a ‘facility’ more ‘related’ to the
Convention than a system for counting delegate votes.” The DNCC also rejected the
Audit staff’s position on the grounds that “[t]o say that a voting system is an
‘enhancement to political operations’ contributes nothing to any analysis of permissibility
of this expenditure, since virtually every expenditure...specifically allowed by section
9008.52(c)(1)(v) could be said 10 ‘enhance” political operations.”

In response to the ECM. the Host Committee described its
obligation to provide a delegate voting system under the Convention Contract as part of
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the “actual convention services.” The Host Committee disagrees that the voting system’s
furtherance of a partisan party function would prohibit its use by the DNCC, arguing that
“because a convention naturally must serve one party or another, it is implicitly
understood that the convention itself is partisan while a host committee remains
nonpartisan.” Also, the Host Committee stated its understanding that “similar Voting
Systems have been donated for past conventions and no regulatory problems have been
raised.” As a result, the Host Committee concluded that the delegate voting system “falls
squarely within the parameters of 11 C.F.R. Section 9008 52(c).”

The responses discussed above do not demonstrate that the in-kind
contribution was permissible under the regulations. Furthermore, they confirm that the
Audit staff correctly interpreted the basic purpose of the electronic voting system. In
light of this, the Audit staff concluded that use of the voting system, valued at $150,000,
resulted in a prohibited in-kind contribution to the DNCC. On January 22, 1998. the
Commission, during its consideration of the audit report on the San Diego Host
Committee/Sail to Victory San Diego ‘96, voted that the use of funds for a voting
tabulation system was a permissible host committee expense.

2. Polaroid Corporation

Section 9008.7(a)(4)(ix) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states that “Convention expenses” include all expenses incurred by or on
behalf of a political party’s national committee or convention committee with respect to
and for the purpose of conducting a presidential nominating convention or convention-
related activities. Such expenses include expenses for printing convention programs, a
journal of proceedings, agendas, tickets, badges, passes, and other similar publications.

In the ECM, the Audit staff identified an in-kind contribution from
Polaroid Corporation of a “‘credentials management system™ assigned a value of $15,000
by the vendor. According to Polaroid’s proposal, the system would capture and maintain
a text and image database of all DNCC and host committee employees. Included in the
$15.000 valuation were six months rental of the system, labor logo scanning, training,
shipping. and card design. According to DNCC training materials, the credentials were to
be worn by every attendee, and, the passes granted five levels of access, designated by
credential color, to different sections of the convention facility.

The Audit staff concluded that the donation of the credentials
management system provided the DNCC with the same benefit as if the Host Commirtee
had paid a convention expense, and consequently, is not a permissible use of host
committee resources as defined at 11 CFR §9008.52(c)(1). As a resulit, the Host
Comminee apparently made a prohibited in-kind contribution of $15,000 to the DNCC.
Also. it was recommended in the ECM that the Committee provide documentation to
demonstrate that the credentials management system was put to permissible uses pursuant
to 11 CFR §9008.52(c) and dld not result in prohibited in-kind contributions to the

DNCC.
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- In its response to the ECM, the Host Committee disagreed that the
useofthecredennalsmanagememsystemwasnotmcomphancewzmllCFR ‘
9008.52(c). The Host Committee asserts that the system “related directly 1< the security
services necessary to ensure safety and orderly conduct for the convention :aff and
participants,” and therefore came under provision which allow host committees to defray
the costs of law enforcement services necessary to ensure orderly conventions.

According to the Host Committee, the system “provided photo identification passes for a
variety of personnel working at the 320 North Clark location (which housed both

Chicago ‘96 and the DNCC, as well as numerous other city and state offices and
courtrooms) as well as at the United Center,” the site of the convention. The DNCC's
response addressed this issue in a similar manner.

In order to clarify representations made above, the Audit staff
contacted both committees. Statements made by representatives of the DNCC and the
Host Committee, along with documents contained in the audit workpapers, corroborate
that the credentials management system generated identification cards which were used
exclusively as a security measure for employees of both committees to gain access to the
320 North Clark Street office facility and United Center, but only during construction and
preparation phases leading up to the Convention. There was no evidence that the
credentials management system assisted the DNCC in managing the movement of
delegates or other personnel once inside the Convention. Accordingly, the Audit staff
concludes that the use of the donated credentials managemen: system was within the
scope of 11 CFR §9008.52(c)(1)(vii) and did not result in a prohibited in-kind
contribution to the DNCC.

C. IMPROPER USE OF FUND PAYMENTS

Section 9008.12(a) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations
states. in relevant part, that a national committee that has received payments from the
Fund under 11 CFR Part 9008 shall pay the United States Treasury any amounts which
the Commission determines to be repayable under this section. The Commission will
notify the committee of any repayment determinations made under this section as soon as
possible, but not later than 3 years after the last day of the Presidential nominating
convention. The Commission's issuance of an audit report to the committee will
constitute notification for purposes of the three year period.

Section 9008.12(b)(4) states, in relevant part, that if the Commission
determines that any amount of any payment to the national committee or convention
committee under 11 CFR 9008.6(b) was used for any purposes other than the purposes
authorized at 11 CFR 9008.7. it shall notify the national committee of the amount
improperly used and the national committee shall pay to the Secretary an amount equal to
the amount specified.
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, Section 9008.12(c) o< Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations states
the Commission will follow the same repayment determination procedures, and the °
committee has the same rights and obligations as are provided for repayment
determrinations involving publicly funded candidates under 11 CFR 9007.2(c) through

).

During our review of the DNCC'’s disbursements, we identified payments.
totaling $33,183, to seven vendors for expenses which did not appear to be convention-
related. In the case of four vendors, the payments ($14,131) defrayed the travel expenses
of non-DNCC staff or represented overpayments of DNCC convention-related expenses.
The DNCC sought and received reimbursements in each instance; therefore, no

repayment is necessary.

As to the remainder, ($19,052), these payments involved (a)
reimbursements to two vendors for lost telecommunications equipment, $15,902, and (b)
airline tickets purchased for which no convention-related purpose could be shown,
$3,150. On July 24, 1997 a check drawn on an account of the Democratic National
Committee and payable to the United States Treasury was received, representing a
repayment of $19,052 pursuant to 11 CFR §9008.12(b)4).

In response to the ECM, the Committee statcd that the recommended
repayment has been made.

~ The Audit staff recommends that the Commission determine that the total amount
of $19.052 is repayable to the United States Treasury. As noted above, the repayment has
already been made.

D. DETERMINATION OF NET OUTSTANDING CONVENTION EXPENSES AND
AMOUNTS SUBJECT TO THE SPENDING LIMITATION

Sections 9008(b)(1) and (5) of Title 26 of the United States Codes state, in
relevant part, that the national committee of a major party shall be entitled to payments
under paragraph (3), with respect to any presidential nominating convention, in amounts
which, in the aggregate, shall not exceed $4,000,000, as adjusted pursuant to the
provisions of 2 U.S.C. §441a(c).

Section 9008.5(b) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations, states
that the entitiements established by 11 CFR 9008.4 shall be adjusted so as not to exceed
the difference between the expenditure limitations of 11 CFR 9008.8(a) and the amount
of private contributions received under 11 CFR 9008.6(a) by the national committee of a
political party. Except as provided in 11 CFR 9008.12(b)(7), in calculating these
adjustments. amounts expended by Government and municipal corporations in
accordance with 11 CFR 9008.53. in-kind donations by businesses to the national
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committee or convention committee in accordance with 11 CFR 9008.9: expenditures by
host committees in accordance with 11 CFR 9008.52; expenditures to participate in or
attend the convention under 11 CFR 9008.8(b)(2); and legal and accounting services
rendered in accordance with 11 CFR 9008.8(b)(4) will no* e considered private
contributions or expenditures counting against the limitation.

Section 9008.8(a)(1) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations states,
in part, that the national party committee of a major party may not incur convention
expenses with respect to a Presidential nominating convention which, in the aggregate,
exceed the amount to which such committee is entitled under 11 CFR 9008.4 and 9008.5.

Section 9008.8(b)(1) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations states
that expenditures made by the Host Committee shall not be considered expenditures by
the national committee and shall not count against the expenditure limitations of this
section provided the funds are spent in accordance with 11 CFR 9008.52.

In addition, 11 CFR §9008.8(b)(2) states that expenditures made by
government agencies and municipal corporations shall not be considered expenditures by
the national committee and shall not count against the expenditure limitations of this
section if the funds are spent in accordance with the requirements of 11 CFR 9008.53.

Section 9008.10(g) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations states,
in part, that a convention committee shall file, no later than sixty days after the last day of
the convention, a statement of that committee’s net outstanding convention expenses. A
revised statement shall be filed no later than 30 calendar days after the end of the ninth
month following the last day of the convention, and shall be accompanied by the interim
repayment, if required under 11 CFR 9008.12(b)(5)(ii).

Section 9008.12(b)(3) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations
states that if the Commission determines that the national committee accepted
contributions to defray convention expenses which, when added to the amount of
payments received, exceeds the expenditure limitation of such party, it shall notify the
national committee of the amount of the contributions so accepted, and the national
committee shall pay to the Secretary an amount equal to the amount specified.

Section 9008.12(b)(7) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations
states, in part, that the Commission may seek a repayment from the convention
committee if the convention committee knowingly helped, assisted or participated in
making convention expenditures by the host committee, governmental agency or
municipal corporation that are not in accordance with 11 CFR §§9008.52 or 9008.53.

Section 9008.12(c) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal Regulations states
that the Commission will follow the same repayment determination procedures, and the
committee has the same rights and obligations as are provided for repayment

e




determinations involving pubhcly funded candidates under 11 CFR 9007.2(:) through
(h).

The 1996 Democratic Convention ended on August 29, 1996. The DNCC |

filed its initial Statement of Net Outstanding Convention Expenses (NOCE), as of
October 13, 1996, on October 29, 1996. A revised NOCE, also as of October 13, 1996,
was filed on October 21, 1997. The Audit staff reviewed the DNCC’s financial activity
through September 30, 1997, analyzed winding down costs, and prepared the figures

shown below.
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STATEMENT OF NET OUTSTANDING CONVENTION EXPENSES “
As of October 13, 1996 : =
As Determined at 10/21/97 '

ASSETS
Cash on Hand ) $1.649,981
Accounts Receiv?ble: 295,030
Capital Assets - : 0
Total Assets $1.945.011
OBLIGATIONS
Accounts Payable for Convention 51,855,019
Expenses
In-kind Contributions 726,835 ()
Winding Down Costs
10/01/97 and iater: Estimated 39375 (v)
* Total Obligations $2.621229
NET OUTSTANDING CONVENTION EXPENSES (8676218)
FOOTNOTES TO NOCE

(a) Thss & the amount from Finding [1.A.2.. previously discussed in this report.
(b) 'lmusmm-aysuoonw wndng down costs paid 10/22/98-3/31/98 and estinated winding down

costs of approxmately $33.000. The Auds swaff will review the Commautee's disclosure reports and records to
compare the sctual figures with the estsnated figures and prepare adjustments as necessary.
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The NOCE as calculated by the Audit staff shows a deficit of $676.218 which is
in contrast to the DNCC’s most recent calculation, prepared October 21, 1997, showing ™
unspent funds of $50,617. The Audit staff's inclusion of $726,835 in in-kind
contributions, viewed as subject to the spending limitation, created this situation.

Prior to receipt of the ECM, the DNCC made a repayment to the U.S. Treasury in
the amount of $120,562, representing its calculation of an interim repayment of unspent
funds pursuant to 11 CFR 9008.12(b)(5Xii). Since the repayment was made, the DNCC
identified an additional $69,945° in convention expenses, thus explaining the $50,617 in
unspent funds shown on its October 21, 1997 statement ($120,562 - $69,945 = $50,617).

Since the value ($726,835) of in-kind contributions received from the Host
Committee and the Citg is repayable to the U.S. Treasury (see Recommendation #1 at
page 12), the $120,562" already paid to the U.S.Treasury is viewed as a credit against the
amount due.

Recommendation #3
It is recommended that the Commission determine that the $120,562 paid to the
U.S. Treasury by the DNCC be considered a credit against the $726,835 repayment due

related to the acceptance of in-kind contributions discussed at Finding I1.A.2. The net
repayment due is $606.273 ($726,835 - $120,562).

E. APPARENT ALLOCABLE CONVENTION-RELATED EXPENSES

During our review of background materials related to the convention, we
identified a possible in-kind contribution to the DNCC. According to published rcpons.'
the Democratic National Committee was assuming about $25,000 in hotel bills incurred
at the Chicago convention in August, 1996, “partly because of concerns that a donor who
originally paid the bill might have used foreign funds, according to sources.” The hotel
bill reportedly covered costs associated with Democratic National Committee finance
chairman Rosen’s stay in the presidential suite at Chicago’s Four Seasons, R. Scott
Pastrick’s stay in a smaller suite, and two additional rooms.

¢ The DNCC identified additional accounts receivable of $11,986 and additional accounts payabie
of $81,931 which resulted in a net increase in convention expenses of $69,945.

! The DNCC may, at its option, submit a written request to the Commission requesting that funds
previously refunded to the U.S. Treasury be certified for payment of convention expenses
(1! CFR §9008.12(b)5Xii). If such a request was made and if approved by the Commission. the
net repayment due of $606.273 would increase by an amount equal to the amount certified to the
DNCC for payment of convention expenses.

' The Washingion Post, Dec. 12, 1996. p.A28; and Jan. 8, 1997, p. Al4.
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. M. Pastrick served as treasurer of the DNCC from October 5. 1995 to
January 20, 1997, and also served as treasurer of the DNC Services Corporation/
Democratic National Committee, Democratic Unity Fund, and six other committees
registered withrthe Commission, according to the FEC Disclosure Data Base for the 95-
96 cycle. The DNCC did not defray the cost of Mr. Pastrick's hotel expenses during
convention week. During fieldwork, the Audit staff requested copies of the hotel bill and
related expenses and information concerning the payment of \hese expenses. Also
requested was information as to why no portion of these expenses relate to the
convention, even though Mr. Pastrick and Mr. Rosen were both present during
convention week and met with persons attending the convention.

The DNCC responded by stating that “during the week of the convention,
Mr. Pastrick’s sole function, other than a five minute speech at the Monday Convention
session, was to serve in a fundraising capacity for the DNC [Democratic National
Committee].” The DNCC went on to explain that there was no point during the week of
the convention where Mr. Pastrick was required to serve in the role of treasurer of the
DNCC. A copy of Mr. Pastrick’s remarks of August 26th was provided. He was
introduced as “Treasurer of the Democratic National Committee.” In his remarks. Mr.
Pastrick made references to Party finances, campaign finance reform, and the November
general election. Information relating to the hotel expenses and payment thereof was not
provided.

In the Audit staff's opinion. the expenses associated with Mr. Pastrick’s
suite during convention week would seem, at least in part, allocable to the DNCC. as
would the rwo additional rooms. given his position and responsibilities as the DNCC
treasurer.

In the ECM, the Audit staff requested that the DNCC provide support for
its position. The documentation was to include (a) copies of the hotel bill and related
expenses for Mr. Pastrick’'s suite and the two additional rooms, (b) information
concemning the payment of these expenses, (c) a copy of Mr. Pastrick’s appointment
calendar or other written record of his activities during convention week, and (d) any
additional information the DNCC believes is relevant in support of its current position.

In its response to the ECM. the DNCC did not submit any of the
documentation requested in the ECM in support of its position. The DNCC did reiterate
the points discussed above and further stated:

[T]t is fundamental to the Convention financing system that the
costs of national party fundraising at the Convention should pot be paid
for with public Convention grant. 11 CFR §9008.7(a)(4)(viii)}(B). Thus. it
is clear that no part of Mr. Pastrick's expenses should have been allocated

to the DNCC.” The Audit Division's insistence that part of the expenses
of a Party official to attend the Convention should be charged to the public
The Audit Division’s position. were the Commission to uphold it, would
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be an open invitation for future abuse--an invitation to national party
committees to slough off part of their fundraising costs on the taxpayers.
That is exactly what the Commission should be discouraging, not )
encouraging. The Audit staff’s hunt for further documentation, proof of
Mr. Pastrick’s activities during the Convention, etc., is pointiess and
counterproductive. His expenses were properly paid for by the DNC.

Given the lack of documentation provided in response to the request
contained in the ECM, the Audit staff’s position is unchanged.

F. SUMMARY OF AMOUNT DUE TO THE U.S. TREASURY

Finding I1.A.2. In-Kind Contribution- $ 726,835
Telecommunications
Finding I1.C. Improper Use of Funds $ 1905
Subtotal $ 745,887
Amounts paid to date: . ($19,052)
- (8120,562)
Net Amount Due 3 606273
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BEFORE THE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

REQUEST OF
1996 DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION COMMITTEE, INC.
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW OF
REPAYMENT DETERMINATION

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §§ 9008.12(c) and 9007.2(c)(2), the 1996 Democratic
National Convention Commuttee, Inc. (the “Convention Committee™) hereby disputes the
repayment determination set forth in the Report of the Audit Division on the 1996
Democratic National Convention Committee. Inc., approved by the Commission on June
25, 1998 and served on the Cdnvention Commuittee on July 8, 1998 (the “Final Audit
Report”), and requests administrative review of that determination.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. §§ 9008.12(c) and 9007.2(c)(2)(i1), the Convention
Committee further requests that the Commission provide an opportunity for the
Convention Committee to address the Commission in open session, to demor;sn'ate that
no repayment is required.

The sole issue presented by the Final Audit Report is whether the Convention
Commuttee should be required to repay $600,325 paid by Chicago’s Commuittee for '96
(the “Host Committee™) and $126,510 paid by the City of Chicago (the “City”) for local
and long distance telephone service charges for telephone calls made by the Convention
Committee. (Final Audit Report at 10-12). That question turns on the application of the
Commission’s regulation governing permissible disbursements by a host committee, 11
C.F.R. § 9008.52(c),' which reads in pertinent part:

(1) Local businesses (excluding banks), local labor organizations and
other local organizations or individuals may donate funds or make in-kind
donations to a-host committee to be used for the following purposes: . . .

(v)  To provide the national commuittee use of an auditorium or

convention center and to provide construction and convention

' Pnivate contributions to a separate fund or account or a government agency or mumcipality may be made
to pay for the same categones of expenses as those for which a host commuttee may pay. 11 C.F.R.§
9008.53(b)(1).

B
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related services for that location such as: construction of podiums;
press tables; false floors; camera platforms; additional seating;
lighting, electrical, air conditioning and loudspeaker systems;

offices; office equipment; and decorations; . . .
(xi)  To provide other similar convention-related facilities and services.

o

The Final Audit Report concedes that payment by the Host Commuittee and/or the
City for Convention Committee for offices and office equipment, whether at the
Convention Hall or off-site, was entirely permissible under this language. Final Audit
Report at 10. Further, the Audit Division reviewed and allowed payments by the Host
Committee and/or the City for numerous office-related service charges, including
maintenance, cleaning, use of office supplies, equipment rental charges. cellular phone
service charges, pager service charges, and the like. Nevertheless, Final Audit Report
drew a distinction between all of these charges for office equipment facilities and
services, on the one hand, and telephone service charges, on the other hand, citing a
single sentence of the language of the Commission’s Explanation and Justification for its
Convention regulations: *‘Please note that the revised rules do not permit host
committees or municipalities to pay salaries of those working for the convention
committee or the national party, or to pay the convention committee’s or the national
party’s overhead and administrative expenses related to the convention.” Presidential
Election Campaign Fund and Federal Financing of Presidential Nominating Conventions,
Final Rules, 59 Fed. Reg. 33606 at 33614 (June 29, 1994).

In these circumstances, requiring the Convention Committee to repay payments
made by the Host Committee and the City for telephone service charges would be
arbitrary, capricious and contrary to law, for two reasons. First, given the ambiguous and
contradictory language of the regulation and the E&J, and their contradictory application
by the Audit Division, the Convention Committee simply did not have fair notice that the
regulation could be interpreted to allow payment by a host committee for a whole vanety
of administrative and overhead expenses, but not including telephone service charges.
Second, the Commission’s reliance on the one sentence of language in its E&J as
governing the scope of the regulation is in violation of the Administrative Procedure Act.
5 U.S.C. §§ 553(b) and (c), because the Convention Committee clearly was not afforded

any notice of or opportunity to comment on the entire concept that convention committee
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administrative and.overhead charges would be excluded from the category of permissible

disbursements by a host committee or municipality.

L. THE AMBIGUOUS AND CONTRADICTORY LANGUAGE AND
APPLICATION OF THE REGULATION AND E&J FAILED TO
PROVIDE THE CONVENTION COMMITTEE WITH FAIR NOTICE
THAT PAYMENT OF TELEPHONE CHARGES WAS PROHIBITED

To be sure, “‘substantial deference” must be given “to an agency’s interpretation

of its own regulations.” Thomas Jefferson Universitv v. Shalala, 512 U.S. 504, 512

(1994). Where the imposition of a civil sanction is at stake, however, “the due process
clause prevents that deference from validating the application of a regulation that fails to

give fair warning of the conduct it prohibits or requires.” Gates & Fox Co., ‘Inc., v,
Qccupational Safety and Health Review Commussion, 790 F.2d 154, 156 (D.C. Cir.

1986)(Scalia, C.J.). “In the absence of notice—for example, where the regulation is not
sufficiently clear to warn a party about what is expected of it—an agency may not
deprive a party of property by imposing civil or criminal liability.” General Electric Co.
v. United States Environmental Protection Agency, 53 F.3d 1324, 1328 (D.C. Cir. 1995).
As the court explained in Diamond Roofing Co. v. Occupational Safety & Health Review

Commission, 528 F.2d 645 (5™ Cir. 1976), the regulated entity:

is entitled to fair notice in dealing with his government. Like other statutes
and regulations which allow monetary penalties against those who violate them,
an occupational safety and health standard must give an employer fair warnuing ot
the conduct it prohibits or requires. . . .

If a violation of a regulation subjects private parties to criminal or civil
sanctions, a regulation cannot be construed to mean what an agency intended but
did not adequately express. . . . [T]he. . . enforcer of the Act has the responsibility
to state with ascertainable certainty what is meant by the standards he has

promuigated.
528 F.2d at 649. See also, ins Environmental Servic .v. U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, 937 F.2d 649, 654 (D.C. Cir. 1991)(lack of adequate notice resulting

from regulation’s inherent uncertainty in meanuing resulted in setting aside penalty for

violating regulation).

B
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[n this case, it cannot possibly be said that the Convention Committee had fair
warrung that the Commission’s regulation prohibited the payment by a host committee or
municipality of telephone service charges, for the following reasons.

A. The Language of the Regulation Does Not Distinguish Between
Telephone Service Charges and Other Office Equipment Facilities

and Services

"A regulation should be construed to give effect to the natural and plain meaning
of its words.” Diam: 00 0., supra, 528 F.2d at 649. It is impossible to glean
from a reading of the plain language of the regulation, section 9008.52(c)(1), that host
committees are permitted to pay for a wide variety of office-related facilities and
services, but not telephone service charges.

The regulation clearly permits host committees to pay for “offices” and “office
equipment.” 11 C.F.R. § 9008.52(c)(1)(v). The regulation goes on to allow host
committees to pay, without limitation, to “‘provide other similar convention-related
facilities and services.” Id. § 9908.52(c)(1)(xi)(emphasis added). Thus, host committees
are indisputably permitted to piay for the provision and installation of telephone
equipment for the convention committee. Any natural and plain reading of the regulation
would give rise to the conclusion that the host committee is also permitted to pay for
“other similar” “services,” and that use of a telephone is a “service” similar to the
provision and installation of telephone “facilities”.

Further, the very use of the phrase “other similar convention—related facilities and
services” indicates that the list provided in the preceding subsection of the regulations is

illustrative rather than exclusive. i itime Shippi uthority v.
Interstate Commerce Commission, 645 F.2d 1102, 1112 n. 26 (D.C. Cir. 1981)(use of

word “including” indicates specified list is illustrative, not exclusive). Clearly the use of
télephonw is an “other service,” “similar” to the provision, for example, of other utilities
for which a charge is paid—specifically, air conditioning and electricity, specifically
listed in subsection (c)(1)}(V).

Nothing in the plain language of this regulation, therefore, gives the convention
committee any notice whatsoever that the provision and installation of office equipment

may be paid for by a host committee, but not service charges for use of such equipment,




or that certain types. of service charges for use of offices or office equipment may be paid
for by the host committee (e.g., electricity for offices), but not telephone service charges.

B. Nothing in the Administrative History of the Regulation, Including
the E&J, Gives Fair Notice That Telephone Charges Are Excluded

From the List of Fxpenses for Which Host Committees May Pay

Nothing in the administrative history of the regulation gives a convention
committee any indication that certain types of convention committee administrative
facilities and services may be paid for by a host committee, but not telephone service
charges. First, the regulation has never contained, in any of its formulations, any
limitation on payment of convention committee administrative expenses by a host
committee, provided that the source of funds was permissible. The first regulations
promulgated by the Commission allowed certain local businesses to donate funds to a
host committee in an amount “‘proportionate to the commercial return reasonably
expected” by that business during the convention, and allowed the host committee to use
those funds “to pay for what would otherwise be a convention expense by the national
committee,” obviously including convention commuittee administrative costs. Former
section 121.9(b), 41 Fed. Reg. 35965 (Aug. 25, 1976). The Commission’s explanation to
Congress made clear that such funds could be used by the host committee, “if it so
chooses, to. . . defray convention expenses of the national party. . . . “ House Doc. 95-44,
95™ Cong., 1* Sess. 137 (1977).

The second version of the regulation, promulgated in 1979, added the list of
purposes for which expenditures could be made by government agencies and
municipalities, including the term, “other similar convention related facilities and
services,” and provided that host committees could make expenditures for purpdses that
“include but are not limited to” the purposes listed for municipalities, provided the funds
were donated by local retail businesses in an amount proportionate to the commercial
return reasonably expected. Former sections 9008.7(b)(2) and (d)(3), 44 Eed. Reg. 63036
at 63041-42 (Nov. 1, 1979). [n essence, the concept of these regulations, carrying
forward the policy of the original regulations, was that the restrictions on source of the

funds would ensure that the donations were commercially motivated and that, once these
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restrictions were met, the host committee could spend the funds for any “convention
expenses.” See Explanation & Justification, section 9008.7, 44 Fed. Reg. at 63038.

In promulgating the current version of the regulations, the Commission decided to
eliminate what it regarded as complex and unworkable distinctions between “local” and
“local retail” businesses. . 59 Fed. Reg. at 33610. But the new rules continued to provide,
as the Commission explained, that “‘both host committees and government agencies and
municipalities may accept monetary and in-kind donations from local businesses and
other local organizations and individuals to defray a variety of expenses for promoting
the convention city and paving for convention-related facilities and services.”
Explanation and Justification (“E&J™), section 9008.52, 59 Fed. Reg. at 33614 (emphasis

added). Significantly, the Commuission retained, in the final language of the current rules

in section 9008.52(c), the exact same list of permissible host committee disbursements as
had been set forth in prior section 9008.7(b)(2) in 1979, including *““[o]ther similar
convention related facilities and services,” for which a host committee could use funds
donated by local retail businésses under section 9008.79(d)(3). The Commission openly
recognized, in 1979, that this list allowed the host committee to “defray cog(vemion
expenses,” without limitation, and that was precisely the reason there had been placed
severe limitations on the source of the funds. 44 Fed. Reg. at 63037-38. Thus, the
legislative history of the language of the current regulation indicates no intent whatsoever
to limit the use of host committee funds for administrative expenses.

That leaves, of course, the one sentence of the E&J of the current regulation,
asking convention committees to “‘Please note that the revised rules do not permit host
committees or municipalities to pay. . . the convention committee’s or the national party's
overhead and administrative expenses related to the convention. 59 Eed. Reg. at 33614.
The problem with this sentence is that it |s flatly contradicted by the language of the
regulation itself, rendering it essentially uninteiligible. The E&J language does not say
that a host committse can pay some administrative expenses, but not telephone charges.

[t says that a host committee may not pay any administrative or overhead expenses of the
convention committee. Yet the plain language of the regulation itself clearly permuts
payment of such expenses, in particular, “offices” and “office equipment.” Offices and

office equipment are administrative and overhead expenses, by anybody’s definition.
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How cana convention committee make any sense whatsoever of a sentence in the
* E&J that says a h&st committee cannot pay convention committee administrative
expenses and a regulation that says a host committee can pay administrative expenses?
Certainly, such contradictory language cannot even remotely be said to give fair notice of
which types of administrative expenses will be allowed—in particular, which types of
office facilities and services will be allowed to be paid by the host committee and which
will not.

The Final Audit Report suggests that the “E&J offers a reasonable starting point
for applying the regulations.” Final Audit Report at 12. But a “‘reasonable starting point™
ts not enough to tell a party committee that it is going to be held liable for more than

$700,000 in repayments based on a distinction that is nowhere to be found in the

language or history of the rules. For these reasons, nothing in the administrative history
of the regulation—including the E&J language on which the Final Audit Report places so
much reliance—gives fair notice that telephone service charges would be disallowed as a

permissible host committee disbursement.

C. The Application of the Regulation by the Audit Division Was
radicto ist

The Audit Division itself interpreted and applied the language of section
9008.52(c), and the E&J language, in an entirely contradictory and inconsistent way. The
Host Committee and the City paid for, and the Audit Division allowed their payments for,
a variety of administrative and overhead expenses for convention-related facilities and
services for the Convention Committee, including use of office equipment as well as
provision and installation of such equipment. Indeed, the Audit Division itself
acknowledges that, notwithstanding the language of the E&J purporting to bar host
committee payments for any convention committee administrative or overhead expenses,
it was permissible for the Host Committee to pay for Convention Committee offices and
office equipment, incfuding telephone systems. Final Audit Report at 10.

Moreover, as best we can determine from the record, the Audit Division allowed
payments by the Host Committee for service charges which are conceptually and
definitionally indistinguishable from telephone serve charges Convention Committee
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pager (“beeper”) charges, usage charges for cellular phones, rental of certain types of
office equipment, and consumable office supplies such as paper, printer and fax
cartridges, pens, pads, fasteners and the like, as well as postage for use by the Convention
Committee. The Audit Division, again, approved such payments notwithstanding the
language of the E&J suggesting that a host committee may not pay for any convention
committee administrative and overhead expenses.

Thus, the Audit Division’s own inconsistent and contradictory application of the
regulation demonstrates that no regulated entity could possibly figure out, or have been
put on notice, that the regulation contained distinctions between certain kinds of
administrative expenses and others, or that certain kinds of service charges would be
allowable and others would not. For this reason too, the regulation did not provide fair

notice to the Convention Committee that telephone service charges would be disallowed.

D. The Definition of Convention Expenses Is Useless in Interpreting the Scope

1 issible Host Committee Disbursemen

The Final Audit Report places some reliance on the fact that the Commission's
rules of course allow a convention committee itself to pay for its own administrative and
overhead expenses. The Final Audit Report cites 11 C.F.R. § 9008.7(a)(4)(x), which
permits a convention committee pay for its own “‘[a]dministrative and office expenses for
conducting the convention, including. . . telephone charges.” Reference to these
regulations was also made during the open Commission meeting on June 25, 1998, at
which the Final Audit Report was approved.

That a convention committee may pay for certain expenses with its own funds,
from the public grant, says nothing whatsoever about whether a host committee may also
pay for such expenses. There are numerous categories of expenses which the regulations
allow either the convention committee or the host committee to pay for, including its own
offices and office eqilipmeut, and expenses for preparing the physical site of the
convention, including rental of the hall, platforms and seating, all of which are
specifically set forth both in section 9008.7(a)(4), as permussible convention committee
expenses, and iﬁ section 9008.53(c)(1), as permissible host commuttee expenses. There is

no provision in the regulations, anywhere, or in the E&J, even remotely suggesting that i1f
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a particular category of expense may be paid for by the convention committee itself, it
cannot be paid for by the host committee or municipality, and any such reading would be
flatly contradicted by the language of the regulations.

Therefore, it is utterly meaningless that the convention committee could lawfully -
have paid for all of its own adminustrative and overhead expenses. The question is
whether the convention committee was fairly put on notice that certain categories of
admunistrative and overhead expenses could be paid for by the host committee, while
others, specifically telephone charges, could not. The definition of “convention
expenses” is wholly irrelevant and useless in addressing that question.

E. The Convention Committee Was Not Provided Fair Notice that the
Regulation Prohibited Host Committees from Paying for Telephone Service

Charges

[n the circumstances described above, where the regulation obviously failed to
give fair warning of the conduct the Commission now seeks to prohibit—i.e., payment by
host committees of telephone sérvice charges—it would be unlawful for the Commission
to force the Democratic National Committee to repay those Host Committee payments.
In Gates & Fox Co., supra, a federal contractor working on the Washington Metro system
was cited for violating an OSHA regulation requiring that certain breathing devices be
provided for workers near the “advancing face” of a shaft and that “such equipment”
shall be on certain equipment in that area “and in other areas™ where employees might be
trapped by smoke. The contractor had not been working near an “advancing face™, but
was working in another area where employees might be trapped by smoke. The court
found that the language was ambiguous because it was not clear whether the “other
areas” were only those near an advancing face, or could include other areas as well. The
court concluded that the contractor could not be fined for the violation because it “did not
receive constitutionally adequate notice” that OSHA would apply the regulation to such
other areas. 790 F.2d at 156. The court reasoned that:

Courts must give deference to an agency’s interpretation of its own regulations. . .
. Where the imposition of penal sanctions is at issue, however, the due process
clause prevents that deference from validating the application of a regulation that
fails to give fair warning of the conduct it prohubits or requires.

Id.
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Similarly, in Satellite Broadcasting Co., Inc. v. F 824 F.2d 1 (D.C. Cir. 1987),

the FCC dismissed a company’s application to operate a microwave radio station because
the application had been filed in the wrong place. The court found that the FCC’s rules
addressed the proper place for filing in a “baffling and inconsistent fashion.” 824 F.2d at
2. One section of the rules said that private radio applications should be filed in
Gettysburg, PA, while another section suggeéted that applications for any lottery should
be filed in accordance with the rules for each service, and for that specific service, the
place of filing was Washington. The company filed in Washington but the FCC ruled
they should have filed in Gettysburg. The court vacated the FCC’s dismissal decision as
arbitrary and capricious, holding that the company’s interpretation of the confusing rules

was equally reasonable and that:

Traditional concepts of due process incorporated into administrative law
preclude an agency from penalizing a private party for violating a rule without
first providing adequate notice of the substance of the rule. . . . The Commission
through its regulatory power cannot, in effect, punish a member of the regulated
class for reasonably interpreting Commission rules. Otherwise the practice of
administrative law would come to resemble “Russian Roulette.” The agency’s
interpretation is entitled to deference, but if it wishes to use that interpretation to
cut off a party’s right, it must give full notice of its interpretation.

Id. at 3-4.

Again, in General Electric Co. v. UU.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 53 F.3d
1324 (D.C. Cir. 1995), the EPA fined GE for distilling the contaminated solvent from

certain PCB’s before incinerating them. One section of EPA’s complex rules appeared to
allow intermediate processing for purposes of disposal. Another section required
disposal of the solvent by an approved method, which would not include distillation, only
immediate incineration. The court held that EPA’s reading of its regulations was
reasonable, and would be uphelid, but that the agency could not impose any fine or
penalty on GE for violating that regulation based on such the agency’s interpretation:

Due process requires that parties receive fair notice before being depnived
~ of property. . . . In the absence of notice—for example, where the regulation is not
sufficiently clear to warn a party about what is expected of it—an agency may not
deprive a party of property by imposing civil or criminal liability.
53 F.2d at 1328. The court noted that there had been no pre-enforcement efforts to bring

about compliance and no other way for GE to have known the EPA would interpret the

RO LA o S 1
JERPU PR VB P D _ﬁ.__ —————

Page o or 9




1

regulations the way-it did: “[W]e conclude that the interpretation is so far from a
reasonable person’s understanding of the regulations that they could not have fairly
informed GE of the agency’s perspective.” _g._ at 1330. The court found that the
regulations on their face did not prohibit use of distillation as a pre-disposal process, that
other parts of the regulation appeared to permit use of distillation, that the parties
themselves were confused about which sections of the rules actually applied. EPA
pointed to a policy statement purporting to address PCB separation activities, but the

court found that the application of that policy was itself unclear. The court concluded

that:

EPA did not provide GE with fair warning of its interpretation of the regulations.
Where as here, the regulations and other policv statements are unclear, where the

petitioner’s interpretation is reasonable, and where the agency itself struggles to

provide a definitive reading of the regulatory requirements, a regulated party is
not “‘on notice” of the a ’s ultimate interpretation of the regulatjons, and ma

not be punished.

Id. at 1333-34 (emphasis added). See, to the same effect, United States v. Hoechst
Celanese Corp., 964 F. Supp. 967 (D.S.C. 1996), aff'd in part. rev’d in part, 128 F.3d
216 (4™ Cir. 1997), cert. denied, 118 S. Ct. 2367 (1998)(where regulation was
unambiguous and unclear and there was no pre-enforcement warning of agency
interpretation, there could be no finding of liability or penalty imposed); United States v.
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York, 1988 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 13234, No. CV 88-0049
(E.D.N.Y,, Nov. 16, 1988)(where EPA regulation was ambiguous, regulated party was
not put on fair notice of EPA interpretation and no penalty could be imposed).

As in these cases, the Commission’s regulations governing permissible
disbursements by host committees are “‘baffling and inconsistent,” Satellite Broadcasting,
supra, 824 F.2d at 2, to say the least. As in Gates & Fox, supra, the plain language of the
regulation does not draw the distinction the Commission seeks to impose, between
telephone service charges and other administrative expenses. The language of the
regulation, expressly allowing payment of some convention committee overhead and
administrative expenses by host commuttees, flatly contradicts that of the E&J, purporting
to prohibit any payment by host committees of convention committee administrative and

overhead expenses. The application of the regulation by the Audit Division itself was
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contradictory and inconsistent. And, as in General Electric, it was surely reasonable for
the Convention Committee to regard telephone service charges as being an “other similar
convention—-related service” within the meaning of the regulation, similar to office
equipment and supplies, to utility charges, and to service charges for office equipment
that the Audit Division in fact treated as permissible for payment by the Host Commuirtee.
[n these circumstances, it is manifest that the Convention Committee was not

provided with *“fair warning” of the Commission’s interpretation, was not *“‘on notice” of
the Commussion’s “‘ultimate interpretation” imposed for the first time in this audit, and

therefore “may not be punished” with a repayment obligation of more than $700,000.

General Electric Co., supra, 53 F.3d at 1333-34.

I1. THE CONVENTION COMMITTEE WAS NOT PROVIDED WITH ANY
NOTICE OR OPPORTUNITY FOR COMMENT ON THE E&J

LANGUAGE THE COMMISSION NOW REGARDS AS CONTROLLING

As noted, the Final Audit Report, in holding that the Host Committee and city
payments of telephone servicé charges for the Convention Committee were
impermissible, relies almost entirely on the language of the E&J indicating that the
revised rules “do not permit host committees or municipalities to . . . pay the convention
commuittee’s . . . overhead and administrative expenses related to the convention.” Final
Audit Report at 10-12, citing E&J, 59 Fed. Reg. at 33614. To the extent that the
Commission has conferred on this language the force of a new regulation, controlling the
entire scope of section 9008.52(c) of the regulations, the Commission has clearly violated
the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. §§ 553(b)&(c), by failing to provide the
Convention Committee or the DNC any notice of or opportunity to comment on this new
restriction on the scope of permissible host committee disbursements.

The Commission issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, with a request for
comments on new rules governing federal financing of Presidential nominating
conventions, on August 12, 1993, 58 Fed. Reg. 43046. Section 9008.53 of the proposed
new rules essentially retained the concept of the former rules: host committees could
accept donations from local retail businesses, in amounts proportionate to the expected
commercial return, and the host committee could use those funds to defray essentially
any convention expenses. The proposed rules further clarified that municipalities could

N .
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donate or expend their own funds to defray any convention expenses, without limitation
in amount. The preamble to the NPRM confirmed that the only changes to the existing
rules were to combine certain sections, confirm that host committees could accept in-kind
as well as cash donations, confirm that banks do not qualify as local retail businesses and
clanfy that municipalities could donate funds to host committees without restriction in
amount. 58 Fed. Reg. at 43051-52. There was no suggestion anywhere in the NPRM
that the Commission was considering any new restriction on the use of funds donated by
local retail businesses to host committees, under this section, for payment of
administrative or overhead expenses. .

The DNC submitted comments on the proposed new rules and also presented oral
testimony before the Commuission at an open hearing on October 27, 1993. Of course, the
DNC, having been given no indication whatsoever that the Commission was considering
restricting the scope of permissible host commuittee disbursements for convention
committee administrative or overhead expenses, did not think to comment on any such
concept either in its written comments or at the hearing. As best as we can determine
from the record, no one commented on this issue in any way.

The Commission considered the new rules at a number of open meetings during
April, May and June of 1994. The final Agenda Document, #94-58, had revised section
9008.52 to eliminate the requirement that the amount donated to a host commuttee by a
local business be proportionate to the expected return, but added a requirement that it be
in the ordinary course of business for the local donors to make donations to nonpolitical
conventions. [d. at 5-6. The Agenda Document made clear, however, that with respect to
the scope of permissible host commuittee disbursements, the new *‘rules allow local
businesses and other local organizations to make monetary or in-kind donations to either
the host committee or the municipality for a vanety of purposes involving the promotion
of the convention city of convention facilities and services.” Agenda
Document #94-58, Discussion § O at p. 5(emphasis added).

Indeed, the entire concept of limiting the scope of permissible host commuittee
expenditures with respect to convention commuittee administrative expenses was not
introduced, to our knowledge, until the very last meeting of the Commission on the new

rules. At that meeting, one of the Commuissioners suggested adding language to the E&J
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to indicate that the.host committee could not pay for convention committee
administrative expenses. That suggestion was adopted without a formal vote by the
Commission. The exact wording was created by the Office of General Counsel and
inserted in the E&J, which was finally approved by the Commission, presumably on tally
vote. and issued on June 29, 1994. There was no advance notice whatsoever that this
new concept would suddenly be introduced and adopted at the last Commission meeting
on the proposed new rules, let alone an opportunity for anyone to comment on it.

Agencies are of course allowed to modify proposed rules during the rulemaking
process, without necessarily affording an opportunity for a second round of comment. As
the District of Columbia Circuit has explained, however:

The test we have developed for deciding whether a second round of
comment is required in a particular case is whether the final rule promulgated by
the agency is a “logical outgrowth” of the proposed rule. . . . We apply that
standard functionally by asking whether “the purposes of notice and comment
have been adequately served,” . . . that is, whether a new round of notice and
comment would provide the first opportunity for interested parties to offer
comments that could persuade the agency to modify its rule.

American Water Works Ass’'n v. Environmental Protection Agency, 40 F.3d 1266, 1274
(D.C. Cir. 1994)(citations omitted). Accord, United States v. Bethiehem Steel Corp., 38
F.3d 862 (7th Cir. 1994); il Co. v. Environmental Protectio ncy, 950 F.2d
741 (D.C. Cir. 1991).

In the case of the Commission’s rules governing host committee disbursements, it
is clear that the restriction on the ability of host committees to pay for convention
committee administrative and overhead expenses was in no way a “logical outgrowth” of
the proposed rule. Nothing in the proposed rules even hinted that such a restriction
would be imposed. The DNC was given no opportunity whatsoever to comment on such
a restriction. Had the DNC been afforded such an opportunity, it could have called on the
Commission to clarify exactly what types of convention committee expenses the host
committee would be ﬁrecluded from paying, thereby obviating all of the confusion and
uncertainty that gave rise to the repayment obligation imposed by the Final Audit Report.
Manifestly, then, the “purposes of notice and comment” have not been “‘adequately

served” in this case.
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In Kooritzkv v. Reich, 17 F.3d 1509 (D.C. Cir. 1994), the Labor Department’s
rules permitted employers to substitute alien workers on labor certifications. DOL issued
a notice of proposed rulemaking to implement legislative changes in the immigration
laws, including changes in the system for priority dates, but not mentioning any change in
the ability of employers to substitute aliens. Then, in the final rule, the department
amended its rules to limit the validity of labor certifications to the alien named on the
employer’s application. The court held that the rule was invalid because the department
had failed to afford notice of or opportunity to comment on the no-substitution provision.
The court noted that that the NPRM “did not contain the terms of the no-substitution rule
it later promulgated; it did not propose abolishing substitution; and it did not mention the
issues involved in doing so.” 17 F.3d at 1513. Acknowledging that “‘a final rule need not
match the rule proposed,” the court nevertheless held that “‘a necessary predicate. . . is
that the agency has alerted interested parties to the possibility of the agency’s adopting a
rule different than the one proposed. The adequacy of notice depends, . . . on whether the
final rule is a ‘logical outgrowth’ of the proposed rule.” Id. The court ruled that, in this
case:

The Department’s interim final rule does not even come close to complying with

the notice requirement of § 553. Something is not a logical outgrowth of nothing.

The notice of proposed rulemaking contains nothing, not the merest hint, to

suggest that the Department might tighten its existing practice of allowing

substitution. . .

Id. The court concluded that, “Interested persons. . . therefore had no opportunity to
present their views on the matter before the Department acted.” [d. at 1514. See also,
National Mining Ass’n v. Mine Safety and Health Adm'n, 116 F.3d 520, 530-32 (D.C.
Cir. 1997)(new rule invalidated where NPRM made no mention of changing significant
aspect of rule; notice considered inadequate when “interested parties could not
reasonably have anticipated final rulemaking from draft rule™).

Likewise, in t.he_ case of the Commission’s rulemaking, the NPRM contained
“nothing, not the merest hint, to suggest” that the Commission was going to prohibit host
committees from using any of their funds to pay for convention committee administrative
and overhead expenses. The DNC would obviously have been very interested in

commenting on such a proposal. Manifestly it was deprived of any such opportunity,
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before the C omm‘jssion acted in adopting the E&J language and thereby changing the
scope of the entirléﬂ regulation, at least as the Commission now seeks to apply it. [n the
absence of any notice of or opportunity to comment on this significant language
effectively adopted as part of the final rule, the Commission has violated the
Administrative Procedur: Act. Therefore the rule was not validly adopted.

CONCLUSION

The Commission may have good reasons to craft a rule that limits the scope of
disbursements by host committees and municipalities for convention committee
administrative and overhead expenses. The answer is to undertake a rulemaking that
proposes such a rule, a rule which makes clear to host and convention committees exactly
what types of convention committee expenses can and cannot be paid for by host
committees and municipalities, and that invites public comment on such a proposed rule.

To require convention committees to guess about the meaning of a vague,
ambiguous and contradictory fegulation together with its equally conUadicto;y preamble
language, with a penalty of hundreds of thousands of dollars in repayment obligations for
guessing wrong, violates fundamental precepts of consiitutional due process and
administrative law. The Convention Committee was not even remotely afforded fair
notice that section 9008.53(c) prohibited host committee payment of telephone service
charges while permitting host committee payment of numerous other categories of
convention committee expenses, including overhead expenses. And had the DNC been
provided notice of and an opportunity to comment on the entire concept of limiting host
committee payment of convention committee administrative expenses, in the first place,
the rule could have been clarified and the entire problem could have been avoided. The
Commission’s failure to provide such notice and opportunity to comment is a clear

violation of the Administrative Procedure Act.

-
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For these re;sons, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 9007.2(c)(3), the Commission should
revise the repayment determination in the Final Audit Report to find that the Host
Committee payment of $600,325 of telephone service charges and the City payment of
$126,510 of telephone service charges were permissible disbursements and not in-kind
contributions to the Convention Committee, and therefore, that no repayment by the

Convention Committee is required.

Respectfully submitted,

& Joseph E. Sandler

Neil P. Reiff

SANDLER & REIFF, P.C.
6 E. Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003
(202) 543-7680

Counsel for 1996 Democratic National Convention
Commuittee, Inc.

- Dated: September 8, 1998

LTTACEN L1

_Page




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D C 20463

January 4, 1999

TO: KIM L. BRIGHT-COLEMAN
ASSOCIATE GENERAL COUNS

THROUGH: JAMES A. PEHRKON
ACTING STAFF DIRE

FROM:  ROBERTJ.COSTA /@O
ASSISTANT STAFF DIRECTOR
AUDIT DIVISION

SUBJECT: 1996 DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION COMMITTEE INC.
RESPONSE TO AUDIT REPORT - AUDIT DIVISION COMMENTS

Based on our review of the subject committee’s response to the audit report, it
does not seem that the conclusions reached by the Commission in the audit report relative
to the telecommunications’ expenses require any modification. However, I would note
that a check ($46,144.47) made payable to the U.S. Treasury was received from the
subject committee on August 31, 1998. This amount can be viewed as a credit against
the amount due (See Audit Report, page 20 and Recommendation #3). Once applied the
net repayment due is now $560,129.

Should you have any questions, please contact Wanda Thomas at 694-1200
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1996 DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL

Agenda Docket No. 95-5
CONVENTION COMMITTEE

Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W., 9th Floor
Washington, D.C. (zip code)

Wedhesday,
January 13, 1999

The above-entitled matter came on for hearing,

pursuant to notice, at 10:08 a.m.

BEFORE: SCOTT E. THOMAS
CHAIRMAN

APPEARANCES:

Scott E. Thomas, Chairman, FEC

Darryl R. Wold, Vice Chairman, FEC

Lee Ann Elliott, Commissioner, FEC

David M. Mason, Commissioner, FEC

Danny Lee McDonald, Commissioner, FEC

Lawrence M. Noble, General Counsel, FEC

Delbert Rigsby, General Counsel’s Office

James A. Pehrkon, Acting Staff Director, FEC

Robert J. Costa, Dep. Staff Director, Audit Div., FEC
Rick Halter, Audit Division, FEC

Witnesses on behalf of the Democratic Convention
Committee:

Joseph E. Sandler, Esquire
Neil Reiff, Esquire
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PROCEEDINGS
(10:08 a.m.)

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Good morning. The special open
meeting of the Federal Election Commission will please come
to order.

Our agenda today is an oral hearing on behalf of
the 1996 Democratic National Convention Committee,
Incorporated. The Convention Committee has requested this
opportunity to address the Commission in open session
concerning a repayment determination, which is contained in
the Audit Report approved June 25, 1998.

In the Audit Report, the Commission determined
that expenditures for telephone charges totaling $600,325 by
Chicago’s Committee for ‘96 (the "Host Committee") and
$126,510 by the City of Chicago were in-kind contributions
to the Convention Committee.

Thus, the Commission determined that the
Convention Committee must repay $726,835 to the United
States Treasury. The Commission also determined that the
interim repayment of $120,562 that the Convention Committee
paid to the United States Treasury for unspent funds should
be considered a credit against the amount due. Therefore,
the net reﬁayment amount is $606,273.

The sole purpose of this meeting is to give the
Convention Committee an opportunity to address the

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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Commissiég and to demonstrate that no repayment, or a lesser
repayment, is required.

— This is not an adversarial or trial-like hearing.
Counsel for the Convention Committee will have 30 minutes to
make remarks. At the conclusion of the Convention
Committee’s presentation, each Commissioner will have an
opportunity to ask questions. I will then ask the General
Counsel and the Audit Division if they have any questions
for counsel.

After this hearing, the Convention Committee will
have five days in which to submit additional materials for
the Commission’s consideration. The Commission will then
make a repayment determination following administrative
review and issue a Statement of Reasons in support of that
determination.

Representing the Convention Committee today 1is
Joseph E. Sandler. I would ask Mr. Sandler that his
presentation not exceed 30 minutes, as noted, and must be
limited to those matters raised in your written response to
the Commission’s repayment determination.

Welcome, Mr. Sandler. I see joining you will be
the honorable Neil Reiff, as well. Neil, welcome, as well.

MR. SANDLER: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman and members of the Commission, I'm
Joe Sandler. This is my partner, Neil Reiff, with the law

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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firm of Sandler & Reiff, here in Washington.

: I serve as General Counsel, and Mr. Reiff is
Depuﬁy General Counsel of the Democratic National Committee,
and we also served as counsel to the 1996 Democratic
National Convention Committee.

We very much appreciate the opportunity to appear
before the Commission today to discuss the basis for our
request that the Commission revisit and reconsider the
repayment determination in the final audit report on the
1996 Democratic National Convention Committee.

As you know, the Convention Committee is publicly
financed, but the Commission’s regulations permit the host
city and the Host Committee to receive private contributions
from certain sources, local businesses, labor organizations,
and individuals to pay for categories of convention expenses
that are set out in the Commission’s regulations.

The sole issue in this repayment determination 1is
whether it was permissible for the city of Chicago and
Chicago’s Host Committee, Chicago ‘96, to pay for local and
long distance telephone charges for the Convention
Committee. These are the actual, by minute telephone
service charges for telephone calls made by the Convention
Committee staff.

The final audit report takes the position that it
was not permissible for the Host Committee to pay for those

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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expenses.

- I would ask the Commissioners to put themselves in
our pésition, the position of the Convention Committee in
the summer of 1994, as we tried to negotiate our contract
with the City of Chicago, and its Host Committee, and
determine the convention budget, which requires us to figure
out who can pay for what: what expenses can be paid for by
the Host Committee, which expenses must be paid for by the
Convention Committee, itself.

The plain language of the Commission’s regulations
states that the city, the host city, and the Host Committee
may pay for offices and office equipment, and similar
convention-related facilities and services. Any reasonable
reading of this regulation is that the Host Committee’'s
payment for a service similar to offices and office
equipment is permissible.

Under this language -- this very same language,
the Chigago Host Committee paid for, and the auditors -- the
Audit Division accepted and allowed charges for cellular
phone use and pager service in the total amount of some
$140,000; electricity, air conditioning, office-related
charges, including maintenance, cleaning, use of office
supplies, equipment rental charges, and the like.

But the final audit report purports to distinguish
between all of these administrative and office-related

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888

Licalae. 1 ____D____

Page QL_of S




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

[0}

service charges on the one hand, and telephone service

charges on the other.

Our problem with that distinction goes to two
fundamental principles of administrative law. The first is
that people who are regulated have to be able to understand
the regulations so they can follow them.

Obviously, like any other agency, this Commission
can interpret its own regulations any way it wants to, but
the people who are regulated have to be put on notice of
that interprétation before the fact, not afterwards.

As clearly established in the cases we discussed
at length in our brief, which I won’'t be revisiting today, a
regulatee can‘t be penalized for filing a rule based on an
interpretation that it simply did not have fair notice of.
And that’s the situation in this case.

| The other basic principle is that under the
Administrative Procedure Act, a regulated party has to be
given notice and an opportunity to comment on rules before
they are promulgated.

Like any other agency, this Commission cannot come
up with an interpretation that completely changes the
meaning and import of a rule that, in effect, creates a new
rule without the people who are being regulated having been
given notice of that, and an opportunity to comment on it,
and that’s exactly what happened here.

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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Let me briefly try to explain these two points.
Again, if you put yourself in the situation we were in, in
the éummer of 1994, trying to figure out who can pay for
what, in the Convention Committee versus the Host Committee,
we start with the plain language of the regulation. And,
again, its states that the Host Committee can pay for
offices and office equipment, air conditioning, electricity,
similar convention-related facilities and services.

The auditors, themselves, conceded that it was
permissible for Ehe Host Committee to pay for the provision
and installation of telephone equipment. In their audit,
again, they permitted all of these other office-related
facilities and services to be paid for by the Host
Committee.

By any reasonable reading, the use of telephone
equipment is a similar facility or service to the equipment
itself. 1It’'s like saying that somebody can pay for the
typewriter but not the typewriter ribbon. There’s just no
basis in the language of the regulation itself for such a
distinction.

Nor can you say that the regulation somehow gives
us notice that there’s a distinction between equipment and
the use of that equipment, because again air conditioning,
electricity, services that all of us regard as utilities,
like our telephone bill, right, that we pay every month, are

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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clearly permitted to be paid for by the Host Committee under

the regulations.

And, again, the auditors allowed cell phone
charges -- cellular phone charges, pager charges to be paid
for by the Host Committee.

So there’s no notice in any -- in the language of
the regulation itself of any distinction that would disallow
the Host Committee from paying for telephone service
charges, while allowing them to pay for these other
administrative and office-related service charges.

That’'s how we read the regulation in the summer of
1994, which was shortly after the Commission issued its new
regulations for the convention scheme. But I want to
emphasize secondly, that the history of this regulation is
completely consistent with the reading that we had of it in
the summer of ‘94.

As you know, the whole idea of the Host Committee
regulations is that while the convention was to be publicly
financed, a city and its Host Committee could use private
contributions to pay for certain convention facilities and

services, as long as the Commission could be sure that the

purpose of those contributions was to promote the city and

to enhance the business of the companies making the
contributions, rather than political purposes; rather than
carrying favor with the political party giving the
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convention.

; To effectuate that purpose, the original
reguiations_that the Commission put out in 1976, and the
revision that was put out in 1979, took the approach of
restricting the source of contributions to the city and the
Host Committee. Only local retail businesses could
contribute, and only to the extent that the contribution was
proportionate to the commercial return that they could
reasonably expect, the business benefit that they could
reasonably expect from making that contribution.

But with that restriction on the source of the
contribution of the Host Committee, there was never, in the
1976 regs or the ’'79 version, any restriction on the
purposes for which the Host Committee could expend those
funds. In fact, the 1976 explanation and justification that
this Commission submitted to Congress said that these funds
could pay for what would otherwise be a convention expense
by the National Committee.

In 1979, again, no restriction whatsoever in the
regulations -- in the language of the regulations -- or in
the explanation and justification, any indication that there
was any restriction on the purposes for which the Host
Committee cCould spend its funds in terms of covering the
costs of convention facilities and services.

Now in the current version, in 1994, that was
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issued in the rulemaking in 1994, the Commission eliminated
and,;of course, simplified some of the restrictions on the
sourée of the contributions. But the Commission did not
change the language of the regulations as to what the Host
Committee and the cities’ funds could be used to pay for.

The list of permissible Host Committee
disbursements is exactly the same as the 1979 regulations,
including the language that we relied on -- offices, office
equipment, other similar convention facilities and services.

Now what the Commission did do, of course, in the
1994 rulemaking was add a single sentence to the explanation
and justification, the preamble to the regulation that says
please note that the revised rules do not permit Host
Committees or municipalities to pay salaries of those
working for the Convention Committee or the National Party,
or to pay the Convention Committee’s or the National Party'’s
overhead and administrative expenses related to the
convention. And, of course, the Audit Division, in the
final audit report, places great emphasis and reliance on
that single sentence in the explanation and justification.

Our problem with this is that that sentence is
flatly contradicted by the language of the regulation
itself, making it impossible for us, as a Convention
Committee, to figure out, in any way, what it’s supposed to
mean. |
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The sentence says the Host Committee can’'t pay for
administrative and overhead expenses. The language of the
regulétion says the Host Committee can pay for
administrative and overhead expenses, office equipment and
offices, which is, fundamentally, what the administrative
and overhead expenses are.

So it’s impossible to figure out how we were
supposed to make sense of the sentence that's flatly in the
E and J, that’s flatly contradicted by the language of the
regulation itself. You can’t figure it out by taking one or
the other which are going to be allowed, what kind of
administrative overhead expenses are going to be allowed,
what kind of office-related charges will be allowed, and
which ones won’t be allowed.

Now, the other element that the Audit Division
relies on especially is a separate regulation that allows a
Convention Committee to pay for its own administrative
expenses. That regulation, 9008.7 (A4x), provides that the
Convention Committee can use its own funds, you know, as a
permissible use of the public money to pay for
administrative expenses, including offices and telephone
charges.

The Audit Division says, well, that’'s a definition
of administrative_expenses. It shows you that the
administrative expenses includes office charges.
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That separate regulation, again, is completely
useless in interpreting the Host Committee regulations,
becau;e there are a number of categories of expenses that
can be paid for either by the Host Committee or by the
Convention Committee. So the fact that something can be
paid for by the Convention Committee, under the regs, that
it’'s a permissible use of our public funds, doesn’t tell you
anything about whether the Host Committee could also pay for
that. |

For example, that same regulation says that the
cost of preparing and maintaining the convention site and
renting the hall ¢can be paid for by the Convention
Committee, using it public funds. But the Host Committee
regulations say the Host Committee could also pay for that.

Similarly, the Convention Committee -- the list of
what the Convention Committee can use its own funds to pay
for says that it can pay for administrative expenses,
including office supplies and office machines, but the Host
Committee regulations say the Host Committee could pay for
those instead. And, in fact, the Host Committee did, in our
case, and the auditors allowed it.

So that sentence in the separate regulation about
the Convention Committee’s use of its own funds in no way
renders this issue any more intelligible. It doesn’t tell
us, in any way, which office-related service charges and
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expenses are permissible and which aren’t.

So, again, on this whole point, sitting there in
the ;ummer of ‘94, trying to determine the convention budget
and negotiate the convention contract, we simply in no way
were put on fair notice that all of these categories of
office-related service charges were going to be allowed,
cell phones, pagers, electricity, air conditioning, rental
of copy machines, you name it, but not telephone service
charges.

There is no way we could have read into the
language of the regulations, the history, balancing this

conflicting language -- no way we could have drawn that

conclusion, as we determined what the Host Committee could

pay for.

Now if it’s the Commission’s position that the
entire meaning of that plain language of the Host Committee
regulations was intended to be changed by that single
sentence in the explanation and justification, we have a
different problem. And that problem is that there was never
any opportunity for any notice -- any opportunity for us to
comment on that language.

The notice of proposed rulemaking for these
current redulations was issued in August, 1993, without any
hint of any new limit on what the Host Committee would be
able to pay for.
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The DNC, the Democratic National Committee,
submitted comments on those proposed rules. I presented
testiﬁony at this very table on those proposed rules. This
issue was nowhere to be found in the notice of proposed
rulemaking.

The Commission held a number of open meetings in
April, May, and June of 1994. And there was, again, never
any hint of any new limit on permissible Host Committee
expenses until the very last of those meetings.

In fact, the final agenda document for the very
last meeting stated that the new rules would continue to
allow local businesses and organizations to contribute to
the Host Committee or the city for a variety of purposes
involving the cost of convention facilities and services.
No hint of a limit or restriction, some new fundamental
principle distinguishing that certain categories would be
allowed, and certain would not be.

That concept was introduced at the last open
meeting, well after the comment period had closed. A
suggestion was made by a commissioner that the language
itself was created by the General Counsel’s Office, with no
discussion by the Commission, inserted in the E and J, which
was adopted on, you know, on a tally vote with no further
discussion by the Commission.

Now as explained in more detail in our brief, in
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our written submission, the rule in the District of Columbia
Circuit is that of course agencies can change a final rule
from.a proposed rule. But another round of comment is
required if the final rule is not a logical outgrowth of the
proposed rule.

And the District of Columbia Circuit applies a
common sense test in determining that, which is simply was
there enough of a hint, enoﬁgh of a suggestion in the
proposed rulemaking to give people, again, fair notice that
something like this was being considered, and give them an
opportunity to comment on it.

In thig case, it clearly cannot be said that this
language in the explanation and justification was a logical
outgrowth of the proposed rules. There wasn’t the slightest
hint in the proposed rules that we had a chance to comment
on, that the Commission was going to be considering a major
new restriction on the kinds of expenses that Host
Committees could pay for.

Had there been such an indication in the proposed
rules, you can be sure we would have been most interested 1in
commenting on it. And, in fact, we believe our comments
would have been very useful to the Commission in flagging
the very kinds of practical issues and problems that
unfortunately we have to bring to you today, after the fact,
about interpreting and applying such a concept of
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for the 2000 convention.

To the extent that that’'s true, we would urge the
Commiésion, within the next year or so, at least to begin
the process to develop rules for the following cycle, for
2004, so that when we are sitting here four years from now,
and beginning negotiations for that convention, we’ll all
know and understand what the rules are.

This situation should have been avoided in the
past, through Commission rules that were clear. I think we
can avoid this situation in future, if not for this
immediate cycle that we’'re in, then the future cycle.

But for purposes of this audit, we have to come to
the conclusion that the DNC, the Democratic National
Convention Committee, was not put on fair notice of the
disallowance of telephone service charges. And for that
reason, we urge the Commission to revisit the repayment
determination, and decide that the Convention Committee
should not be penalized, should not be required to repay
these expenses, which we had every reason to believe, at the
time, were permissible under the Commission’s regulations.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman and members of
the Commission. We would be pleased to answer any questions
you may have.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Thank you, Joe. I will just ask
one question at the outset, just so we are all very clear on
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administrative and overhead expenses.

- So we submit to you that in this case, to the
exteﬁt that-;his language in the E and J is all controlling
here, the purposes of notice and comment clearly have not
been served. And we respectfully suggest that to the extent
the final audit report relies on that, E and J language is
completely changing the meaning and import of this
regulation, and that’s a violation of the Administrative
Procedure Act.

Now in closing I want to just suggest that here we
are now in 1999. We're sitting here again in the same
situation. .

We have begun discussions with our three finalist
cities for the 2000 Democratic Convention, Boston, Denver,
and Los Angeles, about the budget. And they respond to
requests for proposals. We begin to negotiate the budget.
We eventually select one those cities.

And then, of course, in the next couple of months,
we’ll refine that budget and memorialize the Host
Committee’s obligations to pay for certain categories of
expenses in a contract that we will sign with one of those
cities and/or its Host Committee.

The Notice of Proposed Rulemaking that was just
issued in the Presidential financing scheme correctly points
out that it is virtually too late to develop new rules, even
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the facts that are before us.

Which expenses are we talking about? Are we

talk;ng about specifically-only telephone service charges,
local and long . distance, as distinguished from cell phones?

MR. SANDLER: Yes. It’'s our understanding that
the Audit Commission, the $726,000-some dollars is local and
long distance telephone service charges, and that the
~ellular phone charges of $90,000, approximately, and
another $50,000 of pager/beeper charges were reviewed,
clearly they are material, and they were allowed by the
Audit Division, as best we can determine.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: And were --

MR. SANDLER: There’s some confusion in the Audit
Division’s analysis of our response, in which they seem to
suggest that what’s being disallowed is cellular phone and
pager charges -- yes, the General Counsel’s analysis,
right -- cellular phone and pager charges. But, in fact,
it’s the opposite.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Also, I asked that question just
because it helps to crystallize the discussion a little bit,
because we’re dealing with phones that are at least attached
to an office by a wire.

One could perhaps argue that cell phones maybe are
something other than office equipment. And you might have a
different kind of debate going on about whether or not those
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are the kinds of things that are specifically allowed for iﬁ
the.ﬁost Committee regulations.

- But here we are talking about telephones that are
hooked up by lines to offices that were used by Convention
Committee employees and staff and so forth. 1Is that right?

MR. SANDLER: That’'s our understanding, Mr.
Chairman.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: And then just for our amusement,
would you like to clarify for the record which Commissioner
it was that made that suggéstion.

MR. SANDLER: I believe it was you.

MR. MCDONALD: Oh, fine..

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Thanks for bringing that up. So
in other words, the reason we are all sitting here today,
perhaps --

MR. MCDONALD: Here we go again.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: So I won’t ask any more
questions. Thank you.

Vice Chairman Wold, would you like to ask some
questions?

VICE CHAIR the MAN WOLD: Thank you, I would.

First, I want to complement you, Mr. Sandler, on
an excellerit presentation. It was very articulate, very
well organized. And I appreciate the analysis you bring to
the problem here.
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MR. SANDLER: Thank you, Commissioner.
. VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: One other -- first, one other

question about the facts, just to make sure we are clear.

Is there any limitation as to the period of time for which
these telephone charges are an issue? In other words, is
there any distinction between the period of time during the
pfeparation for the convention, and during the cqnvention
itself? 1Is there any distinction to be made at all in that
regard?

MR. SANDLER: Well, there's a period of time when
the convention staff actually begins. There’s a small group
of people in Washington, D.C. Clearly, those expenses are
paid for by the Convention Committee.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: Right.

MR. SANDLER: We’'re talking about, as I understand
it, all of the telephone local, long distance charges for
the offices of the Convention Committee in Chicago.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: But as far as the time in
Chicago, these charges don’t relate exclusively to any
particular period of time, such as the preparation of the
hall, charges incurred in connection with the installation
of the podium, press table, false floors, camera platforms,
and so on. They were incurred during the whole period of
time --

MR. SANDLER: Ihat's right.
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VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: -- through the convention
itself. 1Is that right?

MR. SANDLER: Yes, that’s right.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: All right. Thank you.

That was my understanding. I just wanted to make
sure that there isn’‘t something lingering here or something
I missed.

I wanted to ask you about one aspect of your
argument here. You had said that the audit staff has
allowed expenses to be paid by thé -- what is it? -- the
Host Committee, which could also be considered to be
overhead. You mentioned particularly the cell phones and
pager charges, and I think janitorial or maintenance, and
other administrative expenses. And I would like Audit's
response on that.

I recall something in the reports we have in front
of us that there were some such charges, but they were not
of a material nature which would, I think, tend to reduce
any argument based on those.

But I think you'’re argument raises two -- or has
two aspects to it. One is whether there has been a
consistent application of the regulation, and we are not
simply arbitrarily disallowing one element there. And if
the other charges that were allowed were material, then we
cannot be arbitrary and disallow simply one element of the
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overhead,“such as telephone charges.

The other aspect of that that could be significant
is wﬁether there is any reliance in advance on that
argument, or it was simply an after-the-fact inconsistent
application here. Let me just ask you that. Are you
contending there was any reliance on the Commission allowing
these other overhead charges to be paid by the Host
Committee, or is it simply you are saying we are
inconsistently applying the regulation? |

MR. SANDLER: Our reliance was on the language of
the regulation itself, its plain meaning, and its history.

In prior conventions, the Host Committees clearly
paid these charges. In New York, in 1992, they were paid.
In Atlanta, in 1988, they were paid by the Host Committee.
But there was no audit of Host Committee expenses at that
time. So we were all dealing a bit in the dark here --

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: All right.

MR. SANDLER: -- in terms of practice, which is all
the more reason why we had to rely éimply on, you know, the
common sense application-of the regulations.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: Okay.

MR. SANDLER: The arbitrary application in terms
of cell phone, but not hard-line charges, that was after the
fact --

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: All right.
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WMR. SANDLER: -- with respect to the 1996
convention.

' VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: Okay. Thank you. That's the
extent of my gquestions at this point, Mr. Chairman. Thank
you.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: I didn’t note at the outset, by
the way, that one of our colleagues, Commissioner Sandstrom,
is recused in this matter. So, I might ordinarily turned
him for questions, but instead I'm going to turn to
Commissioner McDonald.

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Now how, is that he is recused? This is the kind
of deal I want to get involved in.

He owns the phone? Is that what I heard someone
uttered? I won’‘t say who. It wouldn’'t be fair to
Commissioner Elliott. He owns a phone. I tried that
yesterday.

Joe, Neil, welcome. Thank you for coming.

Actually, you kind of got to the heart of

"something that I was very curious to ask about. First of

all, Joe, just to be sure I understand your comments, you're
not suggesting, are you, that we are sometimes -- we have

contradictory positions? Surely, you wouldn’t be saying

' that about the Federal Election Commission. If I didn't

know better, I'd be suspicious of that.
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‘And, secondly, before I get to my questions,
you’'re going to Boston, Los Angeles, and where?

- MR. SANDLER: The three finalist cities are
Boston, Los Angeles, and Denver. So one of those cities
will be the convention. And I mentioned that because we are
actually reviewing the proposed budgets with them right now.

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: Well, just don‘t go to San
Diego. I know a lot about that place.

Let me, if I might, just ask a couple of things
I'm just curious about. You answered one of my questions
which was, when you were referring to the history, I did not
realize or recognize that the Host Committees had made those
payments in Atlanta and in New York. I think that’'s awfully
important. And I was not aware of that. And I was going to
ask you about that. So that is news to me, and that 1is
helpful.

I would like to ask the auditors, so I could just
talk to both of you, in relationship to the cell phone
activity, first of all, is that assessment that Joe assumes,
is that a correct assessment of how this breaks out, Rick or
Bob?

MR. HALTER: Well, what we did, in the cases where
we could identify cell phone charges to the Convention
Committee, those charges are within the $700,000-plus total.

There were instances where we could not tell where
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those cha?ges went, and we did not include them. There were
instances in our testing that did not show any material
probfem with other types oé divisions between equipment
versus supplies or other topics that were brought up.

The focus, based on the testing, was with the
regulation dealing with the telephone charges. Without some
rather extensive research back in the work papers, which I
can’'t do right now, as far as the beeper charges and stuff
like that, I just can’'t respond to that.

MR. SANDLER: I think we have to distinguish
between -- long distance charges, when you use a cell phone
and there’s some long distance carrier involved, and the
per-minute charges, which are equivalent to local calling
that you use, whether those were in-kind or paid in cash, I
don‘'t -- they may have been donated in-kind.

But in either case, they would have been reported
and presumably, you know, subject to the audit process. And
as far as we can tell, there was no discussion or effort to
disallow the cell phone usage charges. Maybe the long
distance were either on the same bill or part of the same
package. We could check that further. I don’'t know.

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: I'm still not quite clear.
Do you thihk you did or did not allow the cell phone
charges? I apologize. I'm just not quite sure I
understand.
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LMR. HALTER: Well, I do know that there are some
cell. phone charges included in the amount that is at issue.
I ca;'t respond specifically if the local cell phone or the
per-minute cﬁarges are in there or are not in there. I can
try to get the research done while this is continuing. I
just can’‘'t --

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: Well, I think it would be
instructive. Because let’'s say part of it is. What would
it be based on if you had part of it?

If you take my phone out, I can call anywhere for
a dime. Regrettably, I talk so much that I'd now have a
thing that I can talk for about two. cents, because I'm on it
a lot. I'm just trying to understand the difference.

Would the rationale have been that you could use
your cell phone locally, maybe, but you could not use it on
a long distance? 1I’'m just trying to understand the
breakout.

MR. HALTER: What I said in the beginning was in
those instances where we could identify telephone usage,
whether its desk phone or cell phone or -- I guess they are
the only two types -- to the DNCC, paid by the host or paid
by the city, we included that in the amount in question.

There may have been other telephone payments made
by the Host Committee and by the city. And if we did not or
could not tie those in to the National Committee, then we
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did not Include those in the numbers. So that may be a way
to explain part of it. But without seeing the specific
bilig and the payments in question, you know, I really can’'t
-- I just cén(t tell you.

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: I understand. But just so
I -- on the factual side, so I understand, you don’'t except
the premise that that’s how you’ve analyzed this payback.

MR. HALTER: What premise?

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: The premise about the cell

phones not being included, at least in part. You really

don’'t know --

MR. HALTER: We do not except that, because on a

sheet that I'm looking at, that’s not as detailed as I would

.like it to be, there are cellular phone charges. So --

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: I mean, it’'s just a

factual question I'm asking. I know that we don’t have time

~MR. HALTER: We didn’'t try to split cell phone
minute charges, cell phone long distance charges or anything
like that.

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: Okay. Okay. I was just
trying to be sure that I was following. And you can kind of
go back and take a look at that and see what you think may
have transpired there, from your own work papers, I gather.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Bob?
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“MR. COSTA: I'd only like to clarify for the
record, the focus of the review was to identify use. And if
the &se was tied directly to the convention, and paid for by
the host, we challenge that.

And if it was for a phone that’'s out on the desk,
or if it was for a cell phone, and we could associate it
directly with convention activity, we said that’'s a
convention expense, paid for by the Host Committee, and we

challenged it.

So that’s truly the basis of it, and it’'s a mix.
My guess is, it’'s some of all of those. Probably more
hardware phones gitting on desks than cell phones, but
that’s not necessarily true, either. But the focus was, if
it was used and paid for by the Host Committee, and we could
associate it directly with convention activity and
convention people, we charged it.

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: Okay. That'’'s helps some,
because I think there’'s even a dispute about, in essence,
what we’‘re trying to examine.

Mr. Chairman, I think that’s all the questions I
have for right now.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: So in light of that discussion,
did you want to add anything further on this actual
question?

MR. SANﬁLER: Clearly, the Audit Division made
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clear in iés own factual conference memory and audit report,
that you did not challenge the actual installation and
equipﬁent, itself. You said use of a phone sitting on
somebody'’s desk, you allowed the cost for that.

MR. COSTA: I allowed installation and wiring,
ves; and then the hardware, itself, absolutely. But the
service charge, once you picked up the phone was included,
absolutely.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Commissioner Elliott?

COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: Thank you, Joe. Thank you
for your presentation. I have a couple questions.

Did you have separate contracts with the Host
Committee and another contract with the city of Chicago?

MR. SANDLER: No, there was one contract with the
city of Chicago.

COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: And that included their
Host Committee responsibilities?

MR. SANDLER: Yes.

COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: The contract covered those
things that Host Committees do?

MR. SANDLER: That’s right.

COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: 1In that contract, did it
specifically state that they would pay for the telephone
use?

MR. SANﬁLER: Absolutely.
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COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: So that was in the
contract?

’ MR. SANDLER: Definitely.

COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: And when they paid that,
they were going with the contract as it had been signed?

MR. SANDLER: That'’'s correct.

COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: Okay. Now in previous
Convention Committees, with the city or a Host Cammittee,
did it include telephone use?

MR. SANDLER: Yes.

COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: And was that allowed by us?

MR. SANDLER: Well, there was no -- as I
understand, prior to the current regulations, there was no
separate audit of the Host Committee, itself.

COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: No, but you had to pay --
but they paid for them, and you didn’t.

MR. SANDLER: Correct.

COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: So there was an audit of
your committee.

MR. SANDLER: That'’s right.

COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: And there was no question

raised about the fact that you hadn’t paid for the telephone

-

use.
MR. SANDLER: That’'s correct.
COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: Thank you very much.
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VMMR. HALTER: I would just like to note for the

reco;d, we've been auditing the Host Committee since, 1
gueséﬁ '76 but, of course, not necessarily the city or the
city -- or the municipal corporation that may have been
involved.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Commissioner Elliott?

COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: Then let me ask, when we
have audited previous Host Committees, have we allowed the
previous Host Committees to pay for the use of the phones,

rather than the committees?

MR. HALTER: Well, the way I can answer that is

that it has not been an issue in audits -- in prior audits
-~

of Host Committees whether -- this topic has not been an

issue. I can say in the last two or three -- at least the

last two conventions, at least going back to ’'92, that the
Convention Committees themselves have paid in the six
figures, over $200,000, in telephone charges. Beyond that,
I can’'t be more responsive.

COMMISSIONER ELLIOTT: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Commissioner Mason?

COMMISSIONER MASON: First of all, let me
apologize to my fellow commissioners and counsel for my
tardiness. - I had a sick child at home, and my wife was
wanting to talk to me. But I read the presentation ahead of
time, and I very much appreciate it. And, in fact, I have
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several questions.

First, just on this point, on the ’'88 and ‘92
Democ;atic Committees, and ;f either of you can establish,
it sounds as if the Convention Committees in those years
paid some telephone chargés.

Counsel is telling us that it’s his believe or
knowledge that the Host Committee also paid some telephone
charges in those years. And the audit staff is telling us
they don’t know, because it just wasn’'t an audit -- it
wasn‘'t an item in the audit; that it may have been true that
the Host Committees paid those charges, but we didn’'t
uncover them or didn’t identify them as an issue, if they
did.

MR. HALTER: That's certainly true.

COMMISSIONER MASON: Do you think, Mr. Sandler,
that you could provide us with any information indicating
those payments in ‘88 and ‘92?

MR. SANDLER: Yes, we’ll try to come up with those
from ’92.

COMMISSIONER MASON: You made a sort of
interesting observation about what I would say was kind of a
geographical limitation on convention expenses. You said,
now, of coﬁ}se, when the convention staff is juét a few
people here in Washington, those charges -- and I think you
were specifically talking about phone charges -- would have
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been paid by the Convention Committee, rather than the Hosﬁ
Comgittee. why do you say, "of course"?

- MR. SANDLER: Well, when people are still here in
Washington, I guess, we regard that as clearly not being
more in the nature of true, you know, general and
administrative overhead planning for the convention, working
on numbers and papers and so forth, and not directly on site
in support of the convention.

They are, in effect, considered kind of a division
of the DNC, at that point, although they are paid for --
basically, the DNC advances Federal money to pay those
expenses, and then is reimbursed from the grant when we
receive it.

COMMISSIONER MASON: I asked that specific
question, and let me broaden it out into a little more
general one. Because it seemed to be the thrust of your
presentation that there was really no limitation on
convention-related expenses that a Host Committee could pay
overhead; that the Host Committee could pay overhead, and
the Convention Committee could pay overhead.

And I‘m just wondering what, if any, walls or
distinctions -- and I understand there are obviously going
to be some expenses that are overlapping. But you seem to
be going a little further than that, and saying, the Host
Committee could pay for anything.
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MR. SANDLER: Looking at the language of the
regulations, again, just from the -- I don’t think we were
sayiﬁg it could pay for anything.

But looking at the language of the regulations, it
appears that offices and office equipment is a permissible
expense for the Host Committee, whether it’s literally on
the convention site, or whether, because of space
limitations, it may be off-site, but elsewhere in the city.
That's sort of the logical reading of the regulations.
That’'s how the Aﬁdit Division haé interpreted it. We've
never read it to include expenses in Washington.

When I.say there was no limitation, there was no

limitation in terms of not being able to pay generally for

"administrative and overhead expenses, in the plain language

of any of these versions of the regulations.

But if you look at the plain language, it
clearly -- it associates it with the city, with the site of
the convention, on its face. And I think that, we did have
fair notice of, and we’'ve never taken the position that
outside of that convention city, you could pay for staff and
their offices;

COMMISSIONER MASON: Were the phone charges an
item in the contract between the Committee -- the Democratic
Committee and the Host Committee in Chicago?

MR. SANDLER: The city of Chicago -- yes, they
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were. I ;an --

COMMISSIONER MASON: 1It'’s enumerated in the
contfgct that the Host Committee or the city would pay for
these phone charges that are at issue?

MR. SANDLER: Yes.

COMMISSIONER MASON: That sort of brings up an
idea that I had had, vis-a-vis, how to handle this in the
future, because you’'ve talked about your difficulties in
negotiating a contract now.

What wéuld be your reaction to the concept of
submitting whatever contract you negotiate, perspectively,
for the 2000 Convention to the Commission, through the
advisory opinion process?

MR. SANDLER: Well, we’'re dealing with numerous

categories of expenses and hundreds of line items. I just -

- I think it’s theoretically possible to do that. I don’'t
know that the Commission would want to put itself in the

position of writing the convention contract or micro-

managing, you know, the convention contract, to that extent.

And the other problem is we do have a problem of
timing in the sense that this is something that we would be
negotiating and bringing to closure in the next couple of
months. *

And I think the Republican National Convention,
they’ve already chosen their city, Philadelphia, for 2000.
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And our uﬁderstanding is that they’ve already concluded
negotiation in their contract. So to reopen that, based on
the fésults of an advisory opinion, might be difficult. .

I think it would be possible to identify certain
specific kinds of issues like this, that are particularly
troublesome or puzzling, and possibly bring those to the
Commission’s attention, and ask for guidance from the
Commission, through the advisory opinion process. And
that’s something that we would certainly be willing to
entertain and discuss with whatever city and its Host
Committee that is selected for the 2000 convention.

COMMISSIONER MASON: 1Is it your contention that
had you been on notice about the telephone service charge
restriction that you might have negotiated the contract
differently?

MR. SANDLER: Certainly, if the ’'94 regulations -
- the language in the regulations had said, equipment but
not including, you know, the usage charges or something of
that nature. And, clearly, we wouldn’t have put that in the
contract, and we would have provided for that in our own
budget.

COMMISSIONER MASON: Do you know if the convention
staff on-site in Chicago had Internet access?

MR. SANDLER: They did, I believe, yes, at some
point.
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j~COMMISSIONER MASON: Do you know who paid for 1t§
MR. SANDLER: It was a Host Committee -- the
Inte;net access was a Host Committee item. Now, we paid --
the Convention Committee paid for the hosting of its own web
site, I believe. But I believe that the Internet charges
and the Internet service provided were paid for by the Host
Committee. I know that it was provided for that way in the
contract.

COMMISSIONER MASON: So if you had taken advantage
of, say, E-mail service or Internet telephony, that also
would have been a Host Committee expense?

MR. SANDLER: Yes, that’s my understanding. It

was provided -- I doh't_know how it came out in the final

budget. We could provide that information to the

Commission. But it was in the bid and in the Internet
services provided for in the contract with Chicago, that the
Host Committee would assist and pay for that.

COMMISSIONER MASON: Just of interest to me 1in
making distinctions among the various types of expenses and
so on, my reaction to Commissioner Thomas’ comment on the
telephones being attached to the wall, of course, is that we
now have wireless phones. So I think it’s difficult to
separate these things out.

Lastly, is it your position that the position
taken by the Audit Division, which is that telephone service
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charges age not allowable to the Host Committee, would be
reasonable if it had been clearly propounded, and pursuant
to tﬁ; APA, that proper notice had been given, opportunity
for comment, and so on like that.

In other words, if we now said well, maybe this
wasn’'t real clear and we are now going to go back and
clarify it, and here’s where we are going to draw the line.
Would that be a reasonable regulatory position to take?

MR. SANDLER: Yes. The issue is the extent to
which the categories expenses, in some way, relate to --
directly relate to the convention, and the putting on of the
convention. And,tcertainly, the Commission has a wide
latitude in making judgments under the general °
reasonableness test about that.

And, certainly, had it been propounded, had it
been made clear, had we been given notice and an opportunity
to comment, that would be -- we would not be contending that
was an unreasonable or arbitrary place to draw the line.

COMMISSIONER MASON: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: I'm going to go to Bob Costa,
next. I know he had wanted to ask a question a little while
ago. But you can ask any other questions you’'d like as this
time. -

MR. COSTA: Just a point of clarification, you
were asked earlief to provide for the record any information
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that youuﬁave concerning the Host Committee’s payment of
telephone expenses for the Convention Committee in the past.

) I think it would be helpful to the Commission if
you could specifically identify whether it’s a Host
Committee or a municipality or whatever that you’'re dealing
with, and that the telephone expenses that you are saying
were paid were not their telephone expenses, but were, 1in
fact, convention expenses.

MR. SANDLER: That’'s my understanding. We'll
clarify that for the record.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Any other questions? Larry?

MR. NOELE: First, just to clarify something.
Joe, you said that our memo was wrong in referring to the
cellular phone and pager charges. I assume you are talking
about page six? I just want to clarify something that seems
to have come out of this, which is --

MR. SANDLER: Right.

MR. NOBLE: -- what that memo states, to my
understanding, that this is true, that the Audit Division
included the cellular phone and pager charges, where they
could identify them.

MR. SANDLER: Oh, I see. You weren't saying that
that was ail that was included --

MR. NOBLE: No, no, we were just --

MR. SANbLER: -- including those that were
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identified. Now, I understand that, from the --

MR. NOBLE: Right.

MR. SANDLER: -- from the convention --

MR. NOBLE: I just wanted to clarify that.

MR. SANDLER: -- from the Audit staff. Okay.

MR. NOBLE: Putting the E and J aside for a
moment, did you believe that the rules were clear, when you
read them, about what was included and what was not
included, that the Host Committee could pay? |

MR. SANDLER: They seemed reasonably clear.
Putting the E and J language aside?

MR. NOBLE: Yes.

MR. SANDLER: Yes, they were.

MR. NOBLE: So you thought that part was clear,
that you could pay for the phone service charges?

MR. SANDLER: Yes.

MR. NOBLE: On what basis did you make that
determination?

MR. SANDLER: Office equipment, office supplies --
offices, office equipment, similar convention facilities and
services. 1It’s like, again, we wouldn’t have drawn a
distinction between the typewriter and the ribbon, or the
printer and the ribbon, these days.

MR. NOBLE: So you drew no distinctions based on
the service of something used, the cost of using something,
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versus the cost ofrbuying it or acquiring it in the first
place? s
- MR. SANDLER: No.

MR. NOBLE: What was the purpose of the phone
calls that were made?

MR. SANDLER: The purpose of the phone calls was
to do the business of putting on the convention in the city,
for the staff to talk to each other, and to talk to the
staff at the hall, and to talk to the vendors; df course, to
talk to the Host Committee. A lot of it was back and forth
to the Host Committee in the city, and all the people,
contractors, et cetera, that were working with various
aspects of the convention. ‘

As well as -- I mean, some of it, of course, 1is
just necessarily communication with the DNCC staff. And I'm
sure there are phone calls to the DNCC, the White House, and
other officials of that nature that go into it. But,
essentially, it’s conducting the business of putting on the
convention.

MR. NOBLE: Did you view them as being to promote
the convention city?

MR. SANDLER: That‘s a hard thing to say. I don't
know that they were any more or less to promote the
convention city than the provision of the offices themselves
on Clark Street, in Chicago, which were clearly permissible
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under thé\regulations.

MR. NOBLE: What I'm trying to get here is where
you-érew the lines. What did you think was not payable by
the Host Committee?

MR. SANDLER: Staff salaries of the convention
committee, overhead administrative expenses, you know, in
Washington, that were not on the convention site, and other
things that are, you know, specifically excluded from the
language of the regulations.

MR. NOBLE: But you think these calls would have

been something that Commission could have explicitly

excluded?

b

MR. SANDLER: Specifically excluded, yes. I think
the Commission has wide latitude in developing these
regulations.

MR. NOBLE: So you’'re not drawing a distinction on
the purpose of the calls; that these really did go more to
what the Host Committee should pay for, but really just that
we didn’t tell you the Host Committee can’t pay for those?

MR. SANDLER: Correct, that’s right. 1It’'s a
reasonable judgment that the Commission could have made, but
they didn’t -- they didn’t make.it in a way that we could
ascertain and understand it, and intelligently apply it
before the fact.

MR. NOBLE: 1I’'m curious about your distinction
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about -;xfhat Commissioner Mason asked about, the geographic
distinction. Your view then, again, is that the purpose of
the-éxpenditure wasn’t important. It was where the
expenditure was.

MR. SANDLER: Well, the regulation at issue, the
specific one in 9008.52 (Clv) talks about convention-related
services for that location, such as -- and then it goes on
to talk about electrical air conditioning systeh, offices,
office equipment.

And it’s our understanding that the offices, if
they are in the city, the fact that they may be outside, in

the case of Chicago, the United Center, where there is very
Y

limited physical space for offices, and they are a mile or

two away on Clark Street, wasn’'t -- and, of course, the
Audit Division agreed with that -- wasn’t a significant
distinction.

But we never believed that -- and I think it’'s the

word "location" there that puts you on notice that you
really can’t reasonably, you know, assume that anything 1in
Washington can be paid for by the Host Committee or the
city. ,

MR. NOBLE: Now moving to the E and J, was the
committee aware of the E and J, when it signed the contracct,
and when it allocated these expenditures?

MR. SANDLER: It was close, but yes. I mean, we
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signed the contract in August of ‘94. I think the E and J

was -- let’s see, was it? We were aware of it.

) MR. NOBLE: But you thought the E and J --

MRleANDLER: Yes, June, yes.

MR. NOBLE: You thought the E and J taken with the
regulation -- was not consistent with the regulation.

MR. SANDLER: Well, it wasn’'t consistent and there
wasn’t any -- we understood you were clearly emphasizing no
staff salaries. But in terms of how that language could be
reconciled with offices, office equipment, similar
convention facilities and services, it didn’t -- there was
no way, meaningfglly, to apply it.

MR. NOBLE: So you felt now there was some
conflict between the E and J and the regulations.

MR. SANDLER: Certainly.

MR. NOBLE: Okay. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Any other questions from my
colleagues?

(No response.)

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: 1If I could just sort of explore
one thing, briefly.

What is your sense of what convention cities offer
to other types of conventions? What happens, for example,
when the doctors want to do a convention in Chicago? Do you
get a sense that there’s anything analogous in those
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situatiogé where the doctors’ organization negotiates with‘
the city to try to have the city pay for a lot of expenses
of é}eparing the convention hall, and providing offices, and
perhaps eveding providing telephone service?

I'm just curious as a matter of background. You
may not have occasion to understand all of that as well,
since you are dealing always with negotiations over
convention set-ups. But I'm just curious.

MR. SANDLER: I'm not really familiar with that.
The problem is, the only convention activity that we are
familiar of that’s of this scope, and it’'s actually much
bigger than this.scope, is the Olympics, which is a bad
analogy, because all -- through corporate sponsorships, 1it’s
all, you know, essentially, the Olympic -- the local
organizing Olympic Committee raises hundreds of millions of
dollars through corporate sponsorships, and then essentially
pays for everything.

So it’s not -- you don’t have an analogy where a
municipality -- I mean, the Host Committee does pay for
everything, and the International Olympic Committee
essentially pays for nothing, which is the analogy.

So it‘s not a useful analogy. I just don’t know
where -- you know, of anything quite of that nature, that’s
big enough to involve the establishment, you know, of the
Host.Committee, to that extent.
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CHAIRMAN THOMAS: One last question, if we decide
to try to put in some distinctions that would solve this
riddfe for the 2000 electién cycle in our pending
rulemaking, will you be of the view that we are unfairly
attempting to do that, since the rules that we have put out
don’'t adequately go to those -- give you notice of those?

MR. SANDLER: Well, I mean, I think it’'s -- well,
I think if it’s done expeditiously it could be relevant to
the 2000 cycle. I mean, there is no specific proposal in
the Presidential findings that NPRM issued, for which the
comments are due at the end of this month.

And if .there were, you know, obviously, we would
want an opportunity to comment on something specific before
it was issued. But if it was done expeditiously enough, and
it wasn’t so radical as to change the whole nature of the
relationship, but there were specific items taken out, like
the telephone service charges, it would not be too late to,
you know, within reason, to amend a convention budget.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Thank you.

Vice Chairman Wold?

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: If you are finished, Mr.
Chairman.

One question, either to you, Mr. Sandler, or to
Mr. Costa, does the Commission have a copy of the contract
with the city in which the allocation of telephone charges
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MR. SANDLER: Yes.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: So we have the provision, and
we could look at the provision?

MR. SANDLER: It has to be publicly filed, right?

MR. HALTER: Yes, and plus we have it in the work
papers.

/ VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: All right. Can either of you
tell me how specifically that contract did deal with the
issue of telephohe charges? Was that something that’s been
inferred into it now, or after the fact, or was it
specifically listed in there as an gxpenditure allocated to
the Host Committe;?

MR. HALTER: I can get that.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: All right. We touched on
this earlier, but it may be helpful to look at the language,
itself. |

COMMISSIONER MASON: While they are looking, could

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: Sure, go ahead.

COMMISSIONER MASON: -- follow-up on that related
point, because this is starting to bother me. I asked about
the AO process, and I appreciate Mr. Sandler wanting to
spare us the work. Of course, the way the process works, 1if
he submits the AO, we have to respond within a fairly
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And if we are in the position where the committees
are Eiling contracts in advance of the convention, and we
have them in-hquse, and we know what the contract says, and
then we are waiting for two years, a year and-a-half, or
whatever, to commence an audit, and then we are saying, oh,
well, you know, this provision here in the contract is a
problem, I don’t think we are operating particularly
efficiently. And maybe the AO process isn’t the right
answer.

But if we are getting these contracts, and there
are generic thing§ like this, you know, where it’s in the
contract, and we think that’s in conflict with the regs, we
may want to come up with a way to deal with that ahead of
time because, as Mr. Sandler says, if you give them a notice
a year or so ahead of time, they can always go back and
amend the contract.

You know, it might not be easy to do, but it would
be doable. And I don’'t see a whole lot of sense in a
problem which we could identify well in advance, waiting for
the audit to resolve.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: I think I would be a little
concerned about the extend to which we are then signing off
on the contract, and any interpretation of it, but things
that are not readily apparent on the face of it. 1Is it

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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better to have the risk on the private parties on this? I

don'’'t know.

I really am concerned about how much we can sign

off on it in advance, because I think what you suggest,

Commissioner Mason, 1is correct,

it, they would be entitled to rely on it.

that once we did sign off on

And that'’s one

concern I have here, the extent to which there was reliance

on the past interpretations or past practices, or whatever.

MR. HALTER: Do you want me to --

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD:
something you can --

MR. HALTER: Well,

-

What is the provision? Is it

I can go through it pretty

quickly. Under Section 12, Telecommunications,. it says the

city will provide a telecommunications system, including

such features as the DNCC shall reasonably request and

otherwise meeting specifications to be mutually established

by the DNCC and the city in consultation with applicable

vendors.

The city will provide the following additional

items: a cellular phone system,

including a combination of

a number of cellular phones and minutes of air time, a pager

system, a two-way radio system, satellite up-link and down-

link servigces, and electronic voting system for use in the

convention hall; 12.3, long distance service, the city shall

pay for all long distance charges incurred by the DNCC at

Heritage Reporting Corporation
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the Convéﬁtion Facilities, and at any media or hospitality
lounge to be provided in this agreement, provided that the
city?Shall not be required to expend for this item in excess
of the amount shown in Exhibit A.

MR. SANDLER: I’'d like to point out that the word
"Convention Facilities" is capital "C" and "F". 1It's a
defined term. It includes the Clark Street offices in the
contract.

MR. HALTER: Yes.

MR. SANDLER: It’s defined in the contract to
include that.

COMMISS}ONER MCDONALD: And what was the amount
that was reflected in Exhibit A, just out of curiosity?

MR. HALTER: Well, it's over $2 million.

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: So, really, the Host
Committee owes you over a million dollars?

MR. SANDLER: That may be for all of the items 1in
that.

COMMISSIONER MASON: They were really on their
cell phones.

MR. COSTA: We didn’t challenge installation or
any of those things, again, only the service charges. And,
also, to clarify the record, we didn’t get this contract
until we commenced field work.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: I heard that it included long

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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distanCéwcharges. Is there a separate reference to local
services charges, monthly use, or whatever?

) MR. HALTER: I can say on the budget, the long
distance commitment was $367,250. There is like an
installation of a half a million, installation commitment.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: Was anything challenged for
installation charges? The Host Committee paid that, then.

MR. HALTER: No, we didn’t challenge that.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: What about the local service
charges? Were there monthly charges for anything?

MR. HALTER: There’'s not a separate line item
listed in the bugget for local.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: Do you know if they are
included in the amount at issue here? 1Is there any
distinction to be made between long distance charges and
other local charges?

MR. HALTER: No.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Commissioner McDonald, and then
Larry Noble.

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: Thank you. Let me just go
back one second to one thing that’s a little bit unclear to
me, in terms of -- we had the regulation. There was a
conflict between the regulation itself and the E and J.
We’'ve had this question brought up about the advisory

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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opinion”process.

And then, pursuant to the advisory opinion
prd&ess, we’'ve had the discussion about whether, as
Commissioner Mason pointed out, and I'm kind of where he is,
if I can figufe out how we can do it -- it’'s kind of an
interesting problem.

In an advisory opinion process, you essentially
sign off as well. Well, you know, you may call it something
else, but you sign off, as well.

And what I do want to understand, as this is kind
of important, is the reason that you didn’t seek an advisory
opinion was that you based it on ‘88 and ’'92, and you saw
the regulation éé overriding, or what am I missing about why
you would not have asked for one, in view of what you'’ve
said?

MR. SANDLER: In view of the language of the
regulations, it really -- it did not occur to us that
telephone service charges were going to be an issue.

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: There are two things about
the telephone service that I would -- particularly for my
good friend, Vice Chairman Wold, I have talked to the phone
company and asked if they would charge me on a per word
basis, as opposed to per minute, because I think it’'s
discriminatory against some of us that speak slowly.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: I thought you meant some of

Heritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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us don’t use longer words.

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: Well, that'’'s another

probfem.

I did want to point out to Joe, I think using the
Olympic Committee is somewhat unfortunate. It appears to me
that they truly have about everything paid for.

MR. SANDLER: That'’'s right, yes.

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: And I do mean everything.

MR. SANDLER: This particular one.

COMMISSIONER MCDONALD: And I do mean everything.

Thank you. It’'s helpful. I just want to be clear
about that, so we’ll have an understanding.

s

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: We might having to look into
that aspect of it, if we go to the Convention Committee. So
we do have an opportunity to give you a word of caution
there.

Any other questions? Larry Noble, did you --

MR. NOBLE: Actually, Commissioner McDonald asked
the question I was going to ask.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: Okay. Very well, unless there
are other comments you need to make before we close it up --

Neil Reiff?

MR. REIFF: 1In August of 1998, the Convention
Committee closed its accounts, and refunded the amounts of
unspent funds that were remaining in the account. And that

ﬁeritage Reporting Corporation
(202) 628-4888
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was aboutf- approximately $50,000. And in the event the
Commission upholds the repayment determination, they should
alséﬁadjust the net amount due by the Convention Committee.

MR. SANDLER: It doesn’t that happen
automatically.'

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: We’ll certainly take that under
advisement. Thank you.

Very well, thank you, again, for taking the time,
and we will consider your comments, accordingly. Again, if
there any materials that, based on the discussion today, you
would like to submit, we would, of course, like to see
those. That would be helpful.

VICE CHAIRMAN WOLD: They are going to -- I
understand they are going to submit the experience with
previous payments, by Host Committees or cities.

MR. SANDLER: And we’ll also confirm our
understanding of where this is in the language of the 1996
contract, to the extent it hasn’t already been provided.

CHAIRMAN THOMAS: So no further business
appearing, this hearing is concluded.

MR. SANDLER: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

(Whereupon, at 11:20 a.m. the hearing was
adjourned.) _

//
//
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

DOCKET NO. : 99-5
CASE TITLE: '.1996 Democratic National Convention Committee
HEARING DATE: January 13, 1999

LOCATION: Washington, D.C.

I hereby certify that the proceedings and evidence are
contained fully and accurately on the tapes and notes
reported by me at the hearing in éhe above case before the

Federal Election Commission.

<

Date: January 13, 1999
- ;
N _\_Z’\a',c»x YNV~
Shari W,
Official Reporter
Heritage Reporting Corporation
Suite 600
1220 L Street, N. W,

Washington, D. C. 20005
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- BEFORE THE
‘ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

. REQUEST OF
1996 DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION COMMITTEE, INC.
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW OF
REPAYMENT DETERMINATION

SUPPLEMENTAL SUBMISSION

Pursuant to the letter dated November 20, 1998 from Associate General Counsel
Kim Bright-Coleman, the 1996 Democratic National Convention Committee, Inc. (the
“Convention Committee”) hereby submits additional written materials for the
Commission’s consideration, in connection with the Convention Committee’s Request
for Administrative Review of Repayment Determination filed with the Commission on
September 8, 1998. These additional materials are intended to respond to the requests of
Commissioners, made during the oral hearing on January 13, 1999, for clarification of

certain matters raised during the oral hearing.

L Payment of Local and Long Distance Telephone Service Charges for 1992

a e i ional venti

During the oral hearing, several Commissioners questioned whether the Host
Committees for the 1988 and/or 1992 Democratic National Conventions paid local or
long distance service charges for telephones used by the Convention Committee and, if
so, whether any such payments were disallowed in the Final Audit Reports on the
Convention Committees for those Conventions.

A. 1992 Convention

We have not been able to locate a complete file of original invoices from the 1992
Convention or audit workpapers. It appears from the documents available in the files that
the City of New York budgeted $350,000 for “Telephone™ costs and that, of this amount,

part was used for local telephone service that included local telephone service charges.
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£ Attached as Exhibit 1 hereto is the formal request for payment from the City of
New York approving payment of $185,000 in costs for the Convention Committee for a
New York“-l'elephone Company (NYNEX) service known as “Intellipath II.” Attached to
that letter are the summaries of the City and Host Committee budgets showing a
commitment of $350,000 by the City for “Telephone™ costs. '

Attached as Exhibit 2 hereto is the signed Convention Committee order for
“Intellipath II,” that indicates that this service includes the normal monthly usage
charges, per line, for local service and Centrex access.

Attached as Exhibit 3 hereto is a summary of funds expended by the City as of
August 25, 1992, subsequent to the Convention. It reflects payments by the City of
$202,100 to New York Telephone and $68,320 to AT&T. Itis unclear, however,
whether any of the payments to AT&T includes any long-distance service charges.
Therefore, we cannot determine with any reliability whether the City or Host Committee
in 1992 paid any long distancg telephone service charges.

To the extent Convention Committee local telephone service charges were
included in the City of New York’s expenditures, it appears that such charges were not
referenced or discussed, and were not disallowed, in the Final Audit Report.

B. 1988 Convention

We have not been able to locate original invoices or audit work papers from the

% 1988 Convention that would indicate the extent to which the City of Atlanta or the Host
Committee (“Atlanta ‘88™) paid telephone service charges for telephones used by the
Convention Committee.
Attached as Exhibit 4 hereto is a Department Budget Statement for Atlanta '88
dated September 27, 1988, subsequent to the Convention. Under the heading
"‘Telecommunications,” it shows an expenditure by the Host Committee of $204,230 for
" “Telecommunications Service.” This line item, however, is not broken out between
possible equipment and installation charges and telephone service charges.
It is not possible, therefore, for us to determine with any reliability whether any

local or long distance telephone service charges for the Convention Committee were paid

by the Host Committee in 1988.

-—
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The Final Audit Reports on the 1988 Convention Committee and Host Committee
do not reference or discuss the allowability of telephone service charges as a permissible
City or Host Committee expense.

C. Conclusion

It appears that a substantial amount of local telephone service charges for the
1992 Convention Committee were paid for by the City of New York. We are unable to
determine whether the City of New York or the 1992 Host Committee paid for any long
distance service charges. We are also unable to determine who paid for the 1988
Convention Committee’s local and long distance telephone service charges.

As we noted in the oral argument before the Commission on January 13, 1999, it
is not the contention of the 1996 Convention Committee that it relied on any decision by
the Audit Division, one way or the other. on the payment by the City or Host Committee
of local or long distance telephone charges for the Convention Committee in 1988 or
1992. In determining the allocation of expenses and the budgets for the 1996 Democratic
National Convention in Chicaéo, the 1996 Convention Committee was not aware that the
allowability of such charges had ever been an issue.

In signing a contract obligating the City of Chicago and/or its Host Committee to
pay these expenses, the Convention Committee relied on the plain language of the
regulations and their legislative history, as explained in detail in our Request for

Administrative Review filed with the Commission on September 8, 1998.

II. Provisions in Contract with City of Chicago Relating to Telephone Service

Charges

Several Commissioners questioned whether the 1996 Convention Committee's
contract with the City of Chicago specifically provided for payment of telephone service
charges by the City and/or its Host Committee.

Attached as Exhibit 5 hereto are relevant portions of the Contract, specifically. the
“Definitions” section (Article 2); Article 12, dealing with “Telecommunications;” and
Article 14, dealing with “Facilities for DNCC Operations.” Section 12.2(a) provides that
the City will provide “a cellular phone system, including a combination of number of

cellular phones and minutes of air time.” Section 12.3 provides that, ‘The City shall pay

Aracmeyr €
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for all long-distance charges incurred by the DNCC at the Convention Facilities and at
any media or hospitality lounge to be provided in this Agreement.”

The “Definitions” section (Article 2) defines “Convention Facilities™ to include
the “Convention Offices,” which is defined in turn to include the facilities and spaces
described in section 14.1 » which requires the City to provide office space for the
Convention Committee.

Thus, the 1996 Convention Committee’s contract with the City of Chicago
specifically required the City to pay for cellular telephone usage charges (air time) and

long distance service charges, for the Convention Committee.

III. Payment of Cellular Telephone and Pager Charges for 1996 Convention

Committee

In our September 8, 1998 Request for Administrative Review, and in our oral
argument, we referred to the fact that the Final Audit Report had apparently treated as
permissible the payment by the City of Chicago and/or its Host Committee of cellular
telephone and pager system usage charges. It was suggested by the Audit Division
during the oral argument that the Audit Division had in fact disallowed any cellular
telephone usage charges it had identified during the audit, and that such charges were
included in the $725,835 total of telephone charges recommended for repayment.

We have been unable to determine definitively how the Audit Division treated
cellular telephone and pager chargcs, because we cannot determine exactly which
invoices were included in the $725,835 disallowed. We have identified 18 payments to
AT&T by the Host Committee or the City, totaling $115,335, all of which were for long
distance telephone charges. We believe that, with various adjustments, it is likely that
this number corresponds to the $108,577 in AT&T charges disallowed by the Audit
Division. As best we can determine, none of this amount includes any cellular telephone
or pager service charges.

We have also identified payments to Ameritech for local telephone service,

totaling $ 614,641, which approximates the $ 618,258 in payments to Ameritech




(]

disallowed by the Audit Division. Copies of these invoices are attached as Exhibit 6
hereto.

A;_ming,that these payments are the ones disallowed by the Audit Division, they
are all for focal telephone service and access charges and do not include cellular

telephone or pager usage charges. We have identified at least three payments for such

charges:

(1) $61,826.75 to Ameritech on August 15, 1996, including $30,000 of pre-paid

cellular phone cards, i.e., airtime costs for cellular telephone use;

(2) $6,348.04 to Ameritech on November 15, 1996, for alphanumeric paging

service;

(3) $7,971.50 to Ameritech on August 1, 1996 for cellular telephone airtime

charges.

Copies of the documentation for these payments are attached as Exhibit 7. We do
not believe these are inclusive of all charges for pager service and cellular telephone
usage, and are not certain if any of these invoices, or corresponding invoices for such
service charges, were in fact disallowed by the Audit Division, although it appeared to us
that they were not. w

It is unclear, then, whether and to what extent cellular telephone service charges
and pager charges were allowed as permissible Host Committee expenses. It may be that
the Audit Division intended to disallow all such expenses, and simply did not identify
certain charges. It may also be the case that the Audit Division disallowed all such
charges, and that we were confused about what was included in and excluded from the
disallowed amounts. In any case, we do not in any way fault the Audit Division for the
manner in which the audit was conducted. To the contrary, the Convention Committee’s
experience with the Audit Division was extremely positive, and the Convention
Committee indeed greatly appreciated their courtesy and professionalism.

Our contention, again, is that no reasonable person reading the plain language of
the Commission’s regulations, the history of the regulations, and the Explanation and
Justification, could possibly anticipate that a whole range of charges related to

administrative and overhead functions of the Convention Committee would be treated as

ATTACHMENT £

Page__ 5 or 139




permissible Host Committee expenses. while local and long distance telephone service
charges would be singled out as jmpermissible expenses. As noted in our initial
submission and in the oral argument, the regulations clearly allow the Host Committee
and City to ;")ay for, the Host Committee and City did pay for, and the Audit Division
allowed their payments for, a variety of administrative and overhead expenses, including
offices, use of office equipfnent and the provision and installation of such equipment.
Further, even if the Audit Division included some, or most, cellular and pager service
charges in the disallowed amounts, the Final Audit Report clearly allowed a variety of
other usage and service charges in support of the Convention Committee’s administrative
and overhead function, including office electricity and air conditioning, ofﬁce' supplies.
rental of office equipment, postage and the like.

In these circumstancés, the Convention Committee simply did not have fair notice
that the regulation would be interpreted as it has been interpreted in the Final Audit
Report—that is, to allow payment by the Host Committee and City for a whole vanety of
administrative and overhead expenses, including service charges of various kinds, but not
telephone service charges. In the absence of such fair notice, an agency may not deprive
a party of property by imposing civil liability. General Electric Co. v. United States
Environmental Protection Agency, 53 F.3d 1324, 1328 (D.C. Cir. 1995). Therefore, the
Commission should not require the Convention Committee to repay the local and long

distance telephone service charges paid for by the Host Committee and the City.
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CONCLLUSION

For the reasons set forth above, and in the Request for Administrative Review of
Repayment: Determination filed with the Commission on September 8, 1998, the
Commission should revise the repayment determination in the Final Audit Report to find
that the Host Committee péyment of $600,325 of telephone service charges and the City
payment of $126,510 of telephone service charges were permissible disbursements and,

therefore, that no repayment by the Convention Committee is required.

Respectfully submitted,

e Joseph E. Sandler
Neil P. Reiff
SANDLER & REIFF, P.C.
6 E. Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

(202) 543-7680

Counsel for 1996 Democratic National Convention
Commuittee, Inc.

Dated: January 21, 1999
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) THE CiTYy OF NEW YORK
- OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
New York, N.Y 10007

September 17, 1991

Anita Mullin

Director of Budget

Department of Business Services

Battery Maritime, Bldg. 4th Floor
New York, NY 10004

Dear Anita,

This is to certify that the attached letter from New York Telephone to the Democratic
National Convention Committee in asking for $185,000 toward telephone services can be
paid and this payment will count toward our overall commitment of $350,000 toward
telephone expenses that was made by the City of New York in a contract signed with the
1992 Deﬁ:ocratic National Convention Committee Inc., dated 7/11/90. Also attached is

exhibit 17.01 City and Host Committee budget to show the allocation of $350,000 towards

the telephone system.

Charles R. Howell

City Coordinator

1992 Democratic National Convention
51 Chambers Street, Rm. 525

New York, NY 10007 °

cc: Deputy Mayors
Henry Miller
Mario Cooper
Mark Bilsky
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- 100 Church Street
NYNEX Systems Marketing New York_ New York 10007

September 6, 1991

Mr. Mark Bilsky
Democratic National Convention Committee

430 South Capital Street S.E.
Washington, DC 20003

Dear Mark:

This is a follow-up to our conversation regarding the advance
payment for the Democratic National Convention Committee’s

Intellipath II Systen. .

Per section 3C of the "Request for Service" document, New York
Telephone has requested an advance payment for the Committee’s
Intellipath II system. This payment is for New York Telephone'’s
system. The committee will be directly billed by AT&T for the
station equipment and wire.

Due to the fast-paced, dynamic and unique nature of the
convention, the committee’s Intellipath II system will be
changing rapidly. The advance payment insures that funds are
available for system growth at all times. Specifically, it
eliminates the possibility of service delays due to potential
discrepancies over billing issues and reduces the lead-time
required for system expansion. Furthermore, the advance payment
minimizes the administrative time required to keep track of the
system’s dynamic growth.

The advance payment will be placed in the Democratic National
Convention Committee’s account and will be jointly monitored and
updated on an ongoing basis. The committee will be continuously
informed of all debits and credits to this account. Of course,
account balances Wwill be available at any time upon your
request.

It is our understanding that the Democratic National Convention
Committee will provide New York Telephone with an advance
payment in the amount of $185,000. Once again, this payment
will be applied toward the Intellipath II system costs.

[ADN
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Thank you for choc ng New York Telephone for your
communications system. Please call me at (212) 513-9195 if you

have any questions.

e

y

Timothy J. LiVolsi
Account Manager )

cc: W. Murphy
C. Bates

—
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EXHIBIT

17.01 .CITY AND HOST COMMITTEE BUDGETS

—————= ""New York City Budget

-. Rental

o Construction
Transportation
Parking
Telephone
Insurance
Secruity
Printing
Office Space/Equipment
Medical
Voting System

Subtotal
108 Contingency

Police
(including contingency)

Total

Promotion
Decorations
Parties
Printing

Administration
Communication Equip.
Computer

hardware/software
Office furniture/equip.
Office supplies
Office refreshments
Storage space
Security Guards
Messenger service
Janitorial service
VCR & TV receivers
Local cable TV
DNC Staff Housing
Host Committee

Staff Support

$ 4,700,000
4,345,000

650,000
175,000
350,000

2,000,000

125,000
250,000
175,000

50,000
100,000

12,920,000
1,292,000

6,600,000
$20,812,000

325,000
400,000
40,000

7,500

325,000
275,000
75,000
10,000
2,500
35,000
7,500
20,000
2,500
1,000
120,000

700,000

Host Committee Budget
NYC RFP

arncmey L

Page

(| of‘£| '




Convention Expenditures
Reservations
Printing

Subtotal
108 Contingency

Total.

Grand Total

45,000
40,000

$ 2,431,000
243,100

$ 2,674,100

$23,486,100
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REQUEST FOR SERVICE

R
(100 or more lines)

The 1992 Democratic National Convention Committee, Inc.
(Customer) orders Intellipath IIR Digital Centrex Service
(Service) from New York Telephone Company (Company) at the
prices set forth in this Request for Service.

1. DESCRIPTION OF SERVICE

The Service is Intellipath II service, which is described
in the Company’s PSC No. 900 Tariff, and the Service is
offered under the standard terms and conditions of the
tariff. The Customer may take any number of lines within a
range of 20 to 650, and the Service includes the standard
and optional Intellipath II features listed in Appendix A.
The Service will be provided at the Customer’s locations
identified in Appendix B.

a) The cutover will be a phased cutover beginning in
September 1991 with the installation of 20 lines at
1250 Broadway, New York, New York. The Customer
expects to have cutover approximately 650 lines, and
the price specified in Paragraph 3 is premised on the
Customer taking approximately 650 lines. The Customer
and the Company will agree on a cutover implementation
schedule. The Customer will be billed for each line
as it is installed.

b) The Company will provide the Service to the Customer
over a period of 12 months (Service Period), beginning
on the date the first lines are cutover.

3. PERICES

a) The monthly price of an Intellipath II line, including
the standard and the optional features specified in
Appendix A, is $42.00 per line. This monthly price
includes the Federal End-User Common Line Charge
(EUCL) of $5.69 and the Centrex Exchange Access Charge
(CEAC) of $1.61. This monthly line price is
guaranteed against Company-initiated change during the
Service Period.

-
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E STANDARD AND OPTIONAL FEATURES

STANDARD FEATURES

Automatic Call Back

Call Forwarding

- All Calls

- Busy

- Don’t Answer

Call Hold

Call Pick-Up

Call Transfer

Call Waiting

- Dial

- Incoming

- Originating

Code Restrictions
Consultation Hold

Dial Transfer Arrangement on Incoming Trunk Groups
Directed Call Pick-up

- With Barge-In

- Without Barge-In

Direct Inward Dialing
Direct Outward Dialing
Distinctive Call wWaiting Tones
Distinctive Ringing
Hunting

Intercept

Line Treatnments
Station-to-Station Calling
Three-Way Calling

Authorization Codes

Automatic Route Selection (ARS) Basic (1)

Uniform Call Distribution (2)

Speed Calling - 10 No. List

Electronic Telephone Set (ETS Capability (300)
Display Peatures (10) & Group Intercom (20)

Meet-Me Conference (10)

Six wWay Conference (10)

Attendant Console per Customer (1) & Console (1)

Network Speed Calling (1)

Virtual Numbers (150)

Call Arrangements (200)

Hot Line (50)

-Centrex Customer Rearrangement System (CCRS) (1)

Remote Access (5)
Simplified Message Desk Interface (SMDI) (1)

ATTACRGLT
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b)

c)

a)

b)

-2 =-

In addition to the monthly price, the Customer will

pay: i) service connection charges at then-prevailing
tariff rates; and ii) sales and excise taxes and )
tariff surcharges that applicable laws and tariffs

require the Customer to pay.

The Customer shall pay to the Company advance payments
-. prior to the commencement of the Service. The amount
" of the advance payments will be agreed to by the

Customer and the Company prior to the commencement of

the Service.

The Customer has the flexibility to increase and
decrease the number of lines under this Request for
Service at any time during the Service Period so long
as the number of lines remains within the range
specified in Paragraph 1. Lines added within the
range incur service connection charges at

Lines subtracted within
the range do not incur tariffed termination charges.
Termination charges apply only for lines terminated by

then-prevailing tariff rates.

the Customer below the range.

If the Customer wishes to increase the number of
Intellipath II lines above the range, or if the
Customer requests Service at a location or locations
not identified in Appendix B, the Customer may do so
by placing an order with the Company.
will develop a price and present the price to the

Customer for its consideration.

* * * ]

THE 1992 DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL
CONVENTI

/M'Z" '\5‘1)";1"\“/

Signature l

Typed Name Ronald H. Brqwn

Title

Date

N

President

October 23, 1991

THE 1992 DEMOCRACTIC NATIONAL
CONVENTION COMMITTEE, INC.

Typed Name _Alexis M. Herman

Title Assistant Treasurer

Date

2914e

October 23, 1991

*

The Company"

NEW YORK TELEPHONE PANY

Signatur

Typed Name Eugene P. Connell

Title Vice President M&T

Date

October 25, 1991

NEW YORK TELEPHONE COMPAN

Signature -
Typed Name William F. Murphy

Title Convention Manager

Date

October 25, 1991
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CUSTOMER LOCATIONS

1250 Broadway 150 Lines
Madison Square Garden 30 "
Hotel Pennsylvania 75 "
Hilton Hotel 50 "
Sheraton Centre and Towers 50 "
Fashion Institute of Technology 25 "

ATTACHENT £
Page (6 ozl



DRAFT 8-25-92

MADISON SQUARE GARDEN

POST OFFICE

FIT

ONE PENN PLAZA (MID CITY ASSOC.)*

TWO PENN PLAZA

ONE PENN PLAZA (AT&T)

CREDENTIALS OFFICE

CLEANING, A/C, CLOSEDOWN

MSG STORAGE (C.H. Workorders)*® *
TOTAL

REMAINING
*Heimsiey Spear invoice for $110,681 outsianding.
*“Includes uﬂmm ﬁom MSG.
BUDGETED AMOUN‘I' . 4,345,000

ARCHITECT
CONSTRUCTION (On time start) 4y ol d ¢

SOUND SOtpeo ‘ﬂfufn( l/7

DISABLED ALTERATIONS
CON EDISON/TRANSFORMER
CON ED/TRANSFORMER POWER USAGE
ELEMCO STAND-BY ELECTRICIANS
MSG LABOR CHARGES
MSG POWER USAGE

TOTAL

REMAINING
'83320000!\“& g back funds reduced 10 $213.848 .

AIRPORT SHUTTLE *
IN TOWN SHUTTLE
AIRPORT SHUTTLE(ATLANTIC PARATRANS)
CREATIVE TRANSPORTATION
T-SHIRTS
MISC
EMPLOYMENT AGENCY
TOTAL

REMAINING
* Grayline invoice for $78,000 outstanding.

4,839,177

4,000,000
40,000
76,000

814,727
18,018
47,664
63,781
16,000

10.000
4,839,177

o

6,821,870

w.‘“
5,425,184
100,000
26,000
127,000

850,000

152,000
252,354
17,500
7.250
31,000
o

2
460,104

89,806

4,000,000 4,000,000
25,000 25,000
75,000 75,000

514,727 533,612
13016 13,015
470654 47,788
63,781 64,130

3L500 130000
4,770,677 4,888,643

68,500  (49,368)

475,000 475,000
6,425,184 5,243,026
0

0
126,318
11,609
21,462
950,000

110,000
5,900,184 6,937.413

0O0OO0OO0O0O0O0

621,768  (415,443)

151,500
252,354
17.500
7,250
31,000
3,864

499,488

50,632

artcmeyr __E
Page T __ oz _139




L AR
BUDGETED AMOUNT:

Meyers

Maclowe

Kinney

1280 PARKING

S

TOTAL

REMAINING

New York Telephone
AT&T
Computers

TOTAL

REMAINING

Present insurance
Additional Car insurance
Deductible for 175 cars*®

TOTAL

REMAINING
* 8/92 Estimate for deductidie is $13,000.

Security needs at 1280

Broadway, Headquarters
hotels, Ramada ...
TOTAL

REMAINING

175.000

350,000

2,000,000

128,000

93,000
46,000
20,000
27.000

93,000

294,700

202,100
86,800

294,700

1,401,750

33,365

4510
104,574

(11,574)

202,100 202,100
85,500 68,320

1100 AL
204,700 277,520

0 17,180

1,283,750 1,233,750 1,233,780

98,000 98,000  95.000
20,000 20,000 13,000
1,401,780 1,401,750 1,341,780
0 0 60,000
0
0
0
ATIACEMENT ___E
Page I8  of EI



AR . RERERSS v

SR ERE B IO TRt O St
'~y-’ «.,,.‘w‘_m DU e T
L3

BUDGETED AMOUNT:

Xerox

Computers/Printers

Kamber

*22,000 Xerox invoice outstanding
TOTAL

REMAINING

<8 & 10th Floors
(Awalting acoounting)
=Utiiities(DEP)
~-Alterations(DGS)
~Clean up & fumiture removal
TOTAL

REMAINING
'Final uulmoo m«mm cleanup bilis outstanding.

Delegate voting system.

TOTAL

REMAINING

178,000

100,000

263,802

250,000
, 3|m

200,000

100,000
75,000

200,000

10,000

10,000

172,000 150.000

18,502 13,502

0 70,000

0 22000

185,802 255,802

78,000 8,000

62292 31,172

82418 91,578

9 ]

124,710 122,747

75,290 77.283

0 0

10.000

'] ]

0

60,000

ATTACHMENT é

Page 14 of J&ﬁ_




BUDGETED ' AMOUNT:

The toliowing are jointly recognized
as unaccounted for expenses.

- AC for 1250 Broadway

- Fire Department

= A/C tor One & Two Penn Plaza

TOTAL
REMAINING

BUDGEI’ED AMOUNT

= Media Reiated
=Kleinnecht

- Elec Expenses N
<Thomas Miller
-Memdik Realty
-MBE Electric

TOTAL

REMAINING

1,292,000

95,000
20,000
25,000
98,000

”.7«

o

oK oo

98,744

98.744

Page

959000

51,458
11,081
11,009

2.500
76,018

22,728

E

ATTACE NT ___ ¢
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TOTAL BUDGET* 21,027,843

RECAP REMAINING:
Rental of Facllities (49,368)
Construction (415,4493)
Transportaion 50,882
Parking (11.874)
Telephone 17,180
Insurance 60,000 -
Security 0
Printing 8,000
Oftfice Space Equipment 77,288
Medical Services s 10,000 -
Voting System 60,000
Unaccounted For Expenses 0
Contingency 22,726
(170,692)
]

- $332,000.00 of Media Charge Back Funds reduced to $215,843.

ATTACEMENT __E
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- ;5) e ST 3R ITWRICPEZ, NS, TTelgzeds
i TISARTNENT BUDEET STATEMENT el ar
SJHMARY
- /3!/89
.'.; .
YEAR ToTAL ¥Y7) 8UDEST
SURRENT 10 BUDGETED 5 .
JESCRIPTION HONTH DATE ANOUNT . T2 ACTUAL

T e

e ADNINISTRATION e Tee0a2a3 3,0, sy RNDINIORNT - -

CONTRACT OBLIBATIONS 0.0 Q16,6243 11473071 4,369.%8
INFORPATION SYSTEMS Jewe 204,505, 14 49,613,487 (195,373,478
TRANSSGITATION .M 738,839.27 700,000.00 (32,43%.27)
& - <0LEINS ¥ LAt 205,834.00 00,480,68  039,709.40)
o/ °c0s O N TR TR TR I T
“ELECIMMUNICATIONS N NS 397,200.08 62,858.65

MEnTA W LLEeT.BE 146,028.72  26isn.as B

SOWENTION FACLITIES n.00 4,64%,662.86  4,378,039.22 152,043, 48 '$§?

SECALTY 8 199,208.27  3,274,620.%  3,075,022.39 -

\ - - - 4 ';.

*RCST 0.3¢  1,023,100.39  83S,181.85  (199,008.74; B

' s 3

: ~ g

Zivg

‘1tig

e ,’C,‘W.ﬁ“-” 13.3”.’”.'2 2,’!’,993.3? ¢ :Y

{ / L
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e \\L,
.. \ STLANTA (53 SSMRITTES, INC. 17-3eges
,/“ JERRTAENT GUDGET STATENENT 43 oy
N\ ANNISTAATION 5
-'_ 6'3i! 98 . ':_-.",
e
YEAR TOTAL VTS Bu0ssT
WiLE 1 3 R BLDSETED Vs
ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION HON'H . DATE AMOUNT YT ACTUAL
400811 ERSOMNEL 0,00  3a1,577.78  395,234.00 33,5%8.2¢
400911 :NTERNS 9.00 13,000, 00 24,550.00 (8,450.00)
410111 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 0,00 274,319.80 341,982,000 A 4823
420111 STASF TRAVEL-IN AREA 0.3 72,0072 . - 3, R -
420211 3TAFF TRAVEL-SUT JF AREQ 2,00 42508 “§,774,00 FHINTY _
. 430151 RENTAL 0° S3ACE .00  281,714,32  2M7,000.99 WL
M401L! 3FFICS SUPPLIZS A 95,303,397 84,449.00 145,03 T
440212 P36TREE 0,00 20,43%.20 22,945.90 3,911,800 ),
440315 STHER SUPPL:ES 5,06 7,922 $,000,00 @,%.20 L
450311 RIS, & SURN, -RENTALS 0.5 11§,193.30 124,909.00 10,7360 0 -~
« ° . 460515 SONPUNTSATIONS - 18, 912.45 75,028.09 (3,350,600 " - ,
N 00557 SURLICATION, PRIXT, SUBS (03086 5,400 c(l,emsa) BT o
: 340311 SATIZHT AND SHIPPINE RN 7,201.82 6,322.09 1929,62; ' ata
\/ 450411 CONFEREXCSS a¥2 MEETINES .00 b,304.62 §,129.00 2,98,
46081¢ SUPLIVMENT BEVELIOMEN" 3,00 487,80 4820 6.2 .
460615 ADVERTISTNG/PuBLIC 261, N 2,675,190 1,598.00 (@37.3%
44085, DATA PROCSISING CHARGES 8.5 LAEN89_ _ 1,178.00 . (210,90~ .
4509:; SARKING 3.0 37,003,588 43,012,00 _  £,808.45 -7
461011 LUNCAEON ESTINGS - 2% 7,493.03 3,841.00 3,922,008
4hL1i1 NOUSING ) - Goon 38,385.18 125,00  (38,280.18) -~
46141 DETTRATIONS €. 38 3,704.98 - 0,00 (3,704,908 N
493011 SONTIKBERCY 5.9 0.00 33,106, 34 13,108, 34 i
44301% INTEREST 0.0¢ $2,079.83 - 0,00 (52,079,530 b
449011 PENALTIS 0.08 850,20 0.00 (820, 20; i
, 469911 NISCELLANECUS-CTHER 0.3 16,200.38 §,024,00 18,176.39) T
| 470111 GENERAL LIMDILITY 5,00 1,:10,468.18 1,325,000.00  214,%9:.94 o
49001: CAPITAL SIPIMDITUAES N6y 283,299.95  2%,730.0¢ 16,929.9% .
. L 2,861,622,03  3,035,470.33 2,43,
84858 6 oo .-'..asalttsA:Sial;u.laulltall/tltstlltsl:llssa:la
\/
-t
X
ummm%r E P
M of _l___;' A




1

AZCOUNT

acamn1ar
JIRIeT N

400612 PERSOMNEL

400912 INTERNS

410112 PRD SERVICES

420112 STASF TRAVEL-'N 2REA
420212 STARF TRAVEL-QUT 3F &REA
439112 RENTAL OF §Pe(t
440112 FFICE SUPPLIES

$40212 PISTASS

440312 OTHER SUPPLIES

450312 EQUIP & FURN LEASE
480112 COMMUNICATIONS

460212 PUBLICATION, PRINT, SuBS
440312 FREISHT AND SHIPPINS
450412 CONFERENCES

440212 ENPLOYNENT DEVELOPMENT
440612 ADVERTISING

440812 DATA PROCESS!NG

450912 PARKINE

461012 LUNCHMECN MEITINES
441112 MOUSING

449912 MiSCELLANEGUS-IT<ER

AT.aNTA (98 COMMITTEE, NS,

JEPARTMENT SUDBET STATEMENT

CONTRACT OBLIGATIONS .-

2e-3ep-E2
11t7 Ar

8/31/88
1230 ToTaL Y7o 5035%°
b 143 2U26ETED v3 BN
nTE . DATE AMOUNT YT3 ACTUAL <
---s-cimtssszsemes aeszesemsnnsomase: ~ W
a0 2640 73,836,200 . 3,247 Yo
— {00 0.00 2,00
o0 .00 o 0,00 o prwiens 8000
ook e, 17 | T AN
0.5 3,631, 70 3,452.70 12,179.00)
5,20 0.00 0,00 9,00
2,60 1, T14,28 1,700.73 (4,500
9,30 0.00 0.00 0.00
0. G0 mn 177,74 0.00
0.00 453.% 1,366.08 919.72
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 1,442.20 1,642,20 . —Y
0.%9 2178 172,28 (111,30
0,06 £.90 0.00 0.00
3,00 350,00 3%0.00 3.0
§.02 0.00 0.00 0.29
D 0.00 0,00 ¢.on .
&0 2.99 0.0¢ 5,68 ,
650 3.7 $3.70 2,90 5 L
SRl 23,850 31,38, 14 LRI cad
0,08 B 1445 [ 7 £ o0 ) SRR YT
0.5 149,32, 114,731, 4,309.28
283asss 23223V 333333883383
/ [ R
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GESSRITIN

ACCEWN®

TLANTA 188 COMNITTEE, INC,
DEPARTNENT BUDGET STATZNENT
INFGANATION SYSTERS

400314 FEASCANZ.

10094 TYTEORE

420114 STATT TAAVEL - [N MAEA
420434 JTHER TRAVEL

430114 RENTAL OF SPACSE

4302:¢ RENGVATION

430314 SEORIAS & NAINTENANCE
440214 POSTASE

430214 EQUIPMENT LEASE

440314 OTHER SUPPLIES

450114 COMMUNICATIONS

450214 PUBLICATION, PRINT, SUSS.
460314 FREISN

460414 CONPERENCES

450814 EWPLSYMENT DEVELIPYENT
400014 ADVERTISIN

450814 DATA SRICESBING

472114 RECCVERY-INC

6-5ep-86

11:18 a8

SESENEFESITIIS T ISET IS

i s/1/88
vEAR 0°AL Y13 ar3ET
LM A BUBBETED v§
oyt ave ANGUNT Y ACTIAL

83 83,970.06 82,228,954 (1,241,52)
¢.an ¢.00 0.00 0,00
AN 1290 342,90 0.09
3 830,23 0.00 . (830,2%)
0,30 2,00 0 00 - <X oy
0.00 2.0 0.00 R
0.5¢ 2,077.00 2,077.00 0,00
9.8 10,803.7 9,984, 06 (839.08)
0.3C  120,980.70  104,013,00  (%4,%9.70i
0.30 3,779,92 205.00 (3,494,92)
0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 29.97 29.97 8.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 8.00
3.6¢ 175,00 178.00 0.00
500 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.3 9,00 .00 .00
7.00 0.06  (1%9,000.00) - 1130,006.00)
2,00 20498904 49,6147 (135,3794D)

/ {

artaciear £
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ATLANTA 88 COMRITTEE, INC.

‘r27f<4‘V

4-3ep-28 .
JESARTMENT 5udaET STATEMENT 11:2¢ AN .
) “3ANSPOSTATION
- /31,43
o.e -
yEAR TOTAL Y70 BUDSET
SRRV 10 BUDGETEY vi
ACSOUNT DESCRIPSISK ¥\ Ts MTE AMDUNT  ¥TD ASTUAL
400621 SALARIES & WAGSE - TS, 9,00 121,994.57 18%,276.73 63,282.18
400928 INTERNS 9.09 0.0¢ 0.00 0.00
410121 ®RD SERVICES 0.00 25,854, 40 0.00 ,.m’
420121 TRAVEL-!N 3,00 .4 100, 067 9 R
420221 STAPF TRAVEL-GUT CF AREA 0.18 1,020,%  1,620.28 0.00
430121 RENTAL OF 9PACE ¢.0¢ 0.00 0.00 0,00 b
440121 OFFICE SUPPLIES .90 820, 84 679,00 1142, 44) P
440221 S0STAGE 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00. Ty
440321 CTHER SUPPLIES 000 34,316.12  30,000.00 (4,318.12) N
430321 EQUIP & FURN RENTAL 5.00 2,974.00  3,000.00 2,026.00 Lot
45012¢ COMRUNICATIONS v 0.00 0.6¢ 0.00 0.0¢ o
440221 ME314 DEPOT 0.60 6,398.97  5,000.00 (1,398, .
460321 FREISHT 0.00 830.00 750.00 (166,00 .
46082 CINFERENCES c.08 0,00 0,00 2,00 ™y
46082% SWPLOYEE DEVELCTNENT 8,62 0.00 0.00 ¢.00 i
460621 ADVERTISING 4,08 0.0 0.00 3.00
450821 DATA PROCESSINE 6.9 0.00 0.00 2,00
440921 PARK!NS 0.33 5,629.80  5,000.00 (£29.80}
441021 LUNCH 1M 7.0 0.00 . (67,94
41121 HOUSING 2,00 $,226.30  5,000.00 - (226, 36)
449921 NISCELLANEOUS 020 2,606.19 0.60 12,06, 13 .
040121 LINCUSINGS 553 0.00 0.00 9.60
46022; MOTORPOODL 0,08 ?,485.29  °S,030.00 {1,597.29)
65032t SARXING LOT LEASES +.00 83,076.48  44,962.00 (33,2040
04042 CIVIC CENTER 0.39 3,427.12  25,050.00 (13,827t
1 CHARTER DLYUES 23 387,210.00 370,932.%0 [27,179.00
$6042! SHUTTLE CREW 2.6 19,753.52  13,402.00 (6,151,852
30062¢ TRAILER PARKINE 20 138,503,000 0.00 38,363.80
0,08  738,639.27 700,000.00  (39,839.77
S33883883888300Y0RY L

v / N

£
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ATLANT (88 JOWMITTEE, INCL 4 Ii-lep-il
SERISTNINT PUISET STATENENT el
i <CUSING/HTELS
- 3388
le- | - .
\ .
HY TOTAL Th aET :
WARYT 10 BUDSETED v§ "
ACCOWNT DEICRISTIIN NONTH wTE ANOUNT YD ACTUAL ' '
400623 PERSONNEL .00 18,T.47 wdama (1913620 :
400923 INTERNS T N fm -
410123 PRO SERVICES 800 10,438.08 AR B g o
420123 STAPF TRAVEL - (X ASEA 0,09 1,701.9 2,006.58 384,42
420223 TRAVEL-QUT - 0.00 2,540.73 0,00 (2,540.7%)
430123 AENTAL OF SPACE 2.0 0,00 0.00 0.00
440123 OFFICE SUPPLIES 0.00 8.9 s 0.00
440223 PQSTAGE 9.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ¥
440323 OTAER SUPPLIES 8.3 M8 20.80 (92,80
430323 EQUIP & FURN REVTAL 9.0¢ 0.00 0.00 2,00 5
450123 COMMUNICAT iONS .00 . 0.3 0400 2,00 -
440223 PUBLICATIONS ¢.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 2
40323 FREIGHT .00 4,629.98 0.00 {4,829.08) .
460423 CONFERENCES 0. 3,520.18 0,00 (3,820t
440523 SYPLIVVENT DEVELOPRENT 2.4 400,30 400,00 .00
£50623 ADVERTISING 500 0.00 - 0.00
460823 JATA ORICEISING &0 5,00 2.00 0.0
440923 PARK(NE N 0.9¢ 2.00 0.3
461023 LUNCE Sedt 48,50 ¢.00 (188,99
S61123 WGUSING 8.0 1,503 §,%8. 1,000, %
461423 €09 A TE.90 ¢.00 179,901
3,60 209,000,08  170,004.64  (39,399.40 >
38833338 SESTRRCOEAUICSINSIETITIZAIESE580LEREES ;"'

i N
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- ATLANTA ZE COMWTTEZ, INC, 2:-3e8-98 " R
IE20ATNENT JUDEET GTATEMENT 10130 o o
F00) 7
. §/31/08 ey
-. o . ‘{
A\
YEAR “0TAL Y73 BUDEET
CURAENT ” BUOGETED Vs .
ACCOUNT DESCAIATION WONTH " DATE AMOUNT . YTD ACTUAL
460624 SERSONNEL 3.00 20,320,04 17,504.78 (2,738,25)
409924 INTERNS ' 2,96 0.00 0,00 0.00
#10124 PROFESSIONAC SERVICES 0.0 19,322, 0% .0 ot 230},
420126 TRAVEL=IN 0.00 0.00 : =~ *- NN o
420224 TRAVEL-OUT 0.90 0,00 000 T < 0.%
43012¢ RENTAL OF SPACE . 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
440124 OFFICE SUPPLIES 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00
140224 POSTASE 9.%0 0.00 0,00 0,00
440324 OTHER SUPPLLES 9,00 £2.90 82,90 0,00
420324 SQI® & FURN RENTAL £.3% 0.00 0.00 0.00
440124 COMMUNICATIONG 9.2 0,20 9.00 ¢.00
460224 PUSLICATICNS "’ 6.0¢ 0.09 9.09 0.0
460324 FREIGHT 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00
460424 CONFERENCES 40 9,96 0.00 0.9
460524 SAPLOYVEE DEVELCPYENT 5,09 .20 2.00 2,09 o
440426 AIVERTISING 2.00 0.00 0.00 0.€0 e
440924 JATA OROCESSINE 9.0 .00 0.00 . 3.00
480924 PARKINS 6.00 0.00 0.00 0409
481024 LUNCH 5,00 9.90 0,00 0.00
461120 WOUSING 0,00 9,00 0,00 0.00 .
ML IR 2.00 2.00 %0,210.00 $0,210.00 YA
.20 9,604.93 ",0.0 38,900, 41 R

8888838832232 3TSCS2TUSSSSNCEETEESNLASSLSRSESE3388TRA3E2T

/ / N
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ATANTA B TOMPITTEE, INCL Ia-3e2-38

JZFARTIENT BUDGET STATENENT i1:39 an
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
- 8/3:/88
le-
YEAR TOTAL YTD BUDGET
CURRENT 1 BUDSETED v
ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION NONTH , DATE AOUT ¢ YTD ACTUAL
400629 PERSONMEL 0.0¢ §,702.88 0.00  (6,702,89)
400928 INTERNS 0,90 0.00 0.00 0.0
410125 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 0.60 WAL T TRTILTE
120123 TRAVEL-IN 0.2¢ 0.00 RN
420725 TRAVEL-0UT 0,68 8,00 0.0 " 0,00
430125 RENTAL OF SPACE 2,00 0.00 0.00 0:00
440129 OFFICE SUPPIES 2.00 0.00 0,00 0.00
440723 FOSTAGE 0.50 0.9 0,00 0.9
440325 OTHER SUPPLIEY 0,90 0.09 0.00 0.0
130325 EQUI® & FURN AENTAL 030 10,2125 15,5:0.49 €,293.96
460128 TELECOMUNICATION SERV.. 0.0 204,230.29 3,200.00  (200,730.3);
460223 PLYLICATION 2,00 .00 0,00 0.00
160328 FREIGNT 2:50 3,00 0.00 134,90
440425 CONFERENCES 0.0 .00 0,00 0.20
460523 EMPLOYSE DEVELCOMENT 8.9 6,00 0.00 e.10
460425 ADVERTISING 0.8 0,00 0.00 0.3
460878 DATA SROCESSING G0 30,0000 §T,300.00 - 7,800.00
160923 PARKING 000 196,00 0.00 (136.06)
461028 LUNCH 9.0 ¢.00 0.00. 0.00
441123 HOUSING . 3.0 0.00 0.00 0.00
449928 w1st 0.00 0.00 * 0,00 3.00
490025 CONTINGENCY 0.9 C.00 27,300 287,391.99

0,00 304,570,402  IN,200.08  92,448.86

2SERTETTIITSSIC33SL 5813380058 ENIEIRSINESETUTRERRALSRERE T
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- . STOANTR CEE IIMMITTEE, INC 1b-3ep-3

— ' « 7 JECARTNENT BUDEET STATENENT 2130 A
. - nED:A 3T 028
. X S 831788
e & o
e
YEAR TOTAL YTD SU9SET
CURREXT b BUDSETED Ve .
ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION MNTH  ATE MOUT . YTD ACTUAL
400628 PERSONNEL 0.00 47,859, 13 46,935, 64 (924,07
-\ 400920 INTERNS .00 0.00 0,00 0
" 410128 PRO SERVICES 0.00 0,00 . 000 00, -
420129 STAFF TRAVEL-IN AREA 0.00 GRTRRE A -
420228 STAFF TRAVEL-GUT 7 4RER 0.00 394,06 W06 0.0
430128 AENTAL OF SPACE 0.2 2,199.00 2,199.00 0.00
A 440128 CFFICE SUPMLIE 0.20 7,020.98 1,401,78 (640,20
N 440228 POSTAGE 0.00 8,320.0  12,482.93 3,559,12 -
N 440328 OTHER SUPPL:ES 0.0¢ 1,186,384 1,099,851 (87,001 5
N 430326 EQUIP. & FURN.-RENTALS 0.00 1,620,143 1,620.13 0.00 )
. C . 160128 COMNUNICATIONG . 8.c0 0.00 0.00 200 =
o 60228 PUBLICATIIN, PRINT, SUDS .95 2UTIIE 29,9542 8,790.28
) <‘;‘; 440328 ZRETEHT 0.3 %0.50 2,00 (50,50}
460428 CONFERENCES ¢.30 0.00 0.00 0,00
460328 EHSLOYEZ DEVELCPMENT 3.0 0.00 0.00 3.10
__Ab0622 ADVERTISING/PUBLIC R%i. 0.0 27,389.20 44,980.4  07,130.24
4560828 DATA PROCESSING ¢.9¢ 0.00 0.00 - 0.0
460920 ARKING 2,09 2.00 0,00 0.00
461028 LUNCHEON MEETINGS 0.8 133,25 133.28 0.00
461128 HOUSING 0466 4,204,.9 4‘|2“c" (10, 00)
449929 NISCELLANEOUS-OTHER 0.00 .0 .0 .00 .

0.50  117,867.86 106,029,727  29,141.66
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¢ ATLANTA ‘88 COMMITIEE, IND, Tt-3ep-3d

JEPARTNENT BUDSET STATEMENT 11:32 AR
: CONSTRUCTION/CONVENTION FACILITIES
= 8/31/88
. .{.‘;.
VIR T0TAL YTD SUDGET
CURRENT 10 DUDGETED ve .
ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION ApNTH " DATE mg , YD ACTUM
o
400429 PERSONMEL 0.00 12,028.76 7,722.80 (4,298, %)
400929 INTERNS 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00
, ' 410129 CONSTRUCTION- TURNER 0,00 189,103.50 , o8 IR
ez, 420129 TRAVEL-IN 0.00 0.00-. ., Jaie 2%, -
’ 420229 STAFS TRAVEL-QUT OF AREA 0.00 0o SN |
430129 RENTAL OF SPACE 0.0 0.%
440129 OFFICE SUPPLIES .30 5.00
$40229 SOSTASE 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.00
440329 OTHER SUPPLIES 0.00 1,170.% 12.09 (299.87
430329 SEATING RENTAL 0.53 94,400.00 §5,000.00  (29,400.00)
v C . 450129 COMMUNICATIONS . 0.09 0:00 0.00 0.00
at 460229 PUBLICATICNS 0.20 0,00 0.00 0.00
\J 440329 SREIGHT MND SHIFPING 0.00 .. 207,70 120,29 .
460429 CONFERENCES 2,09 0.09 0.00 .90 1.
4460529 EVPLOVES DEVELCPMEN® 2.3¢ 0.00 0.00 0,00 23
450629 ADVERTISING 0.5¢ ¢.00 0.00 0.00 :
450829 DATA SROCESSING 3.00 ¢.00 0.00 . 0.06
460929 PARKING 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 :
451029 LUNCYH 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 O
441129 40USING 0.00 4,000.% 3,108.97 1972,89) :
$30029 CORSTRUCTION 0.00 20,92¢.81 L0000 (20,924,81) >
530429 CADLE .00 12,320.00 £3,000.00 $30.00 : ey
620129 ARCHMITECTS/OMNT NODEL 0.00  127,T30.70 . 291,049.% - 123,290.2% %
660329 ONN: LEASE 2,00 1,310,490.40 1,409,090.82 180,500, 22 e
660629 SuCC LIASE 0,00  &97,4(3,%  788,000.02 97,3%.32 L
§70029 CAPITAL SISENDITURES 3,00 2,422,518,00 1,%07,000.06  (315,5:8.94)
671029 CAP,Z1P-DECOR, UNITED £X80 0.0 09,7813 60,000.00  (40,781.3N
672029 RECOVERY-§)Y 20T 3.69 W (30,000,000  (30,000.00)
4\1 $72129 RECOVERY-2C 0.3 5,00 (135,000,000  (133,000.00 .
41429 P00 vt $,300.00 0.7 {3,300.00) B
300329 MISC. InCONE 2.00 (7,904,18) 0.00 7,564..8 '
300429 ANCHAR BASTA .09 (204,301.00) 0.00  264,301.00
300329 DRIADTAST LATFORR 2,00 (317,203.00) 0,00  1:7,203.05
0.C0  4,040,482.66 4,578,030.22  (62,643.40)
_ s v
o ; N
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- STLANTE 38 ZOMMITTIE, (NG s3e8es-33
JETARTRENT SCDBET STATERENT 11533 an
SECURTTY ‘
3/31/88 i -
© e Y
YEAR TOTAL YTD BUDSET
_ CURRENT 10 BUDBETED 3
ACCOUWT DESCRIPTION HONTH DATE MOUNT . YTD ACTUAL
40063t PERSONNEL 6,40 77,521.48 85,4067 (22,036.70)
40093! INTERNS 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00
41013t RO SERVICSS 9,90 0.00 0,00, 0f.
420131 TRAVEL-IN 0.00 0.00 . S RN
$2023: STAFF TRAVEL -FLT F AREA 0.00 $01.00 303,00 98,00
430131 RENTAL OF 3%ACE 0.9 0.00 0.00 2.00
440131 JPEICS SUPRL:ZS 9,00 0.00 0.00 2.50
44023; PCSTASE ¢.a¢ 0.00 0.00 0,00
440331 JTHER SUPSLIES 9.00 8,901 3,601.40 (5,298.29
450331 EQUI® & FURN RENTAL 5.20 0.00 0.00 0,00
46013! CCMRUNICA;TONS 2.30 1,345.97 0.90 11, 348,.87)
460231 PUBLICATION,PRINT,SUBS. 0.00 5,226,687 $,226.67 0.00
460331 SREIGHT AND SHIPPING 3,00 480,28 152,79 {227.30)
450431 CONFERENCES 3,00 QL 0,00 (431,30
440831 ENPLOYEE DEVELOPMENT 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
460631 ADVERTISING 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
440831 DATA PROCESSING 5,00 0,00 0,00 - 0.90
460931 PARKINS 0.00 0.0 . 1300 (45,00
431031 LUNCKEON NEETINSS 0.00 7,950.99 2,500.16  (1,441,83)
481131 MOUSINE 0,69 0.00 0,00 6,00
46993 NISCELLANEDUS-OTHER 0.00 S36.75  110,483.28  117,319.00
490231 SERVICES-CITY 3F ATLANTA 0.09 0.00 2,100,000.00 2,100,000, -
490331 SERVICES-FULTON COUNTY 0,50 0.00 451.112.00—1!!'1!!‘*. X A
490431 SERVICEZ-STATS OF GEORGIA 0.66  __ . 0.00 362,801,006  %Z,%91.00
640331 PARXINE .27 Lfaets 8,00 74,000,30 -- 74,000,00 0.00
183 K53 MR VI e 0.30  138,488.4%)
0,50 199,205.27  3,274,822.86 },073,425.29
rriil] 22322322888 383888888880 s3e
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_ L°.ANTA 38 COWMITUES, ING. TR Propno ot
, ) SCPARTEENT BUDGET STATENENT . -ii:fe av )
Y KOS? | ) - iy
N 8731/, T
- .‘J._".
YEMR 128 YTD BUDSET
CURRENT 0 NDSETED vs ‘
ACCOUNT DESCRIPTION MONTY DATE AROUXT YTD ACTUAL :
400641 PEREONNEL 0.00  7,143.68  70,302.04 (941.62)
400941 INTERNS 0.%0 9.00 0.00 0.00
410141 PRO SERVICES 0,30 1,911,70 0.00  (1,911,79)
420141 STAFF TRAVEL-IN AREA 0.00 395,88 . - . WS
420241 STASF TRAVEL-QUT OF AREA 0.29 201,77 201,27 0007
43014 RENTAL OF SPACE 0.9 9,00 0,00 0,02
440141 OFFICE SUPPLIES 0.6 8,648.43 5,300,00  (1,345.4% :
440241 POSTASE 0.62 8,073 7,000.00  (1,007.13 3
440341 OTHER SUPPLISS 0,00 21,110.00  30,000,00  26,090.00 i
430343 EQUIP & FURN RENTAL 0.00 2.00 0.00 .90 .
440181 COMMUNIZATIONS 0.5 40,88 3,396.00 2,9%8.32 :
"7 460201 PRINTING .00 3T,E0.99  %4,7M.00 21,9230 <
460341 FREIGHT AND SHIPPING V30 120,28 200,00 { B¢ A =t
140441 CONFERENCES 2.9 7.1 100.00 N v : R
440541 SAPLOYEE DEVELOPRENT 0.00 0,00 0.00 0,00 T
400641 ADVERTISING/PLBL:C REL. 0.2 2,970.13  20,000,00  (4,970.:3) 8
460841 DATA PROCESSING 2,00 0.00 0.00 0,00 *
. 440941 PARKING 9.00 19,89 90,00 - 1149,89) R
461041 LUNCH 9.00 %.% 0.00 (36.9) e
T 4141 HOUSING 0.0 9,24.88 MO.0F°  18,807.09) T
~ 41341 E) PROJECTS 0,00  16,215.10  17,000.00 124.% 2
. %9t misc 0.00 3,008,086  40,000.00  35,914.94 R
\ 451241 SPECIAL SVENTE-ASDC 0,00 04,038,235 . 40,000.00 (4,035.28) . %
\ 490341 EVENTS-PARAGIN 2,30 “,Z_“,q_n.\ .0.000.00 {3|196-27) b3 \
T AS0aAL C.AEMNING STUDIOS 0.5 TBATSAAL 05,0000  (M,TSS.ML < -
. 490741 EVENTS=UNITE) {1°0 2,9 %,019.90  230,000.01  163,30.30 - o
7490841 DELEIATE PARTIES 3.0 2322 14,2030 oL
~ N 190941 VOLUNTERR ACTIVITIES 63 It %0,000.0 oyense N\
Y vosT - — .90 0,00 70,000,00.  70,060.0¢ . \};,:.
-'..;..M WRTT AT N0 70,2807 -
\‘_Mz_‘__ : .00 308,484,132, 2031 (LA A, 'k.
. TH03413QLC v 0.9 J4,220.00 . 0.00  (34,224.00) RS
491141 CONBREESIONAL FUNCTiINS 0% kLl 0.00 (14,000, 39) ..3 Rty
461441 FO0D 00 o A2,00.00 0,00 (42,660,001 A ‘;"-‘ L
AT0141 IRUCRACE 9,50, 3%0.00 0.00 "7 330,000 A
310120 PRIVATE CONTRIDUTIONS 0.0  (392,453.9 (490,000,000  102,433.99 . s.
440744 FUKD RAIB:NS REVENUES 0,00 (52,307,000 (468,610,830  (416,212,83) LA
.00 1,023,107.30  U35,180.48  (188,008.7%) 7
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AGREEMENT ,
1986 Democratic Natiomal Copvention

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into on August 4, 1994, by and
among the Ciéy of Chicago (the "City"), 1996 Democratic National
Convention Committee, Inc. (the "DNCC"), a District of Columbia
non-profit corporation affiliated with the Democratic National
Committee (the "DNC"); and United Center Joint Venture, an |
Illinois general partnership ("UCJV").

WHERRAS, the Honorable Richard M. Daley, Mayor of the City
of Chicago, by authority of a resolution of the ChicagoACity
Council adopted on April 13, 1994 and published in the City
Council Journal of Proceedings at pages 48622-24, through, among
other things, the submiss}on of a formal proposal in response to
the Request for Proposal issued by the DNC, has invited the
Democratic Party to call the 1996 Democratic National Convention
(the "Convention") to meet in the City of Chicago; and

WHEREAS, the DNCC was formed to plan and implement, and is

"vested with the operational and financial responsibility for, the
Convention; and

WHEREAS, by authority of the Charter of the Democratic
Party, the DNC, acting for and on behalf of the Democratic Party,
has accepted said invitation, subject to the execution and
delivery of this Agreement obligating the City to provide the
facilities, equipment, services, funding and other items which

the City has offered in its proposal (and the supplements
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thereto) and containing such other terms and conditions as shall
pe satisfactory £6 the Chairman of the DNC; and |

WHEREAS, it is anticipated that the Convention will attract
a substanti;i number of peocple to the City, will stimulate
substantial economic development in the City and its environs and
will generate substantial good will and other benefits for the
city and its environs, including substantial opportunities for
Chicago firms and for employment of citizens of Chicago; and

WEEREAS, the City and DNCC are committed to achieving the
—~aximum economic benefit for the City of Chicago; and

WHEREAS, the City and the DNCC are committed to working
together to achieve efficiencies and cost savings so as to
minimize the costs of the Convention to the City; and

WHEREAS, the City and the DNCC are committed to involve and
provide opportunities for minorities, women and persons with
disabilities in connection with the planning of and provision of
goods and services for the Convention; and

WEEREAS, the City and the DNCC desire to obtain from UCJV,
and UCJV desires to grant to the City and DNCC, a license to use
certain facilities in the United Center for the Convention,
pursuant to the terms and conditions provided herein;

NOW TEEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing and of the
mitual covenants hereinafter set forth, the parties hereto hereby

agree as follow: °
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1. IHE CONVENTION . -
Subject to the terms and conditions of this Agreeﬁent, DNCC
agrees to cause the Convention to be called in the City during
August 1996 to Qelect nominees of the Democratic Party for the
offices of President and Vice President of the United States of
America, and to take such other actions as the Convention may

deem appropriate.

2. DEFINITIONS

For the purposes of this Agreement:

"Contractor" means any person Or entity with whom or which
the City enters a contract for the provision of goods, facilities
or services which the City.is obligated to provide under this
Agreement.

"Convention Facilities" means and includes, collectively,
all of the following: the Licensed Premises (as defined in
section 5.1 hereof); the Media Pavilion (as defined in section
9.1 hereof); the auditorium facility described in sectiom 9.2
hereof; the hotel designated by the DNCC as its headquarters; and
the Convention Offices.

"Convention Offices® means and includes, collectively, the
facilities and spaces described in sections 14.1, 14.2 and 14.3
hereof.

"Convention Proceedings Period® means the period beginning
12:01 a.m. CDT on the day preceding the first day on which the

Convention proceedings are scheduled to take place through and

-3-
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including 9:00 a.m. CDT on the day following the last day on
which Convention préééedings take place. '

"Limited Access Period" means the period from and including
May 23, 1995 tﬁ}ough and including the fourth day following the
jast day on which a game.;s played at the United Center during
the 1995-96 season (including playoff schedule if applicable) of
the Chicago Bulls basketball team or, if later, by the Chicago
plackhawks ice hockey team.

"post -Convention Period" means the period from 9:01 a.m. coT

on the day following the last day on which Convention proceedings

take place through and including September 9, 1996. .

"Restricted Access Period®" means the period from and
including the date of this Qgreement through and including
May 22, 1995.

"Unlimited Access Period® means the period from and
including the fifth day following the last day on which a game is
played at the United Center during the 1995-96 season’ (including
playoff schedule if applicable) by the Chicago Bulls basketball
team or, if later, by the Chicago Blackhawks ice hockey team,
through and including 9:00 a.m. CDT on the day following the last

day on which Convention proceedings take place.

»
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networks described in section il.l and otherwise for use by DNCC
staff, in such quéhtities and including such features as the DNCC
shall reasonably request in accordance with a schedule to be
r determined by the DNCC no later than September 1, 1995 that shall
reasonably reflect tiz'e._incremental build-up of staff and

workflow.
11.3. §Special application needs. The City shall provide:
(a) a stand-alone computer aided design system, to be

installed at the Convention Offices at least 120 days prior to

the first day of the Convention Proceedings Period, including all
necessary hardware, software and printers; and

(b) wire services as agreed.

11.4. Ipstallation and integration. The City shall provide
a1l services and material; necessary to install and maintain the
lardware and software to be provided under this Article 11, and
the networks to be created under section 11.1. The City agrees
to contract with a mutually acceptable firm to provide consulting

with respect to systems integration.

12. IELECOMMUNICATIONS

12.1. Telecommunications svstem. The City will provide a
telecommunications system including such features as the DNCC
Shall reascnably request and otherwise meeting specifications to
be Tutually established by the DNCC and the City in consultation
¥ith applicable vendors.

-58-
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12.2. Other facilities and servicegs. The City will provide
~ the following additional items: E

(a) .a cellular phone system, including a combination of
number of cell@iar phones and minutes of air time;

(b) a pager system;

(¢) a two-way radio system;

(d) satellite uplink and downlink services;

(e) an electronic voting system for use in the Convention
Hall.

12.3. Lgng_ﬂig;angg_ggﬁzigg. The City shall pay for all
long-distance charges incurred by the DNCC at the Convention
Pacilities and at any media or hospitality loﬁnge to be provided
in this Agreement, provided that the City shall not be required
to expend for this item in excess of the amount shown in

Exhibit A.

13. TRANSPORTATION

13.1. Commitments. The City agrees to provide:

(a) the use of up to 100 air conditioned buses, a
significant number of which (to be mutually determined by the
City and DNCC) shall be equipped for access by persons with
disabilities, and a significant number of which (to be reascnably
determined by the City) shall operate on alternative fuels,
Quring the period from and including a date to be mutually agreed
not earlier than August 15, 1996 through and including two days

after the last day of the Convention Proceedings Period, with
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the provision of the transportation services contemplated herein
and to help desigﬁ‘plans for overall transportation coordination

for the Convention.

14. PFACILITIES FOR DNCC OPERATIONS

The City shall prdvide or procure for the use of the DNCC
the following facilities and services for officers, staff and
volunteers of DNCC and affiliated organizations:

14.1. Qffice space. A minimum of 60,000 square feet of
office space in a mutually acceptable building, for use as the
DNCC’s headquarters office, of which 7,500 square feet shall be
available to DNCC from and including June i, 1995 through and
including October 12, 1996, and the remainder of which shall be
available on a schedule go be mutually agréed, contemplating use
of all 60,000 square feet during the period from and including
June 1, 1996 through and including September 30, 1996. The City
shall cause to be constructed buildouts and other modifications.

14.2. Ticketing operations office. A minimum of 3,500
usable square feet, at at least one location and not more than
three locations reasonably acceptable to DNCC and convenient to
the hotel district, to serve as a ticketing operations office,
during the period from and including July 7, 1996 through and
including September 8, 1996.

14.3. Iransportation center office. A minimum of 5,000

square feet, at a location acceptable to DNCC, to serve as the
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transportation opg;ations center, during the period from and
including July 21;w1996 through and including September 8, 1996.

14.4. Access. The Convention Offices shall be available
for use by DNCC staff 24 hours a day. A loading dock must be
available at the location referred to in section 14.1 on weekends
and after working hours during the period from and including
July 5, 1996 through the end of the Convention Praceudiqgs
Period. \

14.5. Utilities. Electricity and water available on a 24-
hour basis; heating, ven;ilation and air conditioning as normally
provided, except on a 24-hour a day basis (including weekends)
during the Unlimited Access Period, janitorial service and any
other utilities and services needed for the Convention otfices..

14.6. Telephope system. A telephone system for use in the
Convention Offices prior to installation of the system to be
developed and installed under section 12.1 hereof.

14.7. zgnipmgn;_;ng_gnppligg. The following items of
equipment, facilities and supplies for use in the Convention
Offices, in such quantities and of such types as are mutually
igreed by the City and the DNCC:

(a) office furnishings and related items;

(b) office supplies;

(c) use of a postage meter and postage;

(d) use of photocopying equipment, and supplies for and

maintenance service for such equipment;
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(e) an account with an overnight courier service and an
account with a ground delivery service;

(£) local messenger service;

(g) uae.éf audiovisual equipment and sub;E;Ip;ions to cable.
television service;

(h) subscriptions ﬁo newspapers, magazines and minority
publications; and

(1) office furnishings.

14.8. Staff security. Security for all Convention Offices;
a photo identification security system to control access to the
Convention Offices; and use of a safe for the DNCC at the
location referred to in section 14.1 during the periods such
offices are to be available to the DNCC.

14.9. §Staff housing. %The City shall provide housing and
furnishings for DNCC staff as needed on a schedule to be mutually
agreed. Such housing shall be conveniently located with respect
to the Convention Facilities, the hotel designated by the DNCC as
its headquarters and the Convention Offices and shall be
otherwise mutually satisfactory to the City and DNCC, provided
that the City shall not be required to expend for such housing in
excess of the amount specified in Bxhibit A.

14.10. Iransportation Passes. Up to 40 passes shall be
Provided, for the City’s public transportation system, on a
schedule to be mutually agreed.
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14.11. Recycling. The City shall involve all Convention -
Offices and other Convention operations in its’recycling

initiative to the greatest extent practicable.’

1s. IQIIL.BISII!IIIQ!&.EZBIII ‘

15.1. xggg;gagigng;zxgsgm. (a) The City will provide
housing applications and the envelopeh and postage necessary to
mail them to prospective Convention attendees requesting housing
in connection with the Convention.

(b) The City will make available the computerized
reservation system of the Chicago Convention and Tourism Bureau
for use in receiving housing applications and assigning
accommodations to Convention participants.

-

16. PERSONS WITHE DISABILITIRS
16.1. §Statutory requirements. The City shall endeavor in

good faith to ensure that all of the Convention Facilities,
transportation and telecommunications services, staff housing and
other spaces, structures, services and facilities of whatsoever
dature to be procured by the City under this Agreement shall meet
or exceed the applicable requirements of the Americanl with
Disabilities Act, 42 U.S.C. § 12181 et seq., and the Illinois
Environmental Barriers Act, 410 ILCS 25/1 et seq.

16.2. Qutreach to persons with disabilities. Through its

Mayor’'s Office for People with Disabilities (°"MOPD") and such
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March 27. 1996

Brad Kiley
Director of Administration

Democratic National Convention C omminee

ers Co-Chams 320 N. Ciark. Room 600A
Reunerd M. Dy 1
e —— Chicago. IL 60610
N}
ord C Nessmmenr Witnse M. Das~
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v X ]
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Please acknowledge the above expenditures by signing. daung and
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Slrrsll? T sorvemeumse Compn 1996 DEMOCRATIC NAT]ONAL CONVENTION COMMITTEE
L o L ’ - . . P
@rer osvmmme. toc ) cusnvn. dar B.\ - er v Dl‘ei_é 77 7¢
 wnnn [——p— ]
== ey SR cc: Nancy Clawson. C ouns\.-l. Chicago 96
— e e Leslie Fox. Execuunve Director. Chicago 96
L — Janet \'. Green. Depury Chicf Exccutive Officer. DNCC
=0, o Alfonse McMillan. Counscl. DNCC y - E -
JILLINOIS 320 Norh Ciark Sereet. Suite 402. Chucago. IL 60610 + 312.21419¢ |

©.00 Wres vOm Wenge.

e-mail. crucagodeiaAlS . NET

\

\




entech

731EU&BEﬁlWﬂbESSEDUBIODEUDBI000002136500000‘43661

Please inciude sour 14.-dagit
account numoer on vour check
and/or gny carresponaence

ags

llll..'l.l'l.llI'll'.ll..ll!ll‘t'.‘"ll."ll".‘l..'
AMERITECH Account Number
PO Box 4520 3128321996 2589
<arol Stream L 50197 4520

MAR ' 1996
ldllll'l..l.ll.._.'l‘l..llllliill.llllll..l.‘lb.lllll'.l.‘ll..’
23987 2= 1 8 1)ex 2822° "¢ OG” 4388
OEMOCRATIC NATIONAL
CONVENTION

SIONPESHTIGOCTFLR 6
CHICAGO IL 60611 4309

~ CURRENT CHARGES TOTAL
, PASTDUEAFTER.. MAR 29, 1996 aMOunNTDUE. 438.81
“€” Dewen 8na Mas 100 80c10n WRN your Chock DOYSDI 10 AMOTRSEh Wile 6CCOUNN MIMOe! On cheak. 2

PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.

Mau paymers o Ameragen. P C. Bos 4520. Caror Sueam « 65197-4520 312 832.1996 2559

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES
BILLING SUMMARY MAR ' 1996
,

Previous Pavmems Adiusimemns Past Due Currem Towl

Bl : Thank You Amournt ST Amor*
11042 | seess 0.00 23206, o

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION SIONPESHTICOCTF

SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES

AMER | TECMN

For Deta:ieo Charges - See Page 2

MONTNIY SOPVICE ............00iiiuieronecoonensnaannnns ~

LOCBI GBI IS ittt iiniii ittt eennonneenneennns ’

LOC8! 8NQ STETe AGCITIONA! CRAIRES ........ccoccee.n.

Taxes (!11 10.70 ) e e e i ittt e et e et e

L _ -

TOTAL CURRENT CMARGES

A"ﬂ'ﬁé’ﬁtech Page _’:‘ o
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ACOM 50 CiTV =aL
y ¢ STREET
At - s0603
DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCMHER

PAYMENT

PURCHASE NUMBER VOUCHER NG. VENDOR NUMBER | Pace
“PD U5 60599516 202031 X T
i
—
REMITTANCE ADDRESS: ~ DELIVERED TO: e
RITECH - . ICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT
P.O. BOX 4520 .-
CAROL STREAM, IL -
601974520 ACCEPTANCE DATE: 04/02/96
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR DNCC OFFICES
COMMODITY INFORMATION .
COMMODITY  CATALOG # QUANTITY UNIT UNIT cosT TOTAL COST
001 9157700000 1 EA 181.010 151.01
TELEPHONE SERVICES., LONG DISTANCE AND LOCAL
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR ONCC OFFICES
sss VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR THE ABOVE LINE IS: 3/29/96 ses
. TOTAL 151.01
.
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION
SFYR FUND OEPT ORGN APPR ACTV OBJECT RPTG JOB/PROV TOTAL COST
01 9% €29 99 2008 9038 0423 151.01
TOTAL 181.01 e
)\\
Iucmer_ £
Pags AT oz 124
A lbA M B210GEE—
Pas;meo 214-4843 DEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL
Y
ENTERED ! hereby certify that the wweicas have net been previeusly veuchered
8y Gnd TSt e 000dS of 3ErVICeS INGICIEE were received and that the sbove
account 1S apgreved frem eperepristiens a3 Shewn above.
AUDITOR'S v
APPROVAL o
RECEIVED _ Lo
8y DATE DATE"




omcr: ; SUPPLY/REIMBL
_ CHECK REQUESI‘ FORM ¢,

-----

"V ..m. yioi ﬂr“Pbc s
AR FE LA T .
Purpose &8 g)q:end.mn'e &‘-‘T‘ 312 1314"[ ((6%‘70 7333‘}
""f‘t-& Ny~ 32 011% - SSREd33 spsS &
"ﬁ"ﬂfh 4 37 pys-un si53idaye 15 4" o
-:!"a Seen b 3 §31-25/5 1SNVIMBTER T A . T ‘emciee

xS cniocoB3Se gusp . 'l S - Ll 103
"&' LS 4 ' 13 302 .46 T Nem
? ﬂnl‘ %ﬂ‘ﬂm K ' TR pen o
. YL

"w#‘ ) o - s 8-
.. Receipt 0 goods/scmce conﬁrmedby C-/'/ Aree -~ "~3’ﬁ‘*.{2 ——
a2 . - g T N .2 : o

EE—
B, S TeE L & :
. ~§¢; - ~‘ SN '?. T $- e

3% P 3 t ' - ° 3. 'w i e“‘ -, -.4‘.: - k;' .t: ’ w "- ) !

An reqnem Ior check dnbnmnut must be nmmpnmed by the onpnal invoice or recexpn.

. N 2 ‘- 8. _'-‘_"..' “.. a “”j \‘ ” " o S - -
13 N A ek IO b B e B¢ 1 2 S
e RS ol

7

L

z *m Ed‘
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v 57-5"-"5'1;,« 58 %1525 B8




am - 2e. =o-
oM 3 vV =mAL .

00t 9157700000
TELEPHONE SERVICES, LONG DISTANCE ANC LOCAL
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR DNCC OFFICES

=== VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR THE ABOVE LINE IS. 31283251828  e=e

ACCOUNTING INFORMATION

SFYR FUND DEPT

Ot 95 629

ORGN APPR ACTV

99 2008 9038

22N CASACE STREST
CHICAGT. . 606C2 a
DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER
PURCHASE NUMBER VOUCHER O, VENDOR NUMBE= | =as
_ ~PUUS 950599555 U5 950599555 302037 T s
N| REMITTANCE ADDRESS: DELIVERED TO:
| [ ARERITECH - ICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT '
n p.o: Box 2500’ T -
» BEDFORD PARK, IL ‘
» 604992500 ACCEPTANCE DATE: 01/30/96
g]
: ———— —— _.\
o]
n
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR DNCC OFFICES
—  COMMODITY INFORMATION
COMMODITY  CATALOG # QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST
v EA - 13,302.660 13.302 .66

TOTAL 13.302.88
-
OBJECT RPTG JOS/PROJ ¢ TOTAL COST
0423 13.302 66
TOTAL 13.302 .68

ATTACEME) .__E_.
M_ﬁf_ ci _13_9_

NUC TRV Y11 VYT .

PREPARED
8y

214-4843

ENTERED
8y

AUDITOR'S
APPROVAL

RECEIVED
8y

OEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL

I neredy certify that the inveices Nsve not been previcusiv vouchered
end et the geeds or Services INGICEted were received and hat the adove
ocCouUnt 1S approved from aperopriations 8s Shown soove

DATE

DATE




eritech . Tl =T

UIBIEQGBEESISHDH 040255009324400000000000000000000767415

X X

Please 1nciude your 14.-digit
account number on vour check
and/or anv correspondence

oo e

Lolleollussodoalliboodsbisnadibillilbadlonbld . = 3113

AMERITECH . Account Number
PO Box 2500 | 312 832-2515258 9
Bectord Park IL 50499-2500 .« ae .

NOV 1, 1995
l0“.l".l""“l""l"".'0ll""0"“lll‘l"'.'“lllll.‘!ll
738 ZP 1 B 9 B 85007 ~SDGT ® 30 S /
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL 7874
CONVENTION
ATTN GENERAL SVCS
SI0N PESHTIGOCTFLR &

CHGO IL 6068114309

CURRENT CHARGES * \ 28,1995  AMOUNTOUE. T6.74 e

* E “Deldchsid Mmal (s saction with your chivdk caydlBlé (o Amerisch. Wrlks scobur nisnbéronchid ~ """~~~ """ >
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.
Mail paymeres 1o: Amersecn, PO Box 2500. Bessorg Parx 0. 60486- 2500

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES | srzezanisasl,
BILLING SUMMARY ROV 1. 1995
Previous
o I Puymernts | Adustmerss ‘ Bamnce Current Toml Oue
BT,
7874 74
. ey
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION ATTN GENERAL SVCS
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
ANEBR I TRCH
mn.y “'v.“ ® 0 0008 0000 000008 OB o o000 ® 0 00 00060 006000 0 .Q"
Local Usege 80rVICeS .........cc00cc000000as 3.4
Oother Charges and Credits (See sactlon 1, Page 3) .. 60.48
Local & 8tate AGd’'| Charges (See Section 1, Page 4) .08
Taxes (iL - S$.88 ) ....iccccccccccccnnnn cesesccseces 3.68
m'n“ m.'" cmcu 09 0050 00000000900 OONOOSIB GOSN BSOO 7..7‘
TOTAL CURRENT CHMARGES (Late Payment Charge after 11-28) 76.74 -
ATTACEMENT ﬁ———““"

Aenitech rage_20 oz 124



entech TBeereeein T .

L
013120832199 40404025500932440000030000000000000585.338
sreetts Please inciude vour 14-digit

o= account number on vour check
and/or anv correspondence

191199 | PR 199 [ Y PR Y PR A Y A “!O"ullblll S3:12 ‘

AMERITECH te . Accountt Number
PO Box 2500 { 312832-1996 2559
Bedtord Park IL 60499-2500 - e, . '

NOV 1, 1995
lu“u“nu"uu.u.u".lu‘ullo"uo‘otoun""uololu' ® 30 S /
737 2P 1 898 85007 ~SDGT 58583
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL
CONVENTION
S10 N PESHTIGOCTFLR 6

CHGO IL 608114309

I *
| PASTOUEAFTER- NOV 28,1985  Auouwroue 585.63

° T Delsich ahd Mnal fop saétion With your chadll peyabh 1o Ameridch. Wrlle scoinsl nisnbéronchedC "~~~ "~~~ " "~ 2"
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.
Mail paymerns ©: Amemsen, PO Box 2500. Begtord Park L. §0480-2500

3128321996 2559 | o

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES |
BILLING SUMMARY | NOV 1, 1998

| :'.m Paymens Adnstmerss Bamnce Current | Towl e
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION $10 N PESHTIGO CTFLR 6
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
ANER I TECNH
MONENIY BOPVICO ...cccceccccccccccnccne cecssocsscscssasas 170.681
Other Charges and Credits (See soctlon 1, Page 3) .. 386.83
Local & State AGd'|! Charges (See Section 1, Page 4) .53
Taxes (IL E7.88 ) .....ccccecesccccccscncccscsns ceces Z27.88
ABRITECH CURRENT CHARGES ....cccccccccccccsccccsccsccnsccans 588.63
TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES (Late Payment Charge after 11-28) Bu-a—
Atrentech ATTACEMENT 4 v

’III_E.‘ oz 159




fmeritech ——— o

013120832199:404040Lb0009324407353300112525900003189L04

R Ad 3 Please inciude vour 14-digtt
account number oo vour cheek
apd/or anv correspondence

l!"""ll"lll".lllll]!‘iéll.'lr'“l"'_l“lltln"r_ :1
AMERITECH | Aecount Number
PO Box 2500 ,  312832-1996 6600

Bedtora Parx IL 60499-2500

NOV 2. 1995

Io“u“uu"uou"uo"a‘nlln"o"uulnluvu""uclo‘ul 9 30 S 3427383

20FNJ B 1 E 85009 1093363
CITY OF CHICAGO

CITY OF CHICAGO CNET-OMC

S10N PESHTIGOCTFLR &

CHICAGO IL 60611-4309

4" Detaén snd msil 160 secilon wilh your check pivable 16 A/nefmecti. Wike account faiviber on chsek.

EHARGEE DUE UPON RECEIPT  mwountoue: 10,933.63

PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.

Mail paymenas 10: Amerasch. PO Box 2500. Bealord Parx I §0499-2500
l 312 832-1996 660 0

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES

BILLING SUMMARY | NOV 2,198
Fnal Bl

. Provious Payments = Adustments  Past Due Current | Toaal

1 Bl Amount Charges Amourt Due

' 11252.59 318.96CR 10832.83

CITY OF CHICAGO CITY OF CHICAGO CNET-DMC S1ON PESHTIGOCTFLR ¢
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
AMER ! TRCH
Other Charges and Crecits (See Section 1, Page 1) .. 478.86CR
Itemized Calls (See Section 1, Page 9) cieeeen cecenn .00
Local & State Add'! Charges (See Section 1, Page 10) .23CR
Taxes (IL 17.17CR) .. .cceeees eessecssssssenssssosennes 17.17CR
AMERITECH CURRENT CHARGES ........ccococccccacecsscnscccans 496.268CN

/amediately following are charges from long distance
companies. Amer!tecn provides bllling for these companies
48 a convenience to you so that you do not receilve
muitiple Dills. Ameritech Is not affiliated In any way
with these Iong cistance coapanies.

Avwameanh ATTACEMENT ! .



03332349511324040405150098041000290000000000000018bb413

..... - ma

e fLITTVICES Please inciude vour 14-digit
account number on your cheek’
and/or anv correspondence

Lollollosseboollabuobobusnelobal bl iR JTN 23 P3 21

AMERITECH \ | Acsount Number
PO Box 2500 —— e L . S12E9511325188
Bediord Pask IL 60499-2500 . ._.lCM™ .~i'L 3
~ OCT 16. 1995
ll“qc"uu“uul"uol'clulu"l"uc'nlouu""uclc'n' 9 84 8B 019/029
2290 CP 1 8 20 1 58078 "CR 78 18664
GENRL NATL CONVENTION
S1ON
ARE
CHICAGO L. 60611-4309
wanarrcmnaés TOTAL
| PASTDUEAFTER. NOV 10, 1995 AMOUNT DUE-.  186.64
"2 "Dowen ane mall 169 Section with yous Chock peyebid 10 AMerasch. Wrlis SCORSY famber on cheek. 2
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY. P
Mail paymerss 1©: Amerasch, PO Bozx 2500, Bediord Pask L 60499- 2800 l 12 £95 1132 5159 -
CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES
BILLING SUMMARY | OCT16, 1998
| Provious | Paymens Admtmers = Balance Curren . Towl
- ) Charpes ' Asmount Dus
- 10884 ! 10884
QEMAL NATL CONVENTION 810 N PESHTIGO CT mRe
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
AR | TRCH -
MONTNIY BOPVICO ...c.ccvceccenrrocacssosscsossccssccsssnss 6.78
Other Charges and Credits (See soctlon 1, Page 3 .. 162.75
Loocal & State Add’'| Charges (See Section 1, Page 4) .17
T“ ('L ..‘. )(m O“ ) e o000 oo o0 0000 1'.“
_'m mm meu ® 0 0000000 000 00O OO O 00O OOOOISOSONINDS 1“.“
TOTAL CURRENT CMARGES (Late Paysent Charge after 11-10) 186.64

ATTACEMENT
Page_D23 or |7Q
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**An Amencan (elebration
Chicag'.

teasrery Co-Chatin
o Lagar Rishard M. Datey
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=Chatv
ueserd C. Netedorr Willias M. Daiey
«meveesh Mayer, Browe & Pan
Lasite Sot
Csevouve Divemar
JILLINOIS
A Bunes WNEe YOm Wensey ©

April 22, 1996

Brad Kiley

Director of Administration

Democratic National Convention Commitiee
320 N. Clark, Room 600A

Chicago, IL 60610

Dear Brad:

We seek the concurrence of the 1996 Democratic National Convention
Committee, Inc. (‘DNCC™) for the expenditure of the following funds:

Line item: 63 - Communication Systems Cash expense

- Vendor: Amentech

Ascount Lost
312 336-1996 $8.141.57

Note: The total invoice was $21.996.67 out of which $13.855.10 was
charged earlier as pan of the attached letter. The $13.855.10 was
determined by subtracting the information call charges ($1.80. $3.68.
and $127.80) from the $13.988.38 “other charges and credits™ scction
of the bill.

Please acknowledge the above expenditures by sigrung, daung and
returning one copy of this letter to my attention.

Sincerely,
Eu—a’
Finance Director
Chicago '96

Accepted and acknowledged:
1996 Democratic National Convention Commitiee, INC.

Byt% Date: #:29:7¢
\
cc:  Nancy Clawson, Counsdl, Chicago ‘96

Leslie Fox. Executive Director, Chicago ‘96
Janet V. Green. Deputy Chief Executive Officer, DNCC

Alfonse McMillan, Counsel, DNCC %E-
pL

320 North Clark Street, Swte 402. Chicago. IL 60610 - 3&2!‘-]”6 Fax 312-263-8009
chucago96@AIS.N!

e-maul.
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Mt. Brad Kiley

Director of Administration

Democratic National Convention .

320 North Clark Strest, Room 600-A -
Chicago, IL 60610

Dear Brad:
We seck concurrencs of the 1996 Democratic Convention Commitice, lnc. (DNCC)

for the cash expendiiure associaied with telecommunication line activation by
Ameritech in the sxpanded DNCC space on the sixth floor of 320 North Clark Sueet

The cost own is as (ollows:
QTY VENDOR # DESCRIFTION UNIT | EXT'D PRICLC
PRICT
l Ameritach Re arrange working eqpt. » 1080.00
6th Nlonr wirmg ciosst
| _ Amanisch Remmove das) esbis ami 540.00
Jumpars en 7 Ooor
| Amernach Remove daad cable 140.00
Jampers co b Ooer
N Amsrisssh sl 70 enaiog lmes 10274 | 719180
b/ ] M inmail 70 LSON lamss 1027 | 7191 80
1ns Amnervuesh lasall 119 venes mauiboess 13.00 1Msw
1 Amerucsh mamrw) handimg 621.00
100 AT&T 100 NT.! (or ISDN im0 180.00 18000.00
100 ATAT 100 Power Supplees for above NT-{ 2700 | 2700.00
CASH CASH ,
ITEM/DESCRIPTION CXEENDITURL
Telecommunications $39.409.60

The atiached cost estimate represents a not-lo-exceed limit snaximum which
will be applied t0 budget line item #63 TELECOMMUNICATIONS.

Plesss ackaowisdge the above expenditure by signing, dating, and returning coe
envyhllym Chicago ‘94 this signed document s our Notice-To

7

e TR Y5358 7T
wir-/ o & gy css'e

Clu:ap 96
Accepted and acknow|

edged:
IB996 %MEC MONAL CONVENTION COMMITTLE, INC.
y: . o
Date: ] 199 (s -

E

320 Nesth Clark Swrest, Saiw 402. Chucngo, 1L 60610 + 312.214-1996 - rax 3(2-263-8009 =
coml: g ?6@AIS NET

o T

- ——




eritech

.

013120336199:40404025200940240000050013252330021 996713

Please inciude vour 14-digit
account number on vour check
and/or any correspondence

'C"”"“ll""l.l“l"llll"'.‘l'“l'l"'l“l"l.l ‘
AMERITECH Account Number

PO Box 4520 312336-1996 252 8
Carol Stream il 60197-4520

APR 16. 1996

Lillsodbasssblossnsllllaansboellosclansllanellaalebblosenddell 9 826
2FNEB1C97187
CHICAQGO 96

%CORNEILA HEINS
320 N CLARK RM 402
CHICAGO L 60810-4711

-,

/
3524900

! PASTOUEAFTER-~ MAY 13,1996  AwounToue. 35,249.00

"€ " Betach snd el 10p SeCiion with your CReck Peyebie 10 AMMech. 'Write account mamber on chaa. ~~~ """ "" ’
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.
Mail paymens ©: Amemaech, PO Box 4520, Carsol Sveam L 60197-4820

3123361996252 8
CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES !
BILLING SUMMARY | APR 16. 1996
Previous Paymerts  Adjustments Past Due Toul
an ’ Amount . Amount Dus

} ) 35249.00

CHICAGO o8 %ACORNELA HENG
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
ANER | TRCH
m.’ “'v.“ .....Q.O.....0.0.II..O....I....C...C..... 6.523-02
Local Usage Services ........ teesecetecceecscssscssesnnnn 492.36
Other Charges and Credits (See Section 1, Page 1) .. 13,988.38
't”‘z.‘ u'.. ('“ s.ct.on ‘) ..... ® ® 00000000 000000000 e.71
Local & State Add‘'| Charges (See Section 1) ............ 17.98
Tu.. ('L mo‘ ) ® e v e e e 000000000000 000000000 ”S-oc

m'n“ m." cmc's ®e00evcc00000000c00s00000000000 e 21.’.‘0"

immecdiately following are charges from Iong distance
companies. Ameritech provides billing for these companies
&8 & convenlience to you so that you do Nnot recelve
suitiple bilis. Ameritech i|s not sffiliated In any way
with these /ong distance companies.

arnucmayr_ £
?ltl_ﬂ! of lﬁ ]

"

Ammentech




VIRV I P

ACCOM 50 C

TV mAL.

£ STREET

12° N _ASALE
CHICAGC. I 60602
DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER

PURCHASE NUMBER

PAYMENT
VOUCHER NO.

VENDOR NUMBER

PU US 56U5395</ U5 JoU3539547

Q0<0%1 “K

' REMITTANCE ADDRESS:

[TAMERI TECH -
P.O. BOX 4520
CAROL STREAM, IL

TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR DNCC OFFICES

COMMODITY INFORMATION

601974520

DELIVERED TO:

| [OFFICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT ]

ACCEPTANCE DATE: 04/24/96

COMMODITY  CATALOG # QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST
001 9 157700000 1 EA - 21,996.670 21,996.67
TELEPHONE SERVICES, LONG DISTANCE AND LOCAL
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR DNCC OFFICES
ses VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR THE ABOVE LINE IS 336-1998 LY ]
TOTAL 21,996 .67
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION K .
SFYR FUND DEPT  ORGN APPR ACTV OSUECT RFTG JOS/PROJ TOTAL COST
Ot 9% 629 99 2008 9038 0423 21,996 67
TOTAL 21,996 .67
ATeacEMENT _ £

AL A XML mﬂﬁ

Page

58 o 129

PREPARED [214-4843
8y

ENTERED
8y

AUDITOR'S
APPROVAL

RECEIVED
8y

OEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL

| neredy certify that the mwveices Neve Aot been previously vouchered
NG Tat the 9oods or 3Ervices MEICed were received and ™at the sdbove
account 1S EPEroved from EPPrepristions &3 sShown ebove

DATE

DATE




. T, -
’ Forﬁl ‘9‘ ' : . Date Q .
Comxmtue (or ‘96

ENTERED AR 27 1 Fg@,'b”“ et d

219,10y
DNCC OFFICE SUPPLY/REIMBURSEMENT
CEECK REQUEST FORM

- . -

amoum 2 J3 252% e

P DY A ;'{ (-‘.'

en B Low

Date check needed }i' .
Vendor invoice number __ 3¢ 33-/79( 252 g

s strpmpe o fmclll sJ0A,,
\ W55

Receipt of goods/service confirmed®y _ B’\M
Person requesting disbursement EM

All requests for check disbursement must be accompanied by the original invoice or receipts.

. Approval signatures:

Check Preparer
Date received - Awanddad_now Contract #

. . . VI w INSTRAS LAV U a N TN
Check # : > Check receipt confmlnon signature:

. sy .&_c-« =" .7 (forpickuponly) 1. ___ __ _
Date of check )
~c Ng:;c.~ PR _\. h— . Mmmgn

Acct # Le- : - Pawe_59  or 13

m_mazr_ S’ [ G0
nm&nmbbés{m_%— % UK

8y Applies to contract
i 3’5 T e tmay TP o, T q1577

- -




“April 19. 1996

Brad Kiley

Director of Adminstration ‘ -
Democratic National Convention Commuttee

320 N. Clark. Room 600A

:'c.c-n " om— Chxcago. IL 60610
w Meyer
C oo wimen 1. Dear Brad:
o Mover. frows & Pam -
Losite $0s
L sevowve Dwerer

We seek the concurrence of the 1996 Democratc Nauonal Convention
Communee. inc. (“DNCC™) for the expenditure ot the tollowing 1unds

Line item: 63 - Communicaton Systems Cash expensc

Vendor: Amentech

Account Lost
312336-1996 $4.893.34
Note: The total invoice was $15.252.23 out of which $8.358.99 was

charged earlier as pan of the attached letter. The $8.358.99 was
determined by subtracung the information call charges ($7.82 and
$130.80) from the “other charpes and credits™ section of the bill.

Please acknowledge the above expenditures by sigrung. daung and
returning one copy of this lenter 1o my anenuion.

Sincerely.

D<=
Don Davis _
Finance Director
Chicago ‘96

Accepted and acknowiedged:
1996 Democratic Nauonal Convenuon Communee. INC.
\ ) *
Byré«nu-“:', -4 k;ﬁ.‘.m Date:_:~ -“-<-
DA /
cc:  Nancy Clawson. Counsel. Chicago 96
Leslie Fox. Executive Director. Chicago ‘96
Janet V. Green. Deputy Chief Execuuve Officer. DNCC
Alfonse McMillan. Counsel. DNCC

ATNCRENT __ £
0 C Saeet. Su O oz -
° 320 North Clark e 402. Chicago. IL 60610  312-214-1996 « Fax 312-263-8009 e -
‘ !&M.Ls. e-maul. chicagode@AIS NET
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February 29, 199¢

Mr. Brad Kiley

Direcior of Administration )
nocratuc Natioal Cunvention -

320 Nonth Clark Street. Ruom 6uy-A

Chicago, IL 60610 ~

- Dear Drad:

rClark Stucet
The cost breakdown 15 as fuliows:
! o1y l VENDOR # I DLESCRIP1ION I NI / X1 muu‘/
PRIC L
L ! I Ameniech I Ke Tange wewhing oupt. I / 1URV W 7
6th licew Wt Cheer
L I ’ Awmneritech Kemuve deay Cabie mny , I S40 uu
JUMPRTS o0 2th fhemw
[ | Ameniech Remove yeay cabie l 360
JUDPETS U Oth (haw
Lw N Amernech InSiall TV sngicog immes ] 2 71 I TV gu i
n Ameruech insiail 70 ISUN lwnes , 102 24 ' M9 ’p
s Amernech InStall 115 vowce nelloyes 15w ’ My
! Ameniech matensl haudimg [ (PIRL]] |
100 ATAT 100 N1 fut 1S19N foeeg 10ou | ixow 7
100 ATAT 100 I'over Sopnises jor Swive N§. | 2700 l 2700 o —’
CASH CASII
TM’GMW $39.409.00
The atached cos; estimate represens 3 1'0l-lo-exceed upper Jimiy MAX NG Wi
will be applied 10 budget line nem #63 'I'ELECOMMUNICATIONS.

Plcase acknowledge the above ex penditure by sigiing,

dating, and returning on
Copy 10 my attenuion. Ciucago ‘96 wns signed docus
Procesd.

MeNt as vur Notice-J o

ATMCEENY
Pags_6| o 150

Accepted and acknowledged:
1996 DEMOCRA C /?A}TIONAL CONVENTION COMMITTLL, INC.
Oy: . /N

[

Dase: Learile 177¢ ]

320 Norh Clark Suen. Sune 402 Checage. IL 60810 - 312-214-199¢, « fqq 312263 - x0mm
c-manl. WAIS NIT

\

-




i@en: tech 777-7n3

03312033L199:404040252009802400000500000000000132523313

Please include vour 14.-digit
account numser oo vour cheek
apd/or any correspoodeace

'I"l."l"“l"l.'lIl'll'll"llll‘llllll"“u"“' '
AMERITECH Account Number
PO Box 4520 , 3123361996 2528
Carol Stream i 60197-4520

MAR 16. 1996

lu"u"un"non""uu‘uIluoluo"ouuulo"luuo‘l" 9 82 G /
1SPAN3 B 1 E 8245 1325233
CHICAGO ‘96

% DAVE TKAC

320 N CLARK RM 402

CHGO IL. 60810-4711

922-?6‘32%@."” APR 12,1996  muooNTOUE. 13,252.33

2 Dowch end moll 160 Soction with YOUF Cheek DEVEDIS 10 AMermech. Wrile SCOOUMt mmoer on creal.
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.

|
!
|

Mall psymens ©©: Amerascn. PO Box 4520, Carol Sveam L 601974820

312336-1996 2528
CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES
BILLING SUMMARY ., MAR 16, 1996
| Balance | Cusrem © Towl
l Thank You | Charges ' NMDQ‘
1325233 | 1325233
% DAVE TKAC 320 N CLARK RM 422
SIJMIIARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
ANER | TRCNH
MONTNRIY BOPVICO .........ccitecececsccccscacsccsscncacsans 4,181.71
LOGS!I USBQe B0rVICeS .........ccco0c0ccccvcncnse escssscs e 1.58
Other Charges anag Credits (See Section 1, Page 1) .. 8,407.81
Itemized Calis (See Section 1, Page 13) cieeccccncans .80
Local & 8tate AdG'| Charges (See Section 1, Page 18) 11.47
Taxes (IL S79.18 ) ..iiieieeeoccsaccnccccsccnnnnnnns 579.18
m'n“ m.“ cm‘u ® 000 0 000000 00 0000 OOOOOOOOOOSPOCONTPC 13.2‘2.”
L I
TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES (Late Payment Charge after 04-12) 13,282.33
E
ATTACEMENT & ———
@e’r’uccﬁ M_QA—-“—L/B’



FN sl sREE
CHICAGE, 60602 .
DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER *
PURCHASE NUMBER VoG VENDOR NUMBER  eace
. —TTTTT—¥— —
5| REMITTANCE ADDRESS:  DELIVERED TO: N !
1| AMERITECH - , ICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT .
) PnOn Box 4520- - -7 '
\ CAROL STREAM, IL . ¢
601974520 : ACCEPTANCE DATE: 04/20/96 .
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR ONCC OFFICES
T COMMODITY INFORMATION -
COMMODITY  CATALOG # QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST
00' 9157700000 v Ea " 13.282.330 13,282.33

TELEPHONE SERVICES, LONG DISTANCE AND LOCAL
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR ONCC OFFICES
sss VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR THE ABOVE LINE IS. 312 3361996 e=e

TOTAL 13,282.33
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION *
SBFYR FUND DEPT ORGN APPR ACTV OBJECT RPTG JOS/PROJ TOTAL COST
Ot 95 629 99 2008 9038 0423 13,2%2.33
TOTAL 13,282.33 o

£
e S

A lid M 3210GE5-

PREPARED [214-4843 DEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL
B8Y
ENTERED | heredy certify that the inveices have not been previously vouchered
8y angd st the @oods Or 3ervices INGICAEd were received and et the adove
sccount 1S approved from Eperepristions as shown sbove
AUDITOR'S
APPROVAL y
RECEIVED — (\- .
8Y DATE T




Ve

Formfl%_.“-,v.-. | 0/" = 5-22- A‘
sk mImpDwomAgo, é/,}/% g

y ® nx_ . “‘ -
’ v " DNCC OFFICE SUPPLY/REIMBURSEMENT

CHECK REQUEST FORM

Date check needed AsA /
Vendor invoice number
Purpose of expenditure Lommnicalmag S ylru'\ s

A T T CRBTs B = 70575525

£32-255 [/ 24.63

£15-113 y

fag2. L2

Receipt of goods/service confirmed by -, D"“ D“""}

Person requesting disbursement D'\ M

All requests for check disbursement must be accompanied by the original invoice or receipts.

THISLINR
Approval signatures: . N
. o
Check Preparer Wbt’rm Finance Director
Date received ' Lo oesd und 3oy - CEmnét#
. ﬁ : "3.('&'~m.'us'c Se G L L et sy
Check # . + . Check receipt conﬁrmmon slgnm
. e Fesad z (forpickuponly) Y. .Y iD0-C
Date of check . E

F.’ma Honl/hfcj H Ace g 2 £-Of2 3
“.‘“A!phato comnctl jﬁ/ i Z/ -’7/,



7 Amencan Celedraton

P _
*:*M b May 22. 1996

! '

C ]Cago %-_ Brad Kiley
. Director of Administration .=

Democratic National Convennon Commutiee

3ZQ N. Clark. Room 600A

Chicago. IL 60610

oasrer { o boews

|
-~ Loger .bm A Ustes [‘
o ovaer Maver ,
~{ dows !
€007 ( Netemerr! W lem A Detws | Dear Bmd
moruece Mover. Brene 4 Pun
Lostte S0 |
Lo thrvner ! W e seek the concurrence of the 1996 Democratie Nanonal onventog
Commuee, Inc. CDNCC™) 1or the expenditure of the tollowing tungs
Linc item: 65 - Communication S siems Casivenpense
' Vendor: Ameritech
; Asgouni Lol
; 312 .832:199¢6 $220(ud
| 312 832-2515 . $24dm
; 312 E95-1132 233
Towl 3258222
Pleasc acknowiedgc the above expenditures by sigming. datng and
retuming onc copy of this letter 1o my autention
Sincerely.
E—
o T —
Don Davis
Finance Dircctor
Chicago '96
Accepted and acknowicdyed:
1996 Democratic Nauonal Convention Commuiee. INC.
By Do 37-22-5¢
cc: Nancy Clawson. Counsel. hcago Y6
Leslie Fox. Exccutive Direcior. Chucago ‘96
Janet V. Green. Deputy Chief Executive OfTicer. DNCC
Alfonse McMillan. Counscl, DNCC ' :
ATTACEMENT E .
| Page_65 or | %
' .u_lm's 320 Nonh Clark Street, Suse 402, Chicago. IL 60610 * 312.214- 1996 « Fas 312-263-800% B L .
4 9100 Muee rom wengey - e-mail cnicagoveiaiAlS NET -




YOUYYSIS

L

T AcOM SC. TN A
“CmiCAGE, o 60602

-

- T o i I AT (NG DO

\ _ASAL.E STREE"

DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER

PURCHASE NUMBER voutrea o | VENDOR NUMBER oag:
PD U5 SoUo09535 U5 S6U5939535 202032 19 py
REMITTANCE ADDRESS: DELIVERED TO:
— AMERITECH - ICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT
P.O. BOX 4520 S
CARQL STREAM, 1IL _
601974520 ACCEPTANCE DATE: 06/03/96
TELEPHMONE SERVICE FOR DONCC OFFICES
COMMODITY INFORMATION
COMMODITY  CATALOG # QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST
o0 9157700000 ’ Ea 2%: 220 %l 22
TELEPHMONE SERVICES. LONG DISTANCE AND LOCa.
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR ONCC OFFICES
eee VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR TwmE ABOVE LINE IS 8 196 LX X
TOTAL 282.22
.
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION
BFYR FUND DOEPT ORGN APPR ACTV OBJECT RPTG JOS/PROV TOTA. COS?
0! 95 €29 99 200% 9038 0423 2¢C 22
ToTAL 252 22
Arnacaeyt __ E
Page_0  or [P
AL A Tasa . ‘n!ﬂ&!l
°ﬁEPBARED 214-4843 DEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL
Y
ENTERED L Nerghy certily TAST e MweiCes Nve NOt Been Orevieus!v veuchered
8y ¢ TNt T'e G00E3 O SErWiICes NGICMEE were rgceived Ghd tnst the apdeve
aCoUnt 13 EDOTOVEd 1rem EPEresrIsIeNs 83 Shewn edeve
AUDITOR'S
APPROVAL
RECEIVED
M DATE ~a-t




7312053201’15355271500na°05100000n73“‘|Uﬂﬂﬂﬂaqq55
: GENFPAL _SRVICES Please 1inciude vour |4-digst

. account number on vour check
and/or anv :orrupondencsﬂ

IOll"nllll“l"l'nll“lll"lll‘lulII"‘llllm MY .9 A 9 :‘ 0 X

AMERITECH ' Account Number
P.O. Box 4520 | 312832-1996 2559
Carol Stream. I 601974520 TELECOM™. s, . =~

; MAY 1. 1996
19 ] 199 1 PP £ PP | PP 118 1Y 1 4 1 Y 1) PR 1 Y A O

29688 ZP 1 B 163C 25281 ~SDGT 29458
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL
CONVENTION
S1I0NPESHTIGOCTFLR 8
CHICAGO, IL 60811-4309
CURRENT CHARGES TOTAL
PASTOUEAFTER. MAY 29, 1996 AMOUNTDUE. 294.58
"2 Dewch $nd mail 109 SctoN With your Check Peysbis 10 AMSrRech. Wriks SCCOU FIRDST ON CRsCEL
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.
Mail paymens 1: Amarasen, P.O. Box 4520. Carol Sveam, il 601974620 l 312 832.1996 2559
CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES )
BILLING SUMMARY | MAY 1, 1996
Previous Peymerss | Adjustments | PastDue | Currem . Towm
Bn Thank You Amount c i Amourt Dus
44043 T8 A0 0.00 T304 220.84 | 29458
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION CTFLRSe
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
ANER | TECN
For Detaiied Charges - See Page 2
m'y “'v.“ ® 0900000000000 000 00 ® 0 000000 ® 66 509 0 000 170'61
LOGB! CAIIS .cocecvcccencccccncanns ceescscesessssscecasass 39.32
Loca! and State Additiona) CNarges .......... tecescsccens .21
Taxes (111 10.80 ) .....iiiiiiierencnccccccscancananes 10.50
TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES 220.64

E
ATTACHEMENT . :
Amrerirach Page_ 6 or 134




Treritech

731208320251525529148000200L100000025010000000018
- GENFRAL CERVY(CEMease include vour 14-dignt

sccoust number on vour check
agd/or anv :onuponecnes

l "ll".l"ﬂ"l.lll'"l‘ lﬂl lll"ll l"l"l""l .% m -9 A 9 [v

AMERITECH Account Number
P.O. Box 4520 , 3128322515 2559
Carol Stream. IL  60197-4520 TELLC -

MAY 1 1996
{14 1 1Y 1 Y 0 PP | P 19 19 1Y 119 | PO 1Y PR 1 1 I RTR T S
29889 ZP 18 wac 25281 <*SOGT

gEMOC TIC NATIONAL

ATTN GENERAL SVCS

SION PESHTIGOCTFLR &8

CHICAGO, IL 608114309

. PAYMENT IS NOT REQUIRED sauance. 0.98CR

L R R R N e A A I I R P A B R R I R dd e XL R X

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES | 312832:2515 2559
BILLING SUMMARY TMAY 11996

1

?-nvmn Paymerns = Adustments Balance Current

2501CR 0.00 l 0.00 , 25.01CR
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION

SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES

ANER ! TECH

For Detalled Charges - See Page 2
uonthiy service .

Lm. c.. " ® 00 09000000 0000000000000 00000000000000000008OF
Local and State Additional Charges
Taxes (111 1.08 )
S

TOTAL CURRENT CMARGES

Arenitech



l‘"ll""”"l"lllll.“llx“llllll"'l"l".ll‘l

x‘ 3 r as o
Carol Stream iL 60157-4520 TELE Ly

'o"u"lul"nu’u"ou"oluluu'lo"ullnloun""onxo‘nl
1T03CP 1A 17897878 °CR 3
ENTION

FLR&
CHICAGO IL 60811-4309

013121Qq511324040quszsnoﬂanuznuanaauunnun7usucnnuzsunxa
GENERA® sFoyICT3

Please inciude vour 14-.diget )

account numbder on vour check

F m 26 P! 55 andror anv correspondence

Account Number

<. 312E9511325183
APR 16. 1996
9 84 8 200/208
1500

-

| CURRENT CHARGES

3

. PASTDUEAFTER.. MAY 13, 1996 %moue. 15.00

—o e e e cocamcscscassonew

T Detash and mail 10D 80Ct0n With Your Check PSYSDIS 10 AMerasch. Wriin SCODLIE MLIMBS! ON ek,
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAL OR AT AN AUTHORTZED AGENCY. |

Mal paymerss ©: Amerasen, PO Box 4520. Carol Sueam o 601974620

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES 312ESS 112 183
BILLING SUMMARY APR 16, 1996
l Previous l Paymens  Adrmmerss Pasi Dus | Currers " Towl
an ! Amournt Amount Due
I I §7 @& 15.00
GENRL NATL CONVENTION S10 N PESHTIGO CT
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
ANER I TRCH
MONENIY SO PVIBO ........i. i tiierncecanoocecocnnaannsees 6.76
Other Charges and Credits (See Section 1, Page 1) .. .10
Local & State Add' ! Charges (See Section 1, Page 1) .01
Taxes (L. .34 ) (Cty M ) tiiieectccncenas .88
ANERITECH CURRENT CMARGES ........... esescsccccse ecescase 7.88
L~ " T
TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES (Late Payment Charge after 05-13) 7.88
~
APRACHMENT &

AMeritech




Fonn'?gr < - e N Date “4//"”/ “
'9 . .
C"m. | ENTERED APR 27 zsa——P& JZD <4 5’5.’4 Doe

""Q} ,ﬁ DNCC OFFICE SUPPLY/REIMBURSEMENT (427
CHECK REQUEST FORM

m_@zm;‘;w-w
Date check needed ___M__
Vendor invoice num S =, ?? G

\W?xmdim W )

XD Fp059752]

Receipt of goods/service confirmed by

Person requesting disbursement

e Acsopred gr akacaletped,

T 06 : Nty £ -2 e toe Tt ING
Date received 1596 Deanccran:: N o g i OTT

ST L Rvs =2 Y A &
Check # __ Vi !  Check receipt confirmation’ sxgmmn'

. c (for pick up only)
Date of check oo R A S A S
I ’ RESRT UG ) . .
ACCL ‘ 3' K . ~N . PS . - A
A artucmayr £

Page 10 or 154
2 2>

Fun Account



Chicago'gy

rerery Co-Chatre :
Gager Ristere M. Datwy
waw Moyer
Chasre '
are C. Yereanert  Wiliiam M. Datey
ermesd Mayer. brows & Pam '
Lastte Fon
Liorvave Oremar
)
|
1
I
i
4ILLINOIS
A Bunen Wuse vom weagev

April 19, 1996

Brad Kiley

Director of Administration -
Democratic National Convention Comminee o
320 N. Clark. Room 600A

Chicago, IL 60610

Dear Brad:

We seek the concurrence of the 1996 Democrauc Nauonal Convention
Commintee. inc. (“DNCC™) for the expenditure of the following funds.

. Line ntem: 65 - Commurucauon Systems Cash expensc

Vendor: Amentech

Ascount Loa

312 832-1996 $224.48

312 832-2515 S 4893
Total $273.41

Please acknowiedge the above expenditures by signing. dating and
returning one copy of this letter 1o my attenuion.

Sincerely,

o So—

Don Davis
Finance Director

Chicago ‘96

Accepted and acknowledged.
1996 Democratic Nauonal Convention Commurttee, INC.

,gz,,‘u?‘_.,z /‘ZL Dawe: ¥ -/9- F¢.

cc:  Nancy Clawson. Counsel hicago ‘96
Leslie Fox. Execuuve Diréctor. Chicago 96
Janet V. Green. Depury Chief Execuuve Officer. DNCC

Alfonse McMillan. Counsel. DNCC
AITACRMENT _.g R
320 North Clask Sereet. Swite 402. Chicago. IL 60610 * 312:214-1996 + Fax 312-26)-8009 -

e-mail coicagoPe@AILS NET




eritech

731208320199625525092002006100000224950000044943

GENEF*. "1 RW:CES Please 1nciude vour 14-digit
account aumber 08 your check
and/or apv correspondesce

Lolloelbosssealllibunloesleboclebebeonslolllunnclinl A7R =3 A9 T4
AMERITECH " Accourt Number
P.O. Box 4520 e em s ' 312832-1996 2589
Carol Stream, I  60197-4520 igleodlt o

APR 1,1996

19 P | PP | PP § PO 114 PO £ 19 | 1S PR PR | § £ PO 0 P
32282 ZP 1 B 136H 74882 ~SOGT 44843
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL

S10 N PESHTIGOCTFLR 8
CHICAGO. IL 80811-4309

wmm%wm@ APR 29, 1996 A%NTDU&. 449.43

"2 Dotaah one mall 199 000tien WEN yeur Choak poyebis 10 AMerioeh., Wris OSIE MIMDS! On Cheak.
PLEASE ALLOW PIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.
Mad paymers ©: Amerasch, P.O. Box 4820, Carol Sveam, I 601874620 |

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES | S1zemee 29
BILLING SUMMARY | APR 1.1998
' I ' | Past Dus Cusrert " Toml
Thank You Amourt Charges N—nD\-
43881 ‘ 080 224.98 22¢48 | 44043
COMVENTION 10 NPESHTIGO CTFLR ¢
SUIIIIARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
ANER | TRCN
For Detalled Charges - See Page 2
MONENIY BOPVIBO ....cccceecccrccccsccccccsccsscccnnns esess 170.61
LOOR! CRIIS cccecccccccccccccccccces cececcccccces eccscces 42.08
Local and State AGdITIONA! CRArQeS ......ccecoceccscassncs .21
Taxes {11! 10.68 ) .....ccccevecccccccens 10.68
TOTAL CURRENT CMARGES 224.48




2" N\ _ASA.E STREE
St At A" 5603

DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER N
PAYMENT -
PURCrASE NUMBER VOUGHER NG VENDOR NUMBER N

PU U0 JoUDYIILL - I39341 4UcU4L R RS
REMITTANCE ADDRESS:  DELIVERED TO: \
RITECH —

: ICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT —
P.O. BOX 4520° B

CAROL STREAM, IL : |
601974520 ACCEPTANCE DATE: 04/20/96

TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR DNCC OFFICES

COMMODITY INFORMATION
COMMODITY CATALOG # QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST

001 9157700000 1 EA 224 .480 224 .48
TELEPHONE SERVICES. LONG DISTANCE AND LOCAL
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR DNCC
ee= VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR THE ABOVE LINE IS 1996.2918 see

TOTAL 224 .48
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION s
BFYR FUND DEPT ORGN APPR ACTV OBJECT RPTG JOS/PROJ TOTAL COST
01 95 629 99 2008 9038 0423 : 224 a8
TOTAL 224 .48
(
) E
ATTACHMENT

M_Zg_ of _ﬁﬂ_

b b o B2 IOGES

PREI;ARED 214-4843 DEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL

Y

ENTERED | heredy certify that the mveices have not been previously voucnered
av ang NGt the 900aS Of SErvices (NGICAEd were received ond that the edove

account 1S approved from eporopristions as shown apove

AUDITOR'S

APPROVAL

RECEIVED
8y

DATE SDATE
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June 25, 1996

R

Brad Kiley

Director of Administration B
1996 Democratic National Convention Commuttee, inc. )

320 N. Clark. Room 600A

Chicago, IL 60610

Dear Brad:

We seek the concurrence of the 1996 Democratc Natonal Convention
Committee, Inc. (“DNCC™) for the expenditure of the following tunds

Line item: 63 - Communication Systems Cash cxpensc

Vendor: Amentech

Lost

312 336-1996 $8.538.42

Please acknowledge the above expenditures by signing. daung and
returning one copy of this letter to my attention.

Sincerely,

S e

Don Davis
Finance Director
Chicago ‘96

Accepted and acknowledged:
1996 Democratic National Convenuon Committee. Inc.

w:%m Date '-_%Qm..li‘!_ﬁ_z
cc:  Nancy J. Clawson, Counsel, Chicago ‘96

Leslie Fox. Executive Director, Chicago ‘96
Janet V. Green. Deputy Chief Executive Officer, DNCC
Alfonse McMillan, Counsel, DNCC

ATBACEMENT
M_'J_E_ of

320 North Clask Strwet. Suite 402. Chicago. IL 60610 + 312-214-199¢ + Fax 312-26)- soov o '

e-masl chlugMAIS NET

L LS N e hinanals L - es © sMmesrvos
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73120.335019152521'!11700330510000&7563H000172‘157&

Please include vour le-digit
account numbder on vour ch
andror ans correspondence

|.|l|l'l.l.l.lI'll'lllllllll..lll.l.l.'l'lll.l.lllll

AMERITECH Account Number
P O Box 4520 312 336-1996 252
Caro! Stream_ IL 60197.4520
JUN 16 1996
ll"il“_uu"uu.""nulu“ualuo“ou"olu" 66100
2SNB4C 1P 17844 172967¢€
CHICAGO 96
%CORNENA HEINS

320 N CLARK RM 402
CHICAGO. IL 60610-4711

SRSTOUEAFTERT" JUL 11,1996  amounToue.  17.296.76

% Detach and msail 10D 80CHION WRN YO CROCK DOYSDID 10 AMermech. Wrae scCOUM PUMBer 0N CReCk.
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MALL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.
Mas payments 10: Amerngen. P C Bos ¢520. Carol Srea™ 1. 65167.4520

312 336-1996 252
CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES
BILLING SUMMARY JUN 16 1996
Previous Paymems Adusiments Past Due Cu Total
| 8l ‘ ~ Amoumt i rges Amount Due
| STS834 0.00 | 0.00 575834 8538.42 1720676
CHICAGO 88 RCORNELA HEDS 320N X RM 402
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
AMER | TECH
For Detailed Charges - See Page 3
MONTNIY SOFPVICO . ........oitenernsonsenccnnoaasnannnnonses 6,504 .94
LOCR! CBIIS ....... . .tiiiiiiiitennntonesocanananssanannns 1,364 .92
INTOrMATION CNRBIGES .. .......cciitereceracecccncoancncosen 202.13
Other CRarges 8NGO Cre0ITS . ...oueeeeecececncaoeaacannnnens 2.10
LONG DiStBNCE .............ceteienenesocensaseccannanonnss 23.54
Local and State AQC:itiONA! CNBFO@S ........ccociveeeucnn. 9.70
Taxes (111 404.23 ) .......tiieeeeeoereonenneannnnnnnns 404 .23
AMERITECH CURRENT CMARGES ..... ceeeceseccacsssecensss e 8,511.56

/Immediately following are charges from Iong dlsunco
companies. Ameritech provices bDilling for these companies
as & convenience to you SO that you do Nnot recel!ve
mulitiple bDilis. Ameritech !s not affiliated In any way
with these /ong distance companies.

MC! TELECOMMUN |CATIONS WM_.E:



DETAILED CHARGES

Biibng Questions. Call 1 800 480-2203
Changes in Service. Call 1 312 750-2000

SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES -

For Deta:iled Charges - See Page 27

LONG DiStBNCEe .........citiirineenccnncan.
Taxes (!} B -

D...

[ XY

312 336- 1996 252

JUN 16 1996

cont:nued

cteereteetaanns 18.33

MC! TELECOMMUNICATIONS CURRENT CMARGES ................ .o 19. 25

EY

SPRINT
For Detailed Charges - See Page 28

Long Distance ......... Cetetecttecetecnaas
Taxes (111 I T chereeeaen.

............... 7.25

3”"7 cm.“ cmcn ©00 0000000000 c000s0000000000c0s0 7:

TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES

CMD ™At 110 mmma .

8,838.42




ARV IRV N S I \

‘2. N, JASALLE 3TREZT
creadS 58603
DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER .
P : —
PURCHASE NUMBER Vo e VENDOR NUMBER 2aGz
P U5 550590560 . U5 560599560 V35827 " —

REMITTANCE ADDRESS: ‘ DELIVERED TO: i

RITECH - ICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT
P.O. BOX 4520- -
CAROL STREAM, IL

60'1'974520 ACCEPTANCE DATE: 07/11/96

TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR ONCC OFFICES
COMMODITY INFORMATION

COMMODITY  CATALOG # QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST
001 9157700000 ' Ea 8.538.420 8.538 42

TELEPHONE SERVICES. LONG OISTANCE AND LOCAL

TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR DNCC OFFICES

ses VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR THE ABOVE LINE IS. 6/16/96 eas
TOTAL 3.538.42
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION
SFYR FUND DEPT ORGN APPR ACTV OBJECT RPTG JOB/PROJ TOTAL COST
Ot 95 629 99 2008 0423 8.538.42
TOTAL 8.538.42

AlAlNA M. S3IDCES

PREPARED
8y

atncmEr £
h—zg_of lZQ

214-4843

DEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL

ENTERED
By

i neredy certify tThat the mveices heve net deen previously vouchered
;e NSt e goods or Services MEiICMed were received sand Mat e sdove
account 1S gppreved frem apprepristiens &S shown soave

AUDITOR'S
APPROVAL

RECEIVED
8y

DATE DATE
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" DNCC OFFICE SUPPLY/REIMBURSEMENIY 1's sl
* |, CHECKREQUESTFORM ERED . 15

>
-._“}1. i

4 pe, (
Date check needed
Vendor invoice number
Purpose of expenditure ,ML-' Krvied

o #2%25 9

Receipt of goods/service confirmed by _- b—— 75'-'2

Person requesting disbursement - bn D'»V'L

All requests for check disburigmi must be aEeo_npanied by the original invoice or receipts.

Approval signatures: "S ..\ -
' Do Duvis D\ B- —_
<, Fewa®™ o ew.. - b Do =N
CheckPm; Exscutive Director Finance Director
. : ).:.:cpu!d ani ackoo . iadaast - |
. ]
Dnemenv.d Dcm'x:lm Naur- ‘Ci‘qn 25‘(‘ -
Check # _ : " Check receipt confmanon slgmmn
.. -4 1,-51‘-.&' r (forpickuponmly) -~ _ .- |
Date of check
J‘g‘.-‘ -‘r Coe Cl" l:n v, R . WLT &-
Acct # : “.& "u*. - el N ‘3
- Jane U Tezgn -y NameTitle | ., )

Fund 95 AT/t ¢ Madendad - 912200
| g% W e ies i - ,w.‘f.'l e m
r.A.2230)° T Applies to contract line __£3- 82 g m@D& 05 77

' 4y~ TM.TOE




May 28. 1996

Brad Kiley

Director of Administration

Democratic National Convention Commitiee
320 N. Clark. Room 600A

Chicago, IL 60610

Dear Brad:

We seek the concurrence of the 1996 Democratic National Convention
Commirtee. Inc. (“DNCC™) for the expenditure of the following tunds

Line item: 65 - Commurnucatuon Systems Cash expensc

Vendor: Amentech

Account Lost_
312 336-1996 $8.285 .44

Note: The total invoice was $8.758.34 out of which $472.90 was
charged earlier as pan of the antached lener. The $472.90 was
determined by totaling the installation charpes in the “other charges and
credits™ section of the bill.

Please acknowledge the above expenditures by sigrung. daung and
returning one copy of this letter 10 my atenuon.

Sincerely,

Dol

Don Davis
Finance Director
Chicago '96

Accepted and acknowledged.:
1996 Democratic Nauonal Convenuon Committee. Inc.

3}Mwu Dute: 27 Loy (974

cc:  Nancy Clawson. CouNsel. Chicago ‘96
Leslie Fox, Execuuve Director, Chicago ‘96
Janet V. Green. Depury Chief Execuuve Officer. DNCC
Alfonse McMillan, Counsel, DNCC
ATTACHMENT

h Bl oz of C[ -

320 North Clark Sowet. Suite 402. Chicago. L 60610 + 312-214-1996 + Fax 312-263-8009

JILLINOIS

2 Wien Wags 1o wongey *

e-mail. chicagoPe@AIS NET




01312033L199:404040252009802400000S00000000000087583434

Plesse 1nciude vour 14-dagit
sccount number on vour check
and/or any correspondence

101191 | FRPPRY 119 P PO 1Y PR Y 8 PO Y VR 1 :

AMERITECH Account Number
PO Box 4520 T 3123361996 2528
Carol Stream 1L 60197-4520

MAY 16, 1996
ll'lu"un"uuo""unxnlluo‘ou“no"ulo"lnnolo" 9 82 G /
1S FN3 8 1 F 83085 875834
CHICAGO 96
%CORNEILA HEINS

320 N CLARK AM 402
CHICAGO IL. 60610-4711

ASTOUEAFTERT. JUN 12,1996  auountoue. B8,758.34

|2 ‘Detach and mall 10p section With yeur CReck peyabis 10 A/merRech, Wrile sccourt mamber on creck. :
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAIL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.

Mad paymenes 10: Amersech. PO Bos ¢$20. Carol Sweam L §0197-4520

, 312336-1996 2528

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES

BILLING SUMMARY MAY 16, 1996

Previous Adustens Balance | Cutvent Total

8 ‘IM You | | Charges , Amount Due
l : | , .
. 15249.00 ! : jomsa34  ,amsam J

CHMICAGO o8 %ACORNELA MHENS 320 N CLARK RM &2

SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES

ANER I TRCH

MONTNIy SOPVICE ......cccecvceaee eseeecscecscssscocnsecans 6,583.02

Local Usage Services ........... ceccescccvsssssvtsceansoans 1,108.97

Other Charges snd Credits (See Section 1, Page 2) .. 619.64

i1temized Callis (See Section 1, Page J) ceinee ceesens 12.14

Local & State Add'| Charges (See Section 1, Page 18) 7.83

Taxes (1L 415.50 ) .......... ceessccans Ceecesssacaan 415.50

“uln“ m.g'? cmcs ® 0 00 00 00 000000 000 OO0 SO BGEOS OO OSSN 3.7"010

OAN

Long Distance (See Section 2, Page 1) ceeee ceceeses 9.75

Taxes (IL 3 - .49

WCU.."? cmcu ® ® @ 0 0 ¢ 00 00 o0 o ® ® 00 000 0 0008 0N 0OeOL PO 10.2‘

R
TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES (Late Paysent Charge after 06-12) 8,758.34
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PURCHASE NUMBER

X SAL_: STREZS
.HICAG\. i 60802
DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER N
PAYMENT VENDOR NUMBER oAGE

VOUCHER NO.

U%5829 |9

REMITTANCE ADDRESS:
RITECH '

P.0. BOX 4520°
CAROL STREAM, IL

601974520

TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR ONCC OFFICES

COMMODITY

COMMODITY

INFORMATION

001! 9157700000
TELEPHONE SERVICES. LONG DXSTANCE AND LOCAL
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR ONCC OFFICES

ees VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR THE ABOVE LINE IS. 312336-1996 ee-

CATALOG #

DELIVERED TO: L
- [OFFICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT

ACCEPTANCE DATE: 07/11/96

QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST

EA 8,7%8.340 8.758.34

TOTAL 8.788.34
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION
SFYR FUND DOEPT ORGN APPR ACTV OSBJVECT RPTG JOB/PROV TOTAL COST
01 95 629 99 2008 9038 0423 8.7S8.34
TOTAL 8.7%8.34
Pv 83
Page of
divudnl it BAIDGRS
PREPARED [214-4843 DEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL
By
ENTER | heredy certity that the 1MveICeS have NOt been previeusly vouchered
eYE" ¢ Tt e gosds or Services Indicated were feceived and Tht e edove
sccount 1S aporoved from EpErepriglIoNs as shown mdove.
AUDITOR'S
APPROVAL
RECEIVED — Lk
ay DATE DA
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July 15. 1996

Brad Kiley

Director of Administration

1996 Democratic National Convention Committec. inc.
320 N. Clark. Room 600A

Chicago. IL 60610

Dear Brad:

We seck the concurrence of the 1996 Democrauc National Conyention
Committee. Inc. (“DNCC™) for the expenditure of the following tunds

Linc item: 3 - Communication Sysiems Cash cxpense

Vendor: Ameritech

Account
312 832-1996 $221.90

312 E95-1132
229.58

Pleasc acknowledge the above expenditures by signing. dating and
rctumning onc copy of tus letier to my atienuion.

Sincerely.

Don Davis
Finance Director
Chicago 96

Accepted and acknowledged:
1996 Democratic National Convenuon Committec, Inc.

Date: ‘ ?9

Nancy J. Clawson. Counsel! Chicago '96

Leslie Fox. Execuuve Director. Chicago ‘96

Janet V. Green. Deputy Chief Executive Officer. DNCC
Alfonse McMillan, Counsel, DNCC

320 North Clark Street. Suite 402. Chicago. IL 60610 < 312-214-19%¢ « Fax 312-263-Ri0w
e-mail chicagoRG@AIS NET
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July 22. 1996

Brad Kiley

Director of Administration

1996 Democratic National Convenuon Commitee, Inc.
320 N. Clark. Room 600A

Chicago, IL 60610

Dear Brad:

We seek the concurrence of the 1996 Democratic Nauonal Convenuon
Committee. Inc. ("DNCC™) for the expenditure of the following funds:

Line item: 3 - Communicauon Svsiems Cash expense

Vendor: Amentech

Lost
$11.90

Account
312 832-2515

Please acknowledge the above expendnufcs by signing. dating and
returning one copy of this letter 10 my attenuon.

Sincerely,

iy

Don Davis
Finance Director
Chicago 96

Accepted and acknowiedged:
1996 Democrauc National Convention Committee. Inc.

By Bece{lyi /. 1% Date: 37 /)u/,, /99¢

7 (7
Nancy J. Clawson. CouLel Chicago 96
Leslie Fox. Execuuve Director. Chicago ‘96
Janet V. Green. Deputy Chief Execuuve Officer, DNCC
Alfonse McMillan. Counsel. DNCC

ce:

£
Py 86 o 15T

320 North Clark Swreet. Suite 402. Chicago. 1L 60610 + 312-214-1990 « Fax 312-263-8009
e-mal chicagovera-AlS NET

nr s www ci.chial.us Chicagove’
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"N _ASAL.E STREET
. . L o o F
DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER o
» -~
PURCHASE NUMBER voJcmEaN»ao. VENDOR NUMBER 2aGE

U35823 9] RS

REMITTANCE ADORESS: DELIVERED TO: _ .

CAMERITECH - — ICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT
P.O. BOX 4520° _ -

CAROL STREAM, IL
601974520 ACCEPTANCE DATE: 07/30/96

TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR ONCC OFFICES

COMMODITY INFORMATION

COMMODITY CATALOG # . QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST
00! 9157700000 1 EA 241.4%0 241.45
TELEPHONE SERVICES. LONG DISTANCE AND LOCAL
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR ONCC OFFICES
eee VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR THE ABOVE LINE IS: 7/1/96 ess
TOTAL 241.48
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION
SFYR FUND DEPT ORGN APPR ACTV OBJECT RPTG JOB/PROJ TOTAL COST
01 95 629 99 2008 9038 0423 241 4S5
TOTAL 241.4S

' ssnicagy E
Page ] of 13G
AAlMA- M S2I0GES.

PREPARED [214-4843 DEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL

8y
ENTERED I neredy certify that the inveices have not been previously vouchered
8y ang Mat e goeds or 3ervices NdICIMed were received and that the adove
eaccount 1S gppreved from apEropristions &s shown adeve
AUDITOR'S
APPROVAL
RECEIVED

8Y DATE DA -




73120832019962552314300200610000051848480000074074

Please inctude vour 14.digit

account numbder on vour chec

and/or any correspondence
[7-3

Account Number
P.O. Box 4520 312832-1996 2559
Carol Stream. IL  60197-4520 -

| 2L 1. 1998

'O"“l'll“'lul"l'"l“Oltl"“l‘l"“lu"ﬂlll"l"“ll" )

49 AV 1 E 2 A 45848 SOGT . 74078
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL

CONVENTION

320 N CLARK RM 402

CHICAGO. I 606104711

| UBRENTGMBGES 1) 09 1908 Klwroue. 740.78

...........................................................................

2. Detach and mall top section with your check paysbis to Amerisch. Wrils sCCOUNt MMber on chack.
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.
Mai payments 10: Amemecn, P.O. Box 4520. Carol Stream. I 801974520

CUSTQM BUSINESS SERVICES | iz 2
BILLING SUMMARY | L 1. 1996

Previous Payments Adstments . | Past Due Total

an 5 Amount Amourt Due
$18.08 0.00 | 0.00 518.88 740.78
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION

SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES

AMER | TECH

For Detailed Charges - See Page 2

MONTNIY SOFVICO . .couovvreenneeonsonaannnenesnnesannnnsns 170.61
LOCB! CRBIIS ...ttt ieinessesssonsssscsoossssossasenanss 40.52
Loca! and State AGC:TiONA! CRErQES .........ccooneeeunnnnn .21
Taxes (!!! 10.58 ) ...... Ceteteceececneceateennenanans 10.58
TOTAL CURRENT CHMARGES 221.90

-
Pags_ D oz 134




DETAILED CHARGES Page

2
Biling Questions, Call 1 800 480-2203 - 312832-1996 256 9
Chénges in Service. Call 1 312 780-2000 ~
Repair Service. Call 1 800 884-2680 | S 1, 1908
IMPORTANT INFORMATION

Our records show that you have selected Amseritech as your
presubscribed carrier for all of your INntralLATA iong distance service.

Our records show that you have selected ATAT as your presudscr ibed
carrier for all of your INnterLATA long distance service.

NO OTHER CALLING CARD IS EASIER TO USE THAN YOUR AMERITECH CALL ING CARD.
While long distance carriers sey ask you to dial extra digits to place a
local call using thelr calling card, Amseritech still offers the
convenience of diaiing “0° plus the teliephone nuaber. With the

Amer Heamii»Cal | ing Card, you simply dial “0° folliowed Dy the number you
want to reach. After the tone, enter your aree code and phone Nuader
plus your easy-to-remseaber PIN (or special 14-digit code, if
applicable). If you need & New Ameritech Calling Card, please call
1-800-614-CARD, ext. 421. |f you would |ike to change your 4-Digit
Personal Identification Nusber (PIN), call 1-800-589-9100.

CURRENT CHARGES
Senthly Serviee - Jul 1 thru Jul 31 -
Romote Cal! FOrwarding SOrVICO ....cccoeceeecencecnnas 15.51
Remote Call Pwdg 907V ADl LING ...cccvvecnccececnnoccans 185.10
r.“' -.u.’ “".'. cu'”. ©0 0000000000000 000COCOCOROIEOIEOEIE 1"."
Lescal Calle
Measured Service
Loc.. A'“ “"' ..... ® ® 00 000000000000 OO RRPOOLOOLEOLTOCE ‘°lu

S09 Cali(s) during Peak Rate Period totaling
1246 Minute(s) :
312 Cali(s) during 10% Discount Period totaling
838 Minute(s)
16 Cali(s) during 40% Discount Period totaling
16 Minute(s)

FOR CALLING CODES PLEASE SEE THE BACK OF THE FIRST PAGE




DETAILED CHARGES Page s

a3
Biling Questions. CaXl 1 800 480-2203 3128321996 2559
Changes in Service. Call 1 312 780-2000 i
Repair Servics, Call 1 800 §84-2680 L 1, 1908
Lecal Calls - continued
Calis Over 8 MI108 ........cccccovcveoccnsranccnsens .00
0 Call(s) during Peak Rate Period totaling
0 Minute(s)
0 Cali(s) during 10% Discount Period totaling
0 Minute(s)
0 Calli(s) during 40% Discount Period tota!ing
0 Minute(s)
Calig Over 15 Hil@8 ....ccococveveccoss cecesesssnsen .00
0 Call(s) during Peak Rate Period totaling
0 Minute(s)
‘0 Call(s) during 40% Discount Period totaling
0 Minute(s)

Peak Period is: Sea-8pm, MoONn thru Fri
10% Discount Period is: San-San, V'iam-2pa
Spe-9pa - MOn thru Fri
N 0-15 Miles Onily
40% Discount Period is: Spa-8am - MONn thru Fri end
All Day Sat, Sun, Mol idays

20908 Tota! Billed Minute(s)

T“.' “UP“ '.fv.c. ® 0 0 00 0 0P CV O VOO0 PO COOBB OSSN ‘o-&
'.“' L“.l a'.. ® 0 60 00 0000000000000 00CORPOEBSBOBSOIELILOSEOCSEOIEOBSPONOSIEOSIOIOS “..z
Lecal and State Additienal Charges

't.t. mit.m.' ch.r'.' e & 00 0 000 0 00 00 0 0000 000 000 0o 021
Taxes

illinois at 8% ........ cecessecscs cecssesecscsssesssns 10.68
TOTAL AMERITECH CURRENT ChARGES 221.90

ATTACHMENT
* M_S_Q___ of lﬁg_

FOR CALLING CODES PLEASE SEE THE BACK OF THE FIRST PAGE "
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—Eaon #9606 | Dae_£-CTTTE UL

Committee “for '96 , L )
$ e J& . 7/¥
g fv“’"'i»i DNCC OFFICE SUPPLY/REIMBURSEMENT - %
. CHECK REQUEST FORM .
P I ', A ) : E
Payee Name + AM’TEIL N?ER.ED JUL 1 5 1993%&«

Ao ___ T 127145

Date check necded ___2tSAT

Vendor invoice number

Plone Suvies l[o/ DA/C-C_

€Y - i3 & 1S5S LNqg
83:- 255 S/ 2_O WA T

_5; Z. $32 . /1% S04 224 30 Lvgg

2775

Purpose of expenditure

Receipt of goods/service confirmed by _~ b’* _DW7§

Person requesting disbursement Do, Dev's

All requests for check disbursement must be accompanied by the original invoice or receipts.

o cé% : .‘ | o=

Check Preparer Exscutive Director Finance Director
. vt o :'.-:.‘. "o ,_1._‘ A et
Date received - Do b, Conmaetd
Cheé.k # " . Check receipt confirmation slpmnx .
. «..r'«n&-;f ," (for p:ck up only) R —_
Date of check

- E
s S R mof a0
Fund 15 - &%/ /7@l " \ccounté‘zq Qq M %wj

IRIE A o8 .. TG " . .:' ’ . C ‘5;;’ CQ")/\IIJ

-
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“June 23, 1996

Brad Kiley

Director of Admuinistration

1996 Democratic National Convention Commutice. Inc.
320 N.Clark. Room 600A

Chicago. IL 60610

Dear Brad:

We seek the concurrence of the 1996 Democrauc Nauonal Convention
Committec. Inc. (“DNCC™) for the expenditure of the following funds

Linc item: 63 - Communication Sysicms C ash expense

Vendor: Ameritech

312 832-1996 $224.30
312 832-2515 42.80
312 E95-1132 AL

Totwal $274.65

Pleasc acknowledge thc above expenditures by signming. daung and
returning one copy of this letter 1o my attcnuon.

Sincerely,

O To—=—

Don Davis
Finance Director
Chicago ‘96

Accepted and acknowledged:
1996 Democratic National Convention Commuttee. Inc.

-

Bw&é@/_,ﬁé%___om:_za Jiame /996

cc:  Nancy J. Clawson. Counsel, Chicago ‘96
Leslie Fox. Executive Director. Chicago 96
Janet V. Green. Deputy Chief Executive Officer, DNCC
Alfonse McMillan, Counsel. DNCC

mof_]ﬁg_

320 North Clark Street. Suite 402. Chicago. IL 60610 + 312-214-1996 « Fax 312-261-200%

e-mail chicago9eiaAlS NET




eritech -

0131214951132404040515009404 100235000'0000755000001 51017

Please inciude vnur 14.dagit-
account number an voyr chech
ang/or any correspandence

I.".l".l.l..l".lll".ll.ll.ll'.l‘"l.'ll."lllb.'
AMERITECH Account! Numper
PO Box 4520 312 £95 11325153
Carol Stream IL 60197-4520

MAY 16 1996

lol'u"uul‘uin'luo“tluluIl|llnuloluuo""uo‘l'nl S 84 B 229 23¢9
*700CP 816 M S7798 "C 303 'S510
GENRL NATL CONVENTION

S10 N PESHTIGOCT

FLR 6

CHICAGO IL 60611-4309

~

CURRENT CHARGES TOTAL
PASTDUE AFTER. JUN 12, 1996 amMounTDUE  15.10

..............................................

< Detach and mail top 80CHION WRN your Check Payadie 10 Amermech Wrie 8CCOUN NUMDe' ON CRBEX
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAIL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY
Maii paymenms to° Amersecn O Bor 4525 Caro! Suesm ( 621574520
312 89511325153

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES

BILLING SUMMARY MAY 16 1996
Previous Payments Adjusiments Past Due Current Towa!
. Bin Thank You - Amoum Charoes Amount Due
| 15.00 7.48 s 1510
GENRL NATL CONVENTION S10 N PESHTIGO CT FLR¢
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
ANER | TECH
MONENIY S@PVICO .........ciivvveiecnnccccannnonns ceeneaan 6.76
Other Charges ang Cred:ts (See soctnon 1, Page 1 .. .10
Loca! & State AQd’'! Charges (See Section 1, Page 1) .01
Taxes  IL .34 )(Cty B T .68
AMERITECH CURRENT CHARGES ........cccc0cceencccncannnnnas 7.88
TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES (Late Paysent Charge atter 06-12) 7.58

e T
meritech




73120832625152552421300200100000000940000004280

GENVR R VAR Please 1nciude vour 14-digut
aCCOUNt number on sour cneck
ang/nr gn\ correspongence

ws

ll"ll"llll"l"l'lil.l.lllll'Clllllll'"‘uc“ll ﬂ{ -7 P’ :39
AMERITECH Account Number

P O Box 4520 3128322515 2859
Carol Stream_IL 601974520 TELESUMML NIl 27 N3

JUN ' 1996
1 TS P | P TS A1 Y TS P £ PP A Y
35414 29+ © 170K 8585 ¢ DG
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL 4280
CONVENTION
ATTN GENERAL SVCS
SIONPESHTIGOCTFLR 6
CHICAGO. IL 60611-4309

CURRENT CHARGES TOTAL
pasToue AFTER. JUL 1, 1996 amounNTDUE 42.80

.................................................

<~ Detach snd mail 100 30CHON WRH YO CRECK DSVEDIS 10 AMernech Wrile SCCOUM IMDe! ON CNECK
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MALL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY

Mai paymems 1o Ameragen P O Bos 452C Caror Stream™ . 65°57 48520
3128322515 2559

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES

BILLING SUMMARY JUN 1 1996

Previous | Paymems Agiusiments Baance Curren Total
- | i Charges Amount Due
_ 0.98CR 0.00 : 0.00 0.88CR , 43718 , 4280

OEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION ATTN GENERAL SVCS

SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES

AMER | TECH

For Detaiied Charges - See Page 2

MONTNIY SOPVICE .. ...t v ittt innnesecasanssasoasnsaaesnns 8.7

LOCB! CBIIS ... .tetii ittt neneeeteeaesansssoosceannanncens 31.76

LOCa! &NG STtate AGC:ITIONB! CNBTPES .....ccvevncnnananncns 1.29

Taxes (Tt1 -8 & 2.02

TOTAL CURRENT CMARGES 43.78



;:@e'itech o

73120_53?01%!5_255231S»SUDEDDLLDDODUEQH 5400000518488

GEN#FE' ' "%2;77" Please include vaur 1d-digit
account numsper on vaur check
and/or any coarrespondence

A

|l"u"luuo"'o'u'nulo!u‘o‘lluulol"uu"u% m -7 PQ‘ 38

AMERITECH Account Numoer
PO Box 4520 312832-1996 2559
Carol Stream 1L 60197-4520 TELECOM: NI7 &0 N3

JUN ' 1996
llll!l‘l....lll.lllll!lll‘.‘.ll'llllll'Otlllolttl'lllliﬁltloll
50443791 8 170K 858§5° 506" 51888
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL .
CONVENTION

S10 N PESHTIGOCTFLR 6
CHICAGO. IL 60611-4309

CURRENT CHARGES TOTAL
PAST DUE AFTER. JUL 1, 1996 amMOUNTDUE 518.88

.....................................

< Detach snd man 10D SOCHON WRN YON CROCK DOVEDID 10 AMmeraech WrRe 8CCOUM ruUMDe' on checa
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAIL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY
Mai gaymems 10 Ameragen PO Bor ¢52C Larc Sree™ . 41'%° 4520

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES

312832 1996 2559

BILLING SUMMARY JUN 1 1996

Previous | Paymems Adjustments Past Due Curmren Total

Bilt | Amount Charges Amount Due

. 29458 0.00 ! 0.00 20458 | 22430 518.88

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION $10 N PESHTIGO CT FLR 6
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES

ANER | TECH

For Deta:ied Charges - See Page 2

MONETNIY SOPVICE ... .....cccatesetsnoscsastsasassasasssnnns 170.61
LOCBE CBIIS oovereeeinrnreneenasenseasenannnesnseananans 42.81
LOCE! aNC STate AGdiT:ONAI CNArQeS ..........ocovnennenn .21
Taxes (111 10.87 )} ...ttt et s ettt sttt aaeanaes s 10.67
TOTAL CURIIIT. CHARGES 224.30

o F o
@en’tech ﬂmﬁi of 159
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e So . Tea.
2emeadS T 6860
DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER N
PURCRASE NUMBER Vo e VENDOR NUMBE= 245z
PD US HoUDJIF90e3  ~ Uo JbUaF¥o03 UZo829 ] .
REMITTANCE ADDRESS: DELIVERED TO:
[AMERI TECH - ICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT |
P.O. BOX 4520 - -
CAROL STREAM, IL
601974520 ACCEPTANCE DATE: 07/12/96
o

TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR DNCC OFFICES

COMMODITY INFORMATION

COMMODITY

001 9157700000
TELEPHONE SERVICES, LONG DISTANCE AND LOCAL
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR DNCC OFFICES

CATALOG #

QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST

Ea 274 .650 274 . 6%

eee VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR THE ABOVE LINE IS: 5/16/96 T
TOTAL 274.85
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION
BFYR FUND DEPT ORGN APPR ACTY OBJECT RPTG JOB/PROJ , TOTAL COST
01 985 629 99 2008 9038 0423 274 .65
TOTAL 274.88
Amucmmyr_ E

ALALMA uf”lﬂ

e

0 = oo

[T R Y B

,Q'_Q_e_ofm_

PREPARED
By

214-4843

ENTERED
BY

AUDITOR'S
APPROVAL

RECEIVED
8y

OEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL

| neredy certify Tt the 1nveICeS NGve NOT been Orevigusly vouchered
and Mt e 90edS or Services INGICIEd were received and that the sbove
account 1S Epproved from approoristions ss Shown sbove

DATE OATE
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. "% DNCC OFFICE SUPPLY/REIMBURSEMENT
ot " CHECK REQUEST FORM
) 'é.y;'?«';' sz.-72',k
Amount fg 77.5 '_ . _ -
Dmchec;neaed A‘SA/ _
Vendorinvoice number < /;, /(7%
Purposeof expcndxtun I[Mc—f Srvice
PR IPIZ LY.

Receipt of goods/service confirmed by ___Du—
Person requesting disbursement

_ DDy

e .

All requests for check disbursement must be accompanied by the original invoice or receipts.

LY S

2%, -

Approval llgnnl‘. .

& Qupen > > anreln
e -

. <
- .

- b A
Check Preparer_ . . ‘m:ebmgv Finance Director
ey . v ..a e 4 S < T
- mme ctenm L I R N
Dnzm‘—-'v - Couml
Xy ! H’—L‘? 3/.{ = — e =/ -

. " Check# === i~# ; Cbeckmmﬁrmmnpm

TN e - i -ect  Mamw i ( zw. (forpick up only) .
B .‘Dmofc‘l::af:"" - Less. . vvems - O 5

Ach# teret 2 i oo & ¥ (e D1

' .
"L ey .

R0

-

RS AN
RSN

h Name/Title
Fund__ 95" - ﬂg:/r//z,rs[

Account_Z£29- 79 1@5'75)B’DY13

veedor 1 045 2T
£3
N RN

' a- . 7/5'77

nucmm

Page q7 = 174

Applies to contract line
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July 30. 1996 h~
| Chicago

Brad Kiley

Director of Administration LT

1996 Democratic Nauonal Convenuon Comming. Inc.

320 N. Clark. Room 600A
Chicago, IL 60610

Dear Brad:

We seek the concurrence of the 1996 Democratic National Convenuon
Communee. inc. ("DNCC™) for the expenditure of the following funds

Line item: 65 - Communicauon Systems Cash expense

Vendor: Amentech

Account
312 336-1996

Lost
$8.945.99

Please acknowledge the above expenditures by sigrung. dating and
returning one copy of this letter to my anenuon.

Sincerely,

Tom Sas
Don Davis

Finance Director
Chicago ‘96

Accepted and acknowiedged: v
1996 Democrauc Nauonal Convenuon Commutiee. inc.

By:ée&%ﬁ& Dae: R -/-5¢

cc:  Nancy J. Clawson. CM& Chicago 96
Leslie Fox, Execuuve Director. Chicago ‘96
Janet V. Green. Deputy Chief Executive Officer, DNCC
Alfonse McMillan. Counsel, DNCC

Page_Q9 or 124

320 North Clark Sowet. Suite 402 Chicago. IL 60610 + 312.214-1996 + bax 312-263-K009

e-mail chicagovoia AIS NET
ATD - www ¢ ¢hi 1l us CRicagnvs



Ameritech ) o

73120336019M62521522600230610001 729 70002624275

Please 1nclude vour 14-digit
account pumber on vour check
and/or anv cornspondtuh

ll"“"""ll"'l'lll"l‘ll"lllll“lll"l"ll"l.‘ h
AMERITECH . Account Number
P.O Box 4520 3123351996 2528
Carol Svream. IL  60197-4520

JUL 16 1996

llll.l“._.l.‘l"l..l'll!ill'Ollll.l‘“l“0.0"00]""‘000.'!"

7SP 6 E | A 78365 SNGLP 2624275
CHICAGO 96

*%CORNEILA HEINS

320 N CLARK RM 402

CHICAGO. IL 606104711

PASTOUE AFTER. > AUG 13,1996  AMOuNT DUE B2 §945.56

S S e e T e e PG e e et e CEE0Ct0C0cTCE 0T 0 E0®Ces eee e e eeeeeeseeeeeeemeescecseeOe e o -

PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAR OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.
Mail paymerns 10: Amerasen. P.O. Boz ¢520. Carol Sveam. L. 601974820 :
. 3123361996 2528

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES

BILLING SUMMARY | JUL 16. 1996
I Previous | Paymerms Adustments ' Past Due Cuss | Totas

Bilt Amours Amourt Due
17296.78 0.00 0.00 17296.78 2824278
CHICAGO 98 ACORNELA MENS RK AM 402
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES

ANER | TECH

For Detaiied Charges - See Page 3

MONTNIY SOFPVICE® .ccveeeccceennnannn Cecssesscccseccccscnns 6.506.78
LOGEB! CBIIS .cccceceecrcenccnnnnnnnnas Ceesecccssccencsons 1,.526.87
inforsation Charges ................. cecsecsssccsscnns cee 275.99
Other Charges and Credits ...... Cececcsccscsecsscececscscs .92
LONQ DiSTANCGE .ccovvveeeeeennnnnnnnnennnan cecees ceeccnas . 18.42
Loca! and State Agditional Charges ....... cecsccscscseans -9.93
Taxes (111 415.80 ) ..........cc0ieeeuun. cececsreceeanes 415.80
AMERITECH CURRENT CHMARGES ............ccoc0ccccaccenccnce 8,754.81
INTERNATIONAL TELEMEDIA ASSOC.

For Detailed Charges - See Page 38

LONg DiSTANCO ....vvereeenneennnnennnnnns cteceavtecennae . 79.84
Taxes (111 b - L T 3.99
INTERNATIONAL TELEMEDIA ASSOC. CURRENT CHARGES .......... 83.83

AfEritech e Lo

v d
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DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER *
T
PURCHASE NUMBER VoG, VENDOR NUMBES 2agE
T UZ5823 T m—
REMITTANCE ADDRESS: ‘ DELIVERED TO:

RITECH - [OFFICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT |
P.0. BOX 4520 B .-
CAROL STREAM, IL

601974520 ACCEPTANCE DATE: 08/01/96

TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR DONCC OFFICES
COMMODITY INFORMATION .

COMMODITY  CATALOG # QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST
001 9157700000 ) 1 EA 8.,94%.990 8.94%5.99

TELEPHONE SERVICES. LONG DISTANCE AND LOCAL

TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR ONCC OFFICES

ese VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR THE ABOVE LINE IS: 7/16/96 see
TOTAL 8.,9485.99
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION .
BFYR FUND DEPT ORGN APPR ACTV OBJECT RPTG JOB/PROV _ TOTAL cosT
01 9% 629 99 2008 9038 0423 8.945 .99
TOTAL 8.94%5 .99
IIPACEMENT E

e 00 or (2]

AlAlMA M S2I0GES.

PREPARED [214-4843 DEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL
By
ENTERED | hergdy certify thet the iveices Neve not been previously vouchered
8y ang a1 the goeds or Services NGICSted were received and et the apove
sccount 1S approved from Eperooristions 83 Shown apove
AUDITOR'S ’
APPROVAL
RECEIVED

M DATE DATE
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~; .. DNCC OFFICE SUPPLYIREED&B%J&MEN’;

- wvs ST Lt

I . _CHECK REQUESTFORM
Amou—f 22062 .
~ Date check needed 75»(’ / |
Vendor invoice number __@ ) -
Purpose of expenditure : a5/ 776
C sf e
)
Receipt of goods/service confirmed by .D"\—)w?ﬁ
Person requesting disbursement D"\v D‘-ﬂ.ﬁ-

All requests for check disbursement must be accompanied by the original invoice or receipts.

Approval signatures:
Check Preparer Exsctaive’Director Finance Director
Contract #
Check receipt confirmation signature:
(for pick up oaly)
--’-- Name/Title .~ . . - -_——

Accoum_ég- 77- 2205 - ?038‘6"(23

& LT ’ ’ . - /5-77
: :’.‘:?1 Appbazoeonmlme é?‘ mnn-l.¢~s ,"Q 75- B
SN S R ey L

. e e — e
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" August 12, 1996

Brad Kiley

Director of Administratron

1996 Democratic Nauonal Convention Commuttce. inc.
320 N. Clark. Room 600A ‘
Chicago, IL 60610

Dear Brad:

We seek the concurrence of the 1996 Democratic Natioﬁal Convention
Committee. Inc. (“DNCC"™) for the expenditure of the following funds
Cash expense

Line item: 63 - Communicauon Sysiems

Vendor: Amentech

Lost
$220.62

—126
$228.38

Account
312 832-1996
312 E95-1132

Please acknowledge the above expenditures by signing, daung and
returning one copy of this letter to my atiention.

Sincerely,

N o

Don Davis

Finance Director

Chicago ‘96

Accepted and acknowledged:

1996 Democratic Nauonal Convention Commitee, Inc.

Datc: §-42 %

Nancy J. Clawson. CounseNChicagen 96
L.eshe Fox. Exccutive Dircctor, Chicagen 96
Janct V. Gireen. Deputy Chiefl Exccutive OfTicer. DNCC
Alfonse McMillan, Counsel. DNCC
ATTACHMENT
Mgs 03 or 124
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DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER

T R -

. SAYMENT
P PURCHASE NUMBER VOUCHER NC - Vsmoﬂ NUMSBER oag:
P0 Ud vbuUIYYBU S, Uo Y68UasYelUas U‘lbaZS [9] e
3| REMITTANCE ADDRESS: ~ DELIVERED TO: |
S | [ AMERITECH . [OFFICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT i
) P.O. BOX 4520 -
o CAROL STREAM, 1IL
a 6_01974520 ACCEPTANCE DATE: 08/20/96
Vo)
: — ————
&
-
TELEPHONE SERVICE FOR DNCZ OFFICES
— COMMOOITY INFORMATION
COMMDDITY CATALOG » QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COSTY
oC* 9157700000 ' €Ea +20.620 <20.62
TELEPWONE SERVICES. LONG DISTANCE aAND .0Ca.
TELEO™ONE SERVICE FOR DNCC OFFICES
cee VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR TwE ABOVE JINE IS 8 /98 cee
TOTAL 220.682
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION .
BFYR FUND DEPT ORGN APPR ACTV OQOBJECT APTGC JOB/PROV TOTAL COST
ot 95 629 L 1) 2008 9038 0423 220 €2
TOTAL 220.82
- . Pt
4"‘01‘9332 =
hm—
Albdto BRI0GES
PREPARED |214-4843 CEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL
gy
' Neredy cermiy Tt The MVEICES AGVE ROt DESN OTEVIeuUSly vouchered
ENTERED 0 T e 90061 & TETVICES NEICIIEE werE rECeves SN Tt the mpeve
8y SCCOUNT 13 EDErOVED, Irem EPEresriglens 83 Shewn gpeve
AUDITOR'S
APPROVAL .
RECEIVED ye. roo T _
M DATE Sac:”




eritech o

731208320199625528214002006100000264260000048488

Piease include vour 14-dagt
account number on vour che.
and/or an» correspondentc.

I!"""O""l"'IIIll"llllll‘.llllllll"l"ll""'

AMERITECH Account Number .
P.O Box 4520 312832-1996 2559 ‘
Caro! Siream. IL 60197-4520

AUG ' 1996
Illll."lll.l‘l.!l.ll'lll.l‘!llllllI'.lllll.llllll'll.lllillll
26AV 1 E2A 11578 "°SDGT 48488
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL
CONVENTION

320 N CLARK RM 402
CHICAGO. IL 60610-4711

CURRENT CHARGES TOTAL
PASTDUE AFTER.. AUG 29, 1996 AMOUNTDUE. 484.88

........................................

PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAIL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY.
Mail payments ic. Amernecn. P T Borx ¢520 Carol Sweam 1. 80197.4520
312832 1996 2559

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES .
BILLING SUMMARY AUG 1 1996

Previous Payments Adstments Past Due ' Current Total
8il Thenk You | Amount - Amount Due
i A
740.78 478.82 , 0.00 ! 28426 484.88
OEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION RM 402
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
ANER ! TECH
For Detailed Charges - See Page 2
MONTNIY SOPVICE ............iirreeesnesasansanncsannnsas 159.50
LOCR! CRBIIS ....... ... iiitiiiiotnsseeeascassasssncnaansas 57.81
Other ChRarges &Nd CreciITS . .......ccoceeeeecesaanonaacsens 7.40C!
Local and State AGC 1T ONB! CRBIPES . .....cccevevvocnansas 21
Taxes (111 10.80 ) ... i ittt 10.50
TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES 220.62
ATDACHMENT E
Page | Dﬂ_ of [2

A\mentech
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Vendor invoice number

Purpose of expenditure brCC ﬂ"‘» Sevemca

PO D357 505"

Receipt of goods/service confirmed by h-a"‘-"

All requests for check disbursement must be accompanied by the original invoice or receipts.

Approval signatures:
D\,ﬁm_
Check Preparer ive Di Finance Director
Date received . Contract #
Check # . Check receipt confirmation signature:
(for pick up only)
Date of check
Aea:‘a—‘.h-.. . ."..___,______- camm— —— o — - — - .
e Name/Trte
’w 5. KRR | accom £29-11-2005- 1028042 3
: ‘7/5-77
A — ¥ wmtme_é.i_z:-_-a_é_s_ ce:
| - T =D L 0158274
- T e ———-= === e e OTACEMENT

Pags_05 or
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. CHICASS. .« 608C “
DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER
BURCRASE NUMBER A VENDOR NUMBER PAGE.
T U JOUDTIOUD .. U> S6UD9560S U45849 ] Sa—
REMITTANCE ADDRESS: | DELIVERED TO:
TAMERITECH ) ICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT '
P.0O. BOX 4520- .-
CAROL STREAM, IL
601974520 ACCEPTANCE DATE: 08/20/96
SE_EPMONE SERVICE FOR ONCC OFFICES
COMMODITY INFORMATION -—
COMMODITY CATALOG # QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST
oc:  9'S™700000 £ 1 240 10.24
TELEPHMONE SERVICES. LONG DISTANCE AND LOCAL
TI.EPHONE SERVICE FOR DNCC OFFICES
<es VENDOR INVOIZE NUMBER FOR TWE ABOVE LINE IS R 1 cee
TOTAL 10.26
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION
BFYR FUND DEPT ORGN APPR ACTV O0OBJECT RPTGC JOB/PROJ TOTAL COST
o 9% 629 99 2008 9038 0423 10. 24
TOTAL 10.24
W_E.———
Page IOQ of_Lﬁg..
dichl bbb B2 LOGES,
- PREPARED [214-4843 DEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL
8y
- ! Agregdy Certily TAST The "wWarCes AEve AQ! DESN Previeusly veuchered
ENTERED SN0 T The 0063 §F 3ETVICES MEICIEE WETe recoIvEd ENd AR the aeve
8v KKCOUNT 1S EBIEVEQATOM EDErESrIUENS 83 Shewn sBeve.
- AUDITOR'S
. APPROVAL —
RECEIVED // \ ,\l. -
8y OAT caTe
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. August 18. 1996

Brad Kiley s
Director of Administration .-

1996 Democratic National Convention Commutiee. inc.

320 N. Clark, Room 600A

Chicago. IL 60610

Dear Brad:

We seek the concurrence of the 1996 Democratic Nauonal Convention
Commuttee. inc. ("DNCC™) for the expenditure of the following funds

Line item: 63 - Communicatuon Systems Cash expense

Vendor: Amentech

Account
312 83222515

LosL
$10.24

Please acknowledge the above expenditures by signing. dating and
returning one copy of this letter to my attention.

Sincerely,

TS

Don Davis
Finance Director
Chicago 96

S E——

Accepted and acknowledged:
1996 Democratic Nauonal Convenuon Commitiee, Inc.

ze -.-04{

Nancy J. Clawson. Counsel. AC;!tagu ‘96
Leslie Fox. Exccutive Director. Chicagn 96
Janet V. Green. Deputy Chief Executive OfTicer. DNCC
Alfonse McMillan. Counsel. DNCC

Date: /¥~ /‘Ly

J

APTACRMENT [
Page (07 or 129
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?73120832025152552327400200-2000000119000030Cz2z2%-

C GE”’ -t s : :‘ v Please s dude vonr J4 dagit
ALLaunl AUMPEr i voyr chicla

. diding any correspandens « .

llslluasseollbsaluselol bl RRNARRP RS (10 wr

AMERITECH Account Number

PO Box 4520 o apia J12832-2535 2559

Carol Stream. IL 60197-4SRBLECUNI un.c~ LS -

. AUG ' 1996

'0ll!OllllCOl'liil."Cl.'l0'0ll‘0"Il‘O00'0'0'.00""0..'0‘00'

177AV 184 A 11578 **SOGT

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL 2214

CONVENTION .

ATTN GENERAL SVCS

S10 N PESHTIGOCTFLR 6

CHICAGO. IL 60611-4309

CURRENT CHARGES TOTAL
pasTDUE aFTER.  AUG 29, 1996 AMOUNTDUE 22.14

< Detach ana mail 1op section with your Check Payadie 10 Ameraecn Wrnte sCCOUM MUMDe! ON Check
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAIL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY

Mai payments 1o Amernecn P O. Box 4520. Carol Siream :. 60157-452C
3128322515 2559

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES

BILLING SUMMARY , AUG 1 1996
~

Previous | Paymems Adjustments Past Due Curren Towl

Bill l Thank You 1 Amount Zhat Amount Due
! i

54.70 | 4280 , 0.00 , 11.90 22.14

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION ENERAL SVCS

SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES

AMER | TECH

For Deta:led Charges - See Page 2

MONTNIY SOIVICE ....covieeeeeeereeeenssssaacsonnsonnansns : 8.57

LOCBI CRIIS it eeeorenneononosasnassnnaaneeasanannns .07

Other Charges B8N0 Cre0I1TS . ......cotvteraerocacsnonannnss .09CR

Local and State AGG T iONB! Charges ..........ccocevcueene- 1.26

Taxes (111 B B T .43

TOTAL CURRENT CMARGES 10.24

APPACHUENT
Page _1O0® of
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Form wYyovo
Cummittee for '96 N~
V
-.DNCC OFFICE SUPPLY/REIMBURSEMENT |
CHECK REQUEST FORM P‘]rf“s

' - | SEERED - .
Payee Name ___ “‘W ) foc: -,~$<
Amount Lﬂn | VAN
Date check needed _ KMS*MSS?N:E* R "HET 2 51963
Vendor invoice number 04 K;Mn By W

Purpose of expenditure ____M/

Receipt of goods/service confirmed b!
Person requesting disbursement -
: o -
All requests for check disbursemeat must be accompanied by the original invoice or receipts.
LTI PR T NIRRT XS

® Y ¢ GIIRBENES - - cORnEgRt. - =

iz 0 \J\ - T

c .uk‘m '» k‘oh' vtkts.\~f.
. .
Datem /0 ”-' [ m,,‘.-, . Conm‘ |
-OC8& «8:J8 cese e e s ceeae s san caee o oa'
- 4 -, m' . i
Check # _£¢99 e kil ““ e red. Chockmexptcoaﬁmmon signature: RS

<=3' 70 itae #3.¢ (fwmckwoﬂly) ‘

mrmwa-——«»w '
etna ARELT BR.r S 5]

Acct. ¥
Name/Title
Fund Account
Applies to contract line . E o
ST LD ' - Ree_ 100 o 124

e m— -—
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E @emech ] LT Lalid -

X Aleom X wﬂ7~

731202260098200055269002306100000000000000021849

Please inciude vour 14.dpgrt

account number on vour chech

and/or any correspondence
s

AMERITECH Account Number
P O Box 4520 312226-0982 0002
Carol Stream IL 60197.4520

SEP 25 1996
I'lI.llI.ll'llll.lllll‘..llllOll"l!Qlllll.Il‘.l‘.lllllll".ll
2S35AT 1 B 24 A 13706 3057 21848

CHICAGO 96

% CORNELIA HEINS 000
320 N CLARK-RM 402
CHICAGQO 1L 60610-4711

SUARGNL  DUE UPON RECEIPT  suoUntoue  218.49

Detsch and mail 10D SECHION WRN yOur ChECK DSVEDIS 10 AMBraech WMo SCCOUMM NUMDE! ON CNBCK.
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAIL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY

Mai payments 10: Ameraecn P C Bor 4520 Caror Sres™ . 61197 4520
312 226-0982 0002

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES

BILLING SUMMARY SEP 25 1996

Final 84l
Previous 1 Payments Agiusiments Bawance Current Tota
8ill i Charges Amount Due
0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 L 218.49 | 218.49
CHICAGO 88 % CORNELIA HEINS 000 320 N CLARK-RM 402
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES

ANER | TECH

For Detailed Charges - See Page 2

LOCRI GBI ... itiiiii it iienroanceansanteenacsoansnsonnss 22.42
INTOPMATION CNBFOOS .. ... .....coteeeunencosoctonneanennns 1.50
Other_ CharQges a8N0 Cre0rTS .......cccteeiecertsnannncee nn. 194 .43
LOCal and STtate AQOIT:ONB! CNRBTPES .. .....cueennennnnnn. .14
S o

TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES 218.49

asmacmeyr £
@ﬁte;/h Page 11O oz 120
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Jale __ N (el /7

—Comuiitise for'96 : - - 1 - - ~
o “:7‘-_3 3;...,',, M ENTERED NOV_2 1 1938 -'%— -~ o
T " DNCC OFFICE SUPPLY/REIMBURSEMENT .- |
P -  CHECK REQUEST FORM -

%

s Bdew - ) A TR

‘D}i;chgck needed oA
Vendor invoice number ___/ q M 4@
Purpose of expenditure 0

o %

Receipt of goods/service confirmed by D”\’Qvfj

-

Person tgqusﬁng disbursement D"\' _b“’z

-

All requests for check disbursement must be accompanied by the original invoice or receipts.
vale . . -
JOR OFPICR DR ONLY DO NOT WRITY RXLOW THIS LINR.
. <R P R X N
Approval signatures:
Finance Director

Duse received _(0-1/-9F Contract # ‘
Check # _Z50 Check receipt confirmation signature:

' / (for pick up only) -
Date of check _/¢ —J;F-Gi

. O R AU \
Acct #

Name/Title
Fund Account
Applies to contract line B

‘ ASTACEMENT
ek Paxs |15 Y



eritech

2312083201992552430400200610000012499000001 4142

Please include vour I4-digt
account numoer on vour Che:
and/or ans gonespondence“

'l"!l"N.lll'l'.'ll'lll.ll“Il'lll.l'l"ll“l'll'l

AMERITECH Account Number
P O Box 4520 3128321996 2559
Carot Stream IL 60197-4520

SEP * 199¢
llll..ll.llllll'.llllllllllll.‘llll‘lllllll.ll.ll.“llllllll”
IBAV ' IAE683]50GT 14142
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL
CONVENTION

320 N CLARK RM 402
CHICAGO IL 60610-4711

CURRENT CHARGES TOTAL
PAST DUE AFTER. SEP 30, 1996 AMOUNTDUE  141.42

< Detach and mail 10p s8Ction wih vour CREcK DaVEDI 10 AMermech WMe SCCOUMM AUMDe! ON CNOCK.
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MALL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY

Mail paymems i1c Amernecr P T Box 4520 Caroi Sream | 621974520
312832 1996 25

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES

BILLING SUMMARY 3eP 1 1996

Previous Payments Agjusiments Balance Current Tota!

8ill _ Thank You Charges Amount Due
i !

454.88 | 609.87 - 0.00 124.99CR | 268.41 141.42
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION 320 N CLARK RM 402
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
ANER | TECH
For Deta:led Charges - See Page 2
MONTNIY S@PVICE .. ......ctceveereeconocoroonensssnansnonas 159.50
- T T T N I 93.99
LOCa! and State AGQO T IONB! CNAIPES .......icevveovannn... .25
Taxes (111 12.687 ) it it ittt 12.67
TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES 266.41

_E
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ATTN DON DAVIS
121N LA SALLE ROOM 604
CHICAGO W 60602

cho

The Fies 2.-96. I.:r o. n?.hee
" 8go . 90070

ron Pleas bt dopt gt 32 8321956 255-9
071000001 20

. AR AETE A SBLLEOLA AN L MR8 o s ¢80 LM

»*00 2500

(= ¥ I PR

A MCNNERERENCE JITY ¥ 48V ut

§ LN gfk dnl txa ——— pouanrs BT

2500

e
GRANCH §1)

Otlibn. 25w a6

I . AT

b 6SLO2e

|H4 ot 129



- o Ty AR ] - - - - — - =

'Cowtor’% Xty W ' ~ .
. - -‘-m#—mﬂm- ENTERED Nolfiygg 7
_ DNCC omcz SUPPLY/REIMBURSEMENT. .. ¥ - 2433
-7 cnzcxgxgumrom - -‘.'**":f L S
’ 7. i RAE
Payee Neme ___ ‘4»«/7:4 m
amom__ 734,78 o ocT2 5 135 |
Date check needed 7(5/4/ By W
Vendor invoice number __
Purpose of expenditure £32-25/8 - ]/ 73 LA 32

£15-j/v2 $22.85 Lol S22

Receipt of goods/service confirmed by D’* ‘QL-‘/"::
Person requesting disbursement i b"\_b___ﬂ_ﬂ/_é

Y

All requests for check disbursement must be accompanied by the original invoice or receipts.

Approval signatures:

Cbeck Preparer

"". Jk-sr.... ———a - -

4 N . . .
Date received _(0=7-56 “_;__;;_;'_'_'___ Coomactd =~ .-
LETEDEE SCARER Y B VS Ty IR ) Y 3 o
Check# __ 2SO/ Check receipt confirmation signature:
(for pick up ounly)

Date of check /0 -5 =9

NP 01K
Fund C— ‘76 Account

" Applies to contract line __& 3 — Tg le commua‘ealrons

Name/Title
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eritech ]
0131214951132404040515009404100362000000152000000228515
.. [

GENFRA: 7" AlEs Please include sour 14-cagit
account numbder on sour chech
and/or ans correspandence

Wbl 96,1, SRS ¢ 02
AMERITECH Account Number
PO Box 4520 . Y 312 £95- 1132 5153
Carol Stream IL 60197-ppRR L v - Tvh '~ "
SEP 16. 1996
lo"u"un"una"on"olulnu"a"ulxnlucn""uo!oln' 9 84 B 354 />352
1758 AT 1 B § A 94301 3DGT 2285
GENRL NATL CONVENTION
S10 N PESHTIGO CT
FLR6
CHICAGO L 60811-4309
CURRENT CHARGES TOTAL
PasTOUE AFTER.. OCT.11, 1996 AMOUNT DUE.. 22.85

.......................................

Detach and mail top section with your check peyabls 10 Armerasch. wmmmv on check.

PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MALL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY .

Mat paymerss 1o: Amemaecn. PO Box ¢520. Carol Sveam L 601974520

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES

312E951132 5153

BILLING SUMMARY SEP 16.1996

Previous © Payments Adustmens Past Due Current Touwa!

Bl ' Thank You Amount Charges Amourt Due
. 2298 l 778 | . 1830 745 .

GENRL NATL CONVENTION S10O N PESHTIGO CT FLRS

SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES

ANER | TECH

Monthiy Service ..... cececcceccsenccasesccncans cescscscnas 6.78

Other Charges and Credits (See soetlon 1, Page 1 .. .20

Local & 8tate AQd’'! Charges (See Section 1, Page 1) .01

Taxes (IL .34 )(Cty B aa

M'n“ m.‘.? cma.‘ ® 0 @ 00 OO O 00000 OO0 SO0 0PSSO OSBGOSO .5

7.68

TOTAL CURRENT CMARGES (Late Payment Charge after 10-11)

ATPACEMENT __ [~
P‘Q‘%‘i of E



@' eritech ' .-

73120532025152552230'4UOEDDBIDDUDDDODDUDDDOUO11'!3

GENtPAL - a2 nCEsS Please inciude vour 1d-dignt
sCcCOuUNt numbder on vour chech

and/or any correspongen
pondence, .,

Io“uuuun'“olulnoIolulo'u'uﬁl"-ﬂoag Pz 52
AMERITECH Account Number

P O Box 4520 '312832-2515 2559

Carol Stream_IL 60197 452 ¢t Lo v luitie s .03

llllllllll..llll.l.ll.l.'l.'llllll'llllll‘.l.llll'll‘l'.l.l." SEP 1 ‘996

183 AV 1 B5 A 66932 "°S0G~

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL 1193
CONVENTION

ATTN GENERAL SVCS

510N PESHTIGOCTFLR &

CHICAGO. IL 60611-4309

x,

CURRENT CHARGES T0TAL
pasTDUE AFTER.  SEP 30, 1996 amMOunTDUE 11.93

...................................

< Detach sno maul 10p S6CHON WRN YOUr CNECK DAYSDID 10 AMEraech Wrie sCCOUMR UMb ! on Chack. 2
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY
Mau payments 10 Amermeen. ® O Bos 4520 Caroi Sree™ . 62157 4820
312832 2515 2559

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES

BILLING SUMMARY  SEP 1 1996

Previous | Payments  Adusimens Balance | Currem Total
Bil Thank You Charges :

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION ATTN GENERAL S Iﬁ

| 2.4 2.1 : 0.00 0.00 1ne
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES

ANERITECH

For Deta:ied Charges - See Page 2

MONTNIY SOFVICO ...cccocvecccccnsssccsacccnaacans ceeeaacns 8.57

LOCR! CBIIS ...ceceocscrsccconaccnsnncsvossanones cesecenns 1.59

LOCS! 8NC STATe ACCITiONG! CNBIPeS . .....cccccocovcascscs 1.26

Taxes (1141 B3 T T T .51

TOTAL CURRENT CMARGES 11.93
ATMACEMENT __

7,
Axmeritech Page LI oz 1%
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' .» Efnxw Nov z 1 19§6

N ‘—" y -v-v-!.-.’q- caa =

TR ,-’fg‘%‘;'nncc OFFICE svrm.ymmunsxm A

b3 ;rtf;v' T cm-:cxamunsrrom 5 rﬁ:’if Ity

e L ‘QA - "f* as i BTN ‘g-"“h: ;
nu./. - RRERNTR S,

. .P‘YéNm 2 + 4
| .Am ﬁl? T 4T ARG

_Dmcheckneeded JE./‘fo"/ | ol
FTg RE
Vendor invoice number Gl 7-7 [ IYL .

i DR -~ o -

PR -y “-"' P &> LS dnan g IR X"~ L WY
Pm'poseofexpend.lm - /b ﬂj[ AT 4R AT

U wna awll e -

82& -,I,‘ e ....1—.4_1. PO ™

s

Receipt of goods/service confirmed by D‘» D.J') | —

Person requesting disbursement i D-. bl-/f’ L i
All requests for check disbursement must be accompanied by the orig'nal invoice or l:fcei];n. -
JOR OFYICE ISR ONLY DO NOT RRITY RELOW THIS LINR
Approval signatures:
. _ ;
Check Preparer e ~ Exseutive Director \ o F;n%mr ) {'. ~

Date received ’/'/4:9é . Coatract # -

e o -3
Check # _55_:_; i Chackremptconﬁmmoasxmn LR L

D .

o .
Pl RS

Date of check /—-2.8—-' ) - e e .(? ?'ck P only) . PR ---_..... 2—- . 1
Acct # o AR ‘
Name/Title ;

Fund Account ’:
Applies to contract line _ !

atmcmert L
Page 19 or 13y




- @eritech -

731ED&!EDIS'IBESSE%B37DDEDUBIODDUDIH].HEODUDUBIS'N

Please inciude vour 14.digit

account numoer on vour chech

4ng/or any correspondence
[~} 1

l0'l'lll0000"'ll.l..‘l..l.‘.lllll‘l..lll"l!"lll.l

AMERITECH Account Number
P O Box 4520 312832-1996 2559
Carol Stream IL 60197-4520

CCT * 1996
llllllllll.llll....llllOlllllllll.lll.lll..l‘ll‘lClltOl...llI‘
29329 AT ' B 1344 25302 I0GT 31594
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL
CONVENTION

320 N CLARK RM 402
CHICAGO. IL 60610-4711

CURRENT CHARGES TOTAL :
PAST DUE AFTER. OCT 29, 1996 AMOUNT DUE . 94

...................................

PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAIL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY
Man paymens 10. Ameraecn © O Bor 4520. Carot Sream. . 60197.452C
312832 1996 2559

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES

BILLING SUMMARY OCT 1 1996

Previous " Paymems Adjustments Past Due Current Total

Bill , - Amoum Charges Amount Due
101.42 0.00 " 0.00 | 141.42 17452 }w/
OEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION 320 NCLARK RM 402 _ u[ t.{/
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES Ya 53‘
ANER | TRCH )
For Detailed Charges - See Page 2

MONTNIY S@PVICE .........c.0citeeeneneanoccnansscnsansnss 159.50
LOCBI CaIIS ....covviiiinnnnnnnnes Ceeeeereeasecntaeaaans 6.55
LOCa! and State AU ITIONE! CNBFPES . ..cocerecvcrcsnannnss 7
Taxes (111 B.30 ) i ittt ettt ettt 8.30
TOTAL CURRENT CMARGES 174.52

| £
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____c.amm.ineefor'% tNIERED NOV 21 1995-—,:5(,

- - e~ - . ‘_A/'V/
Y B L LRIk A
= "= UMt *4(_ DNCC OFFICE SUPPLY/REIMBURSEMENT
g - - CHECK REQUEST FORM

- -y - ..‘---1'"

-"..P‘mﬁ;._.;_:,. : 14.«,.7'2 L -
Amomn“ {5-38 15377 -
oui Bt meoded A
Vendor invoice number ___Abv /3 (174
Purposeof expenditure Hone  Serviee

-

4

Receipt of goods/service confirmed by D"" b"‘/; >

Person requesting disbursement s _D"t Ds-ﬁ'}'

All requests for check disbursement must be accompanied by the original invoice or receipts.

= A e

Check Preparer Finance Director
Date received //-/9-?& Cootract #
Check ¥ m . Check receipt confirmation signature:
Date of check ’/'c-?ﬂ-ﬁé ' (for pick up only)
L L .
Name/Title
Fund _ Acom |
Appliatoe:m;utline. L .

LWNT_E.E
e Page 123 of



E @emech - -

23120330199252112900023061006kb?805700b6132898

Please inciuge vour 14-digit
account number on sour chech

nad/or ans re n
and a correspo ‘""".gs

|l||..llllll|0l'll.’."llIdlilllliilllliullll
AMERITECH Account Number

P Q. Box 4520 312336-1996 2528
Carol Stream IL 60197-452C

OCT 1€ 199¢
|0|'I|l'l.l.lllll.0l"l.“l‘lll|Ollltlllll“lll !l
§6..11 51 A 57449
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL 66132898
CONVENTION
*.CORNEILA HEINS
320 NCLAR:. 1 eud

CHICAGO IL 60610-4711 | /’5 33 1S3 77

CURRENT CHARGES " ToTAL
PasTDUE AFTER. . NOV 13, 1996 AMOUNT DUE -328.98
. Detach snd Mmail 10p S8C1ION WAN vour CHeck DaVaDIe 10 Amermech WrRe 3CCOUNt AUMDer ON CheCk
PLEASE ALLOW FIVE DAYS WHEN PAYING BY MAIL OR AT AN AUTHORIZED AGENCY
Mail paymems 1o Amernecn © O Box 452C Carot Sream 1. 501974520 N
3123361996 252

CUSTOM BUSINESS SERVICES
BILLING SUMMARY OCT 16 1996

Previous Payments Agjustments Past Due Current Total

Bill | Amount Charges amount Due

| .

686790.57 | 0.00 0.00 666780.57 5451.59CR 661328.98
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION “%CORNEILA MEINS
SUMMARY OF CURRENT CHARGES
AMER ! TECH
For Detailed Charges - See Page 3
MONTNIY SOPVICE ..........coveeeoeecsossssssonaascsnnnnss 9.404 .85
Loca!l CalIlS ......cciiiiiiveanans ceeees Ceeeeect et 980.30
INTOrMATION CRABPPOES ... ......ccocveeeeoansrscoeronccoancasas 48.31
Other Charges anc Crec:1tS .......... e eeee e 15,834 .28CF
LONG DiSTBACE ...........c.c.cuieuenneatssesncsaassnoecenss 1.56
LOCS8! ang State AGC T iONA! CNArQGeS .......cocoveacecnnnn. 4.17CF
Taxes (!11 249.43CR) ............ Cesesscessessess e 249 .43CF
AMERITECH CURRENT CHARGES ....... ecccescosscescvesscsasas 5.652.86CFk
ATAT
For Deta:ied Charges - See Page 267
INTOrMBTION CRBIOOS . . ... .......¢ccivereecosnnancoanosnenns *.50
LONG DISTANCE . ......... .. ...ttt ronarcnsenneranasnnannns 178.31
Taxes (111 B.99 ) ittt e 8.99
AT&T CURRENT CHARGES ...... ceceen cecececcsscsasessesnenan 188 ~°
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June 28, 1996 Chv'
Brad Kiley )
Director of Administration -
1996 Democratic National Convention Comminee, Inc.
320 North Clark Street
Chicago, IL 60610
Dear Brad:

We seek concurrence of the 1996 Democratic National Convention
Comminee, Inc. (“DNCC™ for the cash expenditure for cell phones and
accessories as follows:

EQUIPMENT CASH VALUE

" Thirty cell phones @ $73.95/mo :
for | month $2.218.50
Thirty cell phones @$49.95/mo.
for | month . 1,498.50
Sales tax 223.02
150 minutes of additional air
time per phone @ $.70/minute
for 30 cell phones for July 3.150.00°°
TOTAL $7,090.02

| **Chicago ‘96 will increase or decrease this amount based on actual monthly

usage of cellular phones in June.

Please approve the cash expenditure of $7,090.02 that will be charged against
line item #65, CELLULAR PHONE SYSTEM. by signing, dating and
returning one copy of this letter to my antention.

Very truly yours,

iy o ey

Finance Director
Chicago ‘96

Accepted and acknowiedged:
AL CONVENTION COMMITTEE. INC.

T iy

Page oz 129

320 North Clark Saeet, Swie 402. Cucago. IL 60610 « 312.214-1996 « Fax 312-263-8009
e-mail CUCAROPS@AIS NET B
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Hessrery Co-Chars

A AN 2'eorImon
Riztnre M. Dusey

v Mayer x y
— ***M
< e e van | “June 28, 1996 /"
- CagO P

:“-'- ..‘n-n-c— Brad Kiley i
— = __ | Director of Administration . .

v Alua G. Mabatty 1996 Democratic National Convention Comminee, Inc.

e Compmay et ™| 320 North Clark Street

. rem Corparemen Chicago, IL 60610

" Eovant ). Metdamn
@ tuw 8 .
~oamed Compamn B Gaaire Corperenne Dear Bﬂd.

hamng Nei G. Bamn
e Thams | Kummet Comme~ | \1e  seek concurrence of the 1996 Democratic National Convention
Mt Commer PO oot e , Committee, Inc. (“DNCC™) for the cash expenditure for the following pager

conruy LaSeite Neasasl C orpsvesns I Ordet:

C sommimng Normes L. denwe

i Leounue Louras Yoo . .

Comrormn i ' EQUIPMENT CASH

e —— 1 EXPENDITURE
— e 40 Motorola Fiex Pagers for

& o ) Lo | 8 weeks @ $21.95/week $7.024.00
s & Ca Marshall Fald's

o Ounest ) Saase
Ui s/ @ wDsests's Conersess . 40 Motorola Flex Pagers for
et v wevece | | Week @ $24.95/week 998.00

Astess Suwnsd F Srovams l
- T R Lem b Sales ax 481.33

- commnre S, b TOT AL $8.503.33
wnre of Trage Sevvend Corparens .

An free §yenw
ars Ovmmms ¢ TremC i Please approve the cash expenditure of $8.503.33 which will be charged

Sutt” Crapmen

against line item #66, PAGER SYSTEM by sigrung. dating and returrung

<o Tunm

resss Compantm
~Cuis Compuary

« Lverens LLP.
Toants LLP

<ol Soumniun. 8.
[T %]

s Fimev Fomtn. b
@ & fum Canpuey
a

+ lndemrwn, ins.

o NBD Carpwvumsn

one copy of this letter to my anention.

Very truly yours,

T =

Don Davis
Finance Director
Chicago ‘96

ASPACHMENT

!l'l]ﬂrl of LZQ o

312-214-1996 + Fax 312-263-8009
.NET

320 North Clark Sawet. Suite 402. Clucago. L 60610 -
e-mal ¢
R owAA St Che 11 us'Chicaends’

a8 'L.l..lﬂlﬂtt“




cE__iiaR SERVIZES Q‘ Ten[ech
.0, BOX 4764 _
CHICAGD. IL 60680-4764

PAYMENT DUE
AUG 06, 1996

BALANCE OUE AMOUNT ENCLOSED
, ¢ UPAlg t 7971 SO
BQQDDDUDDDDOOUDD'40000031.233‘!009HDDDHOUOUUUIUHSELOUUQDD?,

8ILL DATE
JUL 12, 1996

“~-ACCOUNT NUMBER
3123390094004

REMIT CHECK PAYABLE TO:

2 --11 F 1 A 91960 -

ONC C 0 CHICAGO 96 AMERITECH

SHIRLEY ROMADANI - P.0. BOX 4764

320 N CLARK FL 6 CHICAGO, IL 60680-4764

CHICAGO IL 60606 1T 1O PO Y § OO P OO 1P PO [ Y R
D Checx here 11 vour address has changey  See revene Dewsch nere ano fetumm upder BOMION with pavment

ACCOUNT NaAME: ONC C O CHICAGO 96 PAGE

ACCOUNT NUMBER: 3123390094004 BILL DATE: JUL 12, 1996 1

IMPORTANT SERVICE INFORMATION - SEE LAST PAGE

CELLULAR ACCOUNT SUMMARY:

TOTAL AMOUNT OF LAST BILL 2665.10 "7\
PAYMENTS RECEIVED .00 -
PAST DUE - PLEASE REMIT IMMEDIATELY 2645.10 =
CURRENT CHARGES AND CREDITS: )

MONTHLY SERVICE CHARGES 5566 .26

AIRTIME CHARGES 1396.66

TOLL CHARGES 27.20

ROAMING CHARGES 104.31

OTHER CHARGES AND CREDITS 152.86

TOTAL TAXES 726.23
TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES AND CREDITS
BALANCE DUE BY AUS 06, 1996 )

-

% FOR BILLING OR SYSTEM RELATED INQUIRIES. CALL CUSTOMER SERVICE AT
1-800-221-099¢ OR BY DIALING %611 AIRTIME FREE FROM YOUR CELLULAR PHONE.

* FOR SERVICE OR EQUIPMENT RELATED INQUIRIES CALL YOUR AGENT:
AMC1 EMPLOYEE

% PEAX HRS ARE 6 AM TO 10 PM, MON - FR1. OFFPEAK MRS ARE 10:01 P™M TO

5:59 aM PLUS WEEXENDS AND THESE HOLIDAYS: NEW YEAR'S DAY, INDEPENDENCE
DAY, LABOR DAY, THANKSGIVING, AND CHRISTMAS.

vt E” _ Amertech
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ACCOUNT NAME: ONC.C.0 CHICAGO 96 _ N PABE:
ACCOUNT NUMBER: 3123390094006 BILL DATE: JUL 12; 199¢ =

MONTHLY SERVICE CHARGES 5566.26 -
AIRTIME CHARGES 1396.64
TOLL CHARGES ) 27.20
ROAMING CHARGES 104.3]
CHARGES AND CREDITS 152.86
TAXES 726.23
TOTAL CURRENT CHARGES AND CREDITS 7971.50

L
SUMBARY OF CURRENT CHARSES AND CREDITS
MONTHLY SERVICE CHARGES

DNC120 PRICE PLAN ( 34 LINES) 543.60
ONC120 PRICE PLAN ( 64 LINES) 3456.00
FREE BILL DETAIL (9S.00 VALUE) ( 1 LINES) 0.00
DNC PHONE RENTAL CHARGE ( 36 LINES) 200.98
ONC PHMONE RENTAL TAX ( 34 LINES) 12.08
ONC PHONE RENTAL CHARGE ( 64 LINES) 1276.80
DNC PHONE RENTAL TAX ( 6% LINES) 76.80

Tm‘L mv suvxu m.....‘.................. s“‘.z‘

AIRTIME CHARGES MINS USED MINS BILL RATE CHARGE
ONC120 PRICE PLAN
PEAX v 4670.0 2561.0 .43 1101.23
OFFPEAX 11264.0 687.0 .43 295.4)
5794.0 3248.0 1396.664

m“ Az":‘ m.ooo.-...l...o.o..o.o.oo....oo.o 13".“

TOLL CHARGES
SEE INDIVIDUAL ACCOUNT DETAIL
m“mm.........-............-.l....-....‘ z’.zo

ROAMING CHARGES
SEE INDIVIDUAL ACCOUNT DETAIL

m“ m. m-on.-o.ooo.o.ooo-oo..-.-.o-oo..o 1“.31

OTHER CHARGES AND CREDITS
INTERCONNECT CMARSE (.02/MIN) 115.88
LATE PAYMENT CHAREE B 1.5X 36.98
m“mmmmxn...................I.. 1”.“
T FEDERAL TAX |
170.29
STATE . EXCISE TAX .00
STATER TAX 277_°°

LOCAL® TAX 276.94
%- ADDITIONAL CHARGES DUE TO STATE AND LOCAL TAXES WHERE APPLICABLE:

m“ Tm...l.looo.00Oo...OO.-.0....0.............0 mozs

m m m.............................’ mx.“

entech
188 V127 29 M E ! S i _%
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12 N JASAL.S STREZ
CHICAGO. IL 63552

DIRECT PAYMENT VOUCHER »
PURCHASE NUMBER Vo N, VENDOR NUMBE= °aGE
2 045829 G
| REMITTANCE ADDRESS: OELIVERED TO:
[ AMERITECH . ICE OF BUDGET & MANAGEMENT 1
PO BOX #4764 - . -
CHICAGO IL
606804764 ACCEPTANCE DATE: 08/01/96

CELLULAR PHONE SERVICE FOR DNCC OFFICES

COMMOOITY INFORMATION

COMMODITY CATALOG # QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST TOTAL COST
001 72%%100000 . 1 EA 7.971.%00 7.971.%0
RADIO TELEPHONES (INCLUDING CELLULAR TYPE FOR VEMICLE., MARINE. ETC.
USE)
CELLULAR PHONE SERVICE FOR ONCC OFFICES
sss VENDOR INVOICE NUMBER FOR THE ABOVE LINE IS. 7/12/96 s
TOTAL 7.971.%0
ACCOUNTING INFORMATION *
SFYR FUND DEPT ORGN APPR ACTV OBJECT RPTG JOB/PROJ 3 TOTAL COST
01 95 629 99 2008 9038 0423 7.971+.%0
TOTAL 7.971.8%0

i

Ahlbid e BRIDGES

PREPARED |214-4843 DEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL
-4
ENTERED | hereby certify tat the veices heve net deen previcusly vouchered
8y e ™Tat the goods or services indicated were received and ™Mat the above
sccount s approved from appropristions s shown spove
AUDITOR'S
APPROVAL

DATE DATE

RECEIVED
8y
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B ; 97106292
e S ' e _wou-umauius INSTRUMEWT ~ LTI
"'}_, Dm T %T.EKV.OICE -NO : 'EEPT\ VOUQK_EK’__ND-. ) ;-. m%ﬁo - AMOUNT
~080286 .  T1X12/96 2 fhga ;i -Pvos S60SESEEZT = '

:“.--....7.971 .80

. -
e~
P 5

._;z=:-97106297

.- .71“2.2

2-439
710

$7.971.%0
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v semvices @entech
IL 60680-4764

PAYMENT OUE
AUG 06, 1996

AMOUNT ENCLOSED
s 72671 SO

800000000000000040000031233900940004000000L043660000007

_+2,-1996| 3123390094004

REMIT CHECX PAYABLE TO:
2 --11 F 1 A 91960

ONC C 0 CHICAGO 96 AMERITECH
SHIRLEY ROMADANI P.0. 80X 4764
320 N CLARK FL 6 CHICAGO. IL 60680-4764

CHICAGO IL 60606 'o'llt"uu"nlulo"nulu"uo‘o"nu‘nc"olul

m;ﬂ
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AR | DNCC OFFICE SUPPLY/REIMBURSEMENT
- —_ o CHECK REQUEST FORM
Payee Name _1 lf. QJ’\J(LM

Amomm Gl 52£.75

Date check needed m

Vendor invoice number N/ s

.

Person requesting disbursement “C.-f‘ LT

-

All requests for check disbursement must be accompanied by the original invoice or receipts.

Cootact #

Check receipt confirrstion signature: ’
(for PICR wp 0N,

Name/Title

Applies to contract line W 4/ ol

hlm. of q
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/ » oMer TOLT R 5: n
@eritech
To: Democratic National Convention 2 (l
—: N / 3 c‘\) v
Date: August 13, 1996 @ ' W
Re: Callular & Paging Service Invoice R

Per your Technology Request PO 0027, a payment of $66. 452.50 wil! be required In
order to establish the requested services.

Tne foliowing details the breakdown of these charges.

Description Quantity Per Unit Total
Cellular teiephone
including 2 battenes and charger 210 49 95 10.489.50
$30 Pre-paid celiular phone card 100 30.00 3.000.0C
S60 Pre-paid cellular phone card 100 60.00 6.000.00
S30 Pre-paic cellular phone card 100 80.00 9,000.00
$120 Pre-paid celluiar phone card 100 120.00 12.000.00
Fiex Pager - 1 week prior to convention 360 21.95 7.802.00
- Week of convention 380 24 9% 8.882.00
L1 oC
Fiex Pager - 3 weeks prior to convention 100 21.85 3y ) 4-686-06
- Week of convention 100 24.95 2.495 00
TOTAL AMOUNT DUE 80=33TU _
oA, 2% 5
Payments should be made dayable to Ameritech Corporation and forwarded to:
Ameritech Corporaticn fé [ g 2075
Atten: Denise Robers !
225 W Randolph HQ-5C
Chicago, llinois 60606 I Lawra
MToni
QJ CQTJ‘ anc€
@ Boom me T
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Committee Tor '9%6 - ,..

f‘l spidc s c - el ST SPI PN
\.-_.. -~ -
ceme o e e DNCC OFFICE SUPPLY/REIMBURSEMENT
- - CHECK REQUEST FORM
5:‘:_" T il .. - - -~ .
Payee Name Anu'.' u‘

ENTERED Nov_2 1 w-

m..'., '43%’"

Dne ched: needea

S ASap

Vendormvoxcenmbe // /5: %

ﬂwf—’ 4

: .7’

’44”

T e

fﬁ’.ﬁ;& o

O

Purpose of expenditure >
Receipt of goods/service confirmed by Dov; bum}
Person requesting disbursement Mf}

All requests for check disbursement must be accompanied by the original invoice or receipts.

- gt 0gn o= *
* ~an 1= ame Do

Hr l“‘!i U 2

e B, P e EEEmeas G - - S .-

~ Si%e 1P agpt o
) ¢ wempe o -

D * Name/Title
"V’:; .“:‘: 4 '--? ' . 3 ] i M
Fund « ar ., Account

b R ICY
Apphetomlm

A

= =t e
.



- . PAGE
. NUMBER
mtECh Paging Statement INVOICE e
e DATE
Diwrect oti c.nolMl .
875 weestvars Raws NOMBER 0002017413 | RN 6. 3vB.0c |

Sehoumawg. iL 60173 ;
) 9%1115%:1205000000000063440400020174130%
l "lllllul'lllﬂlm'“llI“"l"l"l"lll"lllll"“"lll" -

3 gl ] 25015 #*230GT - MAIL PAYMENT TO:
y nc§$AE¢'§cGSL AMERITEC
’ | H
%3 NORTH CLARK STREET 0 80X 740076 .
CINCINNAT!, OM b=
CHICAGO L 60610-4711 OH L5274-007

PAYMENT
QNP ON RECEIPT

A FINANCE CHARGE OF 1.50% wWiLL BE APPLIED TO ALL OVER DUE BALANCES.

PURCHASE ORDER INVOICE DATE MESSAGF AREA ACCOUNT NUMBER
| 1115796 | | 0002017413
REFERENCE DESCRIPTION OF CHARGES AMOUNT DUE
PREVIOUS BALANCE AS OF  10/15/ 6.262.
finance Charge On ll/lz/gz 85.23

CURRENT PERIOD ACTIVITY 23.68
TOTAL 0 6.3
FOR BILLING INQUIRIES CALL 1-800-765-7243

.emponcing oo Docsmber 16, S000pANg & handling chargee vill agply te 00t eams,
cichanges & retores. Te averd tHhese charges, 069 by @ full eervice amwwiteess (tere
ar Gealer fer yOUr CUOtERSr COPVAISS 00GEN.

PAYMENTS AND TRANSACTIONS OCCURRING AFTER 11/14/96 WILL APPEAR ON YOUR NEXT INVOICE.

CURRENT 1 = 30 DAYS 1 - 60 DAYS 61 - 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS TOTAL DU
B5.68 3292.03 3 5.970.33 3 0.00 3 0.00 2.3&8.05
entech

_ E
ATTACEMENT ‘
ag 788 1298, M ,_‘ 2_'1_ of E

N




PAG!
NUMBER

INVOICE
DATE

@HCC}] Paging Statement

Dwrect o!! euvoomo

Scnsumawrg. 1L 00173
- 9:10159611040000000000626236000201741303
' 'l..“0l.lll...."lll0...l..l'...‘lllll..."..' 'll“...l.ll -

8786 AT ) 9672 tt3ocT MAIL PAYMENT TO:
A#%NcégAEc'gCNUL :
|
20 NORTH CLARK STREET e T o076
, L -
CHICAGO IL 60610-4711 CINCINNATI, OW 45274-0076

PAYMENT .
ow_Réci o7

A FINANCE CHARGE OF 1.50% wWiLL BE APPLIED TO ALL OVER DUE BALANCES.

INVOICE DATE MESSAGE AREA

10/15/96

PURCHASE ORDER

0002017413

REFERENCE DESCRIPTION OF CHARGES

PREVIOUS BALANCE AS OF 08/ / 13.688.
finance Charge On 1070}/ 200. §
Statement On 10708/ 7.231. CR
Finance Charge On 10714/ 1.33
312-400-8bb ALPHA NUMERIC. SERVICE 09/30/ 11707/ 114. 14CR
12-400- § ALPHA NUMERIC SERVICE 09/30/ 11707/ 114, 1LCR
12-4L00~- g ALPHA NUHERIC SERVICE 09/30/ 11/02/ 114, VWCR
12-4L00- 0 #*% Pager Subtota)l --> 03/30/ 11701/ 342.42CR
STATE TELECOMM TAX 1;.! gcn
ADDL CHRG-MUNICIPAL 17.13CR
.‘..u.of ‘0.-‘ ...D:'.'-.-'.’ . - -
. o v ."‘1;
' cunn: PtllOD ACTIVITY : . . L.65CR
'I DUt 6 22 .32
FOR llLLmﬁ ’lilQUlRIES CALL 1-800-765-7243

17 you vich to COARge YOur pager cumber 10 & oov GB0 GEEDSr,yes Gay €9 o0 emn. 17 pes @i
" te Change your pager samber to ¢ 00v TTI ammber.yen 88y 6o 00 after fed 3. Aseritess
cannet guarantee that yeur corrent pager seEBer 9ill D0 evailable 1o 00 oev eres cate.

PAYMENTS AND TRANSACTIONS OCCURRING AFTER 10/1L/96 WILL APPEAR ON YOUR NEXT INVOICE.

CURRENT 1 - 30 DAYS 31 - 60 DAYS 61 - 90 DAYS OVER 90 DAYS TOTAL DU
292.03 5.970.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 .262.3
eritech ATTACEMENT
185 U7SS (298 . Yage __Lﬁ_..e of
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