
0 [COMMITTEE PRINT]

STAFF REPORT
IN THE MATTER OF

REPRESENTATIVE WILLIAM H. BONER

COMMITTEE ON
STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CuNDUCT
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

ONE HUNDREDTH CONGRESS

DECEMBER 1987

Printed for the use of the
Committee on Standards of Official Conduct

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE

WASHINGTON : 1987

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, Congressional Sales Mfiee
U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington. DC 20402

"/171//fl -&-5

78-177

0



COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

JULIAN C. DIXON, California, Chairman
VIC FAZIO, California FLOYD D. SPENCE, South Carolina
BERNARD J. DWYER, New Jersey JOHN T. MYERS, Indiana
ALAN B. MOLLOHAN, West Virginia JAMES V. HANSEN, Utah
JOSEPH M. GAYDOS, Pennsylvania CHARLES PASHAYAN, Ja., California
CHESTER 0. ATKINS, Massachusetts THOMAS E. PETRI, Wisconsin

LARRY E. CRAIG, Idaho
RALPH L. Lo*IN, Chief Counsel

KEImH Gjw Counsel
RICHAIW J. Powus, Investigator

LINDA R. SHIALT, Secretary

(11)



CONTENTS

Pag
I. Forew ord ................................................................................................................ 1

IU Introduction and Background ..................... 1.................
III. Effect of Representative Boner's Resignation ............
IV. Highlights of the Reort ........... 3.......... ......................................... ......

A. Allegations Regarding the Misuse of Campaign Funds ................ 3
1. Car, Truck, and Car Phone .................................................. 3
2. Purchase and Lease of Campaign Headquarters ............. 4
3. Allegation Regarding ýhe of Ec1slpment from

Letters U nlim ited ............................................................. 4
4. Allegations Regarding Campaign Equipr ment Leased

from Targeted Communications ..................................... 4
5. General Conclusion of Representative Boner's Leasing

Arrangem ents .................................................................. 4
6. Employment of Doris Bland ..................... 4
7. Reimbursements fiom his Campaign ............... 4
8. Purchase of Office Furniture .............................................. 5
9. Tr p to Hong Kong ................................................................ 5

B. Allegations Iearding Improper Business Transactions ............... 5
. Gary rice ............ ...... ............... 5

2. J. Harold Schankle ................................................................ 5
a. Destin, Florida Condominium and 8 East

Nashville Properties ................... 5
b. 614 Russell Street Property ................ 5

3. Representative Boner's Intervention at the Veterans
Administration on Mr. Schankle's Behalf .................... 5

C. Allegations Regarding Acceptance of Gifts ................. 5
1. Recreation Vehicle Industry Association ............ .5
2. Honoraria, Contributions, and Travel ............... 6
3. H hydroplane Boat .................................................................. 6
4. Gifts from James Wellham .................................................. 6

D. Allegations Regarding Work Done by Mrs. Boner ......................... 6
1. Work for James Wellham .................................................... 6
2. Work for J. Harold Schankle ............................................. 6
3. W ork for Joe Reeves ............................................................. 6

V. Allegations Regarding the Miri'se of Campaign Funds ............... 6
A. Allegation Regarding the Purchase of a Car, Truck, and Car

P hone .................................................................................................. . 7
1. Representative Boner's Position ................... 7

a. Car Purchase ........................................................... 7
b. Truck Purchase ....................................................... 7
c. Car Phone Purchase ............................................. 7

2. Legal Issues ............................................................................ . 8
3. Evidence Obtained ................................................................ 8

a. Car ............................................................................ . 8
b. Truck ........................................................................ 9
c. Car Phone ................................................................ 9

4. Conclusion .............................................................................. 10
B. Allegation Concerning Purchase and Lease of Campaign Head-

quarters ............................................................................................... 10
1. Representative Boner's Position ................... 10
2. Legal Issues ............................................................................. 11
3. Evidence Obtained ................................................................. 11
4. Conclusion .............................................................................. 11

C. Allegation Regarding Lease of Equipment from Letters Unlim-
ited ............................. ........................................................................ 12

(111)



IV

Pag
1. Representative Boner's rcuition ......................................... 12
2. Legal Issues ............................................................................. 12
3. Evidence Obtained ................................................................. 12
4. Conclusion ............................................................................... 13

D. Allegation RIear.ing Campaign Equipment Leae from Target-
ed Communications ........................................................................... 13

1. Representative Boner's Position ......................................... 13
2. Legal Issues ............................................................................. 13
3. Evidence Obtained ................................................................. 13
4. Conclusion ............................................................................... 15
5. General Conclusion of Representative Boner's LeasingArrange et ..................................................... .... 15Arragements ......... 15E. Employment of Doris Bland ............................................................ 16

F. Reimbursements from Campaign ....................................................... 16
1. Representative Boner's Position .................. 162. ............................................................................. .16
4. Concizsion...... .......................... 1

0. Purcham of Office Furniture .............................................................. 18
1. Representative Boner's Position .................. 18
2. Legal Issue .............................................................................. 18
3. Analysis .................. ............... ................................. 18
4. Conclusion ................................ .... ................................ 18

H. Trip to Hong Kong ................................................................................ 19
1. Representative Boner's Position .................. 19
2. Legal Issues ............................................................................. 19
3. A nalysis............................................................................... 20
4. Conclusion ............................................................................... 20

VI. Allegations Regarding Improper Business Transactions .............. 20
A . G ary Prie ............................................................................................. . 21

1. Representative Boner's Position .................. 21
2. Legal Isues ............................................................................. 22
3. Evidence Obtained ............................................................. 23
4. Conclusion ........................................................................... 23

B. J. Harold Schankle ............................................................................... 24
1. Representative Boner's Position .................. 24
2. Legal Issues ............................................................................ 26
3. Evidence Obtained ................................................................. 26

VII. Allegations Regarding Acceptance of Gifts ..................................................... 29
A. Recreation Vehicle Industry Association .................. 29

1. Representative Boner's Position .................. 29
2. Legal Issues ............................................................................. 29
3. A nalysis.................................................................................. . 30

B. Honoraria, Contributions, and Travel .................... 82
C. Hydroplane Boat ....................... ............... 32

1. Representative Boner's Position .................. 32
2. Legal Issues ............................................................................. 83
3. A nalysis .................................................................................. . 33

D. Gifts from James Wellham ................................................................. 34
1. Representative Boner's Position .................. 35
2. Legal Issues ............................................................................. 35
3. Analysis ................................................................................... 35

VIII. Allegations Regarding Work Done by Mrs. Boner .................. 36
A. Work for James Wellham .................................................................... 36

1. Representative Boner's Position .................. 36
2. Legal Issues ............................................................................. 37
3. Analysis ................................................................................... 87

B. Work for J. Harold Schankle .............................................................. 38
1. Representative Boner's Position .................. 39
2. Legal Issues ............................................................................ 39
3. A nalysis .................................................................................. . 39

C. Work for Joe Reeves ............................................................................ 39
1. Representative Boner's Position .................. 40
2. Legal Issues ............................................................................ 40
3. Analysis ................................................................................... 40

IX. Unresolved Issues ................................................................................................. 41



V

EXHIBITS
Page

1. February 5, 1986, Resolution of Preliminary Inquiry ................... 43
2. February 26, 1986, letter to U.S. Department of Justice ................ 44
3. March 26, 1986, letter to Representative Boner ................................................. 46
4. April 23, 1986, announcement by Committee suspending investigation ....... 55
5. July 21, 1987, letter to Representative Boner ..................................................... 57
6. August 13, 1987, letter to Representative Boner ................................................ 59
7. Memoranda of contacts by Committee Staff ....................................................... 61

APPENDICES

A. March 17, 1986, response by Representative Boner to allegations ................. 64
B. April 15, 1986, letter from Department of Justice ............................................. 291
C. April 22, 1986, letter from Representative Boner .............................................. 292
D. March 31, 1987, letter from Department of Justice ........................................... 295
E. June 24, 1987, letter from Representative Boner ............................................... 296
F. July 24, 1987, letter from Representative Boner ................................................ 499
0. August 81, 1987, letter from Representative Boner ........................................... 527
H. September 23, 1987, letter from Endata, Inc ...................................................... 645
I. Financial Disclosure Statements and FEC Reports of Representative

B oner ....................................................................................................................... 655



STAFF REPORT

IN THE MATTER OF REPRESENTATIVE WILLIAM H. BONER

I. Forewore

On October 5, 1987, Representative William H. Boner resigned
from his seat in the House of Representatives owing to his election
as Mayor of Nashville, Tennessee.

The Committee on Standards of Official Conduct has not general-
ly issued reports in cases which were terminated by the Committee
losing jurisdiction through the resignation, retirement or electoral
defeat of a Member who was either investigated for alleged improp-
er conduct or who was charged with a violation of House rules. 1

However, In the Matter of Representative William H. Boner, a
number of issues relating to the Committee's conduct of the in-
quiry and to the status and course of the Committee staffs investi-
gation as of the date of former Representative Boner's resignation
rom Congress warrant public disclosure. In the Committee s view,

the general policy against issuing reports in cases such as here in-
volved is outweighed by the responsibility of the Committee to fully
inform the public regarding the status and results of its efforts up
to the date of Representative Boner's departure from Congress.

II. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

On January 14, 1986, an article appeared in Common Cause mag-
azine concerning Congressman Wiliham H. Boner, Representative
of the 5th district of Tennessee. The gist of the article was that
Representative Boner used his congressional office for personal
gain. It specifically alleged that Representative Boner-

-used campaign funds for personal benefit in violation of House
rules;

-failed to reveal certain business interests on his Financial Dis-
closure Statements;

-received a gift from a boat manufacturer in violation of House
rules and failed to disclose receipt of such gift; and

-accepted a bribe in connection with legal fees paid to his wife
by a defense contractor for work she neither performed nor
was expected to perform.

By letter of February 4, 1986, Representative Boner asked the
Committee to investigate the allegations. On February 5, 1986, the
Committee adopted a Resolution to conduct a Preliminary Inquiry
to investigate Representative Boner's use of campaign funds, par-

' See, for example, H. Rept. 96-856, In the Matter of Reproentative Daniel J. Flood, March 26,

1980, at p. v.
(1)
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ticipation in certain business transactions, acceptance of gifts, and
circumstances surrounding certain spousal income. (Exhibit 1.)

Subsequent to the adoption of this Resolution, news articles ap-
peared in the media reporting that an investigation by the U.S. De-
partment of Justice (Department) involving Representative Boner
had been opened. As a result of these articles, on February 26,
1986, Committee Chairman Julian C. Dixon and Ranking Minority
Member Floyd D. Spence wrote a letter to the Department inform-
ing it of the Preliminary Inquiry and requesting any information
the Department would be willing to provide, so that the efforts of
the two organizations could be coordinated as much as possible.
(Exhibit 2.)

On March 2, 1986, Representative Boner submitted a statement
pursuant to Committee Rule 11(aX2XA), regarding the allegations
raised against him in the media. (Appendix A.) Pursuant to this
same rule, Committee staff then made a request dated March 26,
1986, for further documentation. (Exhibit 3.)

On April 15, 1986, Chairman Dixon received a letter from the De-
partment requesting that the Committee defer its investigation of
Representative Boner until it completed its own investigation. (Ap-
pendix B.) This request was, in turn, communicated to counsel for
Representative Boner. One week later, on April 22, 1986, the Com-
mittee received a letter from Representative Boner asking that it
decline the Department's request to defer, and that he be allowed
to ap pear before the Committee to make an oral statement. (Ap-
pendix C.)

The Committee held a meeting on April 23, 1986. At that meet-
ing, it agreed to acquiesce to the Department s request to suspend"at this time" the Preliminary Inquiry it had initiated. (Exhibit 4.)
In keeping with its decision to suspend, the Committee took no fur-
ther action in this matter until March 31, 1987, when it received a
letter from the Department stating: "The Department has declined
prosecution in this matter and considers the case closed." (Appen-
dix D.)

Upon receipt of the Department's March 31, 1987, notification,
Committee staff undertook a review and analysis of all the materi-
als that had been accumulated up to the time of the April 23, 1986,
suspension of the Preliminary Inquiry. Because it was determined
that many, if not all, of the allegations remained unresolved, Com-
mittee staff was directed to resume its investigation of the allega-
tions against Representative Boner. Pursuant to this resumption of
effort, Committee staff met on May 19, 1987, with counsel for the
congressman to discuss those aspects of the allegations for which
additional documentation and clarification were deemed necessary.

Since the May 19, 1987, meeting, Committee staff has requested
additional information by letters of July 21, 1987 (Exhibit 5.) and
August 13, 1987 (Exhibit 6.) and have received responses from Rep-
resentative Boner dated June 24, 1987 (Appendix E), July 24, 1987
(Appendix F), and August 31, 1987 (Appendix G).

In sum, the Committee has pursued its efforts in connection with
the allegations raised against Representative Boner over an ap-
proximately 20-month period be ginning with the initiation of a Pre-
liminary Inquiry in February 1986 and a resumption of effort in
April 1987 designed to complete the 1986 initiative. To be kept in
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mind, however, is the fact that during this period, about one year
involved time during which no work was undertaken in light of the
Department's request that the Committee suspend its efforts pend-
ing the Department's activities. Consequently, the Committee has
actually investigated the subject allegations for a total of only eight
and one-half months-approximately two and one-half months in
1986 up to the time of suspension; and six months in 1987 (April
through September)-subsequent to notification that the Depart-
ment of Justice efforts had been terminated and up to the time of
Representative Boner's resignation.

III. EFFECT OF REPRESENTATIVE BONER'S RESIGNATION

House Rule X, clause 4(oX1) states, in part, that the jurisdiction
of this Committee is to-

. .. investigate.., any alleged violation, by a Member,
officer, or employee of the House, of the Code of Official
Conduct or of any law, rule, regulation, or other standard
of conduct applicable to the conduct of such Member, Offi-
cer, or employee in the performance of his duties or the
discharge of his responsibilities, and, after notice and hear-
ing, to recommend to the House by resolution or other-
wise, such action as the committee may deem appropriate
in the circumstances.

On September 22, 1987, Representative Boner was successful in
his effort to be elected to the position of Mayor of Nashville, Ten-
nessee. As a result of his election, Representative Boner resigned
from his seat in the U.S. House of Representatives on October 5,
1987. Consequently, the Committee lost jurisdiction over Represent-
ative Boner in light of House Rule X, quoted above. At the time of
the Boner resignation, and as is discussed in greater detail below,
while major portions of the inquiry had been completed, the Com-
mittee staff had not finished its work on all aspects of the investi-
gation.

As a result, the Committee was not able to receive and consider
a report reaching the staff's conclusions on all matters under
review. Had the investigation been fully completed, Representative
Boner would have been given an opportunity to respond to any
Committee conclusions that violations of controlling standards of
conduct were identified. Thus, the instant report contains only the
staff's views on those facts known up to the time of Representative
Boner's resignation and does not reflect any response or reaction to
staff views by Representative Boner.

IV. HIGHLIGHTS OF THE REPORT

A. ALLEGATIONS REGARDING THE MISUSE OF CAMPAIGN FUNDS

1. Car, Truck, and Car Phone
The Committee staff concluded that Representative Boner leased

the automobile and car phone to his campaign in an "arm's
length" fashion, i.e., at amounts below fair market value and, thus,
no violation of House Rule XLIII, clause 6, was found in terms of
these leases. Additionally, he sold the truck to the campaign for
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the same amount for which he bought it, thus taking no undue ad-
vantage of the campaign in this regard.

However, the Committee staff believes Representative Boner vio-
lated House Rule XLII, clause 6, by using the automobile being
rented to the campaign for 20-percent personal use during a 6-
month period, while having the campaign pay for this use.

2. Purchase and Lease of Campaign Headquarters
The Committee staff found that no allegation of impropriety was

sustained in regard to the actual lease of the building by Repre-
sentative Boner to his campaign.
J. Allegation Regarding the Lease of Equipment from Letters Un-

limited
The Committee staff found no impropriety in the leasing terms

of the equipment rented by Representative Boner's company to his
campaign committee. At the termination of the investigation, how-
ever, there had been no definite conclusion reached regarding
whether Letters Unlimited's equipment had been used to do work
for organizations other than the campaign and when this work
may have taken place.
4. Allegations Regarding Campaign Equipment Leased from Target-

ed Communications
The Committee staff found nothing improper about the terms of

the lease agreements for the equipment Targeted Communications
("Targeted") leased to the campaign. However, the staff had not
reached a definite conclusion regarding the issues of whether Tar-
geted's equipment was used to do work for other companies at the
same time it was being leased by Representative Boner's camxapgn
committee, and whether this work was done at campaign facilities.
5. General Conclusion of Representative Boner's Leasing Arrange-

ments
While the individual leasing arrangements between Representa-

tive Boner and his campaign committee were not, taken separately,
improper, the Committee staff believed that the systematic pattern
the congressman engaged in to acquire personal ownership rights
in over $200,000 worth of property constituted conduct reflecting
discreditably on the House, and thus placed him in violation of
House Rule XLIII, clause 1.
6. Employment of Doris Bland

The Committee staff's conclusion was that no impropriety was
established in regard to the employment of the congressman's
sister, Ms. Doris Bland, by his campaign committee.
7. Reimbursements from the Campaign

The Committee staff concluded that, at the termination of the in-
vestigation, unresolved issues remained as to the allegation that
Representative Boner improperly received reimbursements from
his campaign in violation of House Rule XLIII, clause 6. In one in-
stance, the staff concluded the congressman violated this rule by
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flying his daughter to one of his honoraria speeches and having his
campaign pay for the ticket.
8. Purchase of Office Furniture

Representative Boner's explanation regarding the purchase of
office furniture with campaign funds was accepted by the Commit-
tee staff, and it therefore concluded that no allegation of impropri-
ety had been sustained.
9. Trip to Hong Kong

The Committee staff believes Representative Boner's use of cam-
paign funds to pay for his trip to Hong Kong placed him in viola-
tion of House Rule XLIII, clause 6, and House Rule XLV.

B. ALLEGATIONS REGARDING IMPROPER BUSINESS TRANSACTIONS

I. Gary Price
The Committee staffs opinion was that these business deals did

not constitute gifts to Representative Boner. The congressman did
not list a venture involving a hotel on his Financial Disclosure
Statement for calendar year 1983, but subsequently corrected this
omission. Also, the staff felt his actions may have given rise to a
violation of the Code of Ethics for Government Service, consider-
ation # 5.
2. J. Harold Schankle

a. Destin, Florida Condominium and 8 East Nashville Prop-
erties

The Committee staff found no improprieties regarding these
transactions.

b. 614 Russell Street Property
The evidence examined did not conclusively show that Mr. J.

Harold Schankle was ever reimbursed for the purchase of the prop-
erty, for which he had paid the entire amount. Therefore, the staff
had reached no final conclusion regarding possible impropriety in
this transaction at the termination of the investigation.
8. Representative Boner's Intervention at the Veterans Administra-

tion on Mr. Schankle 'a Behalf
Documents submitted led Committee staff to conclude that no al-

legation of misconduct was sustained regarding bribery or use of
ofice for personal gain.

The staff did feel, however, that Representative Boner may have
violated the Code of Ethics for Government Service, consideration
#5, by accepting a benefit under circumstances which might be
construed by reasonable persons as having influenced the perform-
ance of his governmental duties.

C. ALLEGATIONS REGARDING ACCEPTANCE OF GIFTS

1. Recreation Vehicle Industry Association
At the termination of the inquiry, the Committee staff had not

reached a final conclusion regarding the propriety of Representa-
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tive Boner's use of a recreation vehicle. Investigation implicated
possible violations of House Rule XLIH, clause 4, and the Ethics in
Government Act of 1978.
2. Honoraria, Contributions, and Travel

There was no evidence before the Committee staff indicating that
Representative Boner was not engaged in legitimate fact-finding ac-
tivities and, therefore, its conclusion was that no allegation of im-
propriety was sustained.

$. Hydroplane Boat
While the Committee staff felt no allegation of bribery or viola-

tion of House Rule XLIII, clause 3, was established, it did conclude
that Representative Boner's acceptance of free use of a boat for
almost two years constituted a violation of the Code of Ethics for
Government Service, consideration # 5.
4. Gifts from James Wellham

The Committee staff declined to state that Representative Boner
had received gifts from a prohibited source, or that the evidence es-
tablished a violation of House Rule XLIII, clause 3.

D. ALLEGATIONS REGARDING WORK DONE BY MRS. BONER

1. Work for James Wellham
The Committee staff had not reached a final determination re-

garding whether work was done by Mrs. Boner in return for the
salary she received and, thus, further investigation would have
been needed. Additionally, the staff concluded that consideration
#5 of the Code of Ethics for Government Service may have been
violated.
2. Work for J. Harold Schankle

The conclusion reached by the staff was that no allegation of im-
propriety had been sustained.
8. Work for Joe Reeves

The staffs investigation led it to conclude that no allegation of
impropriety regarding House Rule XLIII, clause 3, and 18 U.S.C.
§201 had been sustained. However, Representative Boner's Finan-
cial Disclosure Statement for calendar year 1983 failed to list the
source of his wife's income from her legal work. Committee staffs
conclusion was that Representative Boner's explanation for his fail-
ure to include this source, coupled with the timing of his amend-
ment to the form, gave it grounds to reasonably believe a violation
of the Ethics in Government Act of 1978 had occurred.

V. ALLEGATIONS REGARDING THE MISUSE OF CAMPAIGN FUNDS
The first area of alleged impropriety by Representative Boner

which was named in the Resolution of Preliminar Inquiry con-
cerned his use of campaign funds. Newspaper articles identified
specific uses of these funds which may have been improper. Each
allegation of improper use will be discussed in turn.
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A. ALLEGATION REGARDING THE PURCHASE OF CAR, TRUCK, AND CAR
PHONE

It was alleged in the media that Representative Boner's cam-
paign purchased for him a "luxury" Pontiac, a pickup truck, and a
mobile car phone.
1. Representative Boner's Position

Representative Boner asserted in his statement to the Committee
that all three purchases were bona fide campaign expenditures.
(Appendix A.)

a. Car Purchase
Representative Boner stated that the car in question, a Pontiac

Bonneville, sold for . a total price of $17,643.88. He received
$5,254.84 on a trade-in vehicle and owed a balance of $12,789.04 on
the purchase of the car. He obtained financing for this amount
from General Motor Acceptance Corporation, owing payments of
$344.14 per month for 36 months. His campaign was not a party to,
nor involved in any way in, this transaction.

Representative Boner planned to use the automobile 80 percent
of the time for campaign purposes, and 20 percent of the time for
personal use. He leased the car to his campaign committee under
terms that reflected this arrangement. From March 1984 to Decem-
ber 1984, his campaign committee leased the Bonneville from him
for a total of $3,441.40. In 1985 the campaign committee paid $286
per month for its 80-percent use of the car, and in 1986 $275 per
month. (Appendix A.)

b. Truck Purchase
Representative Boner's response to this Committee regarding the

truck in question was that he purchased it on March 11, 1985, for
$3,800 and then paid an additional $291 for registration fees and an
emissions test. On April 19, 1986, he received a loan from the Com-
merce Union Bank in Nashville, Tennessee, in the amount of
$4,091, to pay for the truck.

In May 1986 the campaign committee reimbursed Representative
Boner $4,091, covering his costs for the purchase price, registration
fee, and interest paid in connection with the truck. The loan was
paid off in June. (Appendix A.)

c. Car Phone Purchase
Regarding the mobile car phone, Representative Boner told the

Comzaittee that he purchased this item in 1979 with his own funds
and began using it immediately for political and campaign calls.
He received reimbursement from the campaign committee for use
of this telephone once in 1980, and not again until 1984. In that
year he began leasing the phone to the campaign committee for
$200 per month, a rate that he says was no more than necessary to
offset the purchase price and maintenance of the phone. (Appendix
A.)
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2. Legal Issues
One rule applicable to this alleged impropriety is House Rule

XLIII, clause 6, which states:
A Member of the House of Representatives shall keep his
campaign funds separate from his personal funds. He shall
convert no campaign funds to personal use in excess of re-
imbursement for legitimate and verifiable prior campaign
expenditures and he shall expend no funds from his cam-
paign account not attributable to bona fide campaign pur-
poses.

A second rule applicable is section 102(aXIXB) of the Ethics in
Government Act of 1978 (EIGA), which states that a Member's Fi-
nancial Disclosure Statement must include-

The source and type of income which consists of dividends,
interests, rent, and capital gains, received during the pre-

. ceding calendar year which exceeds $100 in amount or
value....

A third consideration which may apply is House Rule XIII,
clause 1, which states:

-*A Member, officer, or employee of the House of Represent-
atives shall conduct himself at all times in a manner
which shall reflect creditably on the House of Representa-
tives.

In analyzing these transactions to determine if any impropriety
existed, the Committee staff reviewed numerous documents submit-
ted by Representative Boner. The primary question to be deter-
mined was whether the congressman enjoyed any undue advantage
in his dealings with his campaign committee by virtue of inappro-
priate uses of campaign funds.

3. Evidence Obtained

a. Car
-As to the Bonneville, Representative Boner submitted an esti-

mate from Mr. Howard Carmicheal, Lease Manager for Beamon
Pontiac Company of Nashville, Tennessee, stating that the lease
payments for a car of this type would have been $557.78 for a 12-
month lease, $407.94 for a 24-month lease, and $347.03 for a 36-
"month lease. (Appendix A.) At no time did Representative Boner
lease the car to his campaign committee for anything over the fair
market value. Therefore, no undue advantage was gained by Repre-
sentative Boner in this regard.

However, while he never leased the car to his campaign for any-
thing over the fair market rental value, close analysis of a letter
dated June 10, 1985, from Representative Boner to his campaign
treasurer, Mr. William H. Freeman, reveals an apparent breach of
House Rule XLIII, clause 6. The letter states that from January to
June of 1985 the campaign paid $344.14 a month to lease the Bon-
neville. Representative Boner would pay the entire $344.14 in July"which will make up for the amount over $275 that the campaign
paid the previous 6 months." The letter goes on to expain that the
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difference between the $275 per month and the old lease price will
be paid by Representative Boner to account for the 20-percent of
the time he was to use the car personally. (Appendix A.)

House Rule XLIII, clause 6, prohibits the conversion of campaign
funds to personal use in excess of reimbursement for prior cam-
paign expenditures, and expending funds from one's campaign ac-
count which are not attributable to bona fide campaign purposes.

From this letter, one can conclude that for a 6-month period,
from January 1985 through June 1985, Representative Boner used
this car for personal use 20 percent of the time and had his cam-
paign committee pay for this use. His payment for the car in July
1985 was to make up for the time during the prior 6 months when
Representative Boner had used the car for his personal use. Even
disregarding the small profit made by Representative Boner
through this payment arrangement (approximateJy $140), the fact
remains that for a 6-month period campaign funds apparently were

* being used to pay for his personal use of the car.

b. Truck
As to the truck, Representative Boner submitted correspondence

dated April 20, 1985, from the Commerce Bank of Nashville, verify-
ing a loan in the amount of $4,091. (Appendix A.) Analysis of his
campaign committee's Federal Election Commission (FEC) report
for 1986 shows the truck was purchased by the campaign on May
30, 1985, for $4,127.99. (Appendix I.) Thus, Representative Boner
made no profit from the sale of the truck to the campaign.

Further investigation by the Committee staff revealed the fact
that the title to the truck remained in Representative Boner's
name, even though it had already been sold to the campaign. Upon
being asked to explain this apparent anomaly, Representative
Boner responded that the title was kept in his name in order to
lower the insurance cost for the truck, in that the rate for an indi-
vidual's insurance would be lower than that for an organization.

A (Appendix G.)

c. Car Phone
"In support of his version of events as to the car phone, Repre-

sentative Boner submitted a lease agreement dated April 1, 1984,
between him and his campaign committee for $200 per month for
the use of that car phone. (Appendix A.) In addition to that agree-
ment, he submitted a letter from the Communications Service
"Company of Nashville, Tennessee, dated October 11, 1984 stating
that the lease price of the mobile telephone is $330.96 per month.
(Appendix A.)

Despite what his statement to the Committee would lead one to
believe, analysis of Representative Boner's Financial Disclosure
Statements, combined with analysis of a document submitted by
him, showed that the phone he purchased in 1979 was sold on April
30, 1984, and a new phone was purchased on May 30, 1984, for
$3,000. (Appendices I and A.) This new phone-not the one pur-
chased in 1979-was leased to the campaign committee for $200 per
month.

Additionally, it is uncertain whether the rental income which
should have been reported from his 1984 lease of the phone to his
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campaign was reported on Representative Boner's Financial Disclo-
sure Statement for that year. There is a listing under the income
section of "business equipment," but no specific mention of the car
phone. (Appendix I.) At the termination of the investigation, this
question had not been resolved.

4. Conclusion
While Representative Boner has not had a chance to respond to

this allegation, the Committee staff believes the congressman vio-
lated House Rile XLIII, clause 6, by using the Bonneville for per-
sora1 use-for six months while having his campaign committee pay
for that use. However, in stating this belief, the staff realizes the
argument could be made that because Representative Boner's use
of the car was relatively small, and that he reimbursed the cam-
paign for his use of it at the end of the 6-month period, the viola-
tion of this House rule could be deemed de minimus.

Regarding the sale of the truck to the campaign, the Committee
staff has found no impropriety. Representative Boner purchased
the truck for $4,091 and sold it to the campaign a month later for
the same amount. The Committee accepts Representative Boner's
explanation as to why the title to the truck remained in his name.

As to the car phone, Representative Boner leased this item for
an amount well under the fair market value and, thus, no allega-
tion of impropriety is sustained in that regard. However, the ques-
tion remains unresolved as to whether the rental income from the
1984 lease of the phone was reported on his Financial Disclosure
Statement for that year, as required by section 102(aX1XB) of the
EIGA.

While finding no impropriety as to the terms of the lease agree-
ments for the automobile and the car phone, the Committee staff is
concerned by an emerging pattern of Representative Boner's abuse
of his relationship to his campaign. As will be developed in the fol-
lowing sections of this report, Representative Boner engaged in a
systematic pattern of using his campaign to acquire personal own-
ership rights in items totalling over $200,000. Therefore, staff was
mindful of whether Representative Boner's pattern of conduct
reached the point where it reflected discreditably on the House
and, thus, placed him in violation of House Rule XLIII, clause 1.

B. ALLEGATION CONCERNING PURCHASE AND LEASE OF CAMPAIGN
HEADQUARTERS

In the media reports alleging impropriety on the part of Repre-
sentative Boner concerning use of campaign funds, mention was
made of the fact that a monthly rent was paid to him for his cam-
paign's use, as its headquarters, of a building the congressman
owns.

1. Representative Boner's Position
In response to this allegation, Representative Boner stated that

he purchased the building in question, 621 3rd Avenue, Nashville,
Tennessee, on June 15, 1984, for a total price of $80,000. To finance
the purchase, he took out a first mortgage on the property for
$50,000 ($567.60 per month) and a second mortgage of $19,300
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($276.90 per month). He then made $2,782.57 in improvements to
the building. On July 1, 1984, his campaign committee began leas-
ing this building from him. Representative Boner then obtained
three separate appraisals for a lease price for the building. He
eventually leased it to his campaign for $6.75 per square foot, the
amount paid by him for the mortgage, maintenance, taxes, and in-
surance on the building.

2. Legal Issues
The applicable House rule involved is Rule XLIII, clauses 1 and

6, which are quoted in the preceding section. Again, the question
involved is whether Representative Boner took undue advantage of
his campaign committee's funds.

3. Evidence Obtained
Committee staff's investigation of the facts surrounding this

transaction shows Representative Boner submitted documents veri-
fying the fact that he purchased this building on June 15, 1984, for
$80,000. On July 1, 1984, he began leasing this building to his cam-
paign committee for approximately $6.75 per square foot per year.
He submitted three separate appraisals stating that this property
would be fairly rented at a price of $10 to $14 per square foot per
year. (Appendix A.) Thus, the congressman made no profit from the
lease of the building to his campaign. Indeed, he leased the build-
ing for an amount less than he could have fairly done so. There-
fore, no allegation of impropriety on the part of Representative
Boner has been sustained in regard to the actual lease of the build-
ing to his campaign committee.

However, a legitimate question remains as to whether Represent-
ative Boner violated House Rule XLIII, clause 1, by virtue of his
actions regarding this leasing arrangement. The money gained
from the lease of this building will be applied toward Representa-
tive Boner's ownership interest in it. Eventually, he will own the
building. In effect, he is using campaign funds to buy the building
for himself

In undertaking this endeavor, Representative Boner apparently
relied on a written opinion from this Committee dated June 2,
1982, which dealt with the propriety of leasing a word processing
machine owned by him to his campaign committee. (Appendix A.)
While the Committee responded that an arrangement of this type
would not violate House Rule XLIII, clause 6, provided it were an
arm's length transaction, it stated that the arrangement "should
be undertaken with extraordinary care and caution because of the
appearance that could arise that the arrangement is a prohibited
conversion of campaign funds."

4. Conclusion
In the staff's view, while Representative Boner did not violate

House Rule XLIII, clause 6, due to the fact that he leased the
building at a rate below fair market value, this arrangement by
which the congressman would own an $80,000 building through the
expenditure of his campaign's money, combined with his pattern of
acquiring ownership of thousands of dollars worth of equipment ul-
timately unpaid for by his campaign, could lead to a conclusion
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that he violated House Rule XLIII, clause 1, by engaging in con-
duct bringing discredit on the House.

C. ALLEGATION REGARDING LEASE OF EQUIPMENT FROM LETTERS
UNLIMITED

An article in one magazine states, without going into detail, that
Representative Boner has created two "computer companies," and
since 1983 has leased computer equipment from those companies to
his campaign committee. One of these companies is Letters Unlim-
ited ("Letters").

1. Representative Boner's Position
Representative Boner stated that Letters was a sole proprietor-

ship formed December 9, 1981, which was organized to perform
direct mailing services. As the owner of Letters, Representative
Boner purchased an IBM word processor and financed it through a
note at First Union Bank. The note was secured by the equipment
purchased. He then leased this equipment to his campaign commit-
tee for $950 per month, an amount less than its fair market rental
value. All money paid by the campaign committee to Letters was
applied toward the loan on the equipment and additional operating
costs. From October 1985 to the present, the campaign committee
has used this equipment free of charge and, once the note on it was
paid off, he donated it to the committee. (Appendix A.)

2. Legal Issues
The legal considerations here are, again, House Rule XLIII,

clauses 1 and 6.

3. Evidence Obtained
Once again, investigation of this transaction, standing alone, re-

veals no improprieties. Representative Boner has submitted docu-
ments verifying that, after forming this sole proprietorship and
purchasing the word processor, it was leased to the campaign com-
mittee for $950 per month, a price which included maintenance
and service fees. Prior to this lease, Representative Boner obtained
an estimate from IBM stating that the fair market rental value of
"this machine would be $1,008 per month, not including the mainte-
nance and service fees, and $1,146 with those services. (Appendix
A.) Thus, his campaign committee paid less than the fair market
value for the equipment rented from Representative Boner. Before
undertaking this arrangement, he sought the opinion of this Com-
mittee as to its legality and structured the deal so as to conform to
the Committee's guidelines.

While the terms of the lease reveal no impropriety, the Commit-
tee staff has additional concerns regarding the Letters equipment.
At the close of the investigation, the staff had reason to believe the
IBM word processor owned by Letters may have been used to do
work for organizations other than Representative Boner's cam-
paign committee. This concern was due to the fact that the last
submission of evidence from counsel for Representative Boner
states, "We are still not sure whether Letters Unlimited did any
work for outside entities." (Appendix G.)
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In time, the congressman may indeed have been able to present
evidence clearing up this matter. However, at the time of his resig-
nation, questions still remained.

4. Conclusion
S If Letters did indeed do work for organizations other than the

campaign committee, the question would be raised whether this
work was done with the equipment leased to the campaign, at the
time it was leased to the campaign, and at facilities owned by the

.4 campaign. If this were the case, Representative Boner would be in
S% violation of House Rule XLIII, clause 6, by having converted cam-

paign funds to personal use, and by having expended funds from
,• this campaign account not attributable to bona fide campaign pur-

poses.
Additionally, the fact that Representative Boner was once again

involved in using his campaign to acquire ownership rights in prop-
erty causes concern to the Committee staff, regardless of the fact
he eventually donated it to his campaign. As with the Bonneville
automobile, the car phone, and the $80,000 building, this equip-
ment was being paid for by Representative Boner's campaign com-
mittee while ownership rights were going to him. This pattern of
using his campaign to acquire personal ownership was a disturbing
recurrence that could lead to a conclusion that Representative
Boner violated House Rule XAIII, clause 1, by engaging in conduct

• reflecting discreditably on the House.
D. ALLEGATION REGARDING CAMPAIGN EQUIPMENT LEASE FROM

TARGETED COMMUNICATIONS

The other "computer company" referred to by the media was
i Targeted Communications.

1. Representative Boner's Position
Representative Boner explained to the Committee that this

entity was established by him as a solely-owned Subchapter S cor-
poration whose purpose was to assist in letter-writing services. Tar-
geted then purchased and financed numerous pieces of equipment
associated with these types of services. Targeted leased this equip-
ment to Representative Boner's campaign committee at less than
its fair market rental value. The total monthly payments Targeted

i had to make for the financing, maintenance, and related costs were
approximately the same as the total amount for which the cam-
paign committee leased the equipment. The money paid by the
campaign committee for this equipment was applied directly to the
loans for the equipment and related expenses. (Appendix A.)
2. Legal Issues

As with the other allegedly improper rentals to the campaign,
the applicable rule is House Rule XLIII, clauses 1 and 6.
J. Evidence Obtained

Documents submitted by Representative Boner buttress his as-
sertion that no impropriety was involved in the actual leasing
terms of this equipment. They indicate that Targeted purchased a
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Pitney-Bowes Mail System, Xerox copier, MEL dialing machine,
and related computer equipment and supplies, which were then
leased to his campaign fori amounts approximately equal to Target-
ed's payments for financing, maintenance, and related costs. (Ap-
pendices A and E.)

Before the leasing of the equipment to the campaign committee
by the solely-owned corporation, Representative Boner obtained
written statements as to its fair market rental value from the com-
panies who manufacture the equipment. (Appendix A.) All rental
fees paid by the campaign committee for the use of this equipment
are consistent with these estimates. (Appendix A.) Therefore, the
terms of the leasing agreements, standing alone, reveal no impro-
prieties. However, analysis of a summary financial statement of
Targeted provided by Representative Boner to the Committee re-
vealed "miscellaneous" receipts of $8,968.96 in 1982 and $1,164.70
in 1983. (Appendix E.) This observation raised the question of
whether outside work was performed by Targeted during the time
the machinery was being leased to the campaign. Committee staff
asked counsel for Representative Boner to produce all information
pertaining to work done by Targeted for any sources outside of the
congressman's campaign committee. Counsel for Representative
Boner said they had found receipts showing that NLT Computer
Services Corporation (NLT) and Shoney's were clients of Targeted.
A check for $70.20 from Shoney's and two checks totalling $936.56
from NLT were sent to the Committee. (Appendix G.)

The dates of these checks, January 10, 1983, January 21, 1983,
and January 13, 1983, combined with the fact that their total
amount was so small in comparison to the total amount of Target-
ed's miscellaneous receipts, prompted the Committee to investigate
further into this matter. The staff contacted Mr. Steve Barkley of
Endata Corporation, the company that was formerly NLT, regard-
ing work done by Targeted for that company. He sent the Commit-
tee yearly summaries of the total amount of work Targeted did for
Endata. This summary revealed that Endata paid Targeted
$7,834.04 in 1982 and $653.32 in 1983. (Appendix H.)

The gross disparity in amounts between what was sent to the
Committee by Representative Boner's counsel and the information
obtained from Endata, led to a further search to determine what
equipment was used for outside work, and exactly when it was
used, for the years 1982 and 1983.

In this regard, Committee staff analyzed a document submitted
by Representative Boner which listed the dates of payment for the
pieces of equipment purchased by Targeted in 1982. This informa-
tion was compared with the lease agreements between Targeted
and Representative Boner's campaign committee submitted by him
for each piece of equipment. This comparison revealed that the
Xerox copier and Pitney-Bowes mailing equipment were purchased
September 20, 1982, and rented to the campaign October 1, 1982,
and that the MEL-3000 dialing machine was purchased September
23, 1982, and leased to the campaign March 17, 1983. (Appendix E.)

The Committee staff then contacted Ms. Doris Bland and Mr.
Howard Eley to see if they knew any other details regarding what
work may have been done with this equipment, where it was done,
and for what organizations. Ms. Bland stated she knew nothing
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about these questions and that all records had been turned over to
Representative Boner's attorney. Mr. Eley stated that he did not
wish to discuss the matter and that any questions the Committee
had should be submitted, in writing, to his attorney. (Exhibit 7.)

4. Conclusion
The Committee staff has not reached a final conclusion regarding

the issues of whether Targeted's equipment was used to do work
for other companies at the same time it was being leased by Repre-
sentative Boner's campaign committee, and whether this work was
done at campaign facilities. The next step in the staff's investiga-
tion of this matter would have been to demand the journals and
ledgers of Targeted to ascertain whether any improprieties oc-
curred.

While Representative Boner may indeed have been able to clear
up this matter if given more time, at the termination of the inves-
tigation this issue remained unresolved.

The other issue involving possible impropriety as to the lease of
this equipment concerns its appearance of taking undue advantage
of the campaign funds for Representative Boner's personal enrich-
ment, to the point that his actions constitute behavior reflecting
discreditably on the House.

Just as he had done regarding the leasing to his campaign of the
IBM word processor, Representative Boner relied on the advisory
opinion issued June 11, 1982, which was discussed earlier in the
report. By renting the equipment at a price below fair market
value, Representative Boner avoided violation of House Rule XLIII,
clause 6. However, the Committee staff was disturbed by the con-
gressman's systematic pattern of using his campaign committee's
funds to purchase items to which he would eventually have owner-
ship rights. Use of his campaign to purchase over $100,000 of equip-
ment, a $17,000 automobile, an $80,000 building, and a $3,000 car
phone could lead to the conclusion that Representative Boner may
well have violated House Rule XLIII, clause 1, by engaging in con-
duct reflecting discreditably on the House.
5. General Conclusion of Representative Boner's Leasing Arrange-

ments
A critical question in evaluating improprieties regarding Repre-

sentative Boner's leasing arrangements with his campaign commit-
tee was whether his actions constituted conduct reflecting discred-
itably on the House.

As stated earlier, Representative Boner apparently justified his
leasing arrangements by relying on an advisory opinion letter from
this Committee dated June 11, 1982, which stated that a Member
could engage in a transaction of this type provided it was conduct-
ed in an "arm's length" fashion.

Because of this advisory opinion, the Committee staff has been
unable to conclude that Representative Boner acted improperly in
regard to any individual leasing arrangement with his campaign
And, indeed, had the congressman engaged in only one of any of
these leasing arrangements, the staff would have had no reserva-
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tions in stating that his conduct was appropriate under House
rules.

This was not the case with Representative Boner, however. The
advisory opinion on which he relied dealt with one piece of equip-
ment, an IBM word processor. After completing this arrangement,
he repeated it again and again. By the time he was finished, he
had used his campaign's funds to acquire ownership rights in over
$200,000 worth of property. The appearance of impropriety created
by Representative Boner's repeated use of his campaign's money to
acquire personal ownership rights leads the Committee staff to con-
clude that this practice constitutes conduct reflecting discreditably
on the House, thus placing him in violation of House Rule XLIII,
clause 1.

E. EMPLOYMENT OF DORIS BLAND

It was reported by the media that FEC records show that since
1983 Representative Boner's campaign committee has employed his
sister, Ms. Doris Bland, paying her a little over $25,000.

In Representative Boner's response to the Committee regarding
this issue, he does not deny his campaign employed his sister. He
submitted no documents regarding this employment. But there was
no need to do so. There is no House rule or Federal statute which
would prevent the hiring of his sister by his campaign committee.
If Representative Bor-r's prospective campaign contributors object
to the fact that his sister may be hired by the campaign committee,
then they are free to decline to contribute. However, the fact re-
mains that there is nothing to prevent him from doing so. As to
this allegation, no impropriety has been established.

F. REIMBURSEMENTS FROM CAMPAIGN

Representative Boner was reported in a January 1986 article to
have been paid by his campaign committee $73,308 since 1983 for
constituent entertainment, presentations such as honorary framed
plaques, and gifts. Most of the payments went either directly to
Representative Boner and his wife, his American Express account,
or other credit card accounts of the congressman.

1. Representative Boner's Position
In his response to the Committee, Representative Boner stated

that, aside from some miscellaneous expenses, reimbursement fell
into four categories: (1) constituent presentations, (2) food and re-
ceptions, (3) travel, and (4) donations and dues. (Appendix A.) He
submitted a summary of campaign expenditures for 1985, broken
down into these categories but without stating specifically what
each expenditure was for. (Appendix A.)

2. Legal Issue
The applicable rule is House Rule XLIII, clause 6. In order to

evaluate whether an impropriety has occurred in relation to Repre-
sentative Boner's reimbursement for campaign expenditures, it is
first necessary to review the background of what constitutes a bona
fide, legitimate campaign expenditure.
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The standard source to which Members may turn for guidance
concerning this issue is the "Ethics Manual for Members and Em-
ployees of the U.S. House of Representatives." It states, at page
125:

As discussed in the House during the debate preceding
the adoption of H. Res. 287, no specific definition of "bona
fide campaign purpose" is provided in the rules, and what
would be considered a legitimate, or bona fide political or
campaign expense, would depend on the particularlized
facts of a specific situation:

We sought to make no strict definition of politi-
cal expenses. What is political is a matter of fact
rather than of definition. We believe that if a
Member travels home for a political purpose, and
it is covered by his volunteer committee out of po-
litical accounts, that this is a political expense.

However, what we have tried to do is to confine
expenses from political accounts or volunteer com-
mittee accounts to expenses that are political. By
and large, that definition will be left up to the
Member and to his volunteer committee, and as it
is broadly defined under the election law.

Therefore, the rules regarding what constitutes a bona fide cam-
paign purpose are extremely flexible, and the individual Member is
given wide latitude to use his discretion.
J. Analysis

As part of its investigation into this allegation of improper use of
campaign funds, Committee staff requested that Representative
Boner turn over documentation as to the specifics of how he and
his wife spent the funds for which they were reimbursed during
the years 1983 through 1985. The staff requested the underlying
vouchers showing the actual expenditures for which they were re-
imbursed, either directly from the campaign to themselves, or indi-
rectly from the campaign to their credit card accounts.

There were numerous facts about the submissions for these ex-
penditures that the Committee staff found troubling. One concern
was that the congressman did not submit any vouchers for reim-
bursements to his wife, nor were any vouchers submitted for indirect
payments to the Boners, i.e. payments to their credit card accounts.
The failure to submit these vouchers make it impossible to deter-
mine whether the funds had been used for legitimate campaign
purposes.

In addition to this concern, another troubling fact was uncovered
while investigating a separate area of allegations-reimbursement
for honoraria-related travel. Representative Boner's Financial Dis-
closure Statement for calendar year 1984 listed reimbursements for
travel expenses by the R.J. Reynolds Tobacco Company and the To-
bacco Institute, for speeches given at Winston-Salem, North Caroli-
na, on April 18 and 19, 1984. During the staffs review of Repre-
sentative Boner's vouchers during this time period, a reimburse-
ment from the campaign was found for airfare for his daughter to
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this same location at the same time. (Appendix G.) It appears,
therefore, that Representative Boner went to North Carolina to
give speeches to receive honoraria payments and claimed that it
was a legitimate campaign expense to have his daughter flown
there with him. The reimbursement for this ticket was not specifi-
cally listed on Representative Boner's FEC report, but staff investi-
gation revealed that its cost was apparently included in a reim-
bursement for "district travel" to the congressman. (Appendix I.)

4. Conclusion
While Representative Boner has not had the opportunity to spe-

cifically address these findings, the Committee staff feels that fur-
ther investigation would have been warranted as to the allegation
that Representative Boner improperly received reimbursements
from his campaign committee in violation of House Rule XLIII,
clause 6. The fact that he would use campaign funds to fly his
daughter to appearances in North Carolina for which he was to re-
ceive a total of $3,000 in honoraria money has led the staff to con-
clude that Representative Boner used his campaign committee's
funds for something other than bona fide, legitimate campaign pur-
poses.

Additionally, the fact that vouchers for all reimbursements were
asked for and not given would have led the staff to demand that
Representative Boner produce them, including the reimbursements
made to Mrs. Boner and those made to their credit card accounts.

G. PURCHASE OF OFFICE FURNITURE

It was reported in the press that Representative Boner bought
$5,000 worth of furniture for his Nashville home and paid for it
with campaign funds.

1. Representative Boner's Position
Represenative Boner explained in his statement to the Commit-

tee that, before purchasing the builiding to house his campaign of-
fices, he was using part of his house for his year-round campaign
activity. The campaign committee paid for a few pieces of office
furniture for use in an office set up in the upstairs back room of
the congressman's house, and campaign and personal activities
were kept separate. (Appendix A.)

2. Legal Issue
The rule applicable to this allegation is, once again, House Rule

XLIII, clause 6.

3. Analysis
In determining whether House Rule XLIII, clause 6, was violated

in this instance, two snapshots Representative Boner submitted of
a desk and some other office equipment, are hardly conclusive as to
his claims. (Appendix A.)

4. Conclusion
However, there is no evidence before the Committee staff contra-

dicting Representative Boner's explanation of this charge of impro-
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priety. Therefore, it is the staff's conclusion that no impropriety
has been proven.

H. TRIP TO HONG KONG

The final allegedly improper use of campaign funds reported by
the press was that Representative Boner's campaign committee
paid $4,143 for a side trip he and his wife made from Taiwan to
Hong Kong, and for entertainment and constituent gifts they pur-
chased in Hong Kong and Taipei.

1. Representative Boner's Position
To justify this use of campaign funds, Representative Boner

began by saying that in 1982 he was elected to the chair of the U.S.
Congressional Travel and Tourism Caucus (Caucus). The Caucus
has, as its principal goal, the promotion of tourism and travel to
and within the United States. Representative Boner has worked
hard to promote its goals. The Caucus has helped Representative
Boner make political and other contacts with other Members and
with people all over the world. He stated that there can be little
doubt he has been able to increase his political status and position
through his work in the Caucus. It would be expensive and unfair
for him to undertake his Caucus activities using only personal
funds. He concludes, therefore, that given the great discretion pro-
vided to campaign-related activities and the fact that his activities
for the Caucus do so clearly help with his political position, Repre-
sentative Boner has legitimately used campaign funds to defray the
cost of some of his Caucus activities.

After spending a week in Taiwan at the expense of the Sino-
American Cultural and Economic Association, the Boners flew to
Hong Kong where they stayed for three days. Representative Boner
had arranged to meet with the United States Ambassador and
other embassy officials. The Ambassador could not meet as
planned, but Representative Boner did talk with other embassy of-
ficials about American relations and repossession of Hong Kong by
mainland China. In addition, Representative Boner also met with
hotel managers and merchants to discuss trade and tourism. His
statement to this Committee says:

He certainly had business meetings in Hong Kong, and
he most definitely was meeting people in his capacity with
the Caucus. All of these meetings enhanced the Congress-
man's knowledge and contacts and, in turn, were related
to his political activities. [Emphasis added.] (Appendix A.)

Representative Boner submitted no documents in connection
with his statement regarding the trip to Hong Kong. Instead, he
explained that conducting Caucus business enhanced his knowledge
and contacts and, thus, were related to his political activities.

2. Legal Issues
The legal considerations applicable in the analysis of this trip

are House Rule XLIII, clause 6, and House Rule XLV.
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J. Analysis
The congressman's justification regarding this use of campaign

funds is unsatisfactory. The U.S. Congressional Travel and Tourism
Caucus is a registered Legislative Service Organization and has
been one since October 1979. Business conducted on behalf of this
Caucus is official business and cannot be paid for with campaign
funds. To state that conducting Caucus business enhances political
position, and, thus, may be paid for with campaign funds, is no dif-
ferent than saying that any official congressional business en-
hances political position and, thus, may also be paid for with cam-
paign funds.

House Rule XLIII, clause 6, states:
A Member of the House of Representatives shall keep

his campaign funds separate from his personal funds. He
shall convert no campaign funds to personal use in excess
of reimbursement for legitimate and verifiable prior cam-
paign expenditures and he shall expend no funds from his
campaign account not attributable to bona fide campaign
purposes.

By using campaign funds for official purposes, Representative
Boner violated this rule by expending funds from his campaign ac-
count not attributable to bona fide campaign purposes.

House Rule XLV states, in part:

1. On or after January 3, 1978, no Member may main-
tain or have maintained for his use an unofficial office ac-

*• count.
2. After the date of adoption of this rule, no funds may

be paid into any unofficial office account.
This rule has been interpreted to act as a prohibition against the
subsidization of official business by outside entities. Representative
Boner's campaign committee is an outside entity which subsidized
his official Caucus business by paying for his trip to Hong Kong.
By using his campaign funds to pay for this trip, Representative
Boner apparently violated this rule also.

4. Conclusion
While Representative Boner has not had the opportunity to re-

spond to the staffs conclusions regarding his use of campaign
funds to subsidize official business, at the close of the investigation
it is the staff's belief that his use of campaign funds to pay for his
trip to Hong Kong placed him in violation of House Rule XLITI,
clause 6, and House Rule XLV.

VI. ALLEGATIONS REGARDING IMPROPER BUSINESS TRANSACTIONS

S.Impropriety was alleged in the media against Representative
Ile Boner in regard to several business transactions in which he took

part.
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A. GARY PRICE

Two of these ventures involved Mr. Gary Price, a Nashville real
estate developer. Supposedly, Mr. Price was a close friend of Repre-
sentative Boner.

It was reported that in September 1983 Mr. Price allowed Repre-
sentative Boner to buy into a promising real estate venture for $5,
for which he would receive a 5-percent interest in a proposed $18
million Radisson Hotel in Greenville, South Carolina. The congress-
man did not have to guarantee any of the several million dollars in
loans obtained for the project and would bear no for the liability if
it failed.

Mr. Price is quoted as saying of the deal: "I gave it to him as a
gift because he is a close personal friend. You can give gifts to any-
body." However, Representative Boner's Financial Disclosure State-
ment for calender year 1983 makes no mention of the Radisson
transaction under any category, gifts or otherwise. His 1984 state-
ment lists the Radisson venture in the "Positions" category.

The second transaction involving Mr. Price occurred in 1984.
This time Representative Boner put up $50 for a 5-percent interest
in a Shoney's Inn and Restaurant in Richmond, Virginia, whose
value is estimated at $5.2 million. Again, Representative Boner in-
curred no liability and, again, he failed to list this interest on his
Financial Disclosure Statement.

As part of its allegation of impropriety involving these business
transactions, the media reported an incident in 1981 in which Rep-
resentative Boner aided the Shoney's company. In that year there
was a Federal investigation of contaminated meat and Shoney's
had several thousand pounds of its meat detained. Representative
Boner personally called Federal officials to ask them to speed up
their investigation.

1. Representative Boner's Position
Representative Boner addressed these allegations of impropriety

in his response to the Committee. He stated that, as to the hotel in
Greenville, South Carolina, there were five general partners and
three limited partners. The total capitalization of the partnership
was only $100. Each of the general partners contributed $20 for a
20-percent interest; one limited partner contributed $10 for a 10-
percent interest; and Representative Boner and the remaining lim-
ited partner put in $5 each for a 5-percent interest.

Representative Boner explained the lack of liability by stating
that, under Tennessee law, limited partners could not sign, or be
liable, for losses beyond their individual investments. In August
1984, when the parternship purchased the property in South Caro-
lina and sought financing for it, none of the limited partners could
or did guarantee the loans.

Representative Boner says he did not report the holding in
Greenville, South Carolina, on his 1983 Financial Disclosure State-
ment because he mistakenly believed the partnership was not acti-
vated until January 1984. He has since corrected the omission. (Ap-
pendix A.)

As to the Shoney's in Richmond, Virginia, Representative Boner
stated that the total capitalization for this project was $1,000. In
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addition to the general partners, there were two limited partners
who each contributed $50 for a 5-percent interest in the venture. In
November 1984 the partnership applied for, and received, a $5 mil-
lion loan to purchase land and construct the inn. Again, Represent-
ative Boner did not guarantee the loan but, as a limited partner,
he was not authorized to guarantee any investment beyond the
capital he contributed. He pointed out that his participation in the
partnership was no different than that of the other limited part-
ner, or of limited partners in general. (Appendix A.)

2. Legal Issues
The legal considerations applicable to Representative Boner's

ventures with Mr. Price are House Rule XLIII, clauses 3 and 4; 18
U.S.C. § 201(g); the Ethics in Government Act of 1978, section
102(aX6); and the Code of Ethics for Government Service, consider-
ation # 5.

House Rule XLIII, clause 6, was quoted in the previous section.
Clause 4 of that rule, at the time in question, stated in part:

A Member, officer, or employee of the House of Represent-
atives shall not accept gifts (other than personal hospital-
ity of an individual or with a fair market value of $35 or
less) in any calendar year aggregating $100 or more in
value, directly or indirectly, from any person (other than a
relative of his) having a direct interest in legislation before
the Congress or who is a foreign national (or agent of a
foreign national)....

18 U.S.C. § 201(g) states that the following constitutes a violation of
the statute:

Whoever, being a public official, former public official, or
person selected to be a public official, otherwise than as
provided by law for the proper discharge of official duty,
directly or indirectly asks, demands, exacts, solicits, seeks,
accepts, receives, or agrees to receive anything of value for
himself for or because of any official act performed or to
be performed by him.

Section 102(aX6) of the EIGA states that a Member's Financial Dis-
closure Statement must contain-

The identity of all positions held on or before the date of
filing during the current calendar year as an officer, direc-
tor, trustee, partner, proprietor, representative, employee,
or consultant of any corporation, company, firm, partner-
ship, or other business enterprise, any nonprofit organiza-
tion, any labor organization, or any educational or other
institution other than the United States. This paragraph
shall not require the reporting of positions held in any re-
ligious, social, fraternal, or political entity and positions
solely of an honorary nature.

And finally, the Code of Ethics for Government Service, consider-
ation #5, states that any person in Government should-

Never discriminate unfairly by the dispensing of special
favors or privileges to anyone, whether for remuneration
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or not; and never accept for himself or his family, favors
or benefits under circumstances which might be construed
by reasonable persons as influencing the performance of
his governmental duties.

S. Evidence Obtained
In analyzing the transactions for improprieties in regard to

House Rule XLIII, clause 4, the "gift rule," the key question is
whether there was a gift involved or whether these were legitimate
business deals.

Representative Boner submitted to the Committee a document
which showed that the total capitalization for the Greenville, South
Carolina, venture was $100, and that his investment was compara-
ble to that of the other two limited partners. It shows one limited
partner contributed $10 for a 10-percent interest and the other con-
tributed $5 for a 5-percent interest, just as Mr. Boner did. (Appen-
dix A.)

Under Tennessee law, a limited partner may only be liable for
the amount of his investment. Thus, there is nothing improper
about the fact that Representative Boner was only liable for his
own investment in the venture. Indeed, as a limited partner, that
was all for which he could be liable.

As to the Shoney's in Richmond, Virginia, the same analysis ap-
plies. Representative Boner submitted[a document showing the
total capitalization of that venture to be $1,000. Representative
Boner's investment was exactly the same as that of the other limit-
ed partner. Each contributed $50 for a 5-percent interest. (Appen-
dix A.) Again, under Tennessee law, Representative Boner could
not be liable for anything beyond the amount he invested. There is
nothing improper about the fact that he did not guarantee the
loan.
4 Conclusion

It is the Committee staff's opinion that these business ventures
do not constitute gifts to Representative Boner. He was given the
same opportunity as several other people and he invested the same
amounts as they did. By law, he could only be liable for the
amount of his investment.

Analysis of the facts as to the EIGA, § 102(a)(6), shows that Rep-
resentative Boner failed to list the hotel venture on his Financial
Disclosure Statement for calendar year 1983, thus placing him in
violation of the EIGA. He claims this was an honest mistake based
on an erroneous belief as to when the partnership became activat-
ed. He has since corrected the error. (Appendix I.)

Another possible impropriety regarding Representative Boner's
actions as to the ventures with Mr. Gary Price would arise from
his intervention in the Shoney's meat impoundment. The sugges-
tion in the media is that Representative Boner's actions were tied
into his dealings with Mr. Price and Shoney's. If true, staff believes
he may have violated House Rule XLIII, clause 3, by using his
office or personal gain, and 18 U.S.C. § 201(g), by performing an
official act in return for a benefit.

Representative Bozver does not address this issue in his statement
to the Committee. It is impossible to be certain if the business yen-
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ture and-Jim official act were linked. However, it must be pointed
out that it is a legitimate function of a Member of Congress to act
as a "go-between" of his constituents and government agencies. A
Member may express his desire to an agency that a particular
matter be handled fairly and quickly. Given the facts that even the
media alleged only that Representative Boner speeded up the deci-
sion involving the meat, and the impossibility of ascertaining his
true motivation for doing so, the staff believes these allegations
should be dismissed.

While the Committee staff cannot state conclusively that the real
estate ventures and Representative Boner's actions regarding the
meat impoundment may indicate a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 201(g)
and House Rule XLIII, clause 3, his actions may give rise to a vio-
lation of the Code of Ethics for Government Service, consideration
#5.

The facts reveal Representative Boner was given the opportunity
to buy into a business venture allegedly worth approximately $5
million for an investment of only $50. Additionally, Representative
Boner, as a limited partner, could only have lost $50 in the event
the venture failed. No one can deny this is an extremely generous
opportunity. Taking actions in his official capacity which would
benefit the- man who had given him this opportunity could very
easily constitute the acceptance of a benefit under circumstances
which might be construed by reasonable persons as influencing the
performance of his governmental duties. These actions could be
deemed a violation of ethical consideration # 5.

B. J. HAROLD SCHANKLE

Representative Boner is alleged to have engaged in improper
conduct arising out of his business dealings with Mr. J. Harold
Schankle, a Nashville building contractor and allegedly a close
friend of Representative Boner. These ventures are described along
with an incident in which Representative Boner intervened in a
matter, on behalf of Mr. Schankle, involving the Veterans Admin-
istration (VA). The implication is that Representative Boner took
this official action because of his business relationship with Mr.
Schankle. To evaluate the possibility of improprieties, the Commit-
tee staff had to determine (1) whether the individual business
transactions were proper, (2) whether the help Representative
Boner gave Mr. Schankle was proper, and (3) whether this help was
given because of the business relationship between the two men.

1. Representative Boner's Position
The first business venture reported in the press involved proper-

ty in Florida. It was reported that in 1981 Mr. Schankle, Repre-
sentative Boner, and another associate, Mr. Ronald Boyle, formed a
partnership called B,B&S Enterprises. This partnership then pur-
chased a condominium in Destin, Florida.

In his statement to the Committee, Representative Boner does
not deny this transaction took place but states that there is noth-
ing illegal about it. The purchase price was $163,000 and each part-
ner paid a one-third share. (Appendix A.)
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The second business venture reported in the media involved
three East Nashville properties. Representative Boner and Mr.
Schankle purchased these properties for $73,500 and sold them
within two years for $152,600.

Representative Boner does not dispute the properties were pur-
chased by him and Mr. Schankle, but says there is nothing illegal
about it. Each loan was arranged at the market rate, and Repre-
sentative Boner's contribution to, and risk in, the venture were the
same as Mr. Schankle's. (Appendix A.)

The final real estate venture Representative Boner shared with
Mr. Schankle that was reported in the media was the purchase of a
run-down house located at 614 Russell Street, a couple of blocks
from Representative Boner's Nashville home. Reportedly Repre-
sentative Boner and Mr. Schankle purchased the house for $21,000,
as equal partners, although real estate and probate court records
show that Mr. Schankle paid the entire amount. Representative
Boner immediately sold his half for $10,500 cash to Mr. Schankle,

.A who sold the entire house for $10,500 to B&S Enterprises. A year
later, with no improvements having been made, the house was sold
for $42,000. Records indicate that, although Representative Boner

-Z• put no money down, he received a $10,500 cash payment and
shared in half the $42,000 sales price.

Representative Boner's version of the purchase of this proprty is
that on November 12, 1981, Mr. Schankle paid $3,150 from is r-sonal funds as a deposit to hold the property. Mr. Schankle tien
paid the balance of the purchase price on November 23, 1981. He
represented that the purchase was on behalf of B&S Enterprises,
"and the receipt from the Clerk's Office lists Representative Boner
as the co-owner. On November 30, 1981, the B&S account at the
United Savings Bank was debited $21,150.74 in payment of the cost
of the property. Mr. Schankle got back his down-payment money
and Representative Boner was debited for one-half the purchase
amount. Representative Boner also claimed that over $23,000 in

4• improvements were made to the property.
.1 After Mr. Schankle purchased and was paid back for the proper-

ty from B&S funds, he decided to convert the property for low-
Sincome rental and receive federal money to do so. When Represent-

ative Boner found out, he says he quit-claimed his interest in the
property. Mr. Schankle then changed his mind and Representative
Boner was given back his interest. No money ever changed hands.(Appendix A.)

in conjunction with its reports of these business transactions, the
ress stated that Representative Boner intervened on Mr. Schan-
e's behalf with the VA. The implication is that Representative

Boner was paying back Mr. Schankle for these opportunities by
getting him special treatment.

It has been reported that in 1983, the same year they sold all the
houses, Mr. Schankle had inadvertently omitted the costs of asbes-
tos removal from his low-bid offer of $1.05 million to the VA to ren-
ovate a laboratory at Nashville VA Medical Center (VAMC). Mr.
Schankle wanted his bid increased by $60,000 and the VA refused.
Representative Boner had staff members call VA officials in Nash-
ville on three separate occasions, after which Representative Boner
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himself called a VA official in Washington. Mr. Schankle was sub-
sequently allowed to add the $60,000 to his bid.

Representative Boner's statement to the Committee portrayed
this event as a legitimate constituent service in which no improper
influence was used. The statement claims that Mr. Schankle, after
discovering an innocent mistake in this bid, called Representative
Boner's office for information regarding VA bid procedures. An
aide to the congressman arranged for a meeting with Mr. Schankle
and the VA in Nashville. At that meeting, Mr. Schankle was asked
to substantiate his claims regarding the bid. He delivered this in-
formation to them, and it was forwarded to an official in Washing-
ton, without a recommendation. Representative Boner called this
Washington official to make a status inquiry, and nothing more.
The VA independently decided to allow Mr. Schankle to amend his
bid. (Appendix A.)

2. Legal Issues
The applicable legal considerations are the Code of Ethics for

Government Service, consideration #5, House Rule XLIII, clauses
3 and 4, and 18 U.S.C. § 201(g).

The first step in analyzing Representative Boner's conduct in
regard to Mr. Schankle for possible improprieties is to determine
whether the business transactions in which the two men participat-
ed were legitimate and proper.
8. Evidence Obtained

As to the purchase of the condominium in Destin, Florida, Repre-
sentative Boner submitted a document showing that he paid his
fair share for the property. (Appendix F.) There is no rule prohibit-
ing Members of Congress from engaging in outside business trans-
actions. There was nothing improper about the transaction itself,
and it was properly reported. No impropriety as to the transaction
itself has been established.

The second business arrangement to be analyzed regards the pur-
chase and sale of the three East Nashville properties. Representa-
tive Boner stated each loan was arranged at the market rate, and
his contribution and risk in the venture were the same as Mr.
Schankle's. (Appendix A.) He submitted documents verifying that
his contribution to, and risk in, the venture were indeed the same
as his partner's. (Appendix F.) Given this fact, and the fact that the
transaction was properly reported, the Committee staff concludes
that no allegation of impropriety has been sustained.

The final transaction to be analyzed regards the property located
at 614 Russell Street in Nashville. Representative Boner submitted
documents to the Committee verifying that Mr. Schankle paid
$3,150 from his personal funds as a deposit on the property, and
then paid the balance. The first document was a copy of a check
from Mr. Schankle to the Bill Colson Company for $3,150. The
memo on the check reads "Earnest money 614 Russell St." The
second document was a letter by the Colson Company which stated,
in part, "Received of Harold Schankle, check to Davidson County
Court in the amount of $17,850 in payment of balance of purchase
price of house and lot at 614 Russell Street." (Appendix A.)
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As to Representative Boner's claim that Mr. Schankle represent-
ed that the purchase of the building was on behalf of B&S and
listed Representative Boner as the co-owner, the congressman sub-
mitted a copy of a receipt from the Davidson County Clerk's Office
"stating it had received $21,000 of the Bill Colson Reality Company
for the purchase of the 614 Russell Street property. (Appendix A.)
While it is true that Representative Boner is listed as a co-owner,
no mention is made of B&S Enterprises. Thus, the evidence is in-
conclusive as to whether the property was purchased on behalf of
that entity.

Regarding Representative Boner's claim that the B&S account at
the United American Bank was debited $21,150.74 to pay for the
property, the congressman submitted a copy of a Master Note Re-
quest for Draw from the United American Bank showing the draw
amount to be $21,150.74, signed by him and Mr. Schankle. He also
submitted a copy of a bank record showing the United American
Rank advanced $21,150.74 to B&S Enterprises on December 4, 1981.
The Committee staff received no supporting documentation con-
cerning Representative Boner's claim that Mr. Schankle was paid
back his money by B&S. Similarly, there is no proof Representative
Boner was debited one-half of the purchase price through a pay-
ment to Mr. Schankle by B&S.

Regarding the controversy over whether there were improve-
ments made to the property, Representative Boner submitted a
copy of a check dated March 5, 1982, in the amount of $17,500 from
B&S to Schankle Construction Company for work done at 614 Rus-
sell Street. (Appendix A.) Therefore, to this extent, Representative
Boner has verified that improvements were made to the property.

As to Representative Boner's version of this property changing
hands via the quit-claim of his interest in it, and subsequently re-
ceiving it back from Mr. Schankle, no proof has been submitted.
Similarly, Representative Boner said nothing in his statement to
the Committee regarding the final sale of the property by B&S
except that he made a small profit. (Appendix A.)

While Representative Boner has not had the opportunity to re-
spend to this analysis of the 614 Russell Street transaction, it is the
staff's conclusion that the evidence examined does not conclusively
show that Mr. Schankle was ever reimbursed for the purchase
price of the property, for which he had paid the entire amount.
Likewise, there is no proof of the property changing hands via the
quit-claim, or the amount of profit realized from its final sale.

To settle these questions, the Committee staff would have asked
for Representative Boner to submit documentation establishing Mr.
Schankle received the $21,174 from B&S and that the property was
actually purchased on behalf of that entity. And finally, proof
would have been requested to buttress Representative Boner's as-
"sertion that the title changed hands via his quit-claim of his inter-
est in the property, and Mr. Schankle's subsequent return of Rep-
resentative Boner's interest in it.

After analyzing the individual transactions to determine if any
improperties existed, it must next be determined whether the help
Representative Boner gave Mr. Schankle in regard to his problem
with the VA was improper.

78-177 0 - 87 - 2
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Representative Boner has submitted documentation which shows
that his office arranged a meeting between Mr. Schankle and some
VA officials for the purpose of discussing the mistake in his bid.
Analysis of a memorandum of what transpired at that meeting sug-
gests no evidence of the exertion of improper influence on the part
of Representative Boner's staff. Another document submitted
shows that this matter was then forwarded to an official in Wash-
ington, with no recommendation as to its resolution.

Representative Boner also submitted a copy of a report made by
an official at the VA whom Representative Boner contacted. This
document contains no suggestion vrhatsoever that Representative
Boner exerted undue influence on the official in regard to the out-
come. It shows Representative Boner merely called the VA request-
ing a status report on the correction of Mr. Schankle's bid. (Appen-
dix A.)

Finally, Representative Boner also gave the Committee a copy of
a document entitled "Report of Contact" prepared by Mr. Larry
Deeters, Director of the VAMC of Nashville, Tennessee. He pre-
pared this report pursuant to his being contacted by a representa-
tive of the media regarding the VA's decision to allow Mr. Schan-
kle to amend his bid. Mr. Deeters' summary of the information
which was requested and given, states: "To our knowledge, Mr.
Boner attempted to have no influence on the award of the con-
tracts involved." (Appendix A.)

In conclusion, the documents submitted by Representative Boner
show that he did not attempt to influence the VA's decision regard-
ing Mr. Schankle's request to amend his bid. It is a legitimate and
important function of a congressman's office to assist constituents
who are having problems with a government agency. Part of this
assistance may take the form of arranging meetings and requesting
status reports. The evidence submitted shows that Representative
Boner did nothing more than this. Therefore, the conclusion of the
Committee staff is that no impropriety has been established in
regard to the assistance provided by Representative Boner and his
staff.

The final aspect of the analysis of alleged impropriety involving
Mr. Harold Schankle concerns the media's implication that, in
return for his investment opportunities, Representative Boner in-
terceded on Mr. Schankle's behalf to get him special treatment at
the VA. If the relationship implied were true, Representative
Boner's actions would implicate 18 U.S.C. § 201(g) and House Rule'
XLIII, clause 3.

Analysis of the evidence has shown that Representative Boner
and his staff did not attempt to influence the outcome of the VA's
decision. Their intervention consisted of the arrangement of a
meeting and a status check.

As to whether Representative Boner took this action in return
for his investment opportunities cannot be known for certain. How-
ever, as stated before, a major function of a Member's office is to
assist constituents having trouble with government agencies. Noth-
ing Representative Boner did on Mr. Schankle's behalf was incon-
sistent with this function. The fact that assisting constituents in
this manner is such a common occurrence, and the fact that Repre-
sentative Boner did not attempt to influence the VA's decision as
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2 to the outcome, compel the Committee staff to conclude that no al-
legation of misconduct has been sustained.

While no allegation of bribery or use of office for personal gain
has been established, it is arguable that Representative Boner vio-
lated the Code of Ethics for Government Service, consideration # 5,
by taking the official action of intervening with a government
agency on behalf of someone with whom he was involved in numer-
ous business ventures and by whom his wife was employed.

The staff is especially concerned in this regard in light of Repre-
sentative Boner's explanation of events surrounding the purchase
and sale of the property located at 614 Russell Street in Nashville.
Given this explanation of the business transaction, and his subse-
quent intervention with the VA on Mr. Schankle's behalf, the staff
feels that Representative Boner's actions raise a question of wheth-
er he violated consideration #5 by accepting a benefit under cir-
cumstances which might be construed by reasonable persons as
having influenced the performance of his governmental duties.

- . VII. ALLEGATIONS REGARDING ACCEPTANCE OF GIFTS

The third major area of alleged impropriety on the part of Repre-
sentative Boner concerns his acceptance of gifts.

A. RECREATION VEHICLE INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION

It was reported by the media that, in 1983, Representative Boner
wanted to borrow a motor home to take his daughter, a major po-
litical supporter, and the supporter's family to Williamsburg, Vir-
ginia. He called the President of the Recreation Vehicle Industry
"Association (RVIA) in a suburb of Washington, who loaned him the
RVIA's motor home for eleven days. Representative Boner has
never reported the free use of the motor home on his Financial Dis-
closure Statement.

1. Representative Boner's Position
Representative Boner does not deny his use of the vehicle. How-

ever, he characterizes its use as a "fact-finding" trip to learn more
about recreation vehicles (RV), the value of which trip did not meet
the threshold for financial disclosure.

Representative Boner claims that he made arrangements to use
the RV with the President of RVIA, Mr. David Humphreys, not for
eleven days but for only two weekends, July 23-24 and July 30-31.
In order to accommodate the RVIA, Representative Boner picked
up the vehicle on July 22 and returned it on August 1. He actually
used the vehicle only four or five days. The other days it was kept
parked, although still in his possession. The fair market value of
"the vehicle was $40 per day. Thus, the total cost for the time it was
actually in use was at most $200, which is below the disclosure
threshold for the reporting of reimbursements, which is $250.
Therefore, he was not required to list the use of the vehicle on his
Financial Disclosure Statement.
2. Legal Issues

The legal considerations applicable to this charge of impropriety
are House Rule XLIII, clause 4, and the Ethics in Government Act
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of 1978, sections 102(aX2XA) and 102(a)(2XC). House Rule XLIII,
clause 4, at the time in question, stated:

A Member, officer, or employee of the House of Represent-
atives shall not accept gifts (other than personal hospital-
ity of an individual or with a fair market value of $35 or
less) in any calendar year aggregating $100 or more in
value, directly or indirectly, from any person (other than a
relative of his) having a direct interest in legislation before
the Congress or who is a foreign national (or agent of a
foreign national)....

Section 102(aX2XA) of the EIGA states that a Member's Financial
Disclosure Statement shall include a full and complete statement
with respect to-

The identity of the source and a brief description of any
gifts of transportation, lodging, food, or entertainment ag-
gregating $250 or more in value received from any source
other than a relative of the reporting individual during
the preceding calendar year....

d. Analysis
In evaluating this allegation, the Committee staff examined a

document submitted by Representative Boner from Mr. David
Humphreys, the President of the RVIA, which supposedly con-
firmed the congressman's version of events. Mr. Humphreys states
in his letter that it was he who had approached Representative
Boner regarding use of the RV, and Representative Boner eventu-
ally took him up on his offer. It was the understanding between
the two men that Mr. Boner would use the RV only four days, July
23, 24, 30, and 31, 1983. It was not convenient for RVIA to have the
unit returned between July 24-30 since it was not scheduled for
use during that time, so Representative Boner kept it the entire
eleven days. Mr. Humphreys said he believed the sum of $40 per
day was a reasonable value for the RV. (Appendix A.)

Committee staff followed up the submission of Mr. Humphreys'
letter with a telephone conversation with him regarding its con-
tents. One of the questions asked concerned the value he ascribed

A to the use of the RV.
Mr. Humphreys began by saying that these vehicles normally

could not be rented for less than a week at a time, and the normal
rental rate would be $400 to $500 per week. It had been his under-
standing, however, that Representative Boner was only going to be
driving the vehicle and not using it for anything else, such as cook-
ing and sleeping. Based on this understanding, he estimated $40
per day was a reasonable rate for using the RV for this purpose
only. (Exhibit 7.)

The Committee staff cannot accept the value placed on the use of
the RV, or the method used to arrive at the value, offered by Mr.
Humphreys. If one rents an item, he is renting the entire item. It
is never broken down into whatever particular features of the item
are to be used, and the value determined on that basis.

Also, it can be argued that the cost of the vehicle should be
judged by the total amount of time Representative Boner had it in
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his possession, and not just the days he says he actually used it.
The key fact is that Representative Boner had access to the vehicle
for eleven days.

Additionally, several days after questioning Mr. Humphreys re-
garding his valuation of the RV, Committee staff was contacted by
Mr. Jerry Loftus, General Counsel for the RVIA. Mr. Loftus stated
that there was no way they could establish the rental price for the
vehicle used by Representative Boner. (Exhibit 7.) Thus, a key piece
of evidence submitted by Representative Boner in defense of his
use of the RV, and his failure to list this use on his Financial Dis-
closure Statement, has not withstood scrutiny.

Keeping in mind the uncertainty regarding the value of the use
of the RV, the two possible characterizations of its use must be ex-
amined. Representative Boner's use of the RV could either be clas-
sified as a fact-finding, mission, or as a gift. The congressman's
statement to the Committee was unclear as to which of these he
definitively considered it to be.

Members may accept necessary expenses for bona fide, legiti-
mate, fact-finding trips directly related to their official duties. The
purpose of these trips is for a Member to learn more about matters
directly related to his job as a congressman.

On the one hand, it can be argued that driving a RV from Wash-
ington to Williamsburg, and then staying in a hotel (as Mr. Hum-
phreys stated was his belief when he arrived at his estimate), is not
legitimate fact-finding.

On the other hand, even if Representative Boner's use of the ve-
hicle •,ere deemed to be legitimate fact-finding, the argument could
still be made that the value of the expenses was over $250, and
that it should have been listed on his Financial Disclosure State-
ment under the category for reimbursements. This failure to list
the reimbursement for the trip would place Representative Boner
in violation of the EIGA, § 102(aX2XC).

The other possible characterization of the use of this RV is that
of a gift. Representative Boner's statement to the Committee re-
garding the valuation of the RV says: "This use is a 'gift' with a
value of less than $250, the threshold for reporting on financial dis-
closure forms." (Appendix A.) If this were a gift, it is true that it
would not have to be reported, provided one accepted Representa-
tive Boner's valuation of it, and thus the EIGA would not have
been violated. However, under House Rule XLIII, clause 4, Mem-
bers may not accept gifts totalling $100 or more in a calendar year
from a source with an interest in legislation, regardless of whether
it has to be reported. It cannot be disputed that the RVIA has an
interest in legislation. Therefore, the only question is whether the
value of the gift is $100 or more. Even if a value as low as $40 per
day were used, Representative Boner would still be. in violation of
House Rule XLIII, clause 4, by virtue of using the vehicle for fourdalys.f oane accepts Representative Boner's statement at face value, an

argument could be made that no violations have occurred. If this
trip were characterized as a fact-finding mission to learn more
about recreation vehicles, and an estimate of $40 per day were ac-
cepted, and Representative Boner's claim that he only used it four
or five days meant that its value to him was under $250, then no
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gift would be involved and it would not have to have been reported
on his Financial Disclosure Statement under reimbursements.

In conclusion, Committee staff feels that further investigation
would have been warranted regarding the propriety of Representa-
tive Boner's use of the RV. Before any definite conclusions could be
drawn in this regard, a reliable value for the use of the vehicle
would have to be obtained, as well as additional information from
the staff of RVIA and Representative Boner himself.

B. HONORARIA, CONTRIBUTIONS, AND TRAVEL

It was pointed out by the press that, as chairman of the U.S.
Travel and Tourism Caucus, Representative Boner has repeatedly
received campaign contributions, honoraria, and free trips from in-
dustry representatives. It named several places to which the con-
gressman had traveled.

Representative Boner admits to all these things but points out
that there is no law against it. He submitted no documents in re-
sponse to this allegation of impropriety. There was no reason to do
so. Provided he follows the guidelines, there is nothing to prevent
Representative Boner's acceptance of trips of this type. Committee
staffs review of the trips mentioned in the media articles revealed
that each was properly disclosed on his Financial Disclosure State-
ments. There is no evidence before the Committee staff indicating
that Representative Boner was not engaged in legitimate fact-find-
ing activities. Therefore, the conclusion is that no allegation of im-
propriety has been sustained.

C. HYDROPLANE BOAT

It was reported in the media that Representative Boner was the
friend of a Nashville boat manufacturer, Mr. Joe Reeves. It was
stated that in 1981 Representative Boner arranged for Mr. Reeves
to testify before a congressional committee which was considering
legislation that Mr. Reeves wanted to see passed. Representative
Boner later voted for the legislation and then cosponsored a resolu-
tion calling for its full funding.

It is further alleged that Mr. Reeves provided Representative
Boner with a 17-foot power boat in 1983. Representative Boner paid
nothing for the use of the boat in 1983, 1984, and the first half of
1985. The use of this boat, which has a value in excess of $10,000,
was never reported as a gift on the congressman's Financial Disclo-
sure Statement. Over two years after taking possession of the boat,
he bought it for $7,500.
1. Representative Boner's Position

Representative Boner described the unfolding of events in a dif-
ferent light. He said in his statement to the Committee that, in the
summer of 1983, Mr. Reeves let him use the boat "to decide if he
liked it." He used it and decided to buy it. Mr. Reeves then said he
would follow up on the sale at a later date. Sometime in 1984, Rep-
resentative Boner let Mr. Reeves know he was prepared to buy the
boat. Mr. Reeves responded in December 1984, saying he wanted to
close the deal by the end of the model year, June 1985. In May
1985 Representative Boner paid $7,449.14 for the boat. He never re-
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ported it as a gift because he never considered it to be one. He
always intended to buy the boat and it was Mr. Reeves' fault that
it took so long to complete the deal. (Appendix A.)
2. Legal Issues

The applicable legal considerations are House Rule XLIII,
clauses 3 and 4; the Ethics in Government Act of 1978, section
102(aX2XB); 18 U.S.C. § 201(g); and the Code of Ethics for Govern-
ment Service, consideration #5.

3. Analysis
In analyzing the possibility of a gift rule violation, viable argu-

ments both for and against were considered.
If one takes Representative Boner's version of events at face

value, certainly no violation has occurred. It was always his inten-
tion to buy the boat. Why should he list it as a gift? People are
sometimes allowed to purchase items at no money down and then
pýay for them later. And, according to Representative Boner, it was
Mr. Reeve's fault the transaction took so long to be completed.

Looking at the sequence of events in light of normal business
transactions, however, it is apparent that Representative Boner re-
ceived a gift in the use of the boat. By his own admission, Repre-
sentative Boner received the boat in the summer of 1983 and did
not pay for it until May 1985, a total of nearly two years. How
many business transactions are conducted in this fashion?

Added to this long lapse of time is the fact that Representative
Boner did not pay for the boat until controversy surrounding his
finances had already arisen. Also, if Mr. Reeves wanted to close the
deal before the end of the model year, why not close it by June
1984, instead of June 1985?

The critical factor in this instance is the price Representative
Boner paid for the boat once he finally bought it. The media al-
leges the value of the boat was over $10,000. Representative Boner
paid $7,449, the price he says Mr. Reeves asked him to pay.

Committee staff's contact with a retailer of boats of this kind re-
vealed that in 1983 a Hyrdo-Sport Playmate 150 sold for about
$5,000. The price of a motor for a boat of this type would have
ranged from $4,200 to $5,500. (Exhibit 7.) Thus, the cost of the boat
and motor, brand new, would have been from $9,200 to $10,500. Ad-
ditionally, these boats are usually sold with accompanying trailers
costing approximately $800. (Exhibit 7.) The least this boat would
have cost is $9,200 and Representative Boner paid $7,500, a savings
of $1,700. This $1,700 price differential between the value of the
boat and what Representative Boner paid for it, combined with the
fact that he used it almost two years without paying, could be
enough justification to conclude impropriety was involved.

To analyze the possible violation of the use of office for personal
gain [House Rule XLIII, clause 3, and 18 U.S.C. § 201(g)], one must
answer the question of whether it has been sufficiently proven that
Representative Boner got the use of this boat for helping Mr.
Reeves with legislation.

House Resolution 165 was a bill introduced in the 99th Congress
in 1985. It sought to block the Reagan Administration's impound-
ing of funds for projects such as new lakes and boat ramps. Given
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that this bill was not introduced until 1985 and that Representa-
tive Boner did not vote on the bill because no vote was ever taken
on it, a strong argument exists that an allegation of use of office
for personal benefit in connection with this bill cannot be sus-
tained.

The legislation mentioned in the media, for which Representa-
tive Boner arranged for Mr. Reeves to testify before the committee
considering it, was H.R. 2250 effecting the amendment of the tax
law to impose a tax on the sale of sport fishing equipment and
boats. Because anyone can sign up to testify before a committee,
and because this action occurred roughly two years before the boat
incident, it would be difficult to argue that there is sufficient proof
to establish an impropriety.

H.R. 2163 was introduced in 1983. It proposed the creation of the
Wallop-Breaux Trust Fund for earmarking revenues from user fees
and boat gas taxes. The bill was passed by a voice vote of the
House, so there is no record of Representative Boner's vote. This
appears to be the closest legislation in time to the boat transaction.

All three pieces of legislation do, in fact, concern the boating in-
dustry of which Mr. Reeves was a part. The facts presented here
create a suspicion that the use of the boat and Representative
Boner's actions as a congressman may have been linked. But a sus-
picion of wrongdoing is not justification enough to state that the
evidence is conclusive. Therefore, the Committee staff does not con-
clude that Representative Boner has violated House Rule XLIII,
clause 3, or 18 U.S.C. § 201(g).

While the staff does not eel an allegation of bribery (or gratuity)
or a violation of House Rule XLIII, clause 3, has been established,
there can be no question that accepting the free use of the boat for
two years from a man who had such an obvious interest in boating
legislation and for whom he had arranged to testify before a con-
"gressional committee, constitutes a violation of consideration #5 of
the Code of Ethics for Government Service by accepting a benefit
under circumstances which might be construed by reasonable
people as influencing the performance of governmental duties. The
fact that Representative Boner appears to have received ownership
of this boat for at least $1,700 under its retail value intensifies this
appearance of impropriety.

D. GIFTS FROM JAMES WELLHAM

The press has reported on Representative Boner's friendship
with Mr. James Wellham, owner of the Nashville company, Ameri-
can Specialty Metals, Inc. (ASM), which was involved in defense
contracting. It was reported that the two men and their wives often
socialized together at expensive Nashville restaurants. The friend-
ship began in 1980 when Representative Boner's office helped Mr.
Wellham obtain $70,000 he was owed by the Department of De-
fense, but which it was late in paying. At one point, Mr. Wellham
gave Representative Boner a $1,200 tailored suit.

Representative Boner is also alleged to have helped Mr. Wellham
get clients. In 1982 they traveled to Los Angeles, with Mr. Well-
ham's company paying for the airfare, four nights' lodging, and
meals. In return, Representative Boner set up a meeting with some
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Hughes Helicopter executives and helped Mr. Wellham obtain two
contracts.

In 1983 Representative Boner also helped Mr. Wellham by ob-
taining information on the status of a contract dispute he was in-
volved in at McClellan Air Force Base in California.
1. Representative Boner's Position

Representative Boner's statement to the Committee characterizes
the two men as having been good friends who often socialized to-
gether and exchanged gifts, as friends do. He states that the media
did not report the other half of the tailored-suit story, i.e., Repre-
sentative Boner had given Mr. Wellham a painting worth $1,500.
They often exchanged gifts at holidays and other appropriate occa-
sions. (Appendix A.)

As to the trip to Los Angeles in 1982, Representative Boner says
that at that time Mrs. Boner was working for Mr. Wellham's com-
Dpany. Representative Boner viewed the trip as a way to learn about

Wellham's business and how it fit into defense issues. The con-
gressman used the trip to do fact-finding at two or three defense
plants. He reported the trip on his Financial Disclosure Statement
or the calendar year 1982. (Appendix A.)

2. Legal Issues
The possible legal considerations involved as to these allegations

would be House Rule XLIII, clauses 3 and 4.
3. Analysis

The gift of a suit to Representative Boner by Mr. Wellham would
not violate House Rule XLIII, clause 3, if Mr. Wellham were
deemed not to be a source with an interest in legislation, i.e. if the
gift were given out of personal friendship. Representative Boner
stated that the two men were good friends and often mutually ex-
changed gifts. The suit was reported on his financial disclosure
form.

Given these facts, it is difficult for the Committee staff to say
that this was a gift from a prohibited source in that it would have
to make a questionable judgment call to reach that conclusion. In
light of the proper reporting of the gift, this allegation has not
been sustained.The other potential gift violation is Representative Boner's ac-
ceptance of the trip to Los Angeles. Since his wife worked for Mr.
Wellham at the time, there is no issue concerning her acceptance
of it. Representative Boner has characterized this trip as a fact-
finding mission to learn more about Mr. Wellham's company and
how it fit into the defense industry. He did fact-finding at two or
three defense plants. Regardless of possible weaknesses in this ex-
planation, the Committee staff cannot state that this properly-re-
ported trip was not a legitimate fact-finding endeavor. Therefore,
no impropriety has been conclusively established.

The other possible violation of House rules, use of office for per-
sonal gain, has not been sustained. The Committee staff cannot
state that the evidence establishes that Representative Boner did
the things he did for Mr. Wellham in return for gifts. While Rep-
resentative Boner did indeed help Mr. Wellham out and the two
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men did exchange gifts, the staff does not conclude that Represent-
ative Boner violated House Rule XLIII, clause 3.

VIII. ALLEGATIONS REGARDING WORK DONE BY MRS. BONER

Allegations have been raised in the media that in three instances
Representative Boner helped someone out in return for that person
either giving his wife, Mrs. Betty Fowlkes Boner, work or a salary
for no work at all.

A. WORK FOR JAMES WELLHAM

The press reported that in November 1981 Mr. James Wellham
offered a job to Mrs. Boner to work for his company, American Spe-
cialty Metals, Inc., for $25,000 per year. The work was to take place
in Washington, D.C. Mrs. Boner was on the payroll of Mr. Well-
ham's company for 23 months and, during that time, she received
15 monthly checks for $2,083 made payable to Betty Fowlkes, her
maiden name.

For the remaining 8 months, the checks were made payable to
Langford, Switzer & King, a law firm she had joined after moving
back to Nashville, Tennessee. Two of the partners in the firm are
reported as saying that, after receiving the checks from Mr. Well-
ham, the firm would write a check to Mrs. Boner for tne same
amount. Mr. Ken Switzer, one of the partners in the firm, is report-
ed as saying that Mrs. Boner never did any legal work to justify
the retainer.

By virtue of inferior materials used in some of his defense work,
Mr. Wellham faced Federal indictment under the False Claims Act.
He then reportedly offered a deal to the prosecutors to give testi-
mony against Representative Boner stating that the payments to
Mrs. Boner were bribes for the congressman.

Mr. Switzer is reported to have said that he attended a meeting
at which Mr. and Mrs. Boner, Mr. Howard Eley, and Mr. Robert
Langford were present. At that meeting, the Boners and Mr. Eley
tried to determine something that Mrs. Boner could use as justifi-
cation for the salary she received because all she did for Mr. Well-
ham in Washington was to attend a few cocktail parties.

1. Representative Boner's Position
Representative Boner's statement to the Committee portrays

Mrs. Boner as having taken a legitimate job offer and then per-
forming work which justified her salary. He states that it was Mr.
Wellham's idea to hire Mrs. Boner because her knowledge of Nash-
ville and Washington would be useful to him. She decided to take
the job, and she and Mr. Wellham drew up a contemporaneous job
description. (Appendix A.)

In Washington Mrs. Boner did research, kept lists of potential
customers, kept up with the awarding of defense contracts, tracked
Federal legislation, and did public relations work. Mrs. Boner has
no records or copies of this work but numerous reasons for their
absence. The payments were made to Mrs. Boner in her maiden
name because she is licensed to practice law in that name and uses
it when she practices. (Appendix A.)
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Eventually, Mrs. Boner moved back to Nashville to work in a
law firm there. That firm did work for Mr. Wellham and she con-
tinued to receive payments for work she did there, including moni-
toring Federal legislation in which Mr. Wellham was interested.
Representative Boner disclosed his wife's employment, the people
at the firm knew of her work and the pay arrangement, and noth-
ing was ever said about it before Mr. Wellham s allegations sur-
faced. And, finally, Mr. Wellham was given a lie-detector test by
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, which he failed. (Appendix A:)

Representative Boner admits that the meeting mentioned by Mr.
Ken Switzer occurred, but claims its purpose was only to discuss
the Department of Defense audit of Mr. Wellham, due to its poten-
tial for embarrassing the congressman. However, at no time was
any allegation concerning Representative Boner and his wife men-
tioned. Regarding the services he performed for Mr. Wellham, Rep-
resentative Boner states they were done only as a part of his con-
stituent services. (Appendix A.)

2. Legal Issues
The applicable legal considerations are 18 U.S.C. § 201(g); House

Rule XLIII, clause 3; and the Code of Ethics for Government Serv-
ice, consideration # 5.

8. Analysis
To answer the question of whether Representative Boner accept-

ed a bribe from Mr. Wellham, in the form of payment to his wife
for work she never did, in return for his performance of official
acts to benefit Mr. Wellham, one must first examine whether any
work was performed by Mrs. Boner.

To support his claim that work was indeed performed, Represent-
ative Boner submitted a job description he said was made contem-
poraneously with her being hired. (Appendix A.) Examination of
this job description reveals it is not dated and is not signed by Mr.
Wellham. Thus, its value as probative evidence can be legitimately
questioned.

Representative Boner submitted no records to substantiate all of
the work he claims his wife did for Mr. Wellham. His statement
explains this lack of documentation by stating that she worked for
a salary and did not have to keep traditional time records; she did
not have photocopying facilities to make duplicates of her wo)rk;
the originals were sent to Mr. Wellham who has probably de-
stroyed them; Mrs. Boner did not have a secretary to keep track of
files and records; and she has moved three times since working for
Mr. Wellham and, each time, more and more unnecessary things
have been discarded. (Appendix A.)

Whatever his excuses may be, the fact is that Representative
Boner's evidence to back up his claim that work was actually per-
formed by his wife is unpersuasive. He did, however, submit a doc-
ument from the Board of Professional Responsibility of the Su-
preme Court of Tennessee showing that Mrs. Boner is indeed li-
censed in her maiden name, but this offers little proof regarding
the issue of bribery. (Appendix A.)

Representative Boner also submitted a copy of a business card
which lists Mrs. Boner as legal counsel to ASM, a photocopy of a
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post office box key, and a piece of correspondence dated March 8,
1982, which indicates that she requested a list of defense industry-
related companies from someone named Joy, who did not sign her
name. (Appendix A.) The only piece of evidence of the three which
is of any worth whatsoever is the list of defense companies. If genu-
ine, this would seem to indicate that Mrs. Boner at least did some-
thing to earn her pay from Mr. Wellham.

As to the question of whether work was performed by Mrs. Boner
after she moved to the Nashville firm, a letter was submitted con-
firming an agreement between ASM and Langford, Switzer &
"King, for that firm to provide an attorney continuously on call to
give advice and counsel to ASM in all areas of government rela-
tions, to track Federal legislation, and to monitor Federal regula-
tions. (Appendix A.)

However, Committee staff contacts with Mr. Ken Switzer, for-
merly of Langford, Switzer & King, have raised the question of
whether Mrs. Boner did anything at all to earn her salary from
Mr. Wellham, either while in Nashville or Washington. Mr.
Switzer recounted his recollection of the meeting between Repre-
sentative and Mrs. Boner, Mr. Langford, and Mr. Eley. He also ex-
pressed his knowledge of Mrs. Boner's tenure at the law firm of
which he was a partner. Because of Mr. Switzer's statements, cou-

"* pled with Representative Boner's inability to produce documenta-
tion of his wife's work, Committee staff was unable to reach any
definite conclusions for the purposes of its investigation. While
Representative Boner may have eventually been able to produce
satisfactory documentation for the work performed by his wife, at
the termination of the investigation, this issue had not been finally
resolved.

Additionally, Representative Boner's lending assistance to a man
by whom his wife was employed, with whom he often socialized
and exchanged gifts valuing as much as $1,500, would violate con-
"sideration #5 of the Code of Ethics for Government Service by ac-
cepting a benefit under circumstances which might be construed by

* reasonable persons as influencing the performance of his govern-
mental duties.

B. WORK FOR J. HAROLD SCHANKLE

Mr. J. Harold Schankle is the man with whom Representative
"Boner had business dealings through their real estate company, B
& S Enterprises. He is the man for whom Representative Boner in-

:j tervened with the Veterans Administration (VA) so that Mr.
Schankle would be allowed to raise his bid by $60,000 to renovate
the clinical laboratory at Nashville's VA Medical Center. The alle-
gation of impropriety is that, in return for either his investment
opportunities with Mr. Schankle or for the work he gave to Mrs.
Boner, Representative Boner interceded on Mr. Schankle's behalf
to get him special treatment at the VA. The media reported that
Mr. Schankle acknowledges he has employed Mrs. Boner on a
couple of real estate closings, and then goes on to point out that
there is no mention on tax return summaries provided by Repre-
sentative Boner of any payments to the congressman's wife.
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1. Representative Boner's Position
Representative Boner stated in his response to the Committee

that he did nothing improper in the help he gave to Mr. Schankle
regarding the VA. He helped this constituent with a problem he
was having with a government agency, just as he helps all his con-
stituents having problems with government agencies. He adds that
his wife's only involvement in working for Mr. Schankle was to act
as his settlement attorney on the closings of four pieces of proper-
ty, three of which belonged to the congressman as well. The work
was done by the law firm of Langford, Switzer & King, for which
Mrs. Boner worked at the time. All fees were paid directly to the
firm. (Appendix A.)

2. Legal Issues
The applicable legal considerations are, again, 18 U.S.C. § 201

and House Rule XLIII, clause 3, quoted above.

S. Analysis
Representative Boner did intercede in the VA bid on behalf of

Mr. Schankle. The questions which need to be answered are wheth-
er he improperly interceded and whether the intervention was con-
nected to Mr. Schankle's employment of Mrs. Boner.

The documents submitted by Representative Boner show no im-
proper intervention on the part of either him or anyone else in his
office. Mr. Schankle wished to correct his bid submitted to the VA.
Representative Boner's office helped arrange a meeting with some
VA officials. There is nothing improper in arranging such a meet-
ing.

As to the call made to Representative Boner to the Washington
official, there is nothing to indicate that he used undue influence
or in any way did anything more than he was allowed to do on
behalf of a constituent.

Regarding the question of whether Representative Boner helped
Mr. Schankle because of their business dealings or because of work
he gave to Representative Boner's wife, no one can know for cer-
tain. It must be pointed out, however, that intervening on behalf of
a constituent is a legitimate and very common function of a con-
gressman's job. Mr. Schankle is one of his constituents, and Repre-
sentative Boner helped him out with a problem he was having with
a government agency. Whatever one might speculate as to his pur-
pose in intervening, no impropriety has been conclusively estab-
lished as to House Rule XLIII, clause 3, and 18 U.S.C. § 201.

C. WORK FOR JOE REEVES

The media reported that the same Joe Reeves who gave the
power boat to Representative Boner also hired his wife, Mrs. Betty
Fowlkes Boner, to do legal work. It was stated that when Repre-
sentative Boner made public his wife's tax summaries for the pre-
ceding six years, Mr. Reeves was not listed as having been one of
"the people who paid Mrs. Boner legal fees. Mr. Reeves is reported
as saying he paid several thousand dollars to do trademark re-
search for his company. Mr. Reeves never said exactly what he
paid Mrs. Boner, nor could he come up with any documentation to
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show she did anything for the money. The payments were not on
Representative Boner's Financial Disclosure Statement.

1. Representative Boner's Position
According to Representative Boner's statement to the Commit-

tee, in 1983 Mr. Reeves approached Mrs. Boner as to whether she
could do work for him concerning trademarks on his boats. At that
time she was working for Langford, Switzer & King, and a normal
retainer arrangement was made in which Mr. Reeves paid the firm
$5,300. Mrs. Boner did work researching trademark law, filing for
trademarks, and keeping track of conflicting trademarks. The omis-
sion of these payments from the Boners' tax return and Represent-
ative Boner's Financial Disclosure Statement was an oversight
caused by the manner in which the payments were made to her,
i.e. endorsement by the law firm of the checks Mr. Reeves sent to
it. (Appendix A.)

2. Legal Issues
The legal considerations applicable are 18 U.S.C. § 201(g) and

House Rule XLIII, clause 3, and section 102(dX1XA) of the Ethics in
Government Act of 1978.

3. Analysis
To determine whether an impropriety has been committed, again

the questions to be answered are whether Mrs. Boner did any work
for her money and whether Mrs. Boner was given this work by Mr.
Reeves in return for Representative Boner performing some official
act.

Representative Boner provided the Committee with an applica-
tion for a trademark for Mr. Reeves' company, Hydro-Sports, and
an accompanying handwritten letter from Mrs. Boner asking for
$75 and two pictures of the boat in order to file the application.
(Appendix E.) The documents submitted would seem to indicate
that Mrs. Boner did indeed do work for at least some of the money
she received.

As to whether Mr. Reeves gave this legal work to Mrs. Boner's
firm in return for official actions taken by Representative Boner,
one can only speculate. There is nothing beyond this speculation to
back up the charge. Mr. Reeves needed trademark work done in
connection with his boat business. He hired Mrs. Boner's firm.
These facts alone are not enough to sustain an allegation of impro-
priety regarding House Rule XLIII, clause 3, and 18 U.S.C. § 201.

Regarding the violation of the EIGA, analysis of Representative
Boner's Financial Disclosure Statement for 1983 shows he failed to
list the source of his wife's income from her alleged legal work. He
amended his statement by a letter to the Clerk of the House dated
May 21, 1985.

Representative Boner explained the omission in his statement to
the Committee. He says:

In addition to the retainer, Reeves also reimbursed the
firm for filing fees. This totalled about $300.00. Pursuant
to the arrangement Langford, Switzer had with Mrs.
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Boner, the check sent to pay for her work was endorsed by
the firm to Mrs. Boner.

Because of the way Mrs. Boner was paid-endorsement
of the check-Mrs. Boner did not make a proper record of
the receipt of the payment. Then, in turn, when the
Boners compiled documents to put together their taxes,
this payment was omitted. The income was initially omit-
ted from their returns. When the issue of Mrs. Boner's
work for Reeves was questioned, and Mrs. Boner went
back to compile her records, she discovered that the pay-
ment had not been initially reported on their taxes. The
Boners have since filed corrected returns.

It cannot be disputed that Representative Boner failed to con-
form to the requirements of the EIGA. The question is what effect
his explanation for the omission and his subsequent amendment to
his form have in determining whether an impropriety occurred.

The Committee staff believes that Representative Boner's expla-
nation for the failure to include the source of his wife's income,
coupled with the timing of his amendment to the form (May 21,
1985), give it grounds to reasonably believe a violation of the EIGA
has occurred.

IX. UNRESOLVED ISSUES
As is apparent from this report, there were numerous aspects of

the staff's investigation of the allegations against Representative
Boner that remained unresolved at the time of his resignation from
the House. Had the investigation not been terminated, additional
steps would have been taken to resolve these issues.

In the area of allegations regarding the misuse of campaign
funds, the questions of whether the equipment of Letters Unlimit-
ed and Targeted Communications had been used to do work for or-
ganizations other than the campaign committee, when this work
may have taken place, and where this work may have been per-
formed, remained unsolved. The next step in the staff's investiga-
tion of this matter would have been to demand the journals and
ledgers of Targeted and Letters to ascertain whether any impropri-
eties occurred.

Additionally, the issue of whether Representative Boner improp-
"erly received reimbursements from his campaign committee in vio-
lation of House Rule XLIII, clause 6 was not fully resolved. To com-
plete its investigation, the staff would have demanded that Repre-
sentative Boner produce vouchers for all campaign reimburse-
ments, including those made to Mrs. Boner, and to their credit card
accounts.

In the area of allegations regarding improper business transac-
tions, the staff felt continued investigation was required as to the
propriety of the 614 Russell Street transaction, to ascertain wheth-
er Representative Boner paid his fair share for the property.

Regarding the allegations of impropriety concerning gifts, the
issue of Mr. Boner's use of a motor home owned by the RVIA re-
mained unanswered. The next step in the staffs investigation
would have been to obtain a reliable value for the congressman's
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use of this vehicle, as well as additional information from the staff
of RVIA, and Representative Boner himself.

In the area of the allegations regarding the work done by Mrs.
Boner, the staff had not reached a final conclusion as to whether
work was done by her for Mr. James Wellham in return for the
salary she received from him. The staff would have inquired of
Representative Boner whether he could produce any more docu-
mentation to buttress his assertion that this work was indeed per-
formed.

Release of this staff report was authorized by the Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct pursuant to Committee Rule 6(b) on
November 5, 1987.
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WHEREAS, The Committee on Standards of Official Conduct has

been presented with evidence by its staff reasonably indicating

that Representative William H. Boner's use of campaign funds,

participation in certain business transactions, acceptance of

gifts, and the circumstances surrounding certain spousal income

may have resulted in violations) of the Code of Official

Conduct, or a law, rule, regulation or other standard of conduct

applicable to his conduct in the performance of his duties or in

the discharge of his responsibilities; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Committee Rule 13, the Committee

determines that the evidence presented by the staff of such

alleged violation(s) merits further inquiry;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that this Committee conduct a

Preliminary Inquiry in accordance with Rule 11(a) to determine

whether such violation(s) occurred; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Chairman and Ranking

Minority Member may authorize and issue subpoenas, either for the

taking of depositions or the production of records, and that all

testimony taken by deposition or things produced by deposition or

otherwise shall be deemed to have been taken, produced, or

furnished in Executive Session; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Representative Boner be

immediately notified of this action and informed of his rights

pursuant to the Rules of this Committee.
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EXHIBIT 2
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February 26, 1986

Stephen S. Trott, Esquire
Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Division
United States Department of Justice
Room 2107 Main
Washington, D. C. 20530

Dear Mr. Trott:

On February 5, 1986, the Committee on Standards of
Official Conduct of the United States House of
Representatives voted to conduct an inquiry into certain
allegations which have been raised against Representative
William H. Boner of Tennessee. As presently envisioned, the
investigation will address whether:

(1) Representative Boner may have accepted a bribe
or gratuity within the ambit of 18 U.S.C. 5201 in connection
with legal fees allegedly paid to his wife by a defense
contractor for work she neither performed nor was expected to
perform;

(2) Representative Boner failed to reveal certain
business interests on his Financial Disclosure Statements
filed pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S701, et seq.;

(3) Representative Boner received a gift from a
boat manufacturer in violation of House Rules and, further,
whether he failed to disclose such gift on his Financial
Disclosure Statement; and

(4) Representative Boner used campaign funds for
personal benefit in violation of House Rules.

Based upon recent press accounts, the Committee
understands that the Department of Justice may also be
investigating certain aspects of * Representative Boner's
activities, as described above. Accordingly, we wish to
inform you of the Committee's undertaking so that our
respective organizations do not engage in duplicative or
conflicting activities. In this light, we would appreciate
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Stephen I. Trott, Esquire
February 26, 1986
Page 2

any information that you may be willing to provide which
would allow for better coordination of our efforts and
whether any of our current investigative initiatives will
impede or overlap with those taken or planned by the
Department. Of course, any information this Committee were
to receive would be maintained in the strictest confidence.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. We
look forward to hearing from you soon.

CDixon
Chairman

Ranking W rity Member
JS:JMH
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EXHIBIT 3
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COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS O0
OFFICIAL CONDUCT
SUITE 141-2 US CAPIOL

Sasbngton. DC 20515

March 26, 1986

Stanley M. Brand, Esq.
Abbe Lowell, Esq.
BRAND & LOWELL
923 15th Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20005

Gentlemen:

Thank you for your Statement dated March 17, 1986, on behalf
of your client, Representative Bill Boner, with attachments. The
materials will assist the Committee in its Preliminary Inquiry
into certain allegations raised regarding the congressman' s
conduct.

As you know, the subject allegations fall into broad
categories and, as such, are amenable to separately focussed
investigations. In this light, Committee staff has reviewed the
March 17, 1986, Statement with a view to identifying, and
obtaining, such additional information and documentation
considered necessary to each major category subsumed by the
Preliminary Inquiry, one of which embraces Representative Boner's
financial dealings and transactions with his campaign
committee. To this end, there is enclosed a series of questions
and document requests relevant to this category of allegation.
We would appreciate your providing the subject materials within
30 days of the date of this letter.

As we complete our review and analysis of your Statement in
the context of the other major categories, we plan to inform you
of such additional information needs deemed pertinent to the
category of allegation so involved, as appropriate.

Thank you for your continued cooperation.

SinEn sly,

cqhiel Counsel

Enclosure
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AUTOMOBILES

Representative Boner's statement asserts that the Member
purchased a 1984 Pontiac Bonneville automobile, vehicle
identification number (VIN) 2G2AR69MDE2236174, for $17,643.88,
and that he has leased that automobile to his campaign committee
under various terms from March, 1984, to present. According to
the statement, Representative Boner received a trade-in allowance
of $5,254.84, and financed the remainder ($12,389.04) of the
purchase price with General Motors Acceptance Corporation
(GMAC). Please provide the Committee with the following
information requested below regarding this arrangement. In
fulfilling the Committee's request for copies of cancelled checks
in this portion, and all subsequent portions, of this document,
please provide copies of the front and back of the item.

1. Copy of Representative Boner's lease agreements with
his campaign committee for 1984 Pontiac Bonneville for the
periods March, 1984, to December, 1984, and January, 1985, to
July, 1985.

2. Date of correspondence in Appendix A3--estimate of
lease rate by Howard Carmichael, Leasing Manager of Beaman
Pontiac.

3. Odometer readings for 1984 Pontiac Bonneville at the
beginning and ending effective dates of each lease period (3/84
to 12/84, 1/85 to 7/85, 8/85 to present).

4. Copies of all automobile insurance policies carried on
1984 Pontiac Bonneville, and copies of all cancelled checks
issued to pay such policy premiums.

5. Copies of all cancelled checks issued by Representative
Boner and/or his principal campaign committee to GMAC to satisfy
Representative Boner's obligation to GMAC.

6. Copies of GMAC finance contract for 1984 Pontiac
Bonneville.

7. Copies of all checks issued to Representative Boner by
principal campaign committee to satisfy leases of 1984 Pontiac
Bonneville.

8. Copies of all checks issued to campaign committee to
reimburse for any non-campaign use of 1984 Pontiac Bonneville.

9. Copy of service contract sold to Representative Boner
for $410.99 by Beaman Pontiac.

10. Copies of all cancelled checks issued by Representative
Boner, his representative, or his principal campaign committee
for payment of gas, oil, and maintenance costs incurred in
operating 1984 Pontiac Bonneville.

-1-
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11. List of all oil company, or other, credit cards
(including account numbers) used in defraying costs of operating
1984 Pontiac Bonneville.

12. Copies of all receipts for gas, oil, and maintenance
charges for operation of 1984 Pontiac Bonneville.

13. Copies of all maintenance records on 1984 Pontiac
Bonneville.

14. Ownership records, including bill of sale, for Maroon
Malibu for which Beaman Pontiac allowed Representative Boner
$5,254.84 as a trade-in, including vehicle identification number.

15. Copies of any previous leases between Representative
Boner and principal campaign committee covering Maroon Malibu.

16. Copies of all automobile insurance policies carried on
Maroon Malibu, and copies of all cancelled checks issued to pay
such policy premiums.

17. Copies of all financing agreements pertaining to Maroon
Malibu.

18. Copies of all cancelled checks issued by Representative
Boner, his representative, or his principal campaign committee,
to satisfy financing obligations for Maroon Malibu.

19. Copies of all cancelled checks issued by campaign
committee to satisfy any leases on Maroon Malibu.

20. Copies of any cancelled checks issued to campaign
committee to reimburse for non-campaign use of Maroon Malibu.

21. List of all oil company, or other, credit cards
(including account numbers) used in defraying costs of operating
Maroon Malibu.

22. Copies of all cancelled checks issued by Representative
Boner, his representative, or his principal campaign committee
for payment of gas, oil, and maintenance costs incurred in
operating Maroon Malibu.

23. Copies of all available receipts for gas, oil, and
maintenance charges for operation of Maroon Malibu.

24. Copies of all maintenance records for Maroon Malibu.

25. Beginning and ending odometer reading for Maroon
Malibu.

26. List of all motor vehicles owned by Representative
Boner and/or his wife.

-2-
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TRUCKS

Representative Boner's statement asserts that he purchased a
used 1981 pick-up truck in 1985 at a cost of $4,091.00 to replace
a stolen 1976 pick-up truck he had previously owned and used in
his 1982 and 1984 campaigns. According to the Member's statement
he personally secured financing for the purchase and then was
reimbursed by his campaign committee. Please provide the
Committee with the following information regarding these
transactions.

1. Ownership records, including bill of sale, for used
1981 pick-up truck purchased by Representative Boner.

2. Copies of all checks issued by Representative Boner to
pay for purchase of 1981 pick-up truck.

3. Copies of all checks issued by principal campaign
committee to Representative Boner as reimbursement for purchase
price of 1981 pick-op truck.

4. Copies of all checks issued by Representative Boner to
Commerce Union Bank to satisfy loan for 1981 pick-up truck.

5. Copies of lease agreements between Representative Boner
and principal campaign committee for use of 1976 pick-up.

6. Copies of cancelled checks issued by campaign committee
to Representative Boner for lease of 1976 pick-up.

7. Copies of all checks issued by campaign to defray
operating cost. of 1976 pick-up and 1981 pick-up.

8. List of all oil company, or other, credit cards
(including account numbers) used to defray operating costs of
1976 pick-up and 1981 pick-up incurred by campaign.

9. Copies of all available receipts for gas, oil, and
maintenance charges to campaign for operation of 1976 pick-up and
1981 pick-up.

10. Copies of all insurance policies for 1976 pick-up truck
and 1981 pick-up truck, and copies of cancelled checks issued to
pay the premiums on such policies.

11. Beginning and ending odometer reading for the 1976
pick-up truck, and odometer readings for the 1981 pick-up truck
when purchased and current.

-3-
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TELEPHONES

Representative Boner's statement asserts that he purchased a
mobile telephone in 1979 and was reimbursed by his campaign for
its use on only two occasions between the purchase date and
1984. The Member further asserts that he began leasing the phone
to his campaign in 1984. The documents provided by the Member in
this regard indicate that a new mobile telephone was purchased in
1984. Please provide the Committee with the following
information regarding the mobile telephone(s).

1. Copies of all records documenting purchase of mobile
telephones in 1979 and 1984, including bills of sale,
installation bills, cancelled checks in payment thereof, and
financing notes utilized therein.

2. Monthly mobile telephone bills for both mobile
telephones.

3. Copies of cancelled checks used to pay mobile telephone
bills from 1979 to present.

4. Copies of cancelled checks issued by campaign to
reimburse Representative Boner for use of mobile telephone from
1979 to 1984.

5. Copies of cancelled checks issued by campaign to
satisfy any debt obligation on mobile telephones purchased by
Representative Boner in 1979.

6. Copies of any service contracts for the mobile
telephone, and copies of any cancelled checks for payment of
maintenance or service thereon.

-4-
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CAMPAIGN BmAD0UART?

Representative Boner's statement asserts that the Member
purchased a renovated building in 1984 for $80,000.00. According
to the statement, two mortgages were placed to cover
approximately $69,000.00 of the overall cost, with the remainder
of the purchase price (approximately $10,000) being absorbed by
the purchaser. Additionally, the Member states that, after
paying some $2,782.57 in improvements to the building, he leased
same to his campaign. Documents provided by the Member
concerning these transactions do not make clear who is the actual
purchaser and deeded owner of this property. Please provide the
Committee with the following information:

1. Copy of deed for building purchased by or on behalf of
Representative Boner on June 15, 1984, and all real estate
records pertaining thereto, including mortgages, purchase
contract, and property tax returns.

2. Copy of cancelled checks issued for:

(a) $5,000 earnest money,
(b) $5,570.52 balance owed seller, and
(c) $2,782.57 improvements,

by, or on- behalf of, Representative Boner in connection with
building purchased on June 15, 1984, and subsequent improvements
thereto.

3. Copies of all cancelled checks issued to W.H.B.
Properties, or to Representative Boner, by his principal campaign
committee to satisfy obligation of leases dated June 15, 1984.

4. Copy of bill submitted to Representative Boner, or his
representative, for improvements to building purchased on June
1S, 1984.

S. Copies of all cancelled checks issued to satisfy
mortgage obligations on property purchased by, or on behalf of,
Representative Boner on June 1S, 1984.

.6. List of principal officers and employees of W.H.B.
Properties.

7. Partnership agreements of W.H.B. Properties or
employment agreement between N.H.B. Properties and Representative
Boner.

8. Cancelled checks :ssued to Representative Boner by
W.H.B. Properties, or vice versa, in connection with the purchase
of the building on Jun-e , 1984.

9. List of all previous campaign headquarters, including
location and mailing addresses and copies of each rental/lease
agreement.

-5-



52

LZrTZS WLIMITID

Representative Boner's statement asserts that the Member
established a sole proprietorship in December of 1981 called
Letters Unlimited, whose principal capital asset was an IBM word
processor. The Member states that this, and other equipment, was
leased by Letters Unlimited to the campaign committee to be used
in direct mailing and letter answering operations. Please
provide the Committee with the following information:

1. List of all officers and employees of Letters
Unlimited.

2. Inventory of all equipment owned or purchased by
Letters Unlimited ia the conduct of its business, listing dates
of purchase, invoices, and place and date of delivery for same.

3. List of all equipment leased by Letters Unlimited
providing names of lessees and documentation of all lease
agreements for such equipment.

4. Documentation of all financing agreements entered into
by Letters Unlimited for purposes of purchasing its equipment.

5. Copies of all cancelled checks issued by Letters
Unlimited to satisfy any financing agreements on its equipment.

6. Copies of all cancelled checks issued by campaign
committee to Letters Unlimited or Representative Boner.

7. Copies of all cancelled checks issued to Letters
Unlimited by Representative Boner.

8. Copies of all records or documents relative to
maintenance and service on equipment owned and leased by Letters
Unlimited in the conduct of its business.

9. Check register(s) for all checking accounts in the name
of Letters Unlimited.

-6-
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TARGETED COMMUNICATIONS

Representative Boner's statement asserts that he formed
Targeted Communications, Incorporated, under the laws of the
State of Tennessee and that the corporation purchased various
pieces of equipment to be used in providing letter writing
services. According to the statement, Targeted Communications
then leased this equipment to the campaign at various times.
Please provide the Committee with the following information
regarding these transactions:

1. List of all officers and employees of Targeted
Communications, Inc.

2. Inventory of all equipment owned or purchased by
Targeted Communications in the conduct of its business, listing
dates of purchase, invoices, and place and date of delivery for
same.

3. List of all equipment leased by Taigeted Communications
providing names of lessees and copies of all lease agreements for
such equipment.

4. Documentation of all financing agreements entered into
by Targeted Communications for purposes of purchasing its
equipment.

5. Copies of all cancelled checks issued by Targeted
Communications to satisfy any financing obligations an its
equipment.

6. Copies of all cancelled checks issued by campaign
committee to Targeted Communications or Representative Boner in
connection with the lease.

7. Copies of all cancelled checks issued to Targeted
Communications by Representative Boner.

8. Copies of all records and documents relative to
maintenance and service on equipment owned and leased by Targeted
Communications in the conduct of its business.

9. Inventory of all equipment held by Targeted
Communications upon dissolution.

10. Check register(s) for all checking accounts in the name
of Targeted Communications.

-7-
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MISCELLANEOUS CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES

Representative Boner's statement asserts that various
expenditures made by his principal campaign committee have been
for bona fide campaign or political purposes. Please provide the
Committee with the following information regarding these
expenditures:

1. Itemized list of reimbursements made to Representative
Boner by his campaign for expenses incurred by the Member from
1978 through 1985.

2. Itemized list of reimbursements made to Doris Bland by
Representative Boner's campaign for expenses she has incurred
from 1978 through 1985.

3. Itemized list of furniture purchased by campaign
committee for use in Representative Boner's house, copies of
cancelled checks issued by campaign committee in payment thereof,
and invoices for same.

4. Itemized list of expenditures made by campaign
committee in connection with Representative Boner's 1982 trip to
Hong Kong.

S. Copies of correspondence, if any, between
Representative Boner and the United States Ambassador to Hong
Kong or the United States Embassy in Hong Kong, relative to
Representative Boner's trip there in 1982.

6. List of names of individuals with whom Representative
Boner met at the United States Embassy during his 1982 trip to
Hong Kong.

7. List of names of all other individuals with whom
Representative Boner met in Hong Kong in 1982 to discuss trade
and tourism.

-8-
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April 23, 1986

Stephen S. Trott, Esquire
Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Division
U.S. Department of Justice
Room 2107 Main Justice
Washington# D. C. 20S30

Dear Mr. Trotts

This responds to your letter of April 15, 1986, signed by
Acting Assistant Attorney General Keeney, requesting the
Committee on Standards of Official Conduct to suspend its
Preliminary Inquiry into allegations regarding Representative
William H. Boner until the completion of a Department of Justice
investigation.

At its meeting on this date, the Committee agreed to the
above-described request and will suspend action at this time
pending further notification from the Department. A copy of the
Committee's press release is enclosed.

. Since ely, e'

PC. Dixon
Chairman

Enclosure
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OR : IMM EDIATE RELEASE APRIL 23. 1986

STATEMNoT OF TEE HONORABLE" JULI C. DIXON
CHAIRMAN, HOUSE COMMITTAF

ON STANDARDS op OFFICIAL CONDUCT

IN THE CASE OF REPRESENTATIVE JILLIAN H. BONER

On February 5, 1986, the Committee on Standards of Official

Conduct announced a Preliminary Inquiry into certain allegations

regarding the conduct of Representative William H. Boner of

Tennessee.

On April 15, 1986. the Committee was officially requested by

the U.S. Department of Justice to suspend this investigation in

order to not interfere with similar eLforts of the Department of

Justice which had commenced prior to the Committee's announced

investigation. The Committee has agreed to this request and has

suspended the Preliminary Inquiry pending further notification

from the Department.
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EXHIBIT 5
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July 21, 1987

Abbe David Lowell# Esq.

923 Fifteenth Street, .No.
Washington. D.C. 20005

Dear Mr. Lowells

As you will recall, I met with you and Mr. Brand on may It#
1987. regarding a series of questions that Committee staff had in
connection with various activities of Representative William N.
loner. Subsequently, on June 24# 1987# you responded, in part#
to the questions raised through letter and attachments. At the
time of your submission, you stated that certain additional
documentation is connection with the congressman's investment
activities (specifically, copies of I.R.S. forms K-1 and evidence
of the congressman's contributions to his various partnership
agreements) would be forthcoming. To date, I have not received
from you the additional material which you said would be
provided. Absent that material, committee staff is not in a
position to reach any final understanding of the matter or to
make any recommendation to the Committee with respect to the
allegations made against Representative Boner.

in addition, based upon your letter of June 24, 1967,
C omittes staff has certain additional questions to which
responses are needed. These matters follow.

1. Since the truck (Exhibit 2 to your June 24v 1987,
letter) was paid in full by the campaign organization,
did the campaign reimburse Congressman loner for the
costs of auto insurance? (iou have asserted that the
cost of insurance would be less if title remained in
the congressman's namo.)

2. Please provide more specific information regarding
the "odd-job" projects that Letters Unlimited or
Targetted Communications did for other entities (said
to amount to $1400), including the names of the
organizations. (Item #7 in your June 24 letter stated
that you were attempting to secure this information.
To date, you have not informed us as to the results of
this effort.)

3. Where was the campaign computer equipment
delivered? (In Item #9 of your June 24 letter you
stated 'As far as we have been able to check back, it
ms delivered to either the 24th Avenue North or Third
Avenue locations.' What is the result of this check?
if possible, please provide delivery invoices.
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Abbe David Lowell. sq.
July 21. #197
Page 2

4. Umo paid the maintenance csets for the computer
equipment and wae tatt amount included in the monthly
rental that the campaign paid to Congressme noneer?

S. At our t ay It meeting we requested back-ut
documents supporting the congressman's reimbureamen
for expenses from his Icmpaign organisation. To date,
you have not provided this information. As noted in
our meeting, the I.B.C. reports simply reflect the
amounts of a disbursement for a reimbursement and not
the underlying charges incurred.

6. Regarding Joe Reeves (Item *16 in your June 24
letter), you have not responded to whether, in your
view, ,r. Reeves had an interest in legislation -- a
matter which is important in the light of House Rule
XLIII, clause 4. This answer is important regardless
of whether Mr. Reeves provided "many people with boats"
since Kr. Reeves' business activities relating to other
individuals is irrelevant insofar as the cited House
Rule is concerned.

7. Finally, as noted above, you have not, as requested
and agreed, provided documentation underlying
Congressman Boner's partnership activities with Harold
Shankle (1-1 forms and evidence of the congressman's
proportionate contribution).

As you know# I have raised the item regarding the Shankle
partnerships on several occasions with you and you have
consistently replied that the information was forth-coming.
Absent that material, as well as responses to the other questions
raised above. Committee staff is not in a position to make any
recommendations to the Committee regarding whether efforts
regarding Congressman Boner should be closed without reinitiation
of a Preliminary Inquiry. In order to facilitate reaching
disposition of this matter, I request that you respond to the
matters raised in this letter by July 29. 1987.

sin rely,
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August 13, 1907

Abbe David Lowell, S2quire
BRAND & UNZLZ
923 Fifteenth Street# U.9.
Washington# D.C. 20005

Dear Mr. Lowell:

This confirms our conversation of August 12, 1987, regarding
the status of the Committee's information requests In connection
with your client, Representative Bill Boner.

To begin, I share your concern that there not be a
perception of what you described as *foot dragging* by either
this Committee or your office concerning requests for information
or responses thereto in the subject matter. As you well know,
Committee staff reinitiated its review of the allegations against
Congressman boner this past Spring and to that end net with you
and Stanley Brand on Nay 19, 1987, for the purpose of setting out
those areas of concern which remain. Since that time, there has
been correspondence both from this office and yours seeking
Information and responding to those requests. As the matter now
stands, my letter of July 21, 1987, raised for consideration
seven items that were earlier discussed in our May 19, 1987,
meeting. In that correspondence, I also mentioned that I had
still not received from you copies of documentation in connection
with the Congressman's investment activities. Your most recent
letter of July 24, 1987, provided that documentation and a
partial response to my July 21, 1987, request. Thus, I am still
awi tring from you response to my questions numbered 1, 2, 3, and
4 as raised in the July 21 letter.

If nothing else,# believe the foregoing amply demonstrates
that this Committee has not delayed or deferred active pursuit of
the remaining issues since reinitiatLon of the review which began
this past Spring. Nevertheless, several matters remain
outstanding.

In an effort to expedite completion of the current review, I
called you yesterday simply to ascertain and reach agreement on a
time frame in which those matters that still need response can be
completed. As a result of our discussLon, you assured me that
you would provide responses to the remaining questions by the end

78-177 0 - 87 - 3
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Abbe David LowellR Iequire
August 13#l1987
rage 2

of this month. Accordingly. it is my position that I shall
expect from you an answer to all questions raised in my July 21.,
1087,, letter by August31, 197. Said in other words, that is
the date on which the Committee will consider any response to
have been timely submitted. Of course. Welcome your answers to
the remaining questions at any time prior to August 31.

Finally# I wish again to make clear that Congressman Boner's
non-louse, political aspirations notwithstanding, this Committee
intends to sake a determination on all of the allegations that
have been raised and to take appropriate action based on all
available information an soon as possible. It is for this reason
that it is imperative that I receive tram you the agreed-upon
responses within the above-stated time trame.

•rtipbeL. CounstkeLotiefCouns~el

in'
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EXHIBIT 7

Richard J. Powers

SUBJECT: Telephone conversation with Jerry Loftus, General
Counsel, Recreation Vehicle Industry Association

DATE: October 6, 1987

On September 30, 1987, 1 received a telephone call from
Jerry Loftus who identified himself as General Counsel to
Recreation Vehicle Industry Association (RVIA).

Loftus stated that he was responding to our request to David
Humpreys, President of RVIA, that he supply us with documentation
that would establish a price for the rental of the vehicle used
by Representative Boner.

Loftus stated that there is no way they could establish the
rental price for the vehicle used by Congressman Boner.

TO: The File

FROII$
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TO: The File

FROM Richard J. Powers

SUBJECT: Telephone interview with Doris Bland

DATE: October 6, 1987

On September 25, 1987, r contacted Doris Bland by telephone
at Congressman Boner's campaign office (615-242-1988). I was
attempting to ascertain what work, other than campaign related,
was done by Targeted Commuications and Letters Unlimited from
1982 to 1986. Bland informed me that it would be difficult
remembering what happened back in those early years and that she
would check and get back to me.

On September 29, 1987, Bland left a message with the office
that Congressman Boner is represented by Abbe Lowell of Brand &
Lowell and that we should contact the law firm in this matter.

On September 30, 1987, I called Bland and informed her that
I was requesting information known to her and not information
from the congressman or his attorney. She stated that she would
not know what went on with that equipment because it was in
another room. She did not state she was represented by Brand &
Lowell or any other lawyer, but suggested I call Brand & Lowell
for any further information.
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TOt The File

FRGM: Richard J. Powers

SUBJECT: Telephone interview with Howard "Butch* Ely, press aide
to Representative Boner

DATE: October 6, 1987

In an attempt to establish what outside work was performed
by Letters Unlimited and Targeted Communications, I contacted
Howard Ely, Representative Boner's press aide, on September 29,
1987. I felt that sincenEly was identified as a director of
Targeted Communications on a Targeted statement of intent to
dissolve dated January 1, -1986, he would have knowledge of the
business dealings of Letters Unlimited and Targeted
Communications.

Ely informed me that he was represented by counsel, Mr.
Webley. He informed me that he was familiar with business between
Targeted and ILT but would rather not discuss it over the
telephone. He stated that I should send the questions in writing
to him.
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APPENDIX A

STATEMENT BY REPRESENTATIVE WILLIAM H. BONER
IN RBSONSE TO PRELIMINARY INQUIRY

BY COMMITEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CONDUCT

BRAND & LOWELL
Fifth Floor
923 Fifteenth St. NW
Washington, D.C. 20005
(202) 662-9700

Counsel to Representative
William H. Boner

March 17, 1986



66

Page
INTRODUCTION 1

A. USE OF CAMPAIGN FUNDS 3

1. Lease of Vehicles and Phone 3

2. Purchase And Lease of Campaign Head-
quarters 6

3. Lease From Letters Unlimited 8

4. Lease From Targeted Communications, Inc. 11

5. Employment of Doris A. Bland 13

6. Reimbursements to Congressman Boner 15

7. Purchase of Office Furniture 17

8. Hong Kong Trip 18

B. CERTAIN BUSINESS TRANSACTIONS 26

1. Investments With Gary Price 27

a. Greeneville Hotel Associates, Ltd. 27

b. Richmond Hotels Developers Unlimited 29

c. West Atlantic Associates, Ltd. 30

2. Investments With J. Harold Shankle 31

a. B,B & S Enterprises 31

b. B & S Enterprises 32

C. ACCEPTANCE OF GIFTS 38

1. Joe Reeves Sale To Congressman Boner
of Hydro-Sport Boat 38

2. Congressman's Use of A Recreational
Vehicle (RV) 41



66

- Index Continued

3. Contributions, Honoraria, and Travel 42

-- 4. Gifts From James Wellham 43
D. CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING SPOUSAL INCOME 45

1. Work for James Wellham 46

2. Work for J. Harold Shankle 54

3. Work for Joe Reeves 60

CONCLUSION 61

-ii



67

INTRODUCTION

on January 14, 1986 Fred Werthheimer, President of Common

Cause, a Washington based lobbying organization, held a press

conference alleging that Congressman Bill Boner (D-Tenn.) had

violated House rules governing use of campaign funds and arising

from certain business relationships. Werthheimer's allegations

were essentially identical to those published over the last year

by The Tennessean, under the byline of reporters Joel Kaplan and

James Pratt, and also published in the January/February issue of

Common Cause Magazine.

In some cases, the newspaper and other articles actually

charge wrongdoing (e.g. failure to properly report gifts).

However, in the majority of instances, these reports make no

charge at all. They leave to innuendo and implication some

notion of impropriety. Very often the "charge" is simply that

the Congressman invested or the Congressman made money or the

Congressman owned something. These non-allegations fill pages of

articles which then get re-printed by other newspapers.

In response to those allegations by Common Cause, Congress-

man Boner wrote to the Committee on Standards of Official

Conduct ("Standards Committee") on February 4, 1986 requesting

initiation of a review of these charges to resolve any questions

surrounding Congressman Boner's activities and House rules. App.

i.

Following the receipt of the Congressman's letter, the

Standards Committee voted on February 5, 1986 to conduct a

-1-



68

preliminary inquiry into the allegations and notified Congressman

Boner of its action that same day. Pursuant to Rule 11(a) (2) (A)

of the Rules of Procedure of the Committee on Standards of

Official Conduct ("Committee Rule"), Congressman Boner submits

this written statement.

A fair examination of the facts underlying each charge will

reveal that the allegations of wrongdoing are unsupported and

unfair. This statement attempts to address all of the charges

made, even those, which as stated before, do not include any

specific claim of impropriety. What is truly unfortunate is that

most of the answers to the press charges were there for the

reporters to find. Due to laziness or a purposeful desire to

overlook the explanations, reporters never bothered to check all.

the facts before writing.

This statement is organized according to the general

categories into which the allegations were grouped by the

Standards Committee's February 5, 1986 resolution initiating the

preliminary inquiry: (1) use of campaign funds; (2) participation

in certain business transactions; (3) acceptance of gifts and (4)

spousal income. Within each category, a complete factual

description of every allegation reasonably falling within or

concerning that category will be presented. Where appropriate,

an analysis of relevant House rules and standards of conduct will

be presented. Also documents which explain what really happened

also are included as an appendix.
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A. USE OF CAMPAIGN FUNDS

Alleaations

As a starting point, both the Federal Election Commission

("FEC") and the Rules of the House of Representatives ("House

Rules"), have given the broadest discretion to Members in exerci-

sing judgment whether a particular activity is campaign related.

Each expenditure challenged by the press and others was

campaign related, and is attributable to a bona-fide campaign

purpose. No "conversion" of campaign funds has occurred.

1. Leases of Vehicles and Phone

On January 27, 1984, Congressman Boner purchased an automo-

bile. Far from the "luxury" car alleged in the press, this was

a mid-sized 1984 Pontiac Bonneville costing $17,643.88. The

Congressman received an allowance on a trade-in of $5,254.84.

The remainder ($12,389.04), was financed through GMAC with

payments of $344.14 a month. App. Al.

Unlike the common practice among members, Congressman

Boner did n= lease a car through the official allowances

provided by the House of Representatives. Nevertheless, as more

and more of his time in the district involved campaigning and

politics, he decided to offset part of the costs of leasing this

car. In 1984, the Congressman's campaign committee leased the'

car from March through December for a total of $3,441.40. In

1985, the campaign committee again leased the car, this time at a

reduced rate of $286.00 a month. In 1986, the rate was reduced
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again to $275.00 a month. App. A2. In total, the campaign paid

for about 804 of the use and the Congressman paid for 20%.

Congressman Boner sought an estimate from the car dealer of

what a lease to the campaign would cost at market value. The

estimate sent indicated that the lease, on this basis, could be

$528.70 a month. App. A3. The Congressman's arrangement,

then, saved the campaign over $200 month. Had his intent been

to provide for his gain, Congressman Boner even could have

leased the car to the campaign for below market value ($528) and

yet at a price in excess of his car payments ($344). He did not

do this.

The car lease arrangement was undertaken by the Congressman

in an effort not to abuse official allowances provided by the

House. In this regard, reference to the Report of the Clerk of

the House will readily show the widespread use of House funds by

members of Congress for automobiles. In addition, leases and

purchases of vehicles are commonly-listed expenditures in

campaign reports filed with the Federal Election Commission.

These are also partially described in a Wall Street Journal

newspaper article. App. A4.

There is no doubt that the campaign committee could have

gone out and purchased or leased an automobile for campaign use.

Then, use other than that for the campaign would have to be

reimbursed. The Congressman's method saved general House (i.e.,

taxpayer) funds and also resulted in a savings to the campaign.
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Any lease or purchase arranged by the campaign would have cost

more.

Interestingly, the press has made no charge about the

campaign committee's purchase of a truck other than to report

that it occurred. There was no report of the price, whether the

truck was new or used, whether there was anything wrong with

getting a truck, etc. Yet, the "charge" was made and wrongdoing

has been implied.

Congressman Boner's campaign committee needed a vehicle

which could carry large items -- campaign signs, boxes of

literature, printing equipment, press risers, etc. Even in the

year between elections, such a vehicle was needed to set up

booths at fairs and festivals and to assist in campaign-related

activities (i.e., voter registration or information). A used

1976 pickup truck that Congressman Boner owned himself was used

by the campaign in 1982 and 1984. After this truck wah stolen,

Congressman Boner, on March 11, 1985, bought a used, 1981 pickup

truck. Just looking at the truck would show that the Congressman

did not use it for any other purpose. He paid $3,800.00 out of

his own funds. App. A5. An additional $291.00 was paid for

emissions tests and registration. On April 19, the Congressman

took a bank loan of $4091.00 to pay for the truck and servicing.

App. A6. Then, in May, the campaign committee reimbursed the

Congressman for the costs -- purchase price, registration fees,

service, and interest then paid -- of the truck. App. A7. The

loan was paid off in June. Use of the truck was proper; payment
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was reasonable; and reporting was complete. There is nothing

subject to question, yet the press has done so anyway.

Equally without merit is the suggestion of wrongdoing

concerning the Congressman's lease of a mobile telephone. Any

informal survey will show that mobile telephones have become

necessities among members of Congress. Again, by allocating use

between the campaign and personal use, Congressman Boner avoided

having to use official allowance funds and saved the campaign

money. Even though he bought a mobile telephone in 1979, with

his own funds, and used it immediately for political and campaign

calls, Congressman Boner got reimbursement from the campaign once

in 1980 and then, not again until 1984. He let four years run.

In 1984, at the start of the election year, Congressman Boner

began leasing the phone to the campaign at $200 a month. App.

A8. This arrangement again avoided use of House funds and was

intended to help the campaign control funds. At the same time,

the lease rate was no more than necessary to offset purchase and

maintenance of the telephone. As compared to the actual pur-

chases or these telephones by other members, Congressman Boner's

procedure is unassailable.

2. Purchase And Lease of CamDaign Headquarters

Congressman Boner made a conscious decision to keep his

campaign and election activities segregated from his official

duties. This was the goal behind a number of the decisions he

made (e.g., allocation of expenses for leased automobile). It
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also was the reason that he purchased separate space to house

his campaign offices.

Since his first close (51t) election in 1978, the Congress-

man has run full-time campaign activities. At various times,

these have been run from several places, including a backroom of

the Congressman's house See p. 17, infra. Congressman Boner,

however, wanted a more visible and spacious full-time headquar-

ters. Supplies and equipment could then be kept separate from

his official House of Representatives office in the district.

On June 15, 1984, the Congressman purchased a small renova-

ted building for $80,000. He assumed a first mortgage of

$50,000 at 11% ($567.70 a month) and placed a second mortgage of

$19,300 at 12t ($276.90 a month) on the house. App. A9. After

the purchase, some $2,782.57 in improvements to the property were

made.

On July 1, 1984, in the middle of the campaign year, the

Congressman's campaign committee began leasing the building.

App. A10. The Congressman obtained not just one, but three

separate appraisals of the rental value of the building. App.

All. While these stated that the space could be rented for

between $10 and $14 per square foot, the Congressman leased the

space to the campaign for $6.75. App. A10. This worked out to

be approximately the amount paid out by Congressman Boner on

mortgage, maintenance, taxes, and insurance.

Newspaper accounts would like to paint a picture that the

Congressman set up elaborate schemes to siphon money to himself
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out of the campaign. The facts simply do not bear this out.

His decision to purchase and lease campaign space was founded on

his deep desire to keep political and official business separate

to the greatest extent practicable. Then, the amounts charged

in the lease were well below the market rate and fixed to offset

acquisition and renovation costs. Finally, the arrangement saved

the campaign more than $700 a month, money which the Congressman

could have earned if his intent was to purchase the property for
4

investment and gain.

In addition, Congressman Boner structured the purchase and

lease of this building according to directions he received

"from the Standards Committee. In arranging for the leasing of

business equipment to the campaign committee, Congressman Boner

sought and received advice from the Standards Committee that such

arrangements were allowed if they were conducted at arms-length

and if the amounts charged were at or below fair market value.

App. A14. Like the leased equipment arrangements, the rent

established was well within the Committee's instructions. The

Committee's advice to Congressman Boner is discussed in greater

detail in the following section.

3. Lease From Letters Unlimited

4 . The purpose behind and arrangements with Letters Unlimited

were similar to those with the campaign office. Again, Congress-

man Boner wanted to segregate campaign and official expenses. He

also wanted to control costs to the campaign.
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A large expense to the campaign and to the political

activities of all members is direct mail and answering written

inquiries. In order to address this need, Congressman Boner

-- formed Letters Unlimited, a sole proprietorship, in December 9,

1981. App. A12. The principal piece of equipment owned by

Letters Unlimited was an IBM Word Processor. Letters Unlimited

purchased and financed this equipment through a note at First

American Bank, secured by the equipment itself. App A13.

The campaign paid $950.00 a month to Letters Unlimited for use of

this equipment.

As with the campaign offices, the plan here was to lease

the equipment to the campaign committee in a manner which saved

money but provided no gain to the Congressman. Congressman

Boner contacted the Standards Committee to seek advice concerning

applicability of House Rules to the lease arrangement. The

Committee responded on June 11, 1982 that the arrangement was

permissable under House rules so long as it was "an 'arms-length'

arrangement conforming to standard commercial practices in the

lease of such equipment and at a rate that does not exceed the

fair market value of the lease of similar equipment in the area."

App. A14. In addition, the Committee letter advised that one

effective way to demonstrate campaign use was to physically

locate the equipment "with the campaign committee . . . . This

was another reason the Congressman decided to open separate

campaign offices in the house purchased at 619 3rd Avenue, as

described above.
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The Congressman -eceived a written estimate from IBM

itself, stating that leasing the equipment would cost the

campaign committee $1,008.00 a month, without maintenance and

service fees. App. A15. In 1982, Letters Unlimited leased the

machine to the campaign committee for only $950.00, which

included maintenance and service fees. App. A16. IBM valued

this arrangement at $1,146.90 a month. App. A17.

From October, 1985 to the present, however, the campaign

committee has used the equipment free of charge. Once the note

on the equipment was paid off, the Congressman, intent on not

having any personal gain from the arrangement, donated the

equipment to the campaign. This has caused and will continue to

cause a savings to the committee of $950.00 a month.

In total, this purchase/lease arrangement will save the

campaign committee in excess of $10,000.00. All money paid by

the committee to Letters Unlimited went to paying the loan on the

equipment and additional operating costs. Once the loan was paid

off, the Congressman was paid nothing.

Quite the opposite from resulting in any gain to Congressman

Boner, this arrangement actually has caused him a loss. The

national accounting firm of Touche Ross & Company, has stated

that the arrangement resulted in tax liability to the Congressman

because the arrangement was in the form of a sole proprietorship

without providing any off-setting gain. App. A18.
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4. Lease From Taroet2ed Communications. Inc..

The purpose of Targeted Communications, Inc., like Letters

Unlimited, was to assist in letter writing services. However, so

that he could take advantage of limited corporate liability and

different tax provisions, Congressman Boner established Targeted

as a Subchapter S corporation, owned solely by him. App. A19.

Since a candidate is not restricted in contributions to his own

campaign, the Congressman intended to have th&s arrangement, like

his sole proprietorship, provide him with a way not to realize

any taxable gain while still allowing him to donate the services

or the actual equipment (when the loan for its purchase was due).

Targeted purchased a Pitney Bowes Mail System for $6,420-

.31, a Xerox copier for $2,613.56, a MEL 3000 telephone dialing

machine for $36,000 ,and IBM and other computer equipment and

supplies for $67,874.99. App. A20. Each of these was financed

by Targeted. The total monthly payments for financing and main-

tenance and additional related costs were approximately the same

amount as the total the campaign committee paid for the lease of

the equipment. App. A21. The arrangement was designed to make

sure the income to Targeted was offset by its disbursements.

Targeted then leased this equipment to the campaign commit-

tee at various times. App. A22. The lease of equipment from

Targeted Communications, Inc. followed precisely the procedure of

Letters Unlimited except that the Congressman set Targeted

Communications up as a Subchapter S corporation.
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Following the procedure approved by the Committee, Congress-

man Boner obtained written estimates for the lease of each piece

of equipment. App. A23. In each case as well, written lease

agreements were made, and the equipment was used by the campaign

in its own offices. App. A22.

In addition, as soon as notes were paid on the purchase of

the equipment, Congressman Boner donated the equipment to the

campaign so that he would not be gaining income from this

arrangement. For example, Xerox itself valued a lease of its

copier to the campaign at $245.00 a month plus the cost of

copies. App. A23. Targeted leased the machine to the campaign

for $220 a month with no limit on copies. App. A22. Starting in

June 1, 1985, when the copier was paid off, the copier was used

by the campaign at no cost.

Similar estimates were received from Pitney Bowes, MEL

and IBM for their equipment. App. A23. In each instance, these

were in writing, and in each instance, Targeted leased the

equipment to the campaign for less that the fair market value as

stated in these estimates. App. A22. Also, in each instance,

the campaign got to use the equipment free of charge after loans

on the equipment were paid off. In fact, Targeted has been

dissolved, App. A24, so that all use of the equipment is now

free of charge.

As with the other arrangements, money paid by the campaign

committee was applied directly to the loans on the equipment and

related expenses. Each arrangement also followed the guidelines
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set out in the letter Congressman Boner received from the

Standards Committee. This arrangement has saved and will save

the campaign committee money in two ways. First, the campaign

has saved the difference between what it would have paid for

leasing the equipment and what Targeted has charged. This is

approximately $950 a month for a total of over $35,000. Second,

now that the equipment loans have been paid and Targeted is no

longer charging any lease, the campaign saves the total amount it

was paying every month, $8,970.00. Even if this arrangement

lasts for only two more years, the savings to the campaign would

be over $215,000.00. Again, the Congressman could have struc-

tured these leases in a way to provide him with a profit. He

did not do so.

There is no doubt that each of the leasing arrangements --

the house, Letters, and Targeted -- had tax effects. However,

whatever tax gain Congressman Boner enjoyed as a result of the

lease of the campaign headquarters was more than offset by the

unfavorable tax effects of the equipment leases in Letters and

Targeted.

5. Employment Of Doris A. Bland

No better example exists of the unfair and distorted

charges made against Congressman Boner, than the claim that he

wrongfully employed his sister. The background behind his

sister's work makes clear that her employment was justified,

proper, and, if anything, that she was underpaid.
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Congressman Boner's sister, Doris A. Bland, worked on the

Congressman's first election in 1978. She worked literally

hundreds of hours and was paid $1,225.00. In 1978, the Congress-

man won with only 51% of the vote. It was clear that he would

have to work very hard in the "off-year" in order to keep his

seat. The one person who had worked most closely with constitu-

ent and political groups during the campaign was Doris Bland. It

was natural, indeed necessary, that her knowledge and contacts

not be lost.

Consequently, the Congressman hired Ms. Bland in 1979 and

paid her out of his own pocket. For all the hours of work in

1979, her payment was only $7,154.78.

Ms. Bland's husband became seriously ill and died in

1980. After her husband's death, Ms. Bland again started to

work for the campaign committee. Until March, 1985, Ms. Bland

worked no less than 40 to 50 hours a week. She was paid as

little as $6,948 (in 1980) and never more than $11,000 (in

1983). So, while news reports have pulled one fact out -- the

total of some $40,000 paid to Ms. Bland -- they have failed

to report that the payment occurred over 8 years. Her average

yearly payment, for more than 40 hours a week of work, was only

about $5500-

- Most important, there is absolutely no bar, rule, or

law which prohibits the Congressman paying his sister to work on

his campaign or to "vethe campaign committee hire her. Indeed,

family working on campaigns is an American political institution.
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In 1960, Bobby Kennedy was a paid campaign manager for John

Kennedy's run for President. In 1976 and 1980, various members

of the Carter family worked and were reimbursed out of Rublic

campaign funds for work on Jimmy Carter's Presidential campaign.

Also, upon entering Congress in 1979, Congressman Boner

solicited advice from the Committee on whether he could employ

his sister for the help she was then providing. The Committee

responded on January 18, 1979 and approved employment as long as

U.S. treasury funds were not involved. App. A25.

This allegation about the Congressman's sister is just

another example of the press and others trying to make an issue

where none exists by presenting only part of the facts and by

taking a fact, in this case the amount of money paid, out of its

ccntext, payment over 8 years.

6. Reimbursements to Congressman Boner

Like all members, Congressman Boner routinely pays out

money for a variety of campaign-related activities and then

seeks reimbursement. Given the style of Nashville politics,

a lot of entertaining is done. Often this is done in the

Congressman's home. Aside from some miscellaneous expenses,

reimbursements fall into four categories: constituent presenta-

tions, food and receptions, travel, and donation and dues. App.

A26. All of these are routine expenditures made by members for

campaigning.

Constituent presentations include those items which Con-

gressman Boner, like all members, provide to their constituents:
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plaques, desk ornaments with House emblem, glasses, cuff-links,

pens, book-ends, American flags, etc. Most all elected officials

have such items. News articles have even appeared comparing the

kinds of cufflinks given by Presidents Carter and Reagan.

Food and receptions included the many events hosted by

members for constituents. Some of these also are campaign events

hosted by the Boners in their own home, meals on the road, meals

for staff and volunteers, etc. Here, it should be noted that

Congressman Boner, unlike many other members of Congress, does

fl• use House funds to pay for lunches he has with constituents

in the House of Representatives dining room. Congressman Boner

sees such lunches, like so many of the other expenditures that

have been reported by the press, to be political in nature.

Therefore, he prefers to use campaign funds.

Donations include the charitable contributions the Congress-

man's committee makes to a wide variety of organizations,

including the March of Dimes, the United Negro College Fund and

others. They also include payments by the campaign committee for

receptions and other activities hosted or spcnsored by other

candidates or groups which the Congressman wants to attend.

Travel involves cab fares, gas, hotel and trips for travel

out of the district, etc. Out of the district travel is done

for a variety of purposes recognized by all members: fundraising,

attendance at the Democratic National Convention in 1984,

helping other candidates in other parts of the country, etc.
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Over three or four years, the total for AUj of these

activities that were reimbursed was $30,000. Comparison with

the election reports of other members show that this total and

the activities engaged in were consistent with the practices of

most incumbent members and candidates for the House.

7. Purchase Of Office Furniture

Before purchasing the building to house his campaign

offices, Congressman Boner used part of his home for his year-

round campaign offices. The reasons for this, as stated before,

was his interest in making sure campaign and political activities

did not mix with his official office duties. As also stated

before, his close election in 1978 made it clear that he needed a

full-time office. Until some place could be found, his home was

used.

On this basis, the campaign paid for a few pieces (e.g.

desk, swivel chair, credenza, chairs) of office furniture to use

in an office that was set up in the upstairs backroom of the

Congressman's house. App. A27. Press reports, by their lack of

specificity, would imply that the Congressman furnished his home

with campaign funds. That is not the case. The furniture bought

was office furniture, and it was used in an office set up in the

home. Campaign and personal activities were kept separate.

Finally, the Congressman did not seek reimbursement from the

campaign for the rent or for utilities for use of this room as an

office.
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S. Hona Kong TriD

In 1982, Congressman Boner was elected to be Chair of the

U.S. Congressional Travel and Tourism Caucus. That Caucus has as

its principal goal the promotion of tourism and travel to

and within the United States. While the Congressman's critics in

the press see activity by this Caucus as "perks" without sub-

stance, the fact remains that Congressman Boner and those in the

Caucus have worked hard to promote its goals.

The Caucus also has helped Congressman Boner make political

and other contacts with other members and with people all over

the world. There can be little doubt that the Congressman has

been able to increase his political stature and position through

work in the Caucus. However, travel and other expenses related

to Caucus work are n=tprovided for by the House of Representa-

tives under any official allowance. It would be very expensive

and unfair for the Congressman to undertake his Caucus activities

using only personal funds. So, given the great discretion

provided to campaign-related activities and the fact that his

activities for the Caucus do so clearly help with his securing

his political position, the Congressman has used campaign funds

to defray some of his Caucus activist.

In 1983, the Congressman andMrs. Boner, along with other

members of Congress and some family members, were invited to

visit and did travel to the Republic of China by the Sino-Ameri-

can Cultural and Economic Association. After spending a week in

Taiwan, the Boners flew to Hong Kong, where they stayed for
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another three days. Congressman Boner had arranged to meet with

the United States Ambassador and other Embassy officials in Hong

Kong. The Ambassador could not meet as planned, but the Con-

gressman did talk with other Embassy officials about American

relations and repossession of Hong Kong by mainland China. In

addition, Congressman Boner also met with hotel managers and

merchants to discuss trade and tourism.

The Taiwan portion of the trip was paid for the by Sino-

American association which sponsored the travel. Such payment

fully conforms with all rules of the House of Representatives and

was properly reported on Congressman Boner's disclosure forms.

Congressman Boner had the campaign committee pay for the Hong

Kong portion of the trip. He certainly had business meetings in

Hong Kong, and he most definitely was meeting people in his

capacity with the Caucus. All of these meetings enhanced

the Congressman's knowledge and contacts and, in turn, were

related to his political activities.

If this, or anything other travel that Congressman Boner

has made, raises questions, the fault lies with the current law

and rules on use of campaign funds. As noted above, in many

instances when the laws and rules were being debated the discre-

tion given to members was reiterated.

Analysis
The allegations surrounding Congressman Boner's use of.

campaign funds involve application of H.R. Rule XLIII, cl. 6,

which provides:
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A Member of the House of Representatives
shall keep his campaign funds separate from
his personal funds. He shall convert no
campaign funds to personal use in excess of
reimbursement for legitimate and verifiable
prior campaign expenditures and he shall
expend no funds from his campaign account
not attributable to bona fide campaign
purposes.

Constitution, Jefferson's Manual and Rules of the House of

Representatives, £ 939, H.R. Doc. No. 277, 98th Cong., 2d Seas.

681 (1985).

As a general proposition, the House, like the Federal

Election Commission (OFECO), has given the broadest discretion to

Members in exercising judgment whether a particular activity is

campaign related.

Congressman Boner has meticulously complied with every

aspect of this rule, and his use of campaign funds comports

with current standards of both the Committee and the Federal

Election Commission. 1 First, 0. . . no specific definition of

"bona fide campaign purpose' is provided in the rules.0 Ethics

Manual For Members and Employees of the U.S. House of Representa-

tives, 98th Cong., 2d Sess. 125 (1984) (sEthics Manuals).

Moreover, House debate over this provision of the rule reinforces

that it vests great discretion in the judgment of Members. 2

1 There is no allegation that Congressman Boner has coming-
led campaign funds with personal funds and the focus here will
be on reimbursements to him from the campaign for legitimate and
prior expenditures or direct payments by the campaign for such
purposes.

2 House precedents involving violations of H.R.Rule XLIII,
cl. 6 are not discussed here, since the facts in those cases
appear so clearly distinguishable from the reimbursements for
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What is political is a matter of fact rather
than of definition. We believe that if a
Member travels home for a political purpose
and it is covered by his volunteer committee
out of political accounts, that this is a
political expense.

However, what we have tried to do is to
confine expenses from political accounts or
volunteer committee accounts to expenses
that are political. By and large. that
definition will be left uM to the Member and
to his volunteer committee, and as it
broadly defined under the election law.

123 Cong. Rec. 5900 (1977)(remarks of Rep. Frenzel)(adoption of

amendments to House ethics code). Sea also oI. (remarks of Rep.

Hamilton) (OWe really do not make any change in the definition

of what is a political expense . . . There are essentially no

rules and regulatioh• today, as I understand it which defines

that. Tt is left up to members and stays that way under the

recommendations of the (Obey] CommissionO).

To the extent that the House rule looks to FEC interpreta-

tions of legitimate campaign expenses, which the legislative

history indicates it does, the FEC has specifically ratified

Members broad discretion in this area and approved the purchase

of automobiles with campaign funds, AO 1976-64, Fed. Election

Camp. Fin. Guide ¶ 5230, paying for the biography and screenplay

campaign expenses made by Congressman Boner. In The Matter of
Representative Charles H. Wilson, H.R. Rep. No. 930, 96th Cong.,
2d Sess. (1980) involved transfers from campaign accounts to
so-called office accounts from which personal checks were drawn
and from campaign accounts to personal accounts with the Ser-
geant-at-Arms. In The Matter of Representative John J. McFall,
95th Cong., 2d Sess. 20 (1978) involved admitted use of campaign
funds to defray purely personal expenses. This brief description
of these precedents demonstrates how they are inapposite here.
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or the life of a candidate, AO 1976-116, Fed. Election Camp.

Fin. Guido 1 5235, purchase of Christmas cards, AO 1977-60, Fed.

Election Camp. Fin Guide ¶ 5274, payment of the expenses to

attend a presidential salute, AO 1978-2, Fed. Election Camp. Fin.

Guide 1 5288, purchase of Christmas gifts to individuals and

firms, AO 1978-3, 0I. ¶ 5292, and renting office space by a

candidate to his committee, AO 1978-80, 0d. ¶ 5669.

Certainly, therefore, the Congressman's lease of an auto-

mobile, mobile phone, payment to his sister to perform important

campaign work, purchase and lease of campaign space and travel

which enhances his political standing are all within specific

definition of "bona-fideO campaign purposes.

On a more general note the committee has recognized the

difficulty in separating NpoliticalO from official and other

duties: ". . . because of the various public, political and

official roles which a Member may assume in connection with his

position in Congress, there may be instances where this distinc-

tion is less clear than in others, or where one area may intrude

into another." Ethics Manual, sra, at 132.

The courts, too, have noted the lack of strict legal

standards against which to measure political and official

activities. United States en rel. Joseph v. Cannon, 642 F.2d

1373, 1380 (D.C. Cir. 1981) (no statutory directive perforce

bars public compensation of congressional staff for the perfor-

mance of campaign activitiesO); Common Cause v. Bolger, 574 F.

Supp. 672, 683 (D.D.C. 1982) (three judge court) (vTo state the

-22-



89

obvious, it is simply impossible to draw and enforce a perfect

line between the official and political business of Members of

Congress").

Just as "it is unrealistic to impose conventional work hours

on congressional employees" to preclude their work on campaigns

in their "free" time, Advisory Opinion No. 2, Comm. on Standards

of Official Conduct, reprinted in Ethics Manual, supra, at 151,

it is unrealistic to impose hermetic and artificially rigid

requirements on the use of campaign funds.

Indeed, Congressman Boner's defrayal of expenses which

might be viewed as "overlapping", that is arguably political or

official (or partaking of both) with campaign funds guarantees

that in close cases taxpayer funds will only be used for activity

that is clearly and genuinely official. Any doubts about the

legitimacy of the Congressman's use of campaign funds for these

activities should be resolved in his favor when viewed as a

whole, particularly given that "no specific definition of

'bona-fide campaign purpose' is provided in the rules." Ethics

Manual, supra, at 125. Given the lack of standards, this is even

truer in view of the "directive in House Rule X, cl. 4(e)(2)(C)

to apply the laws, rules, regulations and standards of conduct

in effect at the time the conduct under consideration by the

committee occurred." MANUAL OF OFFENSES AND PROCEDURES, KOREAN

INFLUENCE INVESTIGATION, 95th Cong., 1st Seas. 33 (Comm. Print

1977)(emphasis added).
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A review of both the Reports filed with the Clerk of the

House and representative FEC filings indicate that Congressman

Boner's use of campaign funds is well within the customary

practice of other Members and meet any reasonable definition.

These reports from others include:

- auto leases ($245.00/month)
- campaign car rental ($ 734.68/quarter)
- air travel to Mexico ($790.66)
- dues to House gym
- reimbursements for constituent gifts

(S 920.41)
- reimbursement for art books
- reimbursement for call to Saudi Arabia
- reimbursement for flowers
- ten speed bike ($299.99)
- reimburse car use ($ 1,335.00)
- baseball tickets ($ 1,214.00)
"- fundraiser gifts ($ 700.00)
- Christmas cards ($950.00)
- miscellaneous flowers and gifts

($ 1,208.06)
- clothing ($ 359.50)
- office furniture ($400.00, $500.00)
- airline trips
- constituent lunches ($500.00)
- furniture rental ($ 335.00/quarter)
- Congressional record plaques ($207.00)
- campaign automobile rental ($ 339.07/month)
- sheep ($224.40)
- purchase of campaign automobile ($ 18,244.-

77)
- reimbursements for flowers and gifts

($692.42)
- Christmas gifts for campaign officers
- St. Patrick's Day cards
- reimburse spouse's air travel ($ 1,950.00)
- Christmas gifts ($ 2,050.00)
- European trip reimbursements (5 700.00)
- babysitting (5 225.00)
- VCR for the home (5 467.99)
- golf tournament ($8,791.62)
- reimburse constituent gifts ($ 601.71)
- desks
- vehicle lease (5 2,915.00)
- mobile phone lease ($ 174.20/month)
- mobile phone lease ($ 865.37/quarter)
- mobile phone lease ($ 228.78/ month)
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- car purchase ($6,138.00)
- office furniture ($2098.09)
- 100 cookbooks ($500.00)
- household expenses ($2,000.00)

In providing so much discretion for use of political funds,

Congress clearly indicated that issues about use of these funds

were to be political and not legal. While the press or even

another member might not agree with a certain use, that does not

create a violation of any rule or law. It certainly does not

justify singling Congressman Boner out for investigation.

Common Cause also has made much of the fact that some of the

campaign expenditures were made in non-election years, or in

years when no candidate opposed Congressman Boner. But as the

legislative history of the H.R. Rule XLIII, cl. 6 notes -- a

fact of political life which is as true today as it was then --

"(t]here is also a need for recognizing that the political

process is not one that takes place in a selected period of time

but is rather a continuing thing." Cong. Rec. 8779 (1968)

(remarks of Rep. Price) fir &also ji. at 8782 (remarks of Rep.

Halleck) ("now, the sixth item: Keep your campaign funds separate

0. . .. there again, when you come to draw that line between

what you spend campaigning and what may ve for something else,

it is a little tough to draw . . . Because, there is another

thing, you know, and some of you young people who are here just

remember the only way you can come back here is to start running

the day after election. An that means spending a lot of money

and doing a lot of things, feeding your constituents . . . and
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buying prize calves . . . Z believe we have allowed for all of

that"). The intent of the framers and managers of H.R. Rule

XLIII, cl. 6 was to allow precisely the kinds of expenditures

made by Congressman Boner, and no violation of H.R. Rule XLIII,

cl. 6 has occurred.

Common Cause Magazine, the group most responsible for making

the allegations of wrongdoing against Congressman Boner, has a

long record of criticizing campaign finance practices. The

group's well-known point of view is especially important to keep

in mind when reviewing its "charges" about campaign fund abuse.

B. CERTAIN BUSINESS TRANSACTIONS

Common Cause and The Tennesmean have suggested that for

disproportionately small investments, Congressman Boner was given

disproportionately large interests in various business deals.

For example, the reporters state that for amounts like $5 or

$50 the Congressman was given interests in property. The

reporters never go on to explain, however, that no other investor

in these transactions put up more than $20 or $250, respectively.

They also "reveal" that the Congressman had no liability in each

venture without stating that AU limited partners have no

liability. That is why they are limited partners. Rather than

getting any special treatment, Congressman Boner was treated like

any other investor in each instance.
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Allegations

1. Investments With Gary Price

a. Greeneville Hotel Associates. Ltd.

Congressman Boner did take part in Greeneville Hotel

Associates, Ltd., a Tennessee limited partnership formed in

November, 1983. There were five general and three limited

partners. It is absolutely true that Congressman Boner only

invested $5.00 and received a 5% interest. However, what all

the stories have omitted to report is that the total capitali-

zation of the partnership was $100.00. The general partners put

in $20.00 a piece for 20% interests; one limited partner put in

$10.00 for a 10% interest; and Congressman Boner and the remain-

ing partner put in $5.00 for 5%. App. B1.

Pursuant to Tennessee law, none of the limited partners

could sign or would be liable beyond their individual invest-

ments. Therefore, when, in August, 1984, the partnership pur-

chased land in South Carolina and sought financing, none of the

limited partners could or did guarantee the loan.

The partnership sought a franchise from Radisson Hotels.

Ultimately, this arrangement did not occur. Then, certain of the

partners tried to arrange a similar relationship with Hilton

Hotel Corporation in August, 1985. In order to pursue this

franchise, a new partnership was formed, with additional

investors. Of the original partners in Greeneville, three of the

generals and two of the limited partners, including Congressman

Boner, did not participate in this new partnership.
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None of these facts was reported by the press. Instead,

they raised various innuendos by stating that, as a condition of

financing the new partnership, the Third National Bank insisted

that Congressman Boner not participate. App. B2. This charge is

just another good example of how poorly the press has done its

homework on this story and of how they would rather leave a

suggestion of wrongdoing rather than doing the follow-up to see

nothing improper occurred.

After reading that charge, an official at the Third National

Bank wrote Congressman Boner on December 9, 1985 to repudiate the

accusation and to state "At no time did (the Bank) ever intimate

in any way whatsoever the reluctance of Third National Bank to

finance a project if you were involved." App.B3.

As he has stated publicly, the Congressman did not accurate-

ly report his holding in Greeneville for 1983. This was because

he mistakenly believed that the partnership was not activated

until January 1984. There was no sinister motive behind this

omission, which was corrected as soon as it was discovered.

Indeed, there is a very good example of the Congressman's good

faith. Congressman Boner's participation in Greeneville produced

certain tax benefits to him in 1983. However, because he did not

think the partnership was activated then, he did not report these

tax benefits, just as he did not include this holding in his

disclosure form.
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b. Richmond Hotels Developers Unlimited

Richmond Hotels Developers Limited was a Virginia partner-

ship formed in October, 1984. There were five general and two

limited partners. Again, it is true that Congressman Boner's

capital contribution was $50, but it also is true that this fact

has been published out of context. The tot al capitalization for

Richmond was $1000.00. One general partner contributed $250.00

for a 25% interest; three general partners contributed $150.00

each for 15% shares: the remaining general partners contributed

$100.00 for 10l interests; and the two limited partners, of which

Congressman Boner was one, contributed $50.00 for 5% interests.

App. B4. So, the simple report that Congressman Boner got a

significant interest in property for $50.00 is accurate as far as

it goes; it just does not go far enough. The Congressman's share

was absolutely proportionate to the other partners and not small

when compared to the total capitalization.

The partnership applied for and received a $5 million

loan from Sovran Bank for use in the purchase of land and

construction of a building in November, 1984. Again, the

reported fact that Congressman Boner did not guarantee this loan

is true as far as it goes, but it ignores the compelling fact

that, as a limited partner, Congressman Boner and any other

limited partner were not supposed to or authorized to guarantee

any investment above their capital participation. In addition,

the Bank insisted that guarantees come from those with a net
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worth of over $1 million. Contrary to press reports, the

Congressman did not qualify.

In November 1964, the partnership then applied for and

received a franchise with Shoney's Restaurants. A year later,

the partnership was reformed with capital contributions ranging

from $420.00 to $50.00. Congressman Boner, along with the other

limited partners, became Class a investors. Additional financing

for construction was then secured. Thereafter, 35 additional

investors were brought in, and each of these, in turn, were

given priority status (Class A) over the Congressman and the

original limited partners.

All of these transactions were properly documented and

reported. The Congressman's participation in this partnership

was in no way different than the other limited partners or with

limited partners in generally recognized business transactions.

It should be noted that the Congressman gave his interests

in this partnership to one of the original partners. App. B5.

Obviously, this did not result in the gain to the Congressman

that has been alleged.

c. West Atlantic City Associates. Ltd.

West Atlantic was a never-completed limited partnership

to be formed in 1984 under the laws of New Jersey. The partner-

ship never was able to purchase any of the sites the partners

wanted and so no investment of money ever was required. The

partnership, which was never activated, was officially dissolved

in 1984.
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2. Investments With J. Harold Shankle

a. B.S. & S Enterorises (Destin. Floridal

On October 23, 1981, Congressman Boner purchased a one-third

interest in a condominium unit in Destin, Florida. The purchase

was made by BB & 8 Enterprises, a partnership. The other

partners were J. Harold Shankle and Ronald P. Boyle, Jr. The

purchase price was $167,000. There was a $33,838.70 down-payment

and a $135,827.17 mortgage (existing mortgage was assumed).

App. 56.

Each partner paid the RAM amount -- one third of the down

payment; each shares equally in all expenses and liabilities.

Again, Congressman Boner has disclosed the ownership interest

and it is difficult to understand why this property has been

raised by the press. Here the partners contributions were

equal; their responsibilities and risks were the same; and, the

property was purchased at market value. There simply is no

issue.

All that Common Cause or anyone else has charged is that

the Congressman "purchased a luxury condominium in Destin,

Fla., a popular and expensive beach resort on western Florida."

Common Cause Magazine, p. 21. It is interesting to note first

that the press has learned of these investments not through any

great investigation, but through simple reference to the

Congressman's own financial disclosure statements. There has

been no effort to hide these holdings. Also, the reporters'

use of expressive words like "luxury" and "expensive" without any
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attempt to list the costs or the Congressman's interest reveals

the misleading intent of the story.

b. B & B Enternrises (East Nashville ProDertiesl

Congressman Boner made other investments in property.

Again, these were "revealed" in various news reports even though

they have been reported on his financial disclosure forms.

Also, there has yet to be a charge made about these investments

other than the fact that they involved J. Harold Shankle. Common

Cause states that Shankle's "major source of business has been

through federal and municipal contracts." Common Cause Magazine,

p. 21. The intent is to somehow link Shankle's getting such

business with Congressman Boner. The reporters, however, never

actually make that connection. They never point out that

government contracts are sent out for closed bids and awarded to

the low bidder. And, they never explain that there is no record

of Congressman Boners involvement in the bid procets. Rather,

the reporters are satisfied to cast a broad innuendo without

specificity, without proof, and without one allegation of

support.

This unfair and shoddy treatment aside, the facts will show

acain that these are all arms-length transactions at market value

where the Congressman's interest was purchased for value and was

proportionate to any other interest which exists.

B & S Enterprises, in which the Congressman and Shankle are

the only partners, was formed on November 23, 1981. The purpose

of the partnership was to buy, sell or lease real estate. In
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all there were five pieces of property involved: 943 Russell

Street, 1413 Stratton, 614 Russell Street, 2115 Early Avenue and

2034 Greenwood. Three of these were purchased at a public

auction. All five were sold at public auction. Private deals

simply were not involved. App. 87.

Financing for the transactions was provided by United

Southern Bank and First American Bank. App. B8. When USS went

into bankruptcy, outstanding debts were taken over by the Federal

Deposit Insurance Corporation. B & S paid these off in 1984.

App. B9. Each loan was arranged at market rate. The property

and improvements on the property secured each loan.

Press reports were quick to point out those investments

with Gary Price in which Congressman Boner's capital contribution

differed from other partners' or in which his risk was limited.

Some negative implication was intended. The press totally

ignores the fact that here, the Congressman's contribution and

risk were the same. Each partner's capital contribution was the

same, and each shared equal liability and risk. If a sale of any

property did not extinguish debt on that property, each partner

contributed equally to pay back the debt. Any expenses which

were required were paid equally by both partners.

The worst charge leveled by the press concerning these

transactions appears to be that "Records indicate that B&S

Enterprises has been a beneficial venture for Boner." Common

Cause Magazine, p.21. Common Cause seems to have decided
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that Members of Congress should not make a profit in legitimate

business transactions.

Even so, the report about profits is unfounded. The

reporters make their claims about "profits" by looking only at

purchase and sales, prices of various properties. There is no

analysis of the costs of improvements or the costs and interest

involrd with mortgages. To put these transactions in proper

perspective, it should be noted that the total value for all five

properties was less than $300,000. Loans went to about $150,000.

App. 5o. Indeed, when all loans are paid and all accounts

received, the properties will have resulted in at least a

$50,000 loss to the partnership.

Reporters concerned about finding facts would know that

building permits in public files at Nashville's codes department

include rough estimates of building improvements. There permits

describes at least approximate improvement costs and could

easily have been found. App. 87.

The reporting on dne property, 614 Russell Street, bears

further scrutiny. Common Cause charged that Congressman Boner

did not pay for the property and received profits from its sale.

This is not the case.

In order to hold a piece of property that the Congressman

and Harold Shankle knew was going to be auctioned, Shankle did

on November 12, 1981 initially pay $3,150 as a deposit from his

personal funds. App. B10. The total price for the property was

$21,000.00 The remaining $17,850.00 also was first paid by
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Shankle on November 23. App. Bl1. However, Shankle had repre-

sented tnat the purchase was on behalf of B&S Enterprises and the

the receipt from the County Clerk's Office on November 23 lists

"William Boner" as an owner along with Shankle. App. 9.12. A

week later, the B&S account at United Savings Bank was debited

$21,150.74 to pay for 614 Russell Street. Shankle got back the

money he had payed in order to secure the property, and Congress-

man Boner was debited for half the purchase amount. App. B13.

In other words, Congressman Boner did pay his one-half share. In

addition, the article alleges that no improvements were made.

This is simply wrong. Over $23,000 in improvements occurred.

Some $17,500.00 of these improvement were done and paid for in

March, 1982. App. B14. Finally, Common Cause reports that the

property was sold back to the partnership by Shanikle. That is

only half the story. &fter Shankle first bought the property,

and after he was reimbursed from B&S funds (Congressman Boner

being responsible for half), Shankle decided to convert the

property for low income rental and receive federal money to do

so. When Shankle stated his intent, Congressman Boner quit-

claimed his interest in the property so as not to have any

business interest which received federal funds. The Congressman

took this action to avoid any impropriety or the appearance of

impropriety. Then, when Shankle changed his mind, the Congress-

man was given back his interest. Ccntrary to press reports,

absolutely no money changed hands in this paper exchange and

absolutely no federal funds ever were used. The bottom line
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facts, then, are that the Congressman paid his proper share for

the property and paid his share for the substantial improvements

that were in fact made. Given the improvements that were made

and the costs of the loan, there was virtually no profit realized

on this transaction. This is yet another thing the press has

wrong.

The 614 Russell property provides a good example of what is

wrong with the allegations that have been made. It takes one

sentence in one article to suggest a charge. A reporter does

not have to do all the research to find out the true facts.

Then, after a careless assertion is made, it takes a great deal

more effort to explain the transaction and to show that nothing

improper occurred.

One newspaper article reported that Gary Price, who intro-

duced Congressman Boner to some of the above investments,

referred to one of these partnerships as a "gift." Common Cause

then has asked why this was not reported as a gift, as if some

wrongdoing occurred. The answer is simple and obvious. When

Gary Price was asked the question, he was asked it in the context

of why he was bringing these opportunities to the Congressman's

attention. To that he said it was a "gift" because he thought he

"gave" Congressman Boner the opportunity to invest. In addition,

the reporters who have been writing the articles about the

Congressman asked Mr. Price what he expected to get in return for

his partnerships with Congressman Boner. In response to these
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reporters' very leading question, Mr. Price, in order to show he

got or expected nothing, used the word 'gift.'

Once any investment was identified, the Congressman's

participation was not a gift in any sense of that word. His

contribution in each instance was proportionate to the other

partners. His limits of liability were dictated by operation of

law and also were the same as other limited partners. His 'risk"

in these business investments was not greater or les than the

others in his same partnership class. Finally, he paid value

absolutely proportionate to the value paid by others.

In addition, the House has defined 'gift' to mean 'a

payment, subscription, advance, or anything of value . . .
uls consideration of equal or greater value is received by

the donor.' H.R. Rep. No. 1837, 95th Cong., 2d Seas. 10 (3979).

Se" a"2 2 U.S.C. J 107(3). Since it is clear that Congzvnsman

Boner was "given' nothing and that he gave fair market and

totally proportionate value for his investments, it is clear

from House precedents that his investments were not 'gifts.'

Members are also aduinished not to accept 'favors or

benefits' under circumstances which might be construed as

influencing thcir governmental duties. Code of Ethics for

Government Service, H.R. Con. Res. 175, 72 Stat. p. 2, B 12

(1958); In the Matte, of Reoresentative Georae V. Hansen, H.R.

Rep. No. 891, 98th Cong., 2d Seas. 325 (1984). Even had the

true facts shown that Congressman Boner had not made equal and

fair market value investments,ethen, the applicable rules again
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shows that his conduct was still completely proper. It should

be emphasized here that, even in the most accusatory press

stories, there has never been a charge that Gary Price asked

Congressman Boner for anything in return for providing the

Congressman with a chance to invest nor that Congressman Boner

did anything. The reason is simple and also dispositive of any

suggestion that the investments were improper -- there was no

such request and nothing done.

C. ACCEPTANCE OF GIFTS

Still another area in which Common Cause and The TennesMean

demonstrate their lack of knowledge about or understanding of the

rules are their claims that Congressman Boner improperly received

or reported gifts. The facts show that "gifts," as that word is

defined, were not involved or that they were exempt from report-

ing.

1. Joe Reeves Sale To Conaressman Boner
of Hvdro-Sport Boat.

In the spring of 1983, Congressman Boner approached Joe

Reeves abcut buying a power boat. Reeves let the Congressman use

P Playmate 150 Hydro-Sport boat and engine in the summer of 1983

to decide if he liked it. The Congressman did use it, did like

it, and told Reeves he wanted to buy it. Reeves said that he

would follow up at a later date. As the iumner was over, no

further use of the boat was made, and it was taken out of the

water and put in a barn. Both Reeves and the Congressman did not

follow up until the following summer.
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Sometime in 1984, Congressman Boner let Reeves know that he

was prepared to pay for the boat. Reeves did not respond until

December of that year; at that time he said that he wanted to

close the sale by the new model year, June 1985. In May,

pursuant to Recves instructions, Congressman Boner paid him

$7,449.14 f'~r the boat.

The Yeason the boat was not reported as a gift was because

it was not a gift. From the start, the Congressman's expressed

desire and intent was to buy a power boat. That is how he

approached Reeves. It is true that consummation of the sale took

a long time. Nevertheless, the length of time, not caused by

Congressman Boner, should not change the nature of the transac-

tion. In fact, there are a number of consumer-credit transac-

tions in which an item can be purchased, with no money down, and

payments postponed for a length of time. No doubt the postpone-

ment usually is less that a year, but the type of transaction is

not unusual, especially between two people who know and trust

each other.

In addition to alleging inaccurate reporting, Common Cause

also tries to raise the spectre that Congressman Boner got use

of the boat for helping Joe Reeves with legislation. They could

not have the facts any more wrong.

Common Cause's article states:

Reeves was very interested in blocking the
Reagan administration's threat to impound
millions of dollars earmarked for projects
such as new lakes and boat ramps. Reeves
says the congressman arranged for him to
testify before the congressional committee
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considering the legislation in July 1981.
When Reeves could not make it, he sent one
of his employees. . . . Later, Boner voted
for the legislation and then co-sponsored a
resolution calling for its full funding.

Common Cause Magazine, p. 21. The first sentence might be the

only accurate one in the paragraph.

Reeves was scheduled to testify in 1981 on H.R. 2250, a bill

in the 97th Congress, introduced by Rep. John Breaux. Contrary

to the allegation, the bill had nothing whatsoever to do with

impounding of funds. The main effect of the bill was to amend

the tax law to impose a tax on the sale of sport fishing equip-

ment and boats. Congressman Boner did become one of a number of

co-sponsors of this bill, but the bill died in Committee.

Neither Congressman Boner nor any other member ever voted on it,

as no vote ever occurred. Also, as people can arrange to sign up

to testify on their own, the Congressman's minor action is hardly

worth mentioning, that is, unless the intent is to give the

impression of wrongdoing where none exists.

There was a bill seeking to block the Reagan Administra-

tion's impounding of funds. This was H.R. 165, introduced in

the 99th Congress in 1985. Neither Reeves nor any of his emplo-

yees were supposed to or did testify on this measure. Also,

Congressman Boner never voted on this bill because no House vote

was taken.

The only even-remotely related legislation in this area was

H.R. 2163, which had still a different sponsor, Rep. Gerry

Studds, and was submitted in the 98th Congress in 1983. This
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legislation created the Wallop-Breaux Trust Fund for earmarking

revenue from user fees and boat gas taxes. Again, neither Reeves

nor an employee testified on this bill. This bill was passed by

a voice vote of the House, under suspension of the rules, and so

there is no record of the Congressman's or any other member's

vote.

These bulls were in three different Congresses, three

different years, and had different sponsors. Indeed, the

provisions of the bills differ markedly. Congressman Boner's

role in each bill also differed. There is some circuitous

allegation that Common Cause is attempting to make about the

Congressman's participation in some legislation that effected the

boating industry. However, the legislation and events on which

the article bases its "charge" simply do not exist, and Congre-

ssman Boner did not take the actions or cast the votes alleged.

This does not mean that Reeves did not make his interest or

concerns in specific legislative topics known to Congressman

Boner. However, that is a far cry from being able to link any

legislative activity in 1981 or 1983 with the Congressman buying

a boat from Reeves in 1985. The allegation, whatever it is

trying to say, ends up as a n=n seqLitur

2. Congressman's Use Of A Recreational Vehicle (RV1

It also has been reported that Congressman Boner failed to

report use of a recreational vehicle (RV) in 1983. While he did

use the RV, no reporting was required.
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From 1981 to 1983, David Humphreys asked Congressman Boner

to try an RV to see what it was like. Humphreys, who promoted

the use of RV's, wanted the Congressman, as chair of the Travel

and Tourism Caucus, to learn more about RVs. In 1983, the

Congressman did make arrangements to use the RV. He asked to use

it one two weekends: July 23-24 and July 30-31. In order to

accommodate Humphreys, the Congressman picked the RV up on July

22. Also to accommodate Humphreys, he dropped it off on August

1. However, Congressman Boner used it only for four or five

days. The other days, caused by Humphreys' schedule, the RV was

kept parked.

The fair market value of the RV was $40 day. At most,

congressman used it for five days. This resulted in a "gift"

with a value of less than $250, the threshold for reporting on

financial disclosure forms.

The facts, again something that the Congressman's accusers

have not been so diligent in getting, which confirm this explana-

tion are. contained in a letter from David Humphreys. App. Cl.

3. Contributions. Honoraria. and Travel

Even while acknowledging the Congressman's position on the

Travel and Tourism Caucus, Common Cause throws that much more

mud when it "reveals" that the Congressman gets campaign contri-

butions or honoraria from travel industry representatives. By

now, everyone knows Common Cause's position in support of public

financing of elections. Everyone knows the positions the group

has taken against honoraria. These policy positions and prejudi-
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ces explain Common Cause's opinions, but they do not explain why

that organization has singled out Congressman Boner for practices

followed by virtually every member of Congress. His campaign

contributions are within all limits and are fully reported. His

honoraria also are within the limits set by the rules and are

fully reported.

Reporters have pointed out the Congressman's trips to

Hilton Head, London, Providence, Las Vegas, Los Angeles, Detroit,

Taiwan, and others. Again, this is not an instance where some

skillful investigative reporting has uncovered some startling

new fact. Each of these trips was reported on Congressman

Boner's financial disclosure forms. Each fell within allowable

honoraria and travel rules which apply. Some of these were

attended by other Members. Virtually all members take such

trips and accept such honoraria, and honoraria are, of course,

exempt from the definition of gifts. Advisory Opinion No. 2,

House Select Comm. on Ethics (1977) reprinted in H.R. Rep. No.

1837, 95th Cong.l, 2d Seass. 59-60 (1979).

If all Common Cause is left with is the fact that the

Congressman gets contributions and honoraria, then there is

nothing to which to respond.

4. Gifts From James Wellham

As will bediscussed in more detail in the next section,

before he tried to save himself by lying about Congressman

Boner, Jim Wellhax and Bill Boner were friends. The Boners and

Wellhams socialized as friends do, and they exchanged gifts as
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friends do. Before it soured, the relationship was quite like

most friendships except that the Congressman was required by law

to report certain gifts, even by friends, if their value exceeded

certain amounts.

Press reports again have included only one side of the

story -- the gifts Wellham gave the Congressman. However, the

complete story was that there was an exchange of gifts, at

holidays and other occasions where that would be normal between

friends. For example, the press has pointed to the $1300 suit

Wellham gave Congressman Boner. There has been no report,

because private citizens do not have to file financial disclosure

statements, that the Congressman gave Wellham a $1500 portrait.

Since the suit has attracted so much attention, some

additional facts should be known. The tailor who made the suit

has said that Congressman Boner had no idea of its costs until

after it was made. In fact, the tailor also has stated that

Wellham specifically told the tailor to allow the Congressman to

choose only from among expensive bolts of cloth and specifically

told him not to reveal the cost. Since the suit was properly

reported (indeed that is again the way the press has "found" out

about it), there really is no issue of impropriety to address.

Nevertheless, since some implication of wrongdoing clearly was

intended, this explanation has been provided.

The press also has reported on a trip the Boners took with

the Wellhams to Los Angeles in September, 1982. At this time,

Mrs. Boner was working for Wellham's company, American Specialty
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Metals. Wellham said he was going to California to meet with

the company's west coast sales representative, Robin Coop. He

specifically suggested that Mrs. Boner might take on that same

role for the east coast. He wanted NM. Boner to meet with Ms.

Coop to see what she did.

Again, at this time, the Boners and Wellhams were friends.

The Congressman viewed the trip as a way to learn more about

Wellham's business and how it fit into defense issues. The

Congressman used the trip to do factfinding at two or three

defense plants and offices (e.g. Hughes Helicopter).

The trip was four days. The couples flew on commercial

airlines and stayed at a hotel. The entire trip was accurately

included in Congressman Boner's financial disclosure forms for

1982. Once again this is how the press "discovered" it.

And, once again, the trip is unassailable. In addition, as Mrs.

Boner was working for ASK, her portion of the trip was not a

"gift" as defined in the law and was exempted from any reporting.

In fact, that trip and discussions Mrs. Boner had in Los Angeles

actually provide additional proof that she was a bona fide

employee of ASK, was assigned real tasks, and performed those

tasks.

D. CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING SPOUSAL INCOME

Common Cause, as well as others, have raised three serious

allegations of wrongdoing against Congressman Boner. In each,

the charge is that the Congressman helped someone out in exchange

for that person providing his wife with employment or with a
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salary without work. While the press is attempting to show some

type of pattern so that one "incident" spills over onto the

other, a review of each charge shows that they are not related

and that nothing improper occurred.

1. Work For James Wellham

One charge was that Congressman Boner accepted a bribe

(i.e., fees to his wife for no work done) by defense contractor

James Wellham. This charge was made by Wellham himself. No one

disputes that the charge was made only after Wellham was arrested

for massive government fraud and was facing possible conviction

and jail. In order to get out of having to face a jail sentence

for defrauding the government, Wellham volunteered that he had

information against Congressman Boner. In other words, Wellham

was perfectly willing to say what he had to about the Congressman

to protect his own hide.

As Common Cause and others have pointed out, Congressman

Boner was and is known for his work in his district and attention

to constituent needs. When Wellham, a defense contractor in his

district, had problems dealing with the federal government, it

was natural for Wellham to ask the Congressman for help and it

was natural for the Congressman to provide assistance. This

arrangement occurs hundreds of times a week in every member's

office. Indeed, this Committee has recognized that "(i]t is

[members'] duty, directly or through our staffs, to assist

constituents with their problems before the agencies of the
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Federal government." Ethics Manual, aim=, at 37, quoting March

14, 1974 letter from Standards Committee.

There is also no doubt that Wellham and the Congressman

became friends. Occasionally, they would see each other social-

ly. Together, they also tried to get more work for the Congress-

man's district, again something that is done by virtually all

members trying to bring more jobs to and improve the economy in

their districts.

At one social dinner in November, 1981, the Congressman, his

wife, Wellham, and his wife were discussing why Mrs. Boner stayed

in Nashville. Wellham said that he could help get her to

Washington by hiring her and using her knowledge of Nashville

and Washington. Mrs. Boner did not accept the position immedi-

ately. Only after discussing the situation did she agree to the

job. Also, Congressman Boner, as was and is his practice,

called and spoke with someone on the staff of the Standards

Committee to make sure there was no general prohibition which

applied. Neither the Congressman nor the Standards Committee

followed this call up with a letter. Mrs. Boner was hired for

$25,000.00 a year and a cjnt -o 0^21M ob description was

prepared by Wellham and Mrs. Boner. App. Dl. Her employment was

properly reported on Congressman Boner's financial disclosure

forms.

In Washington, Mrs. Boner did research, kept up with

various lists of people to whom Wellham could sell his products,
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kept up with the awarding of defense contracts, tracked federal

legislation, and did certain public relations work.

To prove the allegations of a bribe, reporters have pointed

out that Mrs. Boner has no records or copies of her work for

Wellham. However, she worked for a salary and did not have to

keep traditional time records. In addition, she did not have

photocopier facilities to make duplicates of her work. The

originals were sent to Wellham who, by now, probably has des-

troyed them in order not to undermine his tale. Similarly, Mrs.

Boner did not have a secretary to keep track of files and

records. Finally, Mrs. Boner moved three times since then and,

each time, more and more unnecessary things have been discarded.

Reporters also have raised the question of why payments by

Wellham were made to Mrs. Boner in her maiden name. Of course,

the implication is that the Boners were trying to hide her true

identity. The fact is that, when she did practice, Mrs. Boner

used her maiden name. That is how she is licensed. App. D2.

Nevertheless, that documentation which does exist supports

Mrs. Boner's position. There were business cards and stationary

printed for her. App. D3. She did open a post office box in

Washington. App. D3 (address on card); D4 (copy of box key). A

Job description was prepared for her, App. Dl, and she did

arrange to have Wellham send a typewriter and desk brought to the

Boner's Washington home. The Boners reported the use of their

home on their taxes for these office purposes. Also, Mrs. Boner

has found some correspondence from the time which would be in
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keeping with her doing the work she had claimed. App. DS.

Finally, a Los Angeles trip on which Mrs. Boner met a westcoast

employee of Wellham's firm and discussed with Wellham the

possibility of going into sales already has been mentioned. AjM

p. 45, mura. All of these would have been unnecessary if the

arrangement, as Wellham claims, was to be a pay-off for no work.

Eventually, Mrs. Boner moved back to Nashville to work in a

law firm. That firm also did work for Wellham, and she continued

to receive payments for the work she did there, including

monitoring legislation in which Wellham was interested.

Despite Congressman Boner reporting his wife's employment

and despite the fact that people at her law firm knew of her work

and the payments made, no complaint was made and no question ever

was raised until Wellham made up his story to try to cut a deal

and alleged that he had "bribed" the Congressman.

Again, some of the facts are not in dispute. Wellham's

company was audited by the Department of Defense. The audit

revealed that Wellham was providing material below specifi-

cations. The DOD auditors brought the case to the attention of

the Department of Justice. Confronted with the discovery of his

wrongdoing, Wellham took a well-worn path to save himself -- try

to focus attention on someone else. The higher the person the

better, and Wellham had a candidate in mind, his friend Congress-

man Boner.

Wellham fabricated a movie-plot story that all along Mrs.

Boner had done no work for him, and her salary was a bribe.
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This was a statement that law enforcement officials could not

ignore. Enticed by the prospect of a bigger "catch," the

prosecutors and FBI were willing to use Wellham as bait. Aware

that Wellham might be lying, the Government arranged for him to

be wired for a meeting with Congressman Boner. Wellham called

the Congressman and asked to see him. They met in March, 1984 at

a hotel in Washington, and Wellham tried all he could to get the

Congressman to say something to incriminate himself. Finally, he

came right out and said: "It will look like you took a bribe."

The Congressman, surprized, upset, and puzzled, replied: "Jim,

you know she did work for you, just tell them the truth." If

that were not enough explanation to completely repudiate

Wellham's charges, the FBI provided even more. Upset that they

had made what was beginning to look like a bad deal and concerned

that they might not get their prized "catch," a U.S. Congressman,

the prosecutors and FBI gave Wellham a lie-detector test about

the events he charged. He failed. Apparently, Wellham now

claims to have passed another such test which he arranged for

himself.

That ended the matter until someone in Government, still

upset about the bad deal made with Wellham and trying to vindi-

cate their own error in trusting Wellham, tried to create a story

that the Congressman knew that Wellham was wired when he made his

exculpatory statement. The press has picked up (or been leaked)

this explanation, and they have the facts here as wrong as any.

They have reported that Wellham told a colleague of Mrs. Boner

that the FBI was investigating his relationship with the Congres-
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sman and that this colleague then told the Congressman. The fact

is that someone who worked for Wellham may have told Ken Switzer,

a then colleague of Mrs. Boner, that Wellham was under investiga-

tion. However, the statement was that the Department if Defense

had been auditing or investigating.

Switzer has been quoted in press reports as saying that he

was told that the FBI was involved and that he tried to reach

Congressman Boner. He admits he did not get through to the

Congressman. He says he told another lawyer in his firm, Bob

Langford, to pass the information onto the Congressman.

Langford, however, says that the FBI never was mentioned and that

he did not tell the Congressman in any event.

There also have been news reports about a February 1984

meeting at the Congressman's house. The Congressman, Mrs.

Boner, Switzer, Langford, and Butch Eley, an aide to the Con-

gressman, were present. Press reports have stated that Switzer

claims that the FBI was mentioned at this meeting. All of the

other participants at this meeting state that the DOD audit was

the only thing that was mentioned. In fact, the participants

specifically remember reference to the inferior quality of

Wellham's work.

The purpose of the meeting was, frankly, to discuss the DOD

audit of Wellham. Mrs. Boner worked for him; he was a friend

of the Boner's; and, he had contributed to the Congressman's

campaign. The group was concerned that revelation about

Wellham's DOD problems could be politically embarrassing. This
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is what they gathered to discuss. At no time, however, was the

Justice Departmenit, the FBI, or any involvement by or allegation

about Congressman or Mrs. Boner mentioned.

Congressman Boner never has denied that he knew of some DOD

audit. Indeed, Wellham told the Congressman of this himself, but

no one ever mentioned the FBI to the Congressman. In addition,

at most, all Congressman Boner "knew" was that DOD auditors were

looking into Wellham's contracts. He did not know whether the

audit was routine, looking for overcharges, looking at quality,

etc. He had no reason in the world to connect that knowledge

with the suspicion that he was being accused of being involved.

In the midst of all of these "what did he know and when did

he know it" questions, a few things have been overlooked. The

allegation is that Wellhau bribed the Congressman, but there

really has never been any explanation of what the bribe was for.

Congressman Boner did make efforts on Wellhan's behalf, but he

did this, as he did with so many others, as part of his constit-

uent services. In addition, it is not as if Congressman Boner

started doing anything for Wellham only after Mrs. Boner was

employed. Probably two-thirds of any activity that did exist

occurred bfora Mrs. Boner was employed. What also has received

too little attention is the fact that no matter what the order

of conversations with Switzer or Langford or anyone else,

Wellham failed the FBI-administered lie detector test. This

should seriously undermine the whole basis for this story being

investigated in the first place. Focusing on what the Congress-
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man know, rather than on whether anything wrong ever occurred

makes no sense at all.

While the Congressman's accusers will continue to try to

fabricate facts and tidbits which explain how the Congressman

might have known or could have known or could have been tipped

of, all that is after-the-fact attempts to make something which

does not exist. As one example, some have asked why Congressman

Boner did not report his conversation with Wellham. Report to

whom? Wellham told the Congressman that he (Wellham) already was

being investigated. Congressman Boner had no reason to suspect

he had been implicated. Wellham said it would look like a bribe,

and the Congressman told him to tell the truth. What was there

to report and why? This was not a statement that Wellham was

going to lie and say it was a bribe. In that event, the Con-

gressman might have reason to protect himself. Here, however, he

thought his "friend" would tell the truth. There was nothing to

report.

The undisputed facts remain that every paper (e.g. financial

disclosure form) and every conversation (e.g. wired meeting with

Wellham) and every piece of collateral evidence (e.g. Wellham's

failed lie detector test) support the Congressman's statement.

On the other side is the unsubstantiated word of a person

convicted of defrauding the Government by providing cheap

material which did not meet specifications for the doors used on

this country's missile silos. Every attempt to collaborate his

"story has failed. His motive to lie is obvious, and his ability
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to support that lie has failed miserably. Nevertheless, this

allegation continues to be made without any additional proof.

2. Work for J. Harold Shankle

As previously explained, J. Harold Shankle is a friend and

business partner of Congressman Boner. Shankle and the Con-

gressman have been partners in B&S and BB&U Enterprises.

Like Wellham, Shankle's company, a construction firm which

does work for the federal government, is in the Congressman's

district. Over time, as he has done with other constituents,

the Congressman also has helped Shankle when he has had to cut

through Government red tape. That is AU Congressman Boner ever

did.

The charge has been made that either for his investment

opportunities with Shankle or for work Shankle gave Mrs. Boner to

do, Congressman Boner interceded on Shankle's behalf to get him

special treatment at the Veterans Administration. The facts

already have shown that the Congressman's investments were all

for fair market value paid and all properly reported. In

addition, these investments have not necessarily resulted in any

profit. The rest of the facts will show that Shankle did not get

special treatment at the VA, that any intervention by Congressman

Boner's office was that normally done by members on behalf of

their constituents, and that, in three of the four occasions, the

legal work that Mrs. Boner did for Shankle was on those proper-

ties in which her husband had an interest. In other words, it
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was Congressman Boner who had his wife do the ministerial acts

involved in real estate closing in ordur to save fees.

In 1983, the VA did request sealed bids for the renovation

of a clinical laboratory in Nashville. Bids were requested in

three separate ways: one included the total cost of the project;

another was just for the cost of asbestos removal alone.

There were at least eight different bidders, Shankle being only

one. There has been no allegation whatsoever that Congressman

Boner had anything at all to do with bringing the project to

Shankle's attention, with providing information to Shankle on

how to bid, or in any other way with the submission by Shankle

of his bid.

On April 15, the bids were opened. Shankle's was the lowest

by a little more that $70,000.00. His bid was $ 1,049,552.00.

A few days later, after being informed of the bids and the

disparity in the prices, Shankle discovered that a completely

innocent mistake had been made. Because of the way the bids had

been requested, his total bid amount did not include the cost of

asbestos removal. However, while he did not include it in the

total, Shankle did state, on his original bid, that asbestos

removal would cost $60,000.00. Shankle wanted to have his bid

revised to reflect this mistake. As it turned out, the final

amount would still be lower that the others and would save the

Government money.

On April 20, Shankle called Congressman Boner's office in

Nashville. He asked who to contact at the VA and whether
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mistakes were provided for in VA procedures. They were. An aide

to the Congressman then arranged for a meeting between Shankle

and the VA. The meeting took place on April 21 with Shankle, a

Vice President in his office, and various VA officials. At the

meeting, the VA Contracting Officer, Ralph Tramel, asked that

Shankle substantiate his claims.

Later that same day, Shankle delivered to Tramel information

to substantiate what had occurred and a corrected bid (with

asbestos removal) for S 1,109,972.00. On April 25, the Nashville

VA Director forwarded the request to VA Assistant Deputy Adminis-

trator for Procurement and Supply in Washington, D.C. without

a recommendation.

Contemporaneous file memoranda made when these events

occurred (and released pursuant to the FOIA) show that Congress-

man Boner's inquires about this matter were perfectly legitimate.

App. D6. A notation on Hay 5 indicates that the Congressman

called "to inquire about the status of a mistake on the bid from

VA Medical Center Nashville, TN." The response indicated from

the VA officials taking the call is instructive:

I told him I had the file (rec'd
4/28) but had not reviewed it yet.

I said it would be reviewed
shortly and that it would then be
sent through General Counsel for
the required legal review. He
asked me to call him back after I
had reviewed it to let him know
what my recommendation would be.

There is nothing in that contemporaneous record to indicate that

Congressman Boner did anything more than to make a status
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inquiry. That is because Congressman Boner never did anything

more than that. Both the caselaw and the Standards Committee's

interpretative rulings approve status inquiries of the kind

Congressman Boner's office made to the VA. United States v.

Quinn, 141 F. Supp. 622 (SDNY 1956); Advisory Opinion No. 1,

(Jan. 26, 1970), reprinted in Ethics Manual, &M", at 148.

Common Cause's article states that the local VA office

refused Shankle's request, raising the suggestion that it was

the Congressman's intervention which caused the VA to change its

mind. The facts, as shown in the VA's own files, do not bear

this out and undercut the entire allegation.

On June 1, the VA office made a recommendation that the

request be approved. In doing so, the official specifically

recognized how the asbestos removal part of the bid could have

been left out:

The key to verification of the
alleged mistake here is that the
estimator consistently treated
asbestos removal as a separate
item. It was never made part of
the pricing of bid item I or 1I.
0 . We conclude that their work-
sheets confirm clearly and convin-
cingly that a mistake did occur
and also that the total amount
of the intended bid is equally
clear . . . .

The memorandum goes on to acknowledge that the correction will

not displace any other bidder because the corrected amount is

still the lowest.

Almost a year later, when press began to inquire into

everything that Congressman Boner ever did, calls were made to
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the VA about this correction. Again, a memorandum created at

the time the press inquiry was made also reveals that the

Congressman's role was proper and consistent with the discharge

of his responsibilities. Mr. Richard D. Isaac of the South-

eastern Region wrpte that, to the question about Congressman

Boner's involvemenqt; he stated: "To our knowledge, Mr. Boner

attempted to have no influence on the award of the contracts

involved." App. DG. Still not content with the answer media

then sought VA interviews on whether even this involvement by a

congressman was unusual. Again, VA memorandum kept about the

press inquiries show 'he innuendo of the press questions, the

appropriateness of the Congressman's actions, and the consistency

of the VA's reply:

A. Isn't it unusual for a Congressman's office to represent
a contractor on such %& iasUe? ANSWER: Not unusual. Many indivi-
duals contact their congressman for assistance whenever they are
having difficulty dealing with the government.

E. I note that the contract exceeded the original comple-
tion date. Is this not unusual? ANSWZR: In a contract of this
size, normally a number of change orders are required due to
unforeseen problems. If the change order is substantiated, the
contract completion date may be exceeded. I see to recall in
the laboratory project that there was a problem with a supplier
going out of business and a new supplier having to be located.

F. Did Congressman Boner ever contact you personally with
regard to Mr. Shankle's problems? ANSWER: No, Mr. Hunt contacted
me.

H. Was the decision to allow the change in the original
bid made locally? ANSWER: No, it was approved in Washington.

1. Is this unusual? AN•WMER: No.
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M. Did Congressman Boner or his office apply unusual
pressure in the Shankle case? ANSWER: Not that I am aware of.
On both occasions, Walter Hunt and I merely expedited the
meeting between the officials involved so that a resolution
could be achieved. App. D6.

Finally, Mrs. Boner did not do a great deal of work for

Shankle. Her only involvement was to serve as a settlement

attorney on the closing of four pieces of property. Three of

these (943 Russell Street, 1413 Stratton, and 2034 Greenwood)

belonged to Congressman Boner as well. What is more, the work

was done by the law firm of Langford, Switzer & King, for which

Mrs. Boner worked at the time. Congressman Boner wanted to have

his wife's law firm do the closing to save fees. The firm was

paid approximately $150.00 for each closing, and all fees were

paid directly to the firm. App. D7. There is no question, as

has been raised with Wellham, that this work was not performed.

Once again the charge -- special treatment arranged by

Congressman Boner -- is not supported by the evidence. That

evidence which does exist supports Congressman Boner and is not

contained in after-the-fact statements or unsubstantiated charges

by those trying to save their own hides. It exists in contem-

poraneous memoranda kept in the normal course of business by

people with n2 interest in the results. Despite the availabi-

lity of this type of evidence, completely supportive of Congress-

man Boner's statements, the media and others have raised the

charge of wrongdoing and influence peddling and ignored telling

the rest of the story.
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3. Work for Joe Reeves

Finally, Mrs. Boner did do legal work for Joe Reeves. This

work has been lumped by the press with the allegations by Jim

Wollhan in order to suggest some pattern of Mrs. Boner being paid

for not doing any work. However, this is clearly not the case,

and Reeves would be and has been the first to say so.

In March or April of 1983, Joe Reeves asked Mrs. Boner

whether she could do work for him concerning trademarks on his

boats. She said she would like to do the work. At the time,

she was working for Langford, Switzer. A normal retainer

arrangement was made in which Reeves paid the firm $5,300.00.

Following this, Mrs. Boner did do extensive work researching

trademark law, filing for trademarks, and keeping track of

conflicting trademarks. She spoke with and corresponded with

officials at the Trademark and Patent Office in Washington,

D.C. App. D8. A file at the firm was created and kept current.

In addition to the retainer, Reeves also reimbursed the firm

for filing fees. This totalled about $300.00. Pursuant to the

arrangement Langford, Switzer had with Mrs. Boner, the check

sent to pay for her work was endorsed b Q2 ZjjM to Mrs. Boner.

Because of the way Mrs. Boner was paid -- endorsement of

the check -- Mrs. Boner did not make a proper record of the

receipt of the payment. Then, in turn, when the Boners compiled

documents to put together their taxes, this payment was omitted.

The income was initially omitted from their returns. When the

issue of Mrs. Boner's work for Reeves was questioned, and Mrs.
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Boner went back to compile her records, she discovered that the

payment had not been initially reported on their taxes. The

Boners have since filed corrected returns.

There is simply no basis to any charge that Mrs. Boner did

not do the work for Reeves she claimed or that the work was in

any way improper. Indeed, Reeves himself confirmed to the press

that it occurred. So, despite the attempt by the press to paint

Mrs. Boner's work for Reeves in the same color as the Wellham

allegations, the plain facts do not permit this. A payment to

the law firm was made for work done. The work done was private

legal work, and it did not involve Congressman Boner in any way.

CONC~LUSION

From the start of the press allegations against Congressman

Boner, there has been one overwhelming problem. For some time

now, public officials have been scrutinized with far less

benefit of the doubt than at any time in American history. An

allegation, standing alone and with little support, often has

been enough to cause an elected official's defeat. Two allega-

tions, then, can be devastating. Knowing this, press often have

taken advantage of public officials' special vulnerability. They

know too well that it takes a sentence to make a charge and a

ream of paper to rebut it. While this should result in even

* greater caution before an allegation is made, if too often

results in less.
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Similarly, there is the adage that where there is smoke,

there is fire. Sometimes, however, where there is smoke, there

only was a very small match that was allowed to smolder too

long. There have been so many allegations leveled against

Congressman and Mrs. Boner, that there is the legitimate fear

that the number alone will dictate the conclusion. Rather than

closely examining each and every allegation to determine the

source, the proof, and the follow-up, the Standards Committee

could easily take an easier way out. It could decide that

there must be something wrong simply because there are so many

things alleged. That too would unfairly exascerbate the situa-

tion in which public officials find themselves.

However, if a truly impartial review of each charge is

done, the result will be fair and just. What will that review

find?

It will find a series of campaign fund expenditures which

might be unique in how they were structured, but which meet all

the requirements and rules concerning elections. It also will

find that, rather than providing for his personal gain, Congress-

man Boner took extraordinary steps to separate his political and

official activities without making any money.

That impartial review will also find that, like hundreds of

members of Congress, Congressman Boner participated in legiti-

mate, arms-length, business investments. He did this for fair

market value paid and for value equal to that paid by others in
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his same partner class. He did not get special treatment, and

he did not do anything in return for his business opportunities.

An impartial look will reveal that the issue of improper

gifts is a red herring. Gifts were either properly reported or

they were omitted from reports based on a legitimate clahm of

exemption. Even if this claim is in error, there is no evidence

of any motive to conceal. The value of all the so-called

unreported gifts (e.g. use of an RV, use of a boat before

payment) is less than $500.00, and those who "gave" these "gifts"

got nothing in return.

Finally, that impartial review also will find that Mrs.

Boner did actual legal and other work for each person she has

claimed. Jim Wellham's accusation to the contrary is facially

suspect, and all of his attempts to support his lie have failed.

Both Harold Shankle and Joe Reeves have confirmed that Mrs.

Boner actually did work for them. This work was completely

proportionate to any fees (e.g. a $150 fee for a real estate

closing) paid. There was no attempt by the Boners to hide the

work or the fees paid. These certainly were known to lawyers in

Mrs. Boner's law firm. Some might like to create a pattern of

favors done by Congressman Boner for money paid to Mrs. Boner

for non-existent legal work, but the facts show that both parts

of this allegation -- the favors and the payment for no work --

are untrue.

Congressman Boner never has claimed that he made no mis-

takes. Perhaps he and Mrs. Boner were naive in allowing their
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friendship with Jim Wellham to grow. Perhaps the Congressman

should have turned down arms-length business investments simply

because he was a public official who receives greater scrutiny.

Perhaps he should have followed the lead of so many of his

colleagues and used House funds for more of the political aspects

of his job. Perhaps he should have had a battery of accountants

and lawyers advise him in every decision he made. All of these

are after-the-fact conclusions with which the Congressman might

agree.

The unbelievable scrutiny which Congressman Boner has been

given has revealed mistakes. Some of his disclosure forms were

late; some transactions were reported in only one part (rather

than in two parts) of the appropriate form; and, perhaps he

should have taken a more inclusive approach in dealing with

still other events like his purchase of the boat. Again, there

is no argument that, having it to do again, there are a number

of things the Congressman would do different.

However, it is a long way from acknowledging these short-

comings and mistakes to the serious allegations of bribery and

influence-peddling that the press have tried to make. Too late

for the defense industry and for Congressman Boner, Jim Wellham

has been revealed to be the liar he is. And, without Wellham's

allegation, there really is very little there against Congressman

Boner. The questions raised over the use of campaign funds,

tardy financial disclosures, and investments in which the

"Congressman paid market value simply do not justify Congressman

-64-
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Boner being singled out for press sensationalism, federal

investigation, and House ethics inquiry.

The outrageous allegations and the almost weekly front page

newspaper stories already have damaged Congressman Boner's

reputation and standing. He may never be able to fully recover

that which has been lost. There is no doubt that there were and

are legitimate issues and questions to be raised. This does not

excuse, however, the press sensationalism, shoddy research, and

either purposeful or lazy failure to print all the facts that

easily could be found.

What Congressman Boner seeks now is this chance to present

all of the facts and his side of the story. He wants an expedi-

tious review so that these charges no longer can be used politi-

cally. This review may indicate that he could do things better

in the future, but it also will show that the serious charges of

wrongdoing that have been made are untrue, unsupported, and

unprovable.
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BRAND & LOWELL
FPTM FOOR

923 FFrTW4TfH STREET. N W

WAS,•MGTON. C 21IN

wam 62-9700

March 17, 1986

BX HAND

Ralph L. Lotkin, Esq.
Chief Counsel
Committee on Standards of Official Conduct
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Lotkin:

We are forwarding Congressman Boner's statement in response
to the preliminary inquiry voted by the Standards Committee on
February 5, 1986.

As Congressman Boner states in his cover letter to the
Committee, he is very anxious to provide the Committee with
anything it needs in order to facilitate the inquiry and resolu-
tion of this matter. Along these same lines, we Iook forward to
working with you and John Hoefer to follow up on the Congress-
man's statement.

Let us point out one continuing concern that we have.
Certain members of the press have shown that they will go
to great lengths tc print half-truths or actual incorrect
charges about the Cc.ngressman. These same reporters have also
been able to encourage and benefit from leaks that have occurred
These leaks all have been from the law enforcement agencies
involved with the case. The Committee and its staff, as is its
practice and reputation, has been able to maintain the confiden-
tiality that Members deserve in these procedures. We want to
thank the Committee for its practice and reiterate the importance
of confidentiality in the future. The premature release of any
of the information contained in the Congressman's statement
would seriously undermine the Committee's procedure.

As you and the staff review the Congressman's statement and
hate questions or went additional documents, please let us know
We also would appreciate your letting us know what the Ccmmit-
tee's schedule for r-isolving this matter will be.
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Ralph L. Lotkin, Esq.
March 17, 1986
Page 2

Again, we want to thank you for your continued considera-
tion. Please let us know what else we can do to facilitate an
expeditious resolution of this matter.

Sincerely,

Stanley M. Brand

q~bbea~vd ew

Enclosures
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CAIRMAN Simourt rqusu
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TRAVEL £A1N TOURISM

CAUCUS wg,3 UP

March 17, 1986

Honorable Julian C. Dixon
Honorable Floyd D. Spence
Committee on Standards of Official Conduct
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Chairman Dixon and Ranking Minority Member Spence:

On February 4, 1 wrote you and requested that the Committee
begin a review of the many press allegations that had been made
against me. In my letter, I pledged my complete cooperation, and
offered to provide the Committee with all the information I had.

The following day, February 5, the Committee did vote to
initiate a preliminary inquiry into the allegations that were
made. The Committee's resolution organized these charges into
four categories concerning use of campaign funds, business
transactions, gifts, and my wife's income.

Following up on my earlier pledge and pursuant to the
Committee's own rules (Rule 11(a)(2)(A)), I am enclosing my
statement in response to the preliminary inquiry. My statement
tracks the Committee's resolution to present my side of events
in the four categories mentioned above. In addition, I am
providing the Committee with copies of documents which further
set out my explanation. In all, the over 60 pages of narrative
and 100 or so exhibit should provide the Committee with the
information it needs to resolve this matter completely and
expeditiously.

Certain member*; of the press have been totally irresponsible
in their reports about my activities. You will see that many of
the so-called char.'et could easily have been disproved had the
reporters been seeking the truth. I have tried to include every
allegation that hir baen raised in this statement even though,
to do so, gives more credence to the allegations than they often
deserve.

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE WITH RECYCLED FIBERS
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Honorable Julian C. Dixon
Honorable Floyd D. Spance
March 17, 1986
Page 2

In addition to providing this material, I would be happy to
cooperate in any other way that will facilitate the Committee's
review. What I seek now, is what I always have sought -- a fair,
impartial review of the true facts and an expeditious resolution
to this matter.

Please let me know if the Committee needs anything else,
and please let me know the Committee's schedule for reviewing
the allegations and my statement and it making its report to the
full House.

Thank you again for your consideration.

ill nor
emb r of Congress

Enclosure
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February /., 1986

Honorable Julian C. Dixon
Honorable Floyd D. Spence
Committee on Standards of Official Conduct
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20S15

Dear Chairman Dixon and Rinkiiag i'.,,ortl Ni*rlser Speotte

Over the past few weeks, .liere have be',l a number of
newspaper articles which raise quest ions about certain of my
campaign finances and transactions. I hive tried to answer the
inquiries raised as thoroughly as I could.

It is, of course, an election year Already my opponents
and potential opponents are beginning to use these newspaper
articles for their own political purposes.

When these articles first began appearing last year, I
specifically told Chairman Dixon that I looked forward to having
a feir and impartial forum in which any allegation could be
cleared up. I nov realize that there are those wbo do not want
to have these issues aired and who are content with allowing
these unfounded charges to snowball, without answer, straight
through to the election. This one-sided, political approach is
not fair. As I stated some months ago, I want only a fair forum.
Jig which to set the record straight.

Consequently, I am formally requesting that the Committee 0o
Standards of Official Conduct take immediate action to investigate
and review my conduct in any or all of the areas identified by
the press. Whether this review occurs as a preliminary inquiry
or under sooe other procedure of the Committee, it is my desire
that there be no delay and that I have the opportunity to answer
all of the questions which have been raised.

On my part, I pledge my total cooperation to the Committee's
review. I will provide information and documents which readily
will show just how unfounded and unfair the charges that have
been made against me really are. In fact, I also will be able to
show that the campaign and personal spending decisions I made

1.% OVAroso S miv On• & PAflI• VAD WIT,, IECTCAlo rSiat
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Honorable Julian C. Dixon
Honorable Floyd D. Spence
February 4, 1986
Page 2

were supported by the ruleb of the House dad the ii.terprctations
the Committee has made to various standards of conduct.

I as not sayLng that I might aiot hd(' lrbeen able to file
clearer statements or reports or that, given decisions which have
been recognized to be discretionary, someone might disagree with
a decision I made. I am stating, and as confident that the
information 1 have will prove, that I followed accepted
practices and procedures sad that I have committed no violation
of law or rule.

Perhaps, the financial and reporting decisions that I and
other members have had to make will demonstrate that further
clarifications in the rules are necessary. If that is the case,
then the charges against me, even if improperly motivated, and
the review that I as requesting will serve a useful purpose

Please let me know when, at the Committee's earliest
opportunity, the review that I have requested can begin. Then,
please also let me know how I can expedite this review and
cooperate with the committee

I appreciate your consideration and prompt attention to this
matter.

Bill Boner
Member of Congress

BB/dsj

- - UN0
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LEASE AGWLL..N1

This is to signify an agreement between William H. Boner and

the Re-Llcct Congressman Boner 1986 Lomlmttee for the lease of a

1984 Pontiac Bonneville owned by William II. Boner. The campaign shall

pay to G.M.A.C. the sum of $275.00 per month for the lease of said

automobile and shall pay 80%E of all maintenance during this period.
/

WILLIAM Ii. BUNE-"

WILLIA'IH. FREEMAN, TREASURER
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.lune 10, 1985

Mr. William il. Freeman,
Treasurer
Re-Elect Bill Boner Congressman
P.O. Rnx 60685
Nashville, TN 37206

Dear Bill:

Since January 1, 1985 the campaign has paid $344.14
a month for lease of the 1984 Pontiac. Though the amount
Is undar the rair Market Value. I have decided to reduce the
lease amount even more to $275.00 per month. I will be
paying the entire amount of $344.14 in July which will more
than make up for the amount over $275.00 that the campaign
paid the previous 6 months.

The difference between the $275.00 that campaign pays
each month will be paid by me personally which will account
for approximately 20% of the tinoe I use the car personally.
In addition all maintenance and other expenses will be
handled at the ,dine perLentage.

Sincerely,

Bill Boner

a3NOS e "g ZO d IV:£t 99e'O'O 6111 162 619 wOnd 0311INSNbal
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LEASE AGREEMENT

This Is to signify an agreement between William H. loner and the

Re-Elect Congressman boner 1984 Committee for the lease of a General

Electric Kobil Telephone (GL2021) owned by William H. Boner. The

Campaign Committee will pay to William H. Boner the sum of $200.00

per month for the lease of said Mobil Telephone and shall pay for all

service repairs for the duration of this lease agreemnt.

U LRCM
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October 11, 1S

Honorable Conresarmn William H. Boner
P. 0. Box U*80
Nashville, TN 37206

Deor (ongressomn Boner:

The lease price on the Mobile Telephone is $330.96 plus tax with the
option to purchase for 105 FdV.

if you have qnV questions please let -m know.

Sincerely,

Glenin . Clever
President

GXC/pw
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Purchased rrice 6/15/84 S80,000 O0

2. Terr•s of Furchase

a. First Vort;d3e SCO,0 00

11) W P. !tt.tnson. Sr
4124 Frarrlin ;.ad

ki) 7c, s of 'Iortqd~e

a StO.% O 50 at the irterest rate of 11, cer

a,,.- a.rtar,:cd on a :0 ,Ear vcredule .wth

a call (,n t',e note at toie end of 12 ,ears frum

'ate of the 'cdn. (%,v 30. 19;9 -,soy. 30, 1991).

11 ý.' e'ntg are tc, !e 5!IC 70 per -crth.
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SHIPLEY & BIliMI
206 Reallor'b IluIlding"306 Ga) Slrewl
Narlhvllie. Tenihsyt- 37201

HbAS) 254-0582

SELLER'S SLTLI MILNT SHEET

DATE June 1S, 1984
SELLER Jack Shaw and Deborah Shaw
BUYER V. H. 9. Properties Pol No
PROPERTY 621 3rd Averas ACCOUNT

Nasihvie, 1; Debr, C11 dill

PROPERTY SOLD s$. $ S 60,000.00
Proration of S- .. . -

Current Taes S 310.96 S
S__ _ _S _ _ _

Insurance S S
Loan Assumed lit mortgAO S .3- S
EKsrow Funds with S . S --
Rent Ad)ustmtnt S - S...
Eaflest Money in Hands Of "Seller S"$ . Q.0
Amount Necessary to pat I Ittig S1-
Amount Netessary to pay 2nd milt $ 990Q00.
VevnJ 'rs Lien retained by setle r
Release of Lien

v1•"cllanouust mt ps)erni t- e 7er9r s 35.00

D•ld prjimpraEti.01 S -
I ie Puhicy 4L.a
LiAruw ( lus, Fee $
(C ,n ,%,,,,n to Agent 1__Ii 0 C

0
.Q0__

Total [)eJ.'.Alons $ 6_5 -093 . 24
PRO( I EDS TO SEI! FR (D41trence tetwceer Del,•tun & otA Dal u S IA4-906 7 2

F 01At S

We have Liaunuwtd the above statement and (ind it cruteCt 7lis a~knuv.lLjeS litat the abuve aniurits have

been paid an stated with out aptroval and for our a •count and btnertt [)eti -.

SIlI'LEY & IBIIIM
206 eI'allot S Iuildilig
306 (,ay SIteel
Na Ih tile Ten 'tnies " 17201

((0S) 254-0582

BUYLR'S SETTLL'IENT SlI.LT

LATL June 15. 1984
SELLER Jack Shaw & Deborah Shaw
BUYER W.H.B. Properties Pol No
PROPERTY 621 3rd Avenue ACCOUNT

Nashville, TN Debi, Ct.hS

PROPLRTY PURCHASED $ 80.000.00 S
Larnesi Money Deposited with Alent. "S••e"" ofr C T Co $s 5.000-00

Probation of s S
Current Taxes 3 S 310.96
Heat Adjusnment S
Insurance . S S

Escrow Funds With . . . S
Recordig Deed S TaiS .... S 214.50
RecordingMt M. S Tax S S 2T.90
Macellaneows Charge . S

• . ..... . . .S
Motgage wseAmd eve lira tqg9S SS,.6•

Vendot's leo retained by Selkr ;P4 ilrta•g . S 3 1

•CASH TO REPAID BY MUER . . .. 5..70.5$
TOTALS" 80,000.00 It 0.,000.0 ct

We have eamiMed the above statement and find it correct. This acknowledges that the above amoutls have
been paid as stated with our approval and foer ac6 KCOunt and benefit Date . .19

I[ a,., Aleao OVesikow Affaes

78-177 0 - 87 - 6
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LEASE AGPEEMENT

This is to signify an agreement between W.H.B. Properties and the

Re-Elect Congressman Boner Committee for the lease of 2.016.29 square

feet of property located at 619 3rd Ave. So. All utilities to be paid

monthly by the campaign. The Campaiqn committee will pay to U.N B.

Properties the sum of $1,134.16 per month for the lease of said property.

July 1. 1984

V

WRieltaon .- gresman, TB ere 1
Re-Elect Congressman Boner. 1984
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W S.qu CLT1ITI&sOtS AOv ala i \S. '.-D l- 'I'ao to I iTS U'--.s L |nt l A# o" aie a"l at.-- s W •,'sn additions at 'arrs - ,t'
's-al uttheLa-,ecras',nr$s matl'.t 'laesrpfaat'a i'€c' nstr'¢L "'a' La-ss~ew,"' 'tale-r t. r~'terc0smo heta•ata-d " -o cr •rlt -'ce 'he r'te of fite T r erm o'r . ,* sa y tr r- T :. nta f rts 1.rt'-d .a ",a1Cs ' i.t eCsWt nra le ch .'& . Jan-4 t10 he

tord aaa •e ,cdod It lase's arts.. a (0) , a's, Or caf:. -te .' -"e f 'P . L• as P ,,a e- .is Ite -. Sf ff6 Of cthe"ia-a-seCs C''
Nt l ' ter' L a'eh i .-- 'as t ay rofrt , L.'Te a r . al nt , *sil . a' s" ,. sat a" .j1t t 1faan a t-'" is 3remd .'o e 's " -tW .

a'na-i O Lesdstio All .lor 'io fint, iddtaott. 'o -,.'-i,-4 ta a*"5ts C .• a s iut e - 'a men, ca'll -ci. ea',ptrors ind csa;orl. (o
.te) .I-fsd or ai s's-hd y 1,reseteam na so toe ea*eLos-se s J ',- VS it.l k Ts'sl the pa I CA o c LessLe at the ea arta'a a la-as Las.

Ii. t'-..iJt, .l'tt a0--'-oetr3ts cat "--.," sang to the Los's !-a -, l *a:" La-sts ihlsl at ni rJd • .a.*•t.-s a,7'p, d bsL~la o" Lea'
- -.a . ;.as 5)3 . .'te tthgses ait ; tuo oi sf in o To rin . lC ir , - , e r rad -r.a . e t t s• f IAn, s orb allta-er d a lo t A i .t

3 .
areca c" *- I t'1 -. le s e lls dk'-&L.eon of te.stT. fbt y " fral be d e • 0# .° .C'€ sn lne a iTbf"d rt'asIbe L $en •eit a'satoee loand'i 5s

.,A ,-1i rm ca' .4-'forst heas".adco. st of TV and algthe o -&me a5 . h a I a.rtoI b I ra rs t to': to -qssre Lr seetora..sbe s ceItf

• or c estserusa' 5f e ta, d'st rt"(? "a't ".•1 f t * *&-ad i c---'c -- n-, " r'ett ah d |t'aong A, L, -s r5.n.Mtta Lot--fi65l'-e fi'.

-f the raa~soal. t i pcoals~ly un.,rst'l od ia, a.rsaa t florao% eing.. '* abylaaack a'.ra-ariattA5Cundler aaa lck

s.at hoir'salon'esiez.a.lr tt -r ",- t'&V* a "- - ---. Le . " a.ta|eistrata orf thisaa iC' ;a

'.•..l taaiatsflatlb r.lss, s-5-. '.. i-. " cs' 'a €" • * . i• ,.~' . the Caac-;.t c -a' Sate;) and ?..¢aih Art a-t

!10 .J I.CT ERA TIUNAS 4D i"IOS . 4NO't s,,,l, ". : It..-'' -' .,i r, r sloe ar,€• ~ •l, I&Itr s add tions or * ro t "
o. .1 WI the r,- ."m, a "Il:@ 0|| * lot Pove-' t , c€*|r m-€ r' L or ,'', " • e °vs," n o_ 'or ooro h rased r-
tlof-i -,ftl.CallI~t L-rt)

5  
s L's ac 5 'aS-r'I or s a a'. '' a 'teasL d r,,. I-*r .-- is Ire _#f T-if 'at ob ~sac -iroant o c'tt

C - -r isi- .l 
t 

sm sa.r. . 1 s, "oar t sTi- cr '''.'.f Ii ' 1-. " a . -. tP.'sa t- ' *.e Atin r '5 I - .'
a - *--soo) -t A . I ..' I-a l' . -. -a - I. €€-t I-

a " ,i - ' f) orioa ' byL,• aat a siin r - to mes as I 's tailk-v, - t a . ' e t i I ad-Lossesat 1 h Laa. -. oa .,& at'ig A "-

_ itfo# 'ta's) i'fa, fL,'sse taanoraim to -heIAa'1-1-,a-ae-.. a" , .ti Lo,€ - .tt h-. -
"- . 's'a ' %a. "' -r -- I' ' r " •- " . •is*- '& t
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.- ' Il%T L'D-LE7I!.%G L. -o . r Lu.- . z f. . . .
t !.- is; f~e .or j I a 6t (. 1 t9 a t. - stlV *.Z~ C""I .rtr . • LotL.. o" -- rtd b. r '-, -,-r. "c %-- a c v .- L. a.- L, -tor , I" I ,

0" Sab 6! ut i; t15 .;.- I r.ej -es &'Ji he" r- i -irf 5fr o--..,- Pt, p- t or Al Ia c- a.t- -L-n-trt. t rear- C.*-c 4
I-, •c; -cnaj• 1. ow-m* a-do otb..a AaL ttar arts*, ?: ti., oobt of L- se All I.LLa-L-tr L%. *-rati -t*'- 6 aa0f C'
'-c ' Isro the l..td~sfa~ca ilt&I 'ttoem list]#4it die-Ut t, ur 'or iot' 0*,-t c'.- 'CLf&.Pt 4 I a,
An% sea. r~l~eaaig LUs::% rara'as ttes ktrotirdr Mttcript of rrt e'an-. rts or e •*e ,; "-ae-a b) Lo-..r frow •a) •t. . £
Ice. rset. or other pe'on. stall not es. '61c a us. tcr o" Lc afta rS- i itr r that a. .,it r. or a a -. n t L uss of t toe
Fre-*..Ts b! .ach 'pavry.

4 SEIII ICES. ELVIATUJIC tATLR CLErhNIG. GS A'i It LE(I.IJICITI L, I•-,urr•'t it &V it ,q - -;t
this seetO8 sitjert to tee htm .1 iS$ s tusded

a Lat•Or 1,allf .--taab the fIcs .. eg ereaea %htJt (x,.-g a. :nt ;rtptr #-a. a. ei-r r..1 0:9. tArs l C", a r- t,
p.ro Monday through Fr da) inr'i-a a and 8n 0 a m to fa tr *- 1 3 . t .. -I ' I toa . '.a. /

(aa) Comtioor uies "wrOOo" s carc to-lets, and-
(ot) Cleaning soerirob which need not be performed d.r rtg .tui "ssr i•,s.
I L.,csor shall also furnish *)ectrc curtroat on the Leased Preo, sen fv- laiitiags ate -- e:1 tup ar. r .rl rr-. ,-h% "' it.t)peoriters and otber small office equ ament)J. LutriC 130 %oal. 20 A.-," circuits Lles-e will not use an) eltc - &I e.; --

ta Lasser'a op•nion. will verltoad "the or ring i|ailatat-or or r tricre Path the :o..a-.b~e .se 16 reof b) c'et cc -; *-'0
Building Lee... will noto mttoaat Le ore's ;riort urtltn t-tnaent ts each w -iaacc. at I %c" it-a) add ",eal -- t I clh *I - cera, data proCotlsan eq6 Poelt. or c1-pi &Pg Machines. to rjtilding'e vleper,cai e str.butaon - setm. or oalt ac) .t.-. t-.
to such eursb rm Should Lessior'.sint cornsent. all additioral c.rcuats or iq6 ;'ei"s ire. red for L-otte.' . . I, ,e : -
lart°.r The actual cost ad instalaiatio ind the is. of such cara I.S ..t irent sia~lte;;aidlbn Lao...* a, a -L. -

C. larstor ShallbaltblerJaht to }4riLf seLoeas a.. a,•ct. er'.a thac +tlt o.. ar It .-. ,-.r. ftt e -c-t,, c
escesiset use of the sernaes or electric current set forth nh tb * ,a-. Tne cpr nie of a locarla 'I'pt ent W t: ,.-.a! .-&
'elected by Le-sotr $halpresasi in tnt atent the parts dt t-Ce ..% ve -. ,a al't-tn! of an) a.cb a'.rgoi

4 Loesrstlalla•iaeaoltditt utJer an) cirtu- .,1rcs f- q... 'n of .r! of tof .r% at* ul" f -It it"' " d
ces3.b:oon it ca toed bs power failure it-Ae rccoruont or t r -'tall sa t 'a. .% f"- . .. ;?p f1,r . .o:et&tor$ or to" ar serwt or Meir d, etu" - t of n.n. f °. ,j c ., .ir tjr . 'd a 1 .1t . ,. t r..-
for irjur) to jtrso0oo0p 4,.r) Leare b) ats deftclt tr, t* eItt cal /al rraent. tea -g. %t-X'. -n _-.- sag

Nestars.oeor fie.el * arsatial or 'or at.i tcar airns a- a o ut of I, re It '. rt f' *ir% t pit ot- r t itL

15 L%FRT Le-"ormay.tritrer poset-d rs., It t 1ta. t.tt I Is01c -. 5 r.toe ,t*- " r
-n*r Lai rarfesoratareatnle:;roeJcca a .tc.%a, ; . •, itt -er -1tt , is tc a, i et r .c I t " r tO _. C 1 art A. *'S tI t L•
l',emiaaes or to any &qetaazg rpase u. Pita It5 !!,I r Et 3 la) e- ar als rot e .tIe I- .rcs it ao.r.. at -- ILt

16. TRANý*I-R OF IENA%TS- lf the 1.. -%r..e -a,-a art , " 'qa I .. '.e " r . ,. . ." , ." it r -r
its .. ... andupon a g thr ty (.O....:.. .* , t I .... " '" a? *..- t -c ; I- .. "
Vi'ten,ses to an) or: •- •3ble offast .-,icit thel. .L of 6 s 1 11 .a Irt A .- C o - . a " ! -
Wiar ettoxe-sjee atof m ar...feagt-, et. atd '-,t et,ertr a, foany re -at i P-. a %%i' ýI.r to' _,sat Li-r . is t~aac;tsatAatiallky Cofotea SO layout and ap to tha.att o ine Otlt" at Lasod P oIr sOL

37 %SSIG%%ME%1t T LES.SOR. I assscalt 0i'asse the raght t r-., 'or .,,d .* ,jr. in %),t" o- to ;&- all of .*! g-l., t l'e
interest irn and it this laea., the Sea ld.g, and the pr.Jprr% upon sA t,ch ne rutc sg is It .- ted If L-or * "-sn.'te - it itrtttt at
Lease. Bu.adng. or pro05rt7 to any 0,ar13. and s rmulkaeoasly lases thae samc Lack from that fart$. the . ?-aaet ell noteiatid as aa asampl•os of Lessors cab 4agoons untter tnt Lessoe, aed thit Last s

t
eel taierteafier )t-.r:t aic -. 1, r4 -at& at

times 14 the leaoeback li La"Or 1 . 0

Ill DEFAULT. tIh fotloicng tents shall toars','te events of d;faalt bs Lest-- uider this Ia.A01
a IL see fas t• pay &a EBse er.a or ,add t,0 a, ,ont 1.4. ,d .__ tt,. •-ooee wLerd.at .nd P It M.re .t ttfe

a-,than three (3) days after %rfttir, nsaie tit reof.
b Lf Lesee fail& tocomplry wit' -n.% %reo. tcrt a n orn tcn "v o!tf a•l 'os .ec c - Ir, tLE ;t. r-.c c•Eat Ft-eilau-dctionl parent. and shall met tural such f..Iutr, uittain ten q:0) ea$s ft.ir b. "tr. r,oactt I orree. ;ro.- -d -at s! the defa.ll: ca:

reascnably be cured ralluse a ten (10) ca ot / id L a.c rtallaao A to. t, aLe tare to cotre tc fa.j: tAs!.'(-e t.o- etsciws
rights to terminate the Lear. u Jer "rae ftllo.Fns roctia t .* r-a' La..tO re*r. af'. -. * a-." - ste ef'ores to
the default Withila tic. itial Sto (10) ca; period.

c- If L~ess becomes inso|lent. tr.-fters an) jrro., 'I, ir '._4C of 1, .4. i cie' 1C.S. of altta,-nn 1 a-. cc fo" lte t-ntr!i

d If Lesson felaPetsatt s..ti uer , r arc'mer of t-a F. a o - -. i tro C. _r a fe- " " . - ' be T r 4 &
of tow Uited Statesoraa *IState tc reef or if laIeast Is '_U a. oC at 'r Va-s roA~.fo.- I , ed &.4, lVotolee-,
aSny such laws or ststets.

t U aniy court appe.toas a Ptcaser or tTrmsco- for alt or al. ,Ia all c) L, .eoro..t, or
f U Lesdser, mr :%&Catesa t, rub- 2nr.a'a ;,t-,cott Lu . re , - .Vc f.-. od ofr ien (-) otcr.c.lt•eclstc -'t

the prior written conteal of Lessor

It tIGHTS AND PILOEDIES Lpon the uttur-a met of Lnm . a -t of -, alt. Lttpo"- sall teas Ine a;*t." tw ;.,sJe snt c.ne
irois- of the folks wneng reeietrs after gis ang the apgpropr 2te wrrttsr oc'ice. If aty. to Le.isee r-crir - Let-ce of tn. dfal.it and r
st-aed that Lessee does not core the default w begin dcthient efforts o casre the de'autt as set fo-tl aeose"

a Lessor mar forlfet ead term -ate this Leapt in suck e.ent I-tstsr shall -- ed aalft Ts-r. o•r the La..da Prr, -A.- Le..
If Lo"se fails to do no Le•or ssa). without preliijdce %^ an) *ee-t retrttd a : 'eto Lu asi- I .c - .,- .- ! t. jt p-st"*s on ca
La.cad Promimer bacd expel Or remote Le•rt•e acid in) elher orltie L.beta,; rag Q.ut LUt,- I,- - -. t- &a.* , .a. ttr~eof S-d ant
ptWralte 1ftsfrt) or trade 'is-Punr totaed l'.eri-a Leaseet siper, to Iat l-tor tr Ic-dleo r --a.nt c" all .- ". a-4 da--uvs ofit
I. L, b rbs teasto a!rtc ter.- natit.o uhal¢cr ca .ed btMe .-. IIl.t. to et - ve ;- - 1.- ta' IN is.-, 

t 
-• of , *C f-Vc.

b xoc"t.r ma) enler upon and tale acassitere of the Lai.-d r-- s a-" . .1 '.'r- - a' C I - -i.-. a . - ; a 1 -..: _ttt anr 1.-
tf Lr.t bo bliGl* taat.:%,@ all I.-tr#•n .ofBlsese ' F` -V at tc l r.. crir4er (.1rlt -t,. V- - c " it r cei.LIA

ih) %pal or io. nlaOe L•t"I-ear an) pttf.0to sicup A it :hea Lear-u Norr -or .- -n%, aa -t -teo of. anad cba .-s) t •t I ;:!a, ) or t-1
' ..- 6 -s Itcaed there -Ac natOil) Ieole the Leased Proen a* t all -t tfur -ind i- te - -e ot Le..te. 0,ani i :" rrast1 va s!1,-s'
tand I ay receive the rent od rsail Leaned Prom .s S It .ct c-an*. Li scall . atL L.-o e- ea - tid an' defics :* %"at a-j an"
re- -an of Scilh rolelttog and the ante-uie of siuch itl.-turg for lt&

t 
r-e.,adu a! . na -i"n of I• IA aaoo.

c. rbrouit of itay of lies rights and rnn,•adel tf - .). an. tct '. I:Ita , - ,- V of e -eor mS- $z I* 1 ;a-4..Zt c -.",j
Sti, t.r rcmudies prosofdd b- la or squit). or a. tnis La' to .%" i all ; t a o. A-) ri-rd4 r'4 % aed L I -" Lease -ii!r" ",.'

'to•Ittltt ..e or eiset of say erlet due 4to Lessor lterettnds- or ," I..r 4t "4t o. tr W.) lea-t -a ca. -t• s do.ulo.
%raiPoziseiby l t-or odf*-aain': o-orLreatho'o *- S. '- - -.,.d . *-idt  . - t'lC.'I's .- I, elt

• arL. d so conctau4e a "asver of bans oher ror is a(- z . t r t I | o S -,- :i- ," - I cc.oe ur nsie of I
it -. trherein pi- &dg wpm d eent oc all doasI-au nole" d.t c t t tit"h .. * a &. r r" 0-:" . AL

d In -ser) iA:'
t

nce of der'ult. La "e 't 011 iLar lor tet ro I , f ..e it r" .- stt.--os :.eV and et
t

l ali P ,.S. t 1tilueds8301Yy•tetffOrf. W e e L.,u'to.I . " it i .: P 4i" 4, .?t I"-"or or r*-€t,
I. i--a atrerestesstincerji cstir,,naeatlotuiis'i ;. s • It 1- a. -

t 
i-; ) - -" 4of A- Is -.ed tat lI.~

Io I ?'a* LoAne at t time of dcfalstll.

rr t or,,s .,J ,,rr- L' .l :4 , t, o :ldb ll .I . ,• tit,' " , • *: , 4 •
t -, r I @, cc I i t rat; *- aiP

i At i %i "a l. " - •

SI a/sI
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" (' •| l'' "-|j,'.• ." *' -* a'. j~r.c.*'.. .-.. "- - s.|l•,'" .- I .

.. -. C-.. 21 a Z-

' •.. ti -a .,'" €- . * - 1•; tr- 1* Ii.' - -" -. I it lt- 0 - -.r 5s no ,.;- _U
*- 0' J, "Llt 0 . If- r -g. AL *-Cir.- Is it -s Wl-cat rOf L

ItrA. ) ti"* -. "l -J, 5. U. .11%8q39 of 5sod .,i aV - of jLr's! to' rg. or a :,• ',L 4 . I
to Ae - k.%La 15 , i'..) Of ,if :: .%'.. I.- L-ý ;*Lssripa.cr "h -" . 1s . t i1 ts. .. rd sit-= A% a L_. tr *t at• an) clst m cssretly aJainst - b. cr-r -Ir -lsn- In is % .nsci , tO-rop' s ic olirrt 4 hi' iC k. C e&:-l"' - to LeVs4,41' s s. # a9-t- m coi ost Or re- 0s&1 Of L&'HS a p-t,.srtn* I -iid-d. ,r &&#tr. trai ' L s c-- a i-& - r. io05 otg.srwsa adsc's-., affet Lessnr's .asre r of.frist jnft

223 CO LI:%*IL_%AL I.%TU.FLEK Clc tAf or . 3'-al no; I .,' :st t is -o .. ev.s to -,r t., t..CtC iatt ~ji.r) &J*#*efl: itdlaa o lo ttstltesli?..n.s. I 5a aol, crc .-ly 6' r' v .- A$ ,*- a-tll ptay Lasso.r t4L cAti at ay aZko-$aS |inUrfired as a r,.0J1tol any J6'ic al or 6g.' ornsts a. I- ahr O 3r as + t of 6., i
ows LA .6@d 1*96 M-Jea

24 DANLAGIL Oft DESTRUCTION. UIL. Ruld¢'sg sr ta L**'if '- s-s r- tata,' di € - ,. -
or v air sf coria be to.plegad wit'.as a's. bul-dried ec i% (.S~) u:!I 'IL'8 utaz oIfa ~.s. s*bearat.rale, or other casualty. qltim41 part) may there. ter .e-r_.art t s L, sir by ps.nA m. ct t© I ,a t -. 1 a Cbte elective as of lth dale odf uh desltructlin or dTrn-ge. lim **.ms dot oit-' thIbis I. Ase ill be cs ' -d IQ' o .i LLoisaed pemaies at.f d€tasgod by any such casually iSUI Met rebU It! Pe of rt; ars LCn ho CUit pr-e - . - 5- I -* . " C I,days. rental s$au Abate is ro1poetaoa 1o the arts of the Loased Pscs . liAth. in Leisor a i-,"'w.ti; €. s' be .. , C r ,by lout. asr a sre.lto tIiuioisualty. Lessor shall h&%@ one bandred tejC') WlfO) ciis to rvti"'- -hse L43-d F , . . ithe casualty dmar-ags salo$8 rr•+lod from doing s"for reasons bheycrd Less.tr'scctrolot in shicra ss t'Io Ot ' r , , .exte'ded 1•notlrlsrndiag aU)-tbing Is this sclbo• to tht contrary. L•ssee b s-b' gal. or* of der I- is L-as.. . ' £pa) rent. sUall not natif fdag.gn or deotructioo ltth. Loosied Prtm its or Pali.sg resuill fr.= the *"iie 5' -ba
agentS, OmploJeses. lsaCto'sm sor tasileosa.

25 CASUALTI IsSUIRANCL Leot&. shaU mair.tais at III exp"tfie fi•t aid Os crded C. a ase If.,. re r A'Properly. &WuruLrng removable trade ftxturos located in the. Lcaed '• c ir-sci. and &n il add, ",s and t-' CI '..to tlio Leased From ses Lost" shill f14rt sb Lessor wnth &-*'itac~r) V. drice Met 1.51ss.. ass ot a -sd l* -, 5.incr.

-6 LISBILII'I l.sS.UUANCE Lor'.',- s?-all (1 a r vid Ites, in foice I'. - e Ito la -m of "'s•, a'o- Policies of cea-;,r~ysa-iast ge'seral I AoLt! I) riisu.rar~ce wisth p-ni~i V vatt '61.*; ;us i.0 s CM 07 ', Cut-s- I sLess-. l iahs.rst Is L i-siy anutg out of £1. o0.'s '-hip. use. Ira-.P-,.), or - ' c-anc. C.! :•i Leased '-" 5*.•tricretOsloe pl SiTs or•O,•,s-s ssaU hllie i,-d sb) 5n ir-',sce cenb-n) -a. -'.tcr) to Le.scr 'iAc -'all& A ' ' ,nest s oe InanTrafte L-.Lfrd i.isaJsd And Ns-.o/I10)C 'jars Il.:t000) in t-'ect of . a ": .-. - ,- orec.'n.sce. and of Dot -'s "1&a O'n. PI.ntcd T!)ois.fsd Dsl .rs l$sIJ.,'" 00, 'or ' -;'.-r) cs-s bet or I. •. "-S
Trie Josls) or policies stall ka-e a lan-,erd s' proteoaise lis|,iilt) itdoas-icrat astA.1ae Lc-t .-t& ii' vi, . f'eviet.3" tha.t Sar-t•i Lasl el.3od the reouived liability a-aurasce Letst¢ u.st increase eis pr•oec ,on a'+'rt*. I r ta -la Lessor's roeainable :-joo1k

!-, IsDLNSNITT L--sae al es.-s s sa fsl .s i .'i gby. 6-~5 .. ?.
as sos Lessor. its ir'S !t., •*f•cnractlors. and an-Aoplc, ii *It oual in. p =-'-nr
a. Ag&usAt any de.aalt "dor this Lease by '"iose., or an) pan) ho'*ulr.V by. t•'O•i.-gi or .zaar lPsso . . a A . -- "c .*'4, c aims. or Suil.naies of any nature whatsoever sustained by 'elasr or an) part) holding by. t.lrvsCb os .r a- a a- i

resl. oa' such default Or faaura;
b. Against an) an@ all daoss. damages, losses and ltablities, of an) nature watsoever. and of an, csw.- a' c C L a -i an) isful•er •a the nrtSligenca at Larsv, its agnlents a con-ctors emplo)ama. or licerseos, W to the lb. rd ftas-f ' ..j , ©1 Ir badPro= is or BuildUsing by Letse, ats agirsnst conrocLora, eaplo~eas, licmnsesS or loitites';
e. Aa,'irst any and aS da=ag$ or injury to lthe Leased Premnias. to Uts see's vven property. o Lasse its a,"; -S. '.employees. aoi-es. *- litceraees arising from any ans or cosdiliae of tlb L-ca'd Prom sos. and from an! act or 'a .Te Lc ac II lr' -s

s Itk :esp"ct tilsrel;
d 4ls nist an% and an damages to Lrssae oa any natureo whatsoever. te'uling fraft or rai-sed b) the ( rd , oc o' -v •.-'a-'e" s -nl. tbe Salc Lg. or iLe cessation of operations o- ma.6fisction of an) tqu..mcsn" or appa-sJas sr' I' t'e LiAsec 'iP - .an a'Uuudr..'sg.

a, Against any and alo esso or damages to an) prwpert) or person eorcrrarerd by fire. act of rs-'ara. ;.bloc nts-rv _ or..riot. eriki. Ssurractals sr. cavort order, requisition. order af gooeri 3 1n.aI b11dW oa, sathorst, oS c'ler fr.- t' w one tan 1 ee- -- wi'
¢onril at Lessor;

f "n' ostceptiors to Le'oat'i funi alsumpolpio of and : abliity for nt and .l1) c'asms of any - .t -we r I i" C-1W of
orFisM re'ats to tine Loo.ed Pramreos the Zush:ing, the lsid on wa~ch tr e Bs.zs nI sssated,or's'- ofi a2 4'aS 2-Ithereon. shall he orlat- I-Oe claism resulting from ptor.mn ar.-satsse acts O n r e y'r"st CoarM let by W" I'"t% b's r L CU" 1`4.11 f%
Or es',-t•oeeL

26 WAiEI (t OF SLbPOGATION. Losses and Lassos, €bch -a&I. an .Irc at'. r.6%ts for locou-ry ;.. -"S C,'*- c .the e-ficer. empln.aese, agents, and representatives of the other, to- 1Css o'r e.--.o. to T; 'Eo'-s t' ;ro, er' I.-sb , os or c.- irif isi'ssured a -a•ist any irtsrasr r policy in forcesat tlb t sew of $atih lots or da-age .1seo shall 0-ss stsIce -1, s ', -- re I.. s- C, VWcorn.tra alTt thlls I•aer if $1.tocatlsOn is contained in 1hb" Ltz-g Learsce orla: nt. be ltrequ se-d ti va" tl's srs's a' o.s -me '_iLa$sso's -irOt a Wsa set any In• htls of roconsr) by %aY of subrogation a&% *-s Las•ioc 's ' ',+ .'i '*- s $crsos- til -t-of swu.sr-bkiti pros-ioed sloosi sall sal be effeiotts d Its iscl~ssos wf-e ld a.-C€Ii&-y A' eurAnde p'-JI ='- A -44 111 ' W'- ,-
291 LC•OR LIABIUTY. La'sor shall Vase no I ability or obligation to loitse. With respect to this L nease escep, to '*eit.c:of Lasvor's rsghzs, tlalt. &ad "•terest in asod to the Building and the land upma wich lb. Building a located.
36. REPAIRL Laossnor Isag not be required to nalo air repairs or improsesoents ha the Leased PIT= its. a1•€cp - rai'pas $ecearary to safltt; &aA ttri'abmlity. .nies othcrwlis aptsed is w-ritine Labss os Na at on.re rl.•In is r-i 't toe Lt as'"ec'vie a, '..ton it *b. Leased Premsaes L'sswn to4 Lisset. and shich co,.Jitson is required is L-s'see I- c, I - to; LI- ad ot-'sr If !Arse *'a:' to rjepw. any Ino-s deficlive crd mio. L$"ser tall oestt-ss responsible for - ua &ý,$is -I Ir '-,.

31 QLI EI- L•J'o1IE%'T Lotsor aTas-s that Lo'..t aall peaiafuli) have. hold, and ero.oy "s ,-"rs'e a tt-i Ia.11' fr IC'T9 of 1 .'r Lispt. T',s co t-'as, and .1 ¢.'-e" c- tra'tso.! L.'si" r I: I cd n i-Al: f 4 -- a, . '.'s-, - -nls sh-st res.-ect to src Isoes sccarring d.'ung Loessors o Its successor's rail. ct %o o-isrfl.,,'s &: t1wt !A -.• -sirs's tt..- .oa
. SP.OF.Ek S CO'•:'Fs.ON. Tie parties )atirto vnrr"s"i anrid warrant to sorb al|'or t's" "'.e are as ' '-- f0s' hr .-- 9on-"' "in-, or f'-ssr' iss is ds'r,-r.s'n. with ".sr isestu,en of t'ss Lease. i scetT •i- " '".d ts..'w .. it 's$ s rI o" is f'so i"' -,

. sj% 'so.% r ll*oer 4; .3aso. and 414nsd I: "s fri 's'. all ab..s•*is- at 1's' I.e-sr any siidi c . as) & aep"'.- w 'c- I, -', gL ft .r:'.. i- ..-- VT%' fiat. isctpt as falsuwi.

13 frIIE o0 rcSF"%CL Ti-se 's l4 the erw of this Lease.
toIIE. I -. M -treh ly et,).. r Jany I the 011.r, -'ll s II I ln f ,in rst - '. Z-s! be a I, sI .. ',

- ''" , * ":'I, At i b.y • ' -.- rd C? eai'.-d -- Ill. re &fo br.e P, s-r,, ,.,'d t 's' 5 !'-.. 1.

t . ..I• ' I | " .
It at .
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I EC;::,7't\ ,.', .. '.2' ir. -".1 7 *( 7... -_ _so I,... e•i € -,

;'. ..-- .a L .u .tIe . . €., . o. , o • st

o..TLf TIOI ' L usj r hiis v rLvon bbea,' rr'd C'3-, c ri *rtd.] t ; .--
It s rrtdhb )t Pa"tlb tot-1. %.Aass ]scn-.Jc. t.- r ''b r • L-.10.V . -LC:.C,€' ' C, -
0''t : Lse.or awasee of art yrt%4*. It k-rot .- &s. t tzL,'7-1- Or *-- i. atse.'ee 1 1,.. W

.40 HfOLMlN G 0 OEI. L' L~e-see 1s-1d- iso.er or othorin-e- !a"'- %I .i e t'.v Laa'sd flitr- *st. aser j .; ,,.o,' or 1-- *a* o
1- ''- c~ wntost thewnune cor-ent of L''sor U.i L .-I- a- I d -d e -21 v I 't n#i L2-eP -0 -ad- '&. -&'2 'e•tc•r 1o0the t.zebf or Ot er t p...e-joel,'a.; .-, .'' -- he -, r-r " " 1, -..be - .' no be c, -'-ei

e retWin oftheLcaieofrceate a,- perc le.O -t icl If' 'eIt T r r' ;t- rL.' i- 1~.1- miiet v a'L, a?' C% r ' Ms to- c.r-ales oi inl Jtarty tcI C.s r a . -r , at a-cd V! , r. - ; :" r'Y C' tor 'j-4 T - L
4 I(IGHTS AD IMIEDIES LrItor's r 'hts D.8- r -r,. s j--" "- f Lt.-t s-e ir &.- or to, .- s% r ;*t- "i- -nZ

ao I tv Lcsor b) Any s" O'.*O a.greerient, or otf,.rarsa
42 IIIDIt%•G EiFFFT. PRONOL .%S Th % Least ssal! b, bi-ic ro , Cr, .nro r.ei to Int tc-i' t of ':- tt -.. r'j-i" and shall bebodlg upon and rare to f-e btnf.l:of L' .,e I.- '.Lrn,-r and ite" (tr" .'r r"- a , "' °

bs Lt ri- 'crecorder lattac's asivrns T'he prsinouv's of en% it-d'' !I." ir cje ~ o 1'tr L -dty! 3-ld t I-V t'- ... ?
s~all inr!ude the othat. whemer appropriala.

43 CONDITIONS. AM covenants and agreements on terkalf of asecare jprcifrj'- al-:ed to be c.-. ' &,e .re to
onforctable as such If Lesser so elect&.

44 TFL•V% SSEE CON.TRACT This Lease is dec'art to be a `atn,,s'ee contract. and atl of .he terms ktroc.t -I.'! L, c "
accorcasg to the !aws of the State of Tsrnessem.

45 M2ARG1NAL HEtDL%GS. T1he margrsal htiaar
1 's ir this Lca-e are for conti .ricr-oc m% znd to I ot;e noCeffect 54.5o0, the cens:-sctim or Interpretation of an) tart of to s I case

46 Al THOISIZATIOK Each indi idjal ecetatinz this Lt-'e -%t o10AU of :'e U, -(e;. -,a ed a.,-.-s i.' toe ;a' Ldult, saJ'orjzed bn Laso*votol dos•o LersIee arees to pro ode Le.or %stth al' •r'cit -tt.,In r, ;L, -i •d be 14h-&r r irr"r ta, •' *L&--or that LUsire Us a dull organized entity. with the autl-ort, tt o -. rr -to th r9.; kgt itr. T- d r f c' a' to r *t t
at',,. a, -ns hereunder

47 SECL HITT DEPO0SIT Lessee ha- &3posi.td % ih U. -a- t's- ui of J~ r
rioil.rl' - -). as steurit; for rc-Su-marce bIA %wsec of all of tIe tirm Tc cs r- .d cc .i- c' -:-"t 'las-ec * ;rt% to tie frfirmird 1"iev %cit-t drfisit s' al' be reot- -a to Li, it a:'tr t',(e ;, c ir of "-t 1- "7' !, -e
% der- -a' Lesseet las full; Pt-iorosed kin ..ndcr Le--so- 0l all Izir ht r hkt to al-phv all or a , r ,' . t - c- I ct ~t c -n% . "iou!. by Le-e U L'soerss p.ts tr ie %- i posit, or aor ion of it. W i Ar o.ult b% I,-.tt, .I - *t e all -7w "iI 1',or the a'-nv at soapplicd. with the effect t"at L'-sor s%)-a*' ii the '-:) deposit or 'and a: al ' -. -r- r -v" e .' " -i v'

LCZse If LAC Baatl-ngIS sed OflC2ed 'Lbjieel to this leo e.. e- - a" tc e'ho, ii nt to ta.'-i- r.--t - Ic -C ý1o- |-P-Cc of tCe PL lcng Let.•, shall .hereupon be ielc_,ed 'r, u ;.j ., ;jt for t'e r.r.rn o! -,c, i ., ti ., '7-
-ei's.,a dero'it slall not bear interest da. ing the term o' i' isCA a r .ne -o -al ? - . - - . r c -. I -e ' A o- '
an%! a,' ov.e- tiat Le.uiu kay atteonpted ass 1roren. or nscarro atr om' tit -rc~.rit, uorc-i s,-. ýt %s@i.

4e FOOD AND DRJWLE MACHINES Lessee snail maintain no food or r nk coin opt-ated or teang ii. '.s u n ti
Leseed Pgremises ot ther Building without the woritte curnsent of Lessor

41 SPECIAL STIr'ULALTIONS.

1% '1NES£S %%flEe--OF theto-irt~rs liotito halte r~rcutd :I" I- o f * . the flNt( .''-;as
-9,, , Lr •,ýEE•"

01.

- /¥,. /, :'. :..-"'--',.,,
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r- ""'Co, Rcn.... ,

%dL... 7o t 37212
Te. -'..--E .1., 303 804.5

July 20, 1984

Mrs. Doris Bland
P. 0. Box 60685
Nashville, TN. 37206

RE: 617 Third Avenue South

Dear Doris:

In accordance with your request, we have studied the
bui!d-nc located at 617 Third Avenue South and reco-.iend that
you ch=rge a rental rate of from $10 to $12 per square foot
on an an-ualized basis.

If e may be of help to you in the leasing of this property,
please give us a call.

Since rei'y,

'Ja s A. Webb, III

JA W . .nw
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"-- The Ccle"Cop--ny -
P.O. ox 66-
Go1dlftrs.tille, Tennessee 37072

'Its. Doris Bland
P.O. Box 6c85
Nash•Vlle, Te.,,t--(,e 37206 " - - . . '" --

RE: RENrAL RAt.S - *-- _- : -- -- S- - - -

617 ThArd Ave,we South:." -ý

De.-r ' r-. B',: - -

Fn !,s in i tfer~nce to the rent structure of office space
on Th.,r, ( . ,•.O u, .d t• . u. Na4hvlie. - -

~'~up'l nc ti01"t he curtt-nt radr'ct are
, . "ly $12.00 per rpqure foot for co,.patiable p cc to - -

thile .... r r- i,-Ld b b ilding. - - -

I u1-a :,ae nny qu..'
plP . 1:t .e w

tions or need additional infor-.t ion,

Cao r.Cole -

se
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f:, S•.. -I! At.auz. Sjjth

",.-t..zIl. T:-acssce 37210

(615) 255-73S6

July 17. 1984

Mr. Dutch flay
P. 0. Box 60685
Nashville, TIC 37206

Re: Rental Property
617 3rd. Ave. So.

Dear Dutch:

I reviewed your property on 3rd. Avenue South and the rental
arl.att io the area. I would estimate the fair r-arket rental to

be between $11.25 end $14.00 per sq. ft. per year.

This is based on space we control io the area; some of which is
.arehousa at $5.00 to $6.00/sq. ft.. some of which is luxury office
with top lease cost of $16.32/sq. ft.

If you should have more questions. please don't hesitate to call.

A n,
rasL. RIam

CAX/dl

R G Swuriesi. In:
Equity C-p-ua Corloratios
-,;;ai;-AdM.z Con'pany. Lid.

Equity Ci.pital ?.,.w encmt Co.-Pratmio
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TRAIISMITTED FROM, 615 Z51 7479 03 06 36 14:03 0.01 .CGO 0B4ER

1 ''~ •*Profit or (Lose) From Business or ProfessionQ uo^*_ ,44 41
NCaOIOULI c I(salePtpIretlflgaea~pJ
(PONA 19418) Prore~i eolvnole fDOSo~oulUlhwY Om•8a Parl~sat4pe.Jo.nI Veegu~e..ege Mdama ~I@oFrm ti 1U O
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of %of gStlactwelpla eabln
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11 COr•f4S;nt -o38 V Y. GIoP .41.1Toowl P holding

12 OWpe0o,• 1 1! 1ral

9S Dpoc allon i o.LCro, 21 01tlot 0o,•penge (teoft3
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1 1p"loyse boeal l'og e V_ b -ne

1I Ft•o (f(nClII¶C~iodonSUd04 C Ii 5 .- -_

It Ifttwanow .- ]4-
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VS LrnondrWadic'eezltoi - '
0 Legal.Gol'd Pic 196111.e.nM
21 m0010 .Ap"s and 906609O
38 Poepolsi ad pro#I-" Ohngp'e
UJ PmuiocbOumneeav¢p'iy . J.4 - - - -

WNR•'ra • ___ -

* ha..e•n 'not mimi€• en eC/hodIe C-i I -

* Tapoe&(d. noi fI•pj dWedoW*041i0
P:offl Too. "61 nO 30) .-

P1J~ ?0p,e ~ -esenam-mft. -to- .U...W±Ld " 4 't.omk -•

301.sldoto Iee odan'oui'Is In cotin'v's Ic r finesL.......... -___j_

U P•otSOlti orf a186 m (btacl 32 forami nle6) Ifaptofli, enter on Parro o 040 4-.no6 a1 S I
onltw.e..iesc Part li "e ga fsor Fairm041 bteSo)I ______n3Io3 3

34 #IWO,,hovasO* dyOu/adoallunin to..4•0phyou roionoto ftsinth i•rhlgetIes 'seeorrr rugo4.., ,€•j7 j, rf
eiplgnu 1 NO n*e# o tho etdloo' Fom 0140,'.d I t af. ' on' ;chI9,)o. 0,. PoolPf' I sstr, Fo.•'n •,41. uIWO'0

Uern~ 691;e Neduilis Aff hIolt", 0"ion IGO losftmneIlo'p
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*"I EI'oheE>Siew..,II L .4 7._,
•dLS U4~,, o6 qg .mee

s €wC-t. o Coa el Gode Sold and/pr OOrS _onej C InotruObone for Part LM4202
I a- 11 eeit "a.ot b npal eno& pl"ofsarout o as"Yawl to" Afuemnery. aIOWw P • .asm.a. . __ __ af ... . .. .. ... . .... .... . ...... .
a Costof e... .... ......... ....

I AM•ot..Ielane$1Re............ .... ................................ .

a Cot ostpin L ot A Lu..... top.. ....

CHIEDUL[ C-& - Doprelsatlen (See6 chedul• C lnstructions for Iine 13)
Complete Schedule C-1If you celaim depregletlon ONLY for passes pieced In "twvice before Jen•riy 1. "i$
ou no"#ne more space, use Farm401 iOf you claim .aoi dolOn for any aele s plated in service O oler

_ I, 1100. uee For 4162 to figure your total deduction for all aseeset do NOT cempiele te"hoele C-&.

I Do .i.• _ _ _

2 Tole 9

I onco.no.d'duuo- . . ..p ti . .

0 -20Sei Jtt Irs l to Ifrm 1firot D19pd Pn1.lineI N.

SCHEOULE C-S. - ExeAccouant Informatlon (6.o Schedule C fnot oaieons for Ichodule ,C-3)

DOW UDn-1001464 ter yf.f4tteW r"'NI IN*114 " Pai di nooloep In oo4o'rifin8g tIo fs.ot tIN sllt 001
O'ap~oyedO OddO'POr. aftot sloown to'es•nn l c a 0rl and wooppe i0wOiwe ye•udoer I ton tOpeOt -

t.iortoofi lta'.oieEiome o.w~an@ ftW00P f- 5 00 tgfypuo 1 II hlmev ~* ..~.....r &=curI glofweno.p-as Una i33 .D to o o &" mnS110.00
Not"aawoood Saool""aqd wogo_________________ ___________ _____ C) _ e(t

A .... . ..

at _ _ _ . _ _ -- _ _ - . ....

DIyse y da~im a 4d~o4d iaon to' me0o0 owwwsb.O vdah

A In•,0 e -amcraprt o I o•d.' a L yem. r onb•onse")?. ..........
C Lq• Iuig o•e.OaIorns0 e esouoreyawagya sOtio0na /t•oo?........f.......thM im? .. jo"
a fooyerI "oso va•o ai Omposof 0o4 l al el0 ImrtAer0uOe

Itof ooa~yi yes. i o nso r r nlaioeym oI~s~aidOhe th e MnnA~en-orconsoo
L.Yeco~avito, Maxer me id am aco4fe:J
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.PiLLZAT
IGO' 'qCIILUULL - BL01COULF. r, C-I ICfl[PLIr •

Cu31 I.I.CVVCHT "LlIIUD, L1.10 1, PAGE. 1, OR"t aibS*,

YLAII L0F.1't.C0AlILL #an IUot ULPitt LIATIU1J
ALM. HA515 Uf I'L4?tC I AT I40 1111l TO. Al

TtITAL iSlY. .•'urLaIT 190

0I1AL 'jYWy PiJPt 1TV 19S61 , ojbsa.

IUJAL IUvYI. plturtIov lhtA

TOTAL. b15 YR. PUIJLIC
UTlLI ry PuRtnll'lT 194l

IIITA, I'S yVi. 10LAL
PI-l'tl1'1.tU11 U 11lL eIU0. [1hl

1OTAL I|j YR. OTNER

Ht AL 'iUPI NTkTy tVo

TOTAL LJNL I* 1. F•. trUlIlf 1.¶,5 .'3 l.

LDILL A LCIlLo)ULL UF tU114-(A!ti C UTIIýj'ill 1')N' SLhitlLL

ALT tAEEVILLL Cu-uP

TIUTA1. 10J S( 11'{IUL! A, LI•f ei? 30d).

NfOUL• A J.ITLW1,'T EXPLO. :ICioELLUL

0111 Sl. LnIT 92. WILLIAM f. f# Irii1f.
ZkST AIErlICAj t4AVIUNA(. DANK 3q9. kdLLIA04,UN CO. SlANK 1l0,16.
L3SIVILLL CITv UANK 54b. ) IlJAZlV1LLL C|11 tlANk u,,.
O.e"irL Ct • PAU1 UANIK . tINT APLIILAN t4ATL UAIJEA -
IATt LiZL UF L110, tI4. AI)TUSj C?.
ATIOI4AL LIFt UF vfI14hJ1t lqj.

TOTAL TO 3C'H1IUL. A* LINE 19 7013.
acuzuas:zvm
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asiness Machines Corporation

,,A 0-SO

- e....A'vJ4 .- luI

uaIl ..L -. A,.b 4 --

nAe -'l.0 :

WNbýMW ALL:

-.. L IC e-~ --- C0

T'4 J7,202

011ce Producls Division

Remittance Copy3.. T-o • e.r,€

.'-"VlVLL ,It

?AVA.J- U.•u.s I LC : IPI .N
ALC..,,4U

1
*J Idl ,.,.Ie,1.,AU,,.

* *,. 4JI~I I414sOO AI *I

£1 4 U,.) Ci/-4+0 I'4FUi44Arlo'"4 3C.+•.-,SJi O,0+...+4

IT II'-,

* 7.31.6

.P(1, " TAA

L-.(-AL IA4

•,U u, et i,

,U "l4&A
)•U 7C 4AI..O Id a

Till 751

d70~ A.CA•1 jL •= .•,J ,
7uaiU P84LZ 74.3J1*

I ." ,uW % .J A .UJ. .uJ

7-i ..a.5

1.~..

Ieasoirifer to invoice number " .4 A.0A U Thank you
or return copy when remitting 0___________________...

214o 0 -' ,, See conditions of sale on reverse side

sAM -•,t

we a" wmsdý* .e ~m0~low , PO",t~e

_&,j . V.
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LETTERS UNLIMITED
SIIS0 -4TH AVE NORTH
NASHVILLE. TENN 37M06

No 123

March 7, 19 83 W
%ay to the
rderof First American National Bank $ 2,446.94

Two thousand four hundred forty six and 94/100 ------------------ ---------------- .

- LETTERS UNLIMITEDWA Commerce roadwa.y.. ale lQ. Bani~~Mk k&%hdWn/.TenremaW O-

Acct. 0 8701917-Note 0 6505873
$2,000.00 Prin. $446.94 Interve.•t-- ,

,O000 23 a :Or106O000O201: 85? 288 ?as 0`00002446940'

LETTERS UNUMITED
211It - 24TH AVE NORTH
NASHVILLE, TENN 3720

June 7 198 3

No 125

W~
Pay to the
orderof First American National Bank $ 3,000.00

Three thousand and no/10 .-------------------------------------------- Do

Aq cnim. LETTERS UNLIMITEO

O Wion Baa NS~hvWU.Tg

Note 0 6505873 __

vOoo&2S 00 ,:OIo000O,209: 85? 288 7?n s"000300000e

LETTERS UNUMITED
2119 - 24TH AVE NORTH
NASHVILLE. TENN. $7211

Pay tof the jt Jborder of ov • "e-,,,

0O WO Commrc mvom"~mm Tm-

*No 146

-7 .V

z9 21 .

LETTERS UNLIMITED
II-.'

vo-ODola:m

POoo0it.* Ga 40o0.0O000o20o: 85? 2a8 ?W .,000009q & ?.? seI
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ammlft s~i Io

COMMITTEE O STAND" OF
f OP11OAL COP==84bp;IA. P.C. 2U1

June 2. 192 J ulII

honorable Bill Boner
United States House of Representatives
116 Cannon House Office Puilding
Washington. D.C. 20515

Doeer Colleague

This will respond to your letter of May ?4. 1982. requesting the
advice of this Ccmittee with respect to the appliýation of House
Rules to your leasing an IbH 0S/6 Word Processing I machine personally

oed by you to your cau•ign cittee.

You ask specifically If you may lease the above-noted office
mchine to your campaign cowittee in an "aims-lengtho transaction at
a fair market value or below, based an the written confirmation from
IBM officials In the district of prevailing market rates for such
eQunpent leass.

House Rule 1LIII. clause provides that a Mmber Ishall expend
no funds from his campaign account not attributable to bona fide
campaign purposes' and shall *convert no campaign funds to personal
use In excess of reimbursisent for legitimate and verifiable prior
camign expesditures." It Is the opinion of this Cnittte that
the Inme received by a Nwder frim the lose of office equtlat
to his c agip comittee would not constitute a conversion of
campaign funds to personal use prohibited by House Rules if the
transaction Is an arms-length" arrangement conforming to standard
cinorcial practices in the lease of such equilawnt and at a rate
that does not exceed the fair market value of the loose of similar
equipment in the arm.

The Co•ittee Is of the further opinion that any such business
transaction between a Nmber and his campaign comittee should be
undertaken with extraordinary car* and caution because of the
appearance that could arise that the arrmgmant is a prohiblte4
conversion of capaign funds. Such caution should. a other
things, result in the equipment's physical location with the campaign
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"Oforablo sill loner
J'Ae 2. £902
Pogo 2

comstt• tam an rental amount that reflects the lOvel of actual use
of te equivalent by the Campaign commItce.

All rental tnco jou r4eelve In 1962 frvm Vpa ciant%" ast
be wepOrted bj •ul•ca eand category of value in Soctale I-g ef tfts1942 finCI 1•e discleSurafe tIich &tllt be dw* Ma IS. 133) If
YOW heve additional qu&tion. pIOMO cotaOct the CMWtt*O Staff



175

kUemai4,e W^M Mach."* CDelaiie Peal 011w86

May 17, 1982 NSi4i l .

Office of Congressman Bill tUoiier
Federal Building
U. S. Courthouse
Nashville, Te.vncssee 37;'03

Dear Sir:

Per your request, I have prcvided the Lnclosed information on
IBM's Office System 6/450 Inforrratoun Processor. As you can
see, L have included the 36-month leese, 24-month Idase, moAthly
rental, and purchase price of this iqui;.rient, along with pricing
information for optional features

If you have any questions regarding this information, or if I can
be of further assistance to you in any %.ay, please feel free to
contact me.

David W. Dodson
Office Systems Specialist

I National Marketing Division

SDWD: 3toa

Enclosure



176

P R I L E Q Li o t r

EQUIPMENT T
MONTHLY 2,-r'ONTH
RENTAL I 0 A F ',FWO

3C i.Ot I H PURCHASE
Lr v r/Mao. PRICE

IBM Office Systcm
6/4ý50 Info, n,,ton
Processor

V 0 /Optional Processing
F..eature

Ccmmunicating
Feature Adapter
3100

IIA Interface
I' Att.ichnient 3/01

Irittrrnal t-lod,-m,
Non-St itcted L'ine

V with Swivtc.cd
Net%%ork Rackup,
5508

1!)/4 W, '". j1 0() "1, A (#0 4021,610 O00

$ 32 00 $280 $270 0 $ 750 00

$ 9G 00 $ 84 00 $ 81 00 $2,430 00

$ 13 90 $ 12 30 $ 11 80 $ 250 00

$ 31 00 $ 27 30 $ 26 00 $ 1,015 00

)1", , I, I

Prices contained herein will remain firm for a
the date of this quotation and are subject

period of thirty days from
to state and local taxes.

The terms dhd Londitions of the current I ease, Rental, and Purchase
Agrc~nients dpply to the above prices.

Undet the terms and cor,ditions of the Rental Agreement, this equipment
may he d'scontinued after 180 days of installation by either party by
giving the otrer party thirty days prior written notice If not discon-
tinued at the i-nd of 180 days, the equipment may then be discontinued
at any time thereafter upon thirty days prior written notice.

Under the terms and conditions of the Lease Agreement, the equipment
will be initially installed for a contract period of 24 months or 36 months,
whichever is applicable. The equipment may be discontinued withinn this
period provided thirty days written notice is received by IBM and
termination charges are paid as set forth in the contract.
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LEPIA o.I, [ ! " .!

This i;, to signify ,n a~,,i %mitI t , n.:Willia•,

H. Boner and the Re-Elect Co,.jret-:i.;n .. ',cr 19F%2 Contmittee

for the lease of an IBM Office SybLLr .Six Word Procesor,

Serial No. 6651-50-0100081 and .-n ,ptiont I procv,.sing feature

ourned by Letters Unlimited. The Campaign Co-n'-ittee will pay

to ..%Ltters Unlimited the sum oi W.50.00 per month ror the
Letters Un) Iii,, Led

lcý--e of said Systcm Six and shall pay for all service repairs

for the duration of this lease agreement.

Re-Elect Congressman Boner. .



178

*% r t'I t,. IL I • I

(Itft e c " t r ic 111 r

U S freJral o. t K<i4

%'.j 5.1vlle, T't .e'e 3,20J

Dear BeLty"

TPe followin••iIls the in f c2,a mat i o n
')-1,a 6/450 Vs--ed on nt.ru, t pr
r(ntiog thaz ict h ine from IHus $1
und, rstdrd. )(.u reed tbis i r it,,,

1.'

ledon the. bI OCy4'ce
.le-, the cost of

"(I t p r it-nth As I
* uetary purpý%es only.

If I cau Le f tierilr assi- , , e. , " f- p to (cotact me

S.nlct rely,

M A N, uk
Advisory Marfctin Representative
NUtiona] Har eniQ g Vl9SAo1

'-',H G3Q 3194 1-4
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'lay IS. 19t .

.4,

Congreasm "1lal0sm It. Donmr
S53 redeal0e1uoua.,une
Nlashvilleo, YTe"ane• 37201

it !

Doas mr. namre:

We are reiplyia,; to joaar to . I a
may have received f.os L4tttrs Lami..m"

we have Ceviebosl r out •S 1 , 1 .
records of Letters Unlimtod. Ootm t.1
disatcabutlomis toUe logu u0 isal'mb - r All

low are in &a unftvo:;Il.e I..u p
Unlimited because you -urt repart 31,%4¶a.
as compounded by the fact ,ou dml w I, o.- ,
resulting addition! tax fro. this aaoas.o-

?be cash an tia. o.-.N no t I..
seps/wont of bank loann. A:. .o -,

nom-deductible expcn c in •o-.•. l t,
lot s:15 Unlisir-el t,., J1. 1!60• .d' I . •

Palssat C.,6 I I * h.o,. 1.,
Ps:; a td.- .t4Mlia-l "I . :.

a " tam. fat*. It any. that you
,. .Crndar i,-as 10l-.

• ", ga~' ato0i cash disl[ursewenta
a **. lh.. a-,.aIs4 -dot-.LJUve an4

1 . as ,.m, IraM the cIlendaC yeolo 1914.

Ia. , the a ie proprietor of L"ettare" " a a or. %"tor 1954 tax rotuarai 1111i11
-% t t'. , .tann to the pay the

a' ,, .l thtu.uqh the
.0 1 .a 11 Iloani alre a

,'..fr,. you have 1ned wt rew

-I.' explain Any

,,. .,rr~n

" " * r\ r "l' l
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FtLEV

!',Z .';1 !3- 32 CHATER

O3 aooK5929P!t,9 985
TARGETED COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

The undersigned natural person, having capacity to

contract and acting as the incorporator of a corporation under

the Tennessee General Corporation Act, adopts the following

charter of such corporation.

1. The name of the corporation is TARGETED COMMUNICATIONS,

INC.

2. The duration of the corporation is perpetual.

3. The address of the principal office of the corpora-

tion for the State of Tennessee shall be P.O. Box 527, Goodletts-

ville, Davidson County, Tennessee.

4. The corporation is for profit.

5. The principal purpose for which the corporation is

organized ii to engage in mass communications, duplicating and

advertising. In addition, this corporation may engage in any and

all lawful businesses other than the ones to which specific stat-

utory business provisions apply beyond the scope of the Tennessee

General Corporation Act.

6. The maximum number of shares which the corporation

shall have the authority to issue is One Thousand (1,000) shares

each of which shall be no par value, common stock.

7. The corporation will not commence business until

consideration of an amount not less than $1,000.00 has been

received for the issuance of shares.

This /I'"-day of August, 1982.

.1W UANN HAYNES.incorporator

OWN&
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BY-LAWS

OF

TARGETED COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

ARTICLE I

MEETINGS OF SHAREHOLDERS

1. Annual Meeting. The annual meeting of the share-

holders shall be held on September lit of each year, either within

or without this State, as may be designated from time to time by

the Directors.

2. Special Meetings. Special meetings of the share-

holders may be called by the President, a majority of the Board of

Directors, or by the holders of not less than one-tenth (1/10) of

all the shares entitled to vote at such meeting. The place of

said meetings shall be the principal office of the Corporation,

unless otherwise designated by the Directors.

3. Notice of Shareholder Meetings. Written or printed

notice stating the place, day and hour of the meeting, and, in the

case of a special meeting, the purpose or purposes for which the

meeting is called and the person or persons calling the meeting,

shall be delivered either personally or by mail or at the direc-

tion of the President, Secretary, Officer or person calling the

meeting to each shareholder entitled to vote at the meeting. If

mailed, such notice shall be delivered not less than ten (10) nor

more than sixty (60) days before the date of the meeting, and
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shall be deemed to be delivered when deposited in the United

States mail addressed to the shareholder at his address as it

appears on the stock transfer books of the Corporation, with post-

age thereon prepaid. If delivered personally, such notice shall

be delivered not less than five (5) nor more than sixty (60) days

before the date of the meeting, and shall be deemed delivered when

actually received by the shareholder. The person giving such

notice shall certify that the notice required by this paragraph

has been given.

4. Quorum Requirements. A majority of the shares en-

titled to vote shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of

business. A meeting may be adjourned despite the absence of a

quorum, and notice of an adjourned meeting need not be given if

the time and place to which the me4ing is adjourned are announced

at the meeting at which the adjournment is taken. When a quorum

is present at any meeting, a majority in interest of the stock

there represented shall decide any question brought before such

meeting, unless the question is one upon which, by express pro-

vision of the charter, these by-laws, or by the laws of Tennessee,

a larger or different vote is required, in which case such express

provision shall govern the decision of such question.

5. Voting and Proxies-. Every shareholder entitled to

vote at a meeting may do so either in person or by written proxy,

which proxy shall be filed with the Secretary of the meeting

before being voted. Such proxy shall entitle the holders thereof

- 2 -
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to vote at any adjournment of such meeting, but shall not be valid

after the expiration of eleven (11) months from the date of its

execution unless otherwise provided in the proxy.

ARTICLE II

BOARD Or DIRECTORS

1. Qualification and Election. Directors need not be

shareholders or residents of this State, but must be of legal age.

They shall be elected by a plurality of the votes cast at the

annual meetings of the shareholders. Each Director shall hold

office until the expiration of the term for which he/she is elect-

ed, and thereafter until his/her successor has been elected and

qualified.

2. Number. The number of directors shall be fixed from

time to time by the shareholders, or by a majority of the entire

Board of Directors, but shall never be less than the number re-

quired by law.

3. Meetings. The annual meeting of the Board of Direct-

ors shall be held immediately after the adjournment of the annual

meeting of the shareholders, at which time the officers of the

Corporation shall be elected. The Board may also designate more

frequent intervals for regular meetings. Special meetings may be

called at any time by the Chairman of the Board, President or any

two (2) Directors.

4. Notice of Directors' Meetings. The annual and all

regular Board meetings may be held without notice. Special

-3-
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meetings shall be held upon notice sent by any usual means of

communication not less than three (3) days before the meeting.

5. Ouorum and Vote. The presence of a majority of the

Directors shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of busi-

ness. A meeting may be adjourned despite the absence of a quorum,

and notice of an adjourned meeting need not be given if the time

and place to which the meeting is adjourned are fixed at the meet-

ing at which the adjournment is taken, and if the period of ad-

journment does not exceed thirty (30) days in any one adjournment.

The vote of a majority of the Directors present at a meeting at

which a quorum is present shall be the act of the Board, unless

the vote of a greater number is required by the Charter, these

By-Laws, or by the laws of Tennessee.

6. Executive and Other Comzittees. The Board of Direct-

ors, by a resolution adopted by a majority of its members, may

designate an executive committee, consisting of two or more per-

sons, who may or may not be directors, and may delegate to such

committee or committees any and all such authority as it deems

desirable, including the right to delegate to an executive commit-

tee the power to exercise all the authority of the Board of Di-

rectors in the management of the affairs and property of the

Corporation.

ARTICLE III

OFFICERS

1. Number. The Corporation shall have a president and a

secretary, and such other officers as the Board of Directors shall

-4-

a I
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from time to time deem necessary. Any two or more offices may be

held by the same person, except the offices of president and

secretary.

2. Election and Term. The officers shall be elected by

the Board at its annual meeting. Each officer shall serve until

the expiration of the term for which he is elected, and thereafter

until his successor has been elected and qualified.

3. Duties. All officers shall have such authority and

perform such duties in the management of the Corporation as are

normally incident to their offices and as the Board of Directors

may from time to time provide.

ARTICLE IV

RESIGNATIONS. REMOVALS AND VACANCIES

1. Resignations. Any officer or director may resign at

any time by giving written notice to the Chairman of the Board.

the President. or the Secretary. Any such resignation shall take

effect at the time specified therein, or, if no time is specified,

then upon its acceptance by the Board of Directors.

2. Removal of Officers. Any or all of the Directors may

be removed by-the Board whenever in its judgement the best into-

rests of the Corporation will be served thereby.

3. Removal of Directors. Any or all of the Directors

may be removed either with or without cause by a proper vote of

the shareholders; and may be removed with cause by a majority vote

of the entire Board.

- 5-
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4. Vacancies. Newly created directorships resulting

from an increase in the number of directors, and vacancies occur-

ring in any office or directorship for any reason, including re-

moval of an officer or director, may be filled by the vote of a

majority of the directors then in office, even if less than a

quorum exists.

ARTICLE V

ACTION BY CONSENT

Whenever the shareholders or directors are required or

permitted to take any action by vote, such action may be taken

without a meeting on written consent, setting forth the action so

taken, signed by all the persons or entities entitled to vote

thereon.

ARTICLE VI

AMENDMENT OF BY-LAWS

These By-Laws may be amended, added to or repealed either

by: 1) a majority vote of the shares represented at any duly cons-

tituted shareholders' meeting, or 2) a majority vote of the entire

board of directors, which may, however, may be amended or repealed

by the shareholders.

-6-
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CERTIFICATION

I certify that these By-Laws were duly adopted at the

organizational meeting of the Corporation held on the 1st day of

September 1 l982, and were approved by all the shareholders on that

date.

President

Secretary

-7-

78-177 0 - 87 - 7
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10: 66

DATE: JMUARY Z8TH

RE: EQUIPMENT PURCHASED

Type of Equipment *Date

1. ISM-System 34

(a) ProcessOr with 128K,
20 Diskette Drive. IfWUN5 8/27/84 S14,DOM00

(b) System Software 9/14/84 7,723.00

(c) modem Eliminator 101/4/84 431.00

2. word Con

(a) Specified Software 11/19/64 12,500.00

3. 5211-2 Printer 11/1/84 4,777.50

4. information Utstributor:4WUOlPS
(a) Laser 6670 8/29/84 23,756.24

S. IBM- PC-XT and supplies 2/1/8S 4,187.26

6. xerox Copter 9/20/82 2,613.56

7. Pitney boes Nailing Equip. 9/20/82 6,420.31

S. MEL 3000 (Ccmpydialer) 9/23/82 36,000.00

9. ISM - System Stx/450 3/22/62 25,464.25

TOTAL $138,37J.11

WOate of payment, not delivery.

** Amount check was written for
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T OMf UNCATIONI. INC.•, ,'
I . ,OI O ". . - . .- ' ;,

.j, ,GUTID COMMUNICATIONS. S0. so0on;•i~'~, . o.NVUJJ , 37,M

Pay to tb'
orderof .

I% . dwaO0 Comnme -I TAM•IT0 COOMUNICATIO& M.
0-O6

1000&131P ':or-,Oa000O0: BSL 7?SS ?i

113

w
, V ~i•W * m

For
- Wr 000a hOo0000.0

lw °_ q'.l•'T

U",.
alq, • ALL
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TARGETED COMMWIICATONS. UC.P.0O. -a" us
"NASNWLS. TOMIS.a13

Pay o th

145

08-C" ;;

I~L~ .~L -

1M63 CUMwSCTOS, SO

0.0..ooou,.s. eo ,.oooo0 o,: asC & s ,, ,oooor-sa &s,

i,1TAC 0 COMMUNI •AIOW.iC,

. a " 000 " to .3MO . =',,'

lm?SS op.IUAT70 55

I -

a
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Thits Is to S..'fy er .-. t "

and the Re-eleu" ,... '.r.i Fll , r

31-0 Xerox Copi.es 'tia1 lKu4:r .It

Inc. The CS-; ion ... ;trte .•QII s.v.

%go of $220.00 ,".,t Lh for Ut' 1P..I.c ,.;

all service repa,|,, :or the dar.tim:n (io lid,

&:t .• .lAon%, lc. r
, .*. ( .,for i tI*e *% # of

.-".*.ed Cc -. j1cati0on

, .. icat:gns, Inc. the
lar•tted Commncatll

C' a ,, ,i4 ;OInd stillapq fio

o I, ' Ce d ,'. nt.

I' '., tlI LJ'L.IICATIONS, INC.

I

I
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This 1i to *i (YMf an &givt.W.."' t I eIw,an ,toget'id €CowunicatIons9 INC.

An Wi1 I-eleAt Congressman$ Iill ieuo.r, COs.i.,0jn rC, ft IttII for the lease of
SaLtneM loBes Fast Mai System (Insit.,ter, '%%Ilr No. 3107, Serial Noer
014306 Naill Ki.hine. model No. 'a4,0O. ,t.0 i t i"ur:.o . 1'f110? FId/Insert

Hiode No 1631. Serial Number 0143bS) owned o yTargeted CoMunlcations. INc.

The Campign Coiwittee will pay to TarVcted Cvuwuni cattionse INC. the so.
of $700.00 per month for the lease of said Pitney Cowes Neil System and.,Jrpt
CIO ~nications Inc.shall Pay for ieý Iservice rel.airs for the'.1s .itLIon of this lean agrei.

I ' '. ' :'~.I Ioils, NC.

t .' , C.6 tI,'./LASIJRtr
a.'r . t fnritjr..'..an loner •/
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LLAS[ A.-WirLHmS

This iS to bltonfy an agreement jLtvwven Targeted Comwwnlc"Iltl
Inc. and the Re-elect Congressman Bill rfaner Campaign ComItte 14W

the lose of a OIL 3000 System owti..' Ly larget^4 Communlcations, 11Af.

The Campaign Car.*'*v. shall pay tv i.;..I (e.1 ,uf.ications. Inc. the

sum Of $1.S00.03 m't month frI tt,, '. *. s.( $•t. '.L 3000 Systes andT riled Communicattu,,s, Inc.ShIsV pay for a11 I vicee rep.sits fur it. duration of this leass

agreement.

TAt4,ETED CONMUNICAT 015,

Re elect Congre e
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LEASE AIIII?1

This IS to signify and agreement betvK.:n Targeted Copmicat&Ims.

Inc. and the Re-Elect Congressman Soner 19111 (omnittee for the lesse

of an ISP Syste' 34 Computer, 34 Software a-it GlOO Laser Priftsr

(Includes S.O0 prints and cost schedule fu, additional prIntl will

be 715 of the cost that 1S would charge). The Campaign CamtgWe

will pay to Targeted Cominications. Inc. th,. sum of S5.M.0

month for the lease of said System 34. 34 $ot tware and " a70

Printer and shall pay for maintenance oad s,' vice repairs fop r.

duration of this lease agreenc"t.

Ir

.. Cressower
Co•'rvir.esan Goer 9ell

* 'Ii

r.

L i.
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ONtosr i, I'3070)

Congress,:an Bill Boner
Federal bui•eiUg
U. S. CourthouseN&AhVdle, IN 37,203

Dear C•rr."..m:

I uould lke to take this , ee*,,'.• ii. h., you lot the continued
trust and coff;dence you have p:.r er .,, " . e .. s Y 'e . requested, I have
listed belob 1. current rental reI. I. " , vtnx 1100:

Xerox 3100 'ular Pr.cii,

"*Aor:hly M. 4i- ., (:ncludi l, '1 . . .) , 2. O0
Co;zes$'r,-:n t .00 to ),000GIJ .. 'I"
Cnp~es frorn, ,'.00 *o 6,000 C,' ' I .. h
Copies o,.: I"I'D, (0 $.02? u. h

A~nnt.:.:lR~r.. I

Mon.hly :.,,... ,e (,i,,. ,.udes . .. ' . $ ,1/7.5 0
Copies front 1,004 3,000",@ $.41 - Is
Cop'ie from 3,000t o 6,000 (0 $.04P .... h4I
Copies over 6..,70 (@ $.019 e.,rh

Two-Year ,Re;mml

,lonilhly .%tenimum., (includes 625 culm".) $ 1ws7. io
Copies froa. 6ii5o 3,000( 5$.047 aite1.
Copies fromn ,OO to 6.000 $.S•l em, h I
Copies from b.0)00 @ S.019 each

Ikllvery Ciiisr' $ /9.00

Thimk you for :..e business you ha•,c given us%. 1.

Sincerely,

Dale Williams
Aaar'keling E icciEive

XEROX CORiN)RATION

D1 ISa.
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XEROX 3100 - Rental Rates. 298t4Nu.,'

monthly

anne,.l

Iao- year

S24S.00

183.00

Sf..SO

I oIf lio

I.otf

"1PILC.. Note: "Xrrt.% is
Yea, mdy want tn I,.f h

Ob.kem
wip.

having a peite intear,. 4-n 0onae products f(lraw1iht me to sc- if ytoIr r'riega, will C€qr; .

1~

.Up 10

.065

.0S4

.01
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9 t. -o- r.

£c ;.:r id, I'

552 U S Court : -. 0

tast.vile, TIK 1470 3

Dca; Ftty:

IHvro are our PitrLy rewes #.urrcnt 1'-z ;.. rates.

Thcse bould be u.at. all major lealtin, Ct,-panics are
using as their fact.rs.

Oki; (1) YEARt LEASE

$714.29 PrR Mc•TrH
(WUR CF. YEAq)

.0.0 (2) •*&q I ."

S1 5 (c D 'l, I(*.
(24 ".

CC IV

,i.93 '. .

S/

/' ,. b,. .

CC: Jc" , .!1

"19 l
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CCNGtS-S.KJ N bI I L bONER
$52 U 8 Courthouse
Kashville, TN 37203
Atten: Betty farray

,L;cP" I.S. Muzr,,y:

Frnclosod Is the information yc.u a .1m

(xistirng Pitney Bowes Mallinq r yjttm.

1)

2)

Onc-)car rtnthly

N•.o-y'.', -onttly

• .r.I.,

I F4pzeciatc

C.3* CLd~~

". I ilk you.

-z uIy,

//

-J . C.a)e ;jnik

E A R

..h A/)US

ted in regards to your

I

*' .tiL~n

AiuCn In

Lc C .a ~ a

~'eC~w ,.. *" .37220.1w 615252-2424

'I

S

• !

L , ý A...,, Coca* h.o.
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Ao'al b. 19S..

Congresomln EP: I "'r

F.,dosra| Co.it
U.. hlewsIle*'. It..

Dea'r ctmevressr .

Please note that the 10-Nalst) C-11 ., anl 64 Eqy1 30W0Syl

similar to th& one you Are gli .- ,1$. *,tal l: 12i would b

appro-imtely $.&6CK.XO0/sOhuIiOf-.

Th.,l you for doing bLosineA itwatt, I.i : * I.tectrrnic Labe, IN

""l.

SzlAm, CEO"i
4.

MELI

'A

ii .4

• *Wr :

*Woo

s
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, DIC~laber 7. 1984

CergC~ae'.",sn 2:i! I .*•

Srj v L#..,! Cvl . ". .
UAS!% 110, 1N. Zi

F'le..so note tt..t thl* IL'.'..,a a.. LI,,,,no&m...r to . ti t yhu of I III, L f '
-f1)•:. t t 1 .. "IYour., lth.

- r., c ! 31

I s t .o -.ru t *.'Or a: .

,ii1 a Mwl 3000 sty
ai at :lrlg woul d bp

, I- b$. Inc.

C

,:.-. "-:. .C L'[. t4
.-.--- " :.•sa- 4-v s f . .

o - C.-, i

~Ii
II~

If
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woo -IL'.. -IC

W1.0 7. 3964

Mg:. lutch Elty
Office of Cootg;s 4, Rill Bo.A,4a
U. S. Courthouse
'asbville, Tenoes.see 37201

Deas Dutch:

The follobufa is theg iufomnattis .I 'vuc ,s,'
tqu)pI.est. These figures ste cot to, I-
,ut tathelir are t% '..r used y ).,o .. o ,
IuIrses0 oily. Thcve prices •d. wt ,,tI! •

they be applicable.

124I SYSTI/34 (0' CUTER

IE1 B4 YSTI h/3 '4 1, WARE

I181 6670 LASE R, RIN f.Rl
aocludes ',0C'0 Points

Add* I Fe izil,,. . 5,001 10,t1,,0
30,0014

at ab . o if . e c a n to, all fI - t et ' ' ,* ,

Saw*I Iely,

I ,l..rdinlg cetOl Of li
,we ,d a price aototlmo,
..I. (,.- I liomstiMs"

".tlt &old local t"e0 sbeIs

COST3

$ :',90oo

$:'"( "000

to $ 01/Eacb
Vs S 009/Eacb

'.1

S'I

,w4~

"1 '..

I ~

.11.
.4,

I
.t fit I ? ,0. to ContCt US.

W.(l4z i64'6-
. Al Pouk

Advisory liarct ant I v''stnLetve
National Harketing Uvisiou

NAN: 40n. 2534.A

I

I.,'.
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Vl U.S .Dhr S , JA• *.# £•w*. . • V• "- .*,.oI. ,,

Tertificute

Z 1 r ubcs vicb, i .1 .1.c:l 'i.srke of *talc iof tile .*lat e of

lltrtbl cerlific. t I1t tl ti aclueb shessrnt (vas rtcripeb for filing oil b5hnif of

TRGEi) PCO•CAILATI(. IhU. ..

fun. baaIl extulac•b in mccorbasce lalli flje ernaesere 0c•r.'ral Corjporntion .Act.

Ivas founb to conform to Ian anb Wa.s lihb ip• lfli unbi'rrigab, as $*crelarg of
$1alt. oi thie bati ,oleb on tih ba.cumnt.

41hereforc, file unbersi•gu•b, as *tcrtnrg of senate, anb bg birtur of tihe

MutlioritU besteb il Ihim bV lain. ljcrcbV iesurs ijie certifirate anb atlache's iher'lo

tii boc-menl iallicl faun buig filtb o - february 5ch 86

A-*SI
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NrANlSNITTl FRO" 61S 251 7479 O2.1-.P,6 09:1e P.04 *CD. a 0.01

ARTICL€I OF DISSOLUTION PURSUIT TO 8CTOION 40-I-100l

OF Muu =W==si8 GX aL C0 bOmATIa ACT or

TAUGIT CHUUICATIOUS. MNC.

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 48-1-1007 of the

Tennessee General Corporation Act# the undersigned corporation

submits the following articles of dissolution for the purpose

of dissolving the corporations

1. The name of the corporation As

TARGETED COMNUNICATIONS, INC.

2. The approval and Intent to dissolve the corporation

was given by Its sole shareholder on September 30, 1965,

and the written consent to the dissolution of the corporation

Is hereby given, nunc pro tunc, and submitted herewith,

pursuant to the provisions of Section 46-1-1002 of the

Tennessee General Corporation Act.

3. All debts, obligations and liabilities of the

corporation have been paid and discharged, or adequate

provision has been made therefor.

4. As.a corporation for profit, all remaining property

and asset¢ of the corporation have been distributed among

its sole shareholder in accordance with his respective rights

and interests.

5. There are no suits pending against the corporation

in any court of law.

Y XARGIT? kCOU chTIONS. INC.
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STATUZN•T Or iiwT2 TO DXISOLV2

TA3G3TW COIUWNICaI'IOUSt 1W.

BY WRITTEN COUWKNT

To the Secretary of State of the State of Tennessees

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 46-1-1002 of the

Tennessee General Corporation Act, the undersigned corporation

submits the following statement of intent to dissolve upon

written consent of its sole shareholder.

1. The name of the corporation is

TARGE'IbD COMNUNICATIONS, INC.

2. The names and address of its officers are:

Wallsom H. Busa~w PresidenL 714 Russell SLXe*L
Nashville, TN 37206

Lee Ann Lley Secretary- 1725 Gen. George Patton Dr.
Treasurer Unit 101

Franklin, TN 37064

3. The names and addresses of its directors ares

Lee Ann Eley 1725 General George Patton Drive
Unit 101
Franklin, TN 37064

Howard N. Eley 1725 General George Patton Drive
Unit 101
Franklin# TN 37064

4. The approval and intent to dissolve the corporation

was given by itS sole shareholder on September 30# 1985,

and the written consent to the dissolution of the corporation

Is hereby given, nunc pro tunc.

DAME ~ 94

TARGETED COMMUNICATIONS# INC.
By: iew -- p•'ý -go,
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VI2T=i couiini or DiSSOWaTIOU

?ARGNM COUUWULVAYWW.f INC-

is the undersigned, being the sole shareholder of Targeted

Comuninstions, Inc. and the sole shareholder entitled to

vote, approved the dissolution of Targeted Coamunications,

Inc. on September 30, 1965, and hereby give my written consent,

sun pDr@ tunc, that such approval was given and intent made

on that day to dissolve Targeted Communlcations, Inc., a

corporation organized and existing under the laws of the

State of Tennessee. This written consent has been signed

by the sole shareholder of said corporation.
D•flD.iamm.... L./. l~yf_.

P wT &ý 3OF ..

OF
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VA. youe ot Aep'iccntatiud
COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF

OFFICIAL CONDUCT

WablngIon. D.C. 20515

18 January 1979

Honorable 5111 boner
118 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Colleague:

This is in reply to your letter of January 9, 1979, wherein you
request an advisory opinion concerning the propriety of your personally
employing your sister in your district office and compensating her
entirely out of your own salary as a Mlember of Congress.

The applicable House Rule in this situation is Rule 45, which
prohibits private contributions for official purposes. However, this
Rule Is not intended in any way to restrict a )Member's use of his
personal funds; therefore, Rule 45 would not serve to prohibit you from
hiring additional staff members and paying them from your own funds.

There in also a statutory prohibition against federal employment of
certain relative&. Section 3110 of title 5, United States Code, provides
that a public official my not appoint, employ, or promote any of certain
relatives of hie to a civilian position in the agency in which he is
serving. This restriction is intended to prohibit a public official from
employing or advocating for employment a relative of his to a position in
the federal government for which the relative would receive formal com-
pensation as salary from the U.S. Treasury. In the situation you describe,
your sister would be paid from your own personal funds, and thus would not
be considered a federal employee. Accordingly, there is nothing improper
in this proposed arrangement whereby your sister would work in your district
office and you would pay her entirely out of your own funds.

If you have any further questions on this matter, please contact the
Committee staff on ext. 57103.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,

Charles t•, ennett
Acting Chailman



211

REINBKIRSEVENTS kROM CAMPAIGN 10 BILL BONER

I1 1985 the campaign reimbursed Bill Boner for expenses incurred
for bona fide campaign purposes in the amount of $3,837.04. The
catagories in which the expenses are broken down and their amounts
are as follows:

A. CONSTITUENT PRESENTATIONS

$ 126.51
796.28
92.49

165.10 7
39.60
9.90

190.10

$1,419.98

C. TRAVEL

$ 15.00
69.77
17.00
95.63
31.95

7.25
21.00
5.25
2.25

18.20
50.10
12.00
10.91

$ 356.31

DUES

$91.00

E.

B.FOOD, RECEPTION EXPENSES

$ 98.01
115.83
31.57

201.00
92.24
10.39
19.54

107.64
84.60
22.23
38.43
80.06
30.00
6.00

$937.48

D. DONATIONS

$ 25.00
50.00
60.00

144.00
75.00

115.00
100.00
145.00

$714.00

F. MISCELLANEOUS

$150.00
12.14
69.50
36.63
50.00

$318.27
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wwe/ 1 0/27/8J

GREENVILLE HOTEL ASSOCIATES, LIMITED
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT

THIS LIMITED PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT, made and entered into

this J4 day of __________ 1983, between Gary L. Price,

Thomas Vernier, Harry K. Weisiger, Bruce Mahon, and Robert

D. Nabholz, sometimes hereinafter referred to collectively as

"General Partners' 9 and James E. Jones, Jr., Bill Boner and Douglas

C. Lance, sometimes hereinafter referred to collectively as the

"Limited Partners', establishes Greenville Hotel Associates, Limited,

a Tennessee limited Partnership.

1. GENERAL

1.1 Formation. The parties hereto desire to form a limited

partnership, sometimes hereinafter referred to as the 'Partnership'

under the Uniform Limited Partnership Act, as enacted in the State of

Tennessee, for the purpose of purchasing and developing real property

and constructing and operating a hotel in Greenville, South Carolina.

Simultaneously with the execution of this Limited Partnership

Agreement, sometimes hereinafter referred to as the 'Agreement', the

parties shall execute a Limited Partnership Certificate which will be

filed forthwith in the appropriate public office pursuant to the

Uniform Limited Partnership Act as enacted in the State of Tennessee,

which filing shall complete the formation of the Partnership. When-

ever used herein, the term 'Partners' shall include all the general

and limited partners unless otherwise expressly designated.

1.2 Name. The name of the Partnership shall be Greenville

Hotel Associates, Limited.

1.3 Office. The principal office and place of business of

the Partnership shall be Suite 404, 50 Music Square West, Nashville.

Tennessee, or such other location as may be determined by the General

Partners, upon notice to the Limited Partners.

9
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1.4 Term. The Partnership shall terminate on July 1* 20300

unless terminated sooner pursuant to this Agreement.

I. POWERS

2.1 Authorized Powers. The Partnership is authorized to

develop, construct, own and operate a hotel to be located in the City

of Greenville, South Carolina, and in connection therewith:

a. To acquire property for investment in the name of

the Partnership or its designee until such time as, in the judgment

of the General Partners, the purposes and objectives of the Partner-

ship can best be served by disposing of such property;

b. To lease, rent or otherwise use property during

such time as it is held in the name of the Partnership or its

designee in any manner consistent with the objectives of the Part-

nership;

c. To borrow funds, execute and issue mortgages, notes

and other evidences of indebtedness, and to secure the same by mort-

gagee deed of trust, pledge or other lien, for the purpose of secur-

ing the purchase price of the properties developed;

d. To enter into a franchise agreement with the

Radisson Hotel chain.

e. To enter into, perform, and carry out contracts,

incur and discharge obligations, and engage in other activities which

may be necessary and proper for the protection and benefit of the

partnership and the accomplishment of its purposes and objectives.

f. To purchase the land on which the hotel is to be

developed from M.A.D.A., Inc. for a price of One Million Five Hundred

Thousand and No/100 Dollars ($1,500,000.00) in cash, subject to the

usual and customary closing adjustments.
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g. To do any other acts which may be necessary or

appropriate for the accomplishment of the purposes and objectives of

the Partnership.

111. CAPITAL CONTRIBUTIONS AND ACCOUNTS.

3.1 Initial. The Partners shall make the initial contri-

butions to the capital of the Partnership provided in Exhibit A

hereto.

3.2 Additional. The General Partners recognize that their

initial contributions to the capital of the Partnership may not be

sufficient to effectively carry out the goals and purposes of the

Partnership and to pay all of the Partnership's debt. Consequently#

the General Partners agree that they shall make additional contribu-

tions to the capital of the Partnership* if. as# and when requested

by the Managing Partner.

3.3 Personal Liability. The General Partners shall have

personal liability with respect to their respective liabilities and

obligations to contribute to the capital of the Partnership. The

General Partners' obligations to make additional contributions to the

capital of the Partnership shall be pro rata and in accordance with

their relative interests in the profits and losses of the Partner-

ship. Such additional contributions to the capital of the Partner-

ship shall be made in cash.

3.4 Capital Account. A capital account shall be estab-

Aished on the books of the Partnership for each Partner. Each such

capital account shall be credited with the amount of the respective

Partner's capital contributions as they are made and with such

Partner's share of Partnership income, gains, and profits. Each

Partner's capital account shall be debited with his respective share

of losses and distributions.
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a sworn verification and certificate of the General Partners, be

filed for record ,-nd serve as a Certificate of Limited Partnership or

for any other lawful purpose.

IN WITNESS WHEREOPF the

Agreem-nt as of the day and year

GENERAL P1

Harry V. Weis7ger

Oe,

1 4ruce on
Irc MA A A

parties hereunto have executed this

first above written.

LIMITED PARTNERS:

'Ja es C. Jano Jrl

'BllBner ,

CluYsU. Lance

46
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EXHIBIT A

NAME

Cary L. Price

Thomas Vernier

Harry K. Welsiger

Bruce Mahon

Robert D. Nabholz

"3ames 3. Jones, Jr.

B311 goner

Douglas C. Lance

INITIAL
CAPITAL CONTRIBUTION

$ 20.00

20.00

10.00

20.00

10.00

5.00

5.00

10.06

$100.00

INITIAL
PROFIT/LOSS

SHARING RATIO

20Z

20Z

10I

202

10O

52

51

lox

100O
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Boner out as hotel partner
afterr, ban'k balks at funding

-- From Pago 1

35 lnvmo m be w••given a 5% in-
Aerest In wlat wastoingtobe a luxury
257-room Radom Hotel off Iter-state 385 In Gre.aul. :,;- ,

"On Au& 13. 194.te K Patmlp-
mGreenvlie Hotel Asociala Ltd. -

psrchased l a n ok oa t three

omi tolhin s$3Ij muo to pay for
"I incldna 8a 0.SO O-kmo from
Third National Bk. BMoWr. =like
tWe otheJ psqimeu did not have to

S •uarAeC any pil Of those IoaM "
But the partnership ran into trouble

* and In the past few months has
dropped the Radm atfftlolatn and
s oow seeking to budd 9 mUM hoteL

* When Prioe prmated th new pro-
pisa to bank official they soid they

* would agree to uwlher fnancing only
lfltaa,"its not ,olVed.

In aaddWon Price wnatemptng to
bring In Betz Enerpri of Mernphis'a naomA~y known boteldevlipnn

cFmpany, W a 50.50 porter with
Presioup walch •mlned odotu
Whe orlnal pDnes trom We Rad*shso!,mk Ps:. a,

"- offida told Price Wit they
wee embarked by We publdy IW-

Svolving Doner." saMid am peFm IN-
valved in the deaL. -Tey told him
they would finance the V.eent ,*ly If

1 .1411

he co-ald guarantee that Boner imat no
longer mnolved. Pncc has to Siuman-
tee in wnrlng e% ery scar that is the

Th,•e In,.volved sad Betz Enterpris-
es agreed with Third Natonal offi-
cials. and said Price ws in the podl-
tion of having to drop the cooaom-
man or lie the bank's fncnancg and
BDez'S iolmvemenL Price dropped
Bowar. and elz ENtrpr eagreod to
beoonth" un mang parnexr In Ue
venture~..j,•.." *

Price called The Tcnmtr.on from

New York IaM night to confirm that
DoW sasout of Whe deal and added
that lbs cagomigrman %vuld lose bis
55 invstmeL ;. ...

BillDno Is adt Setting any amon
ey from this. be sold. "Tere's not
enough money to pay off the debL If
)ou ask--l s B erl aft to lose
his lnvezntTt?.- the aom.er I cm-

Asked If the coMnwinan wW
recetweanyproceesinfromrgettigout
of Wse deal. Bones prom secretay.

"1The copm nfon in-
*ioh;d I CrmeqwilMIsodalt

That b tothepnd bthe matssreist
7W 1 re hamrtasdloaa

su any qudom aboiA We Green-
yUle hol dead or his jehelOMiu
wi PI•. mlor ha saidm BMes
wt-Ine, a been o full Aim July

. . ,-1. &d,,• r- ,-, %.I-

for an Interview on lbs subject, and at
prem conferences Boner re.usa to
,m.wei any questions relaing to has h-
.mnc•E affairs.

LastSepteinem. PriceSad be gave
Bona lWe 5% inters = a IRf be-
cause the conap-man "amia a lot
to me. He Is& 8oxpermoal rlend."

At the time, the Nahvlile develop.
or said tha, while Boner bad no per-
sonal liability In lbs ded, themr were
some problem with We project and
that If Bonet ever saw money oul of
the deal. It would not be for several
)cars Aked then about the status of
the project. Price said"

"It would be inappropriate for me
togo Into thaL There ane several InU-
mate negotaUons gningon at the pres-
ent Ume Unfortunately. the project
%mS III-conceived at We time of its in-
ception. By that I mean Radism has
had some very difficult problems with
some of We francdlsa which has
made financing next to kuipoIMLbe

"To build that hotel today we're
Iodlda at $19 million minimum, and
,we ms M wondng on tt There isstM
a deflale pomabntyOW the b"u w
be buil if Me c=dMlom obvloajy
krm Tbefre Is a Possipbltly that We
botel Could gde built but I think it cer.

Stainly would be built by another fai.
n ert, tip

I
I
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DEC j 198,5

414jwntm eIn wpqu. Pvk. ..

%ohboll k I.W..•" I P.'

De.cembor 9, 1985

The Honorable William H1. Boner Personal and Confidential
United States House of Representativps
Federal Building, U.S. Courthouse
Nashville, Tennessee 37203

Dear Congressmen Boner:

I read yesterday the article written by Jafe% Pratt and Joel Kaplan, relative
to your Involvoement in the proposed Hilton project in Greenvl.11o, South Carolina.
Pioase be informed that office-s of Third Ndtional naik and Third National Mort-
gage Company are at a lnss to Pxplain the %ource of tha information outlined
within The Tennqssean dated December 8, 1985. At ro time did 1. who had been
involveiTn o tFhe negotiatio-s. or Jim Kjlo, who was involved in 5% of the
negotiations ever intimated in ary way whttScpver thp reluctance of Third National
Bank to finance a project if you were invclvrd.

To the best of ny knowledge. thq only Third ,titinLai Hark officer who wua con-
tacted by The Tennesspan was Gene Southwood. Mr. Southwond indicatod that
The TennessT1iTnd asked if you were involved currently in the developoont in
G'reenvi•-., or which he replied that his people had inforrmed him that they had
been informed by Gary Price some time ago that ynu were no longer involved. Mr.
Southwood indicated this was the extent of his conversation with the reporter
from The fennessean.

Relative to the comment by "one person involved in the deal" which said,
"Bank officials told Price that they were embarrassed by the publicity in-
volving Boner., I have only this comiuent. Gary Price did not disclose tn "we
until publicity hit that you were Involved with Gory Price on another real estate
transaction and you were also Involved In the Greenville Hotel Associate's partner-
ship. The only thing that was said at that tim- to Gary Price Is that, Olt Is
embarrassing when we don't know who our borrowers are and the people involved
in a transaction and do not let It happen again." We want to have full dis-
closure of all parties involved in any of our loans. At no tive was it ever
intimated that we did not want you InTolved in this transaction or any other
transaction, where Third National was involved. Relative to the article stating
that Third National Bank would finance the venture if Price could guarantee, that
you were no longer involved is totally false. The commitment language relative
to this area of concern, taken fro" our commitment says, "As a pr4-condltinn to
the extension of the loan, the borrower must make a full disclosure to lender
of all persons having an ownership interest, direct, beneficial, or nthorwisQ.
the borrower, showing the amount of ownership Interest therein, together with
an annual affidavit regarding any changes thereto. ... Additionally* at the

78-177 0 - 87 - 8
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Congres5,mIs V. H. goner
December 9, 1985
page two

closing and updated annually, the borrower shall certify to the lender the
persons, other than the Deli Group, who own an interest in borrower and the
amount of the ownership Interest therein." As you can see from this language,
we were only looking to have a disclosure as to the general and limited partners
involved In this transaction.

I hope this will clarify for you any involvement thdt officer$ or employees )
of Third National had relative to the article in The Tenrieasean. I am
trying to find out the source of this InformatIcn7,ho'-veai T ican pretty WPll
assure you it was not trom an employee of Third National.

With my best wishes.

Very tr y yuuts,

P sident

KER.mja

.~ ~. ~-
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AGREEMENT Of LIMITED PARTIERSHIP

OF RICHMOND !07W. DEVELOPERS UNLIMITED

THIS AGREEMENT, entered into this/svisay of October* 1984s

by and between GARY L. PRICE# JAMES A. WEBBD TII, DOUGLAS C.

LANCE, JR., PAUL R. HOLMES. J. STUART SARGENT and ROBERT D.

NASMOLZ# hereinafter collectively referred to as the OGeneral

Partners,' and GENE R. GUNN and WILLIAM BONER, hereinafter

referred to as the *Limited Partners' (all of whom may sometimes

be collectively referred to as the OPartners')l

N .1 2 A s A A A 2 Is

WHEREAS, it is contemplated that the Partnership, as

hereinafter defined, will be conveyed certain parcels of real

estate and will be assigned certain other contractual rights

pursuant to an agreement under the terms of which the Partnership

will acquire title to certain additional lands (hereinafter

referred to in the aggregate as the "Property')y such Property

being more particularly described in the attached Schedule "A's

and

WHEREAS, the parties are desirous of acquiring and holding

title to the Property and maintaining, planning, developing,

--;roving, operating, leasing and perhaps selling portions or all

of said Property upon beneficial terms and conditions; and

WHERZAS, the parties wish to provide for the acquisition#

development, improvement, operation and management of the

Property, the division of profits and losses from the operation

and sale thereof, and other related matters.

NGW, THEREFORE, the parties do, in consideration of the

mutual covenants and undertakings herein contained, hereby form a



Limited Partnership, pursuant to the provisions of the Virginia

Limited Partnership Act, as amended, subject to the following

terms and conditions,

1. CRE2Yon X pflInT. The General Partners and the

Limited Partners have entered into a limited partnership (the

*Partnershipe) for the purposes set forth in this Agreement. The

Partnership shall be governed by the Virginia Limited Partnership

Act, as amended. The Partnership shall be conducted under the

name of RICHMOND HOTEL DEVELOPERS UNLIMITED.

2. ,CAR oP ¶fL3E R MERR. The character of the

business to be conducted by the Partnership is to acquire, plan,

develop, construct, hold, improve, maintain, operate, manage,

lease and dispose of the Property and to engage in any and all

general business activities incidental thereto as may be permitted

by law.

3. Z)CA!TION OF INCIPAL PKACE OP DURINERS. The principal

place of business of the Partnership shall be located at 50 Music

Square West, Suite 404, Nashville, Tennessee 37203.

4. * N AND PLACE or R0ERII2R OP RACE PAR 0I. The names

and addresses of the General and Limited Partners are set out In

the attached Schedule 5B68 which by this reference Is expressly

incorporated herein. The initial Managing General Partner shall

be GARY L. PRICE. A majority in interest of the General Partners

nay remove the Managing General Partner upon thirty (30) days

notice.

5. TERN OP PARThERRHTP. The Partnership is to exist from

the date this document is fully executed until December 31, 2004,

unless sooner terminated in accordance vith this Agreement.

6. CERTIPICAT' OP LINTTED PARTJRREIp. ETC.. The parties

hereto villa execute A Certificate of Limited Partnership vhich

shall be duly recorded in accordance vith Section 50-45 of the

Code of Virginia of 19S50, as amended. In addition, the General

-2-
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Partners shall file such fictitious name statements as may be

r equi red by law.

7. CApIXTAL MUTHUiONn. The capital account of the

Partnership shall consist of the Partners' capital contributions,

and each Partner shall own such amount of the total capital of the

Partnership as is in direct proportion to the percent that his

capital contribution bears to the total amount of capital

contributions made by the Partners.

(a) The Partners shall initially contribute to the

capital of the Partnership the sums set out in the attached

Schedule B.

(b) An individual capital account shall be maintained

for each Partner. The capital account of a Partner as of any date

is hereby defined to mean (i) the amount of any cash contributed

to the capital account of the Partnership plus the value of any

property contributed to the capital accounts (ii) increased by

such Partners' distributive share of profits of the Partnerships

and (iii) reduced by such Partner's distributive share of losses

of the Partnership and any distributions by the Partnership to the

Partners.

(c) The General Partners shall each contribute to the

capital account of the Partnership such additional sums of money

as shall from time to time be determined by a majority in interest

of the General Partners to be necessary to meet operating

expenses, interest, taxes, costs of repairs, or other obligations

of the partnership provided, however, that all such contributions

shall be made concurrently and in the same proportion as the

General Parti ras share of profits and losses set forth herein.

Notice of the need for such capital shall be given by the Managing

General Partners to each of the Partners.

(d) In the event any General Partner fails to

contribute his additional share of the capital determined by a

-3-
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maJoEIty in interest of the General PartneLS to be necessary
within thirty (30) days after the giving of notice as aforesaid,

then (i) such defaulting General Partner shall be permitted upon

his written request to the non-def•ulting General Partners, to

borrow such required sam of money from one or more of then and

immediately thereafter pay such sum of money into the Partnership

as his share of the additionally required capital, provided that

such loan of money to the defaulting Partner shall not be made for

a term in excess of six (6) months and shall be borrowed at an

annual interest rate of two (2) points above the prime lending

rate as published by United Virginia Banks or (ii) not receiving

any written request from a defaulting General Partner# any

non-defaulting General Partner may give written notice of such

default to all of the other General Partners, and each such other

General Partner who is not in default shall have the right,

rAtA with the other such non-defaulting General Partner or

Partners, to purchase the defaulting General Partner's interest in

the Partnership at a price equal to the amount of such defaulting

General Partner's capital account. Any General Partner electing

to purchase a defaulting General Partner's share shall give

written notice of such election within ten (10) days after receipt

of notice of such default, as hereinabove provided for, and

settlement shall be held within thirty (30) days after the giving

of notice of such election, with payment to be made in cash at

settlement.

(e) Losses in Excess of Capital Contributlion. Nothing

herein shall require a Limited Partner to bear actual cash losses

of the Partnership In excess of his capital contribution to the

Partnership. Further, nothing herein shall prevent allocation of

losses in excess of actual investment herein, so long as the same

is permissable under applicable provisions of the Internal Revenue

Code of 1954, as amended (the Olnternal Revenue Code').

-4-
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However, death or incompetency of all of the General

Partners will terminate the Partnership.

XIV. A Limited Partner shall have no right to demand

or receive property other than cash in return for his

contribution.

The names of the General Partners and the Limited

Partners are signed hereto and each swear that the foregoing

Certificate is true and correct to their best knowledge and

belief. O

DATED: October /Sv 4 1984.

Ibojuf C. -Lance, Jr.

(SEAL)
Paul I$. Holmes

J. Stuart SargEnt

oe D o - (SEAL)
_Robert D. tNabholz

LIMITED PARIIERS:

Wiiam (SEAL)
Gene R. Gunn

~ (SEAL)
William Boner

-3-
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NANE and ADDRERR CAPITAL (M)NRTRBUYIOM

General Partners

Gary L. Price $ 250
122 Prospect Hill
Nashville* Tennessee 37205

James A. Webb, III IS0
117 Westover Drive
Nashville, Tennessee 37205

Douglas C. Lance, Jr. 100
3807 Hilldale Road
Nashville, Tennessee 37215

Paul B. Holmes IS0
Route 5
Hattiesburg, Mississippi 39401

J. Stuart Sargent 1S0
16901 Davenport Court
Dallas, Texas 75248

Robert D. Nabholz 100
55 Brookfield
Convay, -Arkansas 72032

Limited Partners

Gene R. Gunn s0
965S Lamont Drive
Dallas, Texas 75216

William Boner s0
714 Russell
Nashville, Tennessee 37206
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Boner sells his*
Shoneye 'S, hopes
to*caln furor"-.'Io ,* . 1• .i. • ,

' U.S. Rep Bill Boner he sold his
cntrovenlal Citgay's rnote|.reg.taurSat properties in Virginia.Saa~ln •e wated *ft ,end to
= N18vem p nblcl# a"SVol a caon.

Meanwhile, he denied a pub.LI"ald re9rt.1 at he wag reedy toMinl~ I Income tax turned,
s9y0n". "I Intend to address my
txa and rsonal finances at a
later date. .ut I am net ready to
do that eW"

The "oT e n laid be has"given back"et'helimhod partner.
ship he bought In a Richmond Sbo.
0,'a pro ager for $60.
la "If ft" sold a Sbonei's
rOJert In Usnasuee for mpr~perernaMlaning on lieVSO he had ramalanW an his

note. The crilnal loanwae for
The two taneacttons saver allof his fmancial tiea to Ike Nash.

vIlls.based corporation he mid.
' Doner acknwl; edJ eceivIng
up to p0.000 In tax advantagee
from ble 'wnershipIn. the
P million. Richmond Invmiment

in:Uh:=am*L adesdl sad Ie• ruelem~nlnP•v~mw rn"b
;ýOuldn' I m elf-land low mukkt
tUe latter tax deduction ,otaled..

l ite Mo5~d of fitoneys as.
ecutiveeand a top a c tt ofcarnpMlpx contribuilow fron the
ft'n Politicalactiom comWU,
, had hMIis owm, lp In ta Drop..-A O n cu ldfl Into qestfoa durlgsr 4: -" ". " " tu putoya r • . . . . .: •

am-% Jumps for ley. lon end th o kW awner.
s L. Ino th!ep a nb

Stll uom relearmnin taxes

dard rea selate Jnvatmect prac-
tice. me aid be didnt even know
when he entered the Richmont
project that It would eventually be
connectdo witft a company In his
hometown.

COLU" , IA - Potlce
Chief Hd alt" was reduced
to Me rtask f asu• "s chisd
today, by te Columbla City
Council Asitant Police CMiet
qP4 Troapp warahge demotedto sWeat.lebe .rUer ouyv

C4. - .,' t ."3%.•'". .
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N. WS FROM ,
Congressman 1 f

Bill Boner (0'* F
07 Cannnn Hnisi Ofri fltitddg.l $ Washoni'mn, n F O 1 02/121-43 II

FOR I'MEDIATE RELSE Contact: Jeff Eller
51-7•-'g95 (1Jashville)
202-225-4311 (Washington)
7034893-6121 Wnmo,)

(Nashville) -- Congressman Bill Borer today announced that be Is selling his
prnrperty in Manassas, Virginia wlerip a Sticney's restaurant is located, as
well as his int#'reqt tn a Richmond Viryinia hotel development where a
Shoney's Inn 1s located.

"For the past thirtoon years I have devoted PW life to public service.
My primary interest and responsibility Is to represent the people of the
fifth Congressional District. like any other hushand and fathefp, I a"i also
interested in my family's financial security. However, under no circurstances,
do I want even the appearance that the two are In conflict.- That is why I an
takirg these steps tnday. Over the post few moonths there have been qiestfors
raised about whether or not T havoc enhanced ny personal financial situation
tnrounh tlie nffice T hold. I have not. HiOwever. In order to remove any doubt
thdt V have Used my office for personal gain, ! an divesting ryself of these
projects."

'In 1983, 1 made an Investment in a piece of tiroperty In Hanm5as, VA
with Hitch 0oyd, an old friend of nlie who owns several restaurants including
a Shnnoy'% franchise. It was recently announced tnat Mitch Boyd will become
Vice Chairman and Chief Executive Officer of Shoney's Inc. and that his
company SHOCAP, INC. is being acquired by Shoney's Inc. Since Shoney's would
have a direct interest In thvs property, In order to re-rove the appearance
of any impropriety. I have decided to sell tf.e property for what . owe to t.ee
FranchIsee." L ,,igrossman Boner said.

"Tte original cost of the property was $543,796.37. I am selling the
property for 5535,048.70 which is the r',ount of the remaining indebtedness,
plus any tax liability owed."

"I was also a limited partner In a Richmond hotel development and I have
Diven my intorest In that ifnvestinent to the developer."

"Seven years ago, I comited myself to serving the people of the Fifth
District in Congress. That Is still nly number one objective. By taking these
steps today, I am reaffirming that commitment to the public."

0
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1-27-866

Re: RR&S

Cnndo in Deslln, Florid.
JETTY CAST

Purchased: OcT. 23. 1981

Purcha-e Price.: $167,000.00

Prete Including ClIoi,nU Cosl $172,n6O.23

Uownpayment: 153,U88.70
(each of the 3 partnu•T paid 1/$ for 133,838.70)
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BUYER'S C0SING STATVqW

Bewcr: WILLIM H=lL BONER. JOSEH.HAPD SWHWME, and IOWD
PRM04• BDYLE

Seller: HOW CAR= KIRK and KA1J M. KIRK, husband and wife

Property: Apart. No. 504-0 Jim EkAST, unit 1, Okaloosa County, FL

Date: October 23, 1981

81-1986 Debit Credit

Purchiase Price $167,000.00

First Federal Sayv & lan - Defuniak Springs
loan 163602 Balance Assumed $135,827.17

Earrmt Money Deposit 1,000.00

Pro-ration 1981 Taxes
295 days @ 1.91/day 563.45

Pro-ration Assessment Fee
295 days @ .21/day 61.95

Pro-ration Ma4intenance Fees
9 days @ 3.23/day 29.07

Pro-ration October Interest
22 days @ 57.68 1,268.96

Expenses:
Title Insurance 770.00
Record Assignment 16.00
Holiday Isle Izqxwanent Assoc: Transfer Fee 10.00
First Federal Savings and loan:
Mortgage Transfer Fee 2,716.54
Nmws= Mortgage Payment 1,901.12
Credit Report 116.50
Statement Account Deosit 1.00

Total Debits and Credits $172,560.23 $138,721.53

Balance due from BUYER 33,838.70

GRAND 70TRW $172,560.23 $172,560.23

We do hereby certify the above to be a true and correct accounting of all
funds involved in the above transaction.

SECURITY TIME ANID ABS7%At

By:.
Closing officer

The correctness of the abov satatemnt and receipt of copy of saew is hereby
admclodged.

william HiU 8orner " "/ /
~ Il/
(kIT d

~II1TOl.
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RE: Apartment 504-0 of JETTY EAST, UNIT I, a Condominium according to the
Declaration of Condominium thereof, recorded In Official Records Book
826, Page 878, of the Public Records of Okaloosa Counts, Florida, on
the 19tn day of December. A.D., 1975. together with all of Its appur-
tenances according to said Declaration. Together with Hortgagor's
leasehold estate in the above described apartment, the term of which
leasehold estate extends until September 1, 2060, Including all rights
to renew or extend the said leasehold estate Insofar as It pertains to
the aforementioned apartment. Ithe terms of Said leasehold being more
particularly described in Pdragraph I-S of the Declaration of
Condominium cited aoove.

STC FILE I: 81-1986

Please oe advised tnat at tnis time we are unable to determine the 1981 Real
Property Taxes. We nave prorated the taxes for the closing of the described
property sale based on the 1980 Real Property Taxes which were paid in the
amount of $698.24 .

upon receipt of the 1981 tax bill oy the ouyer, it is understood and agreed that
if these taxes are in excess of the above amount, the seller snail reimburse the
ouyer his prorated snare from January 1, 1981 to Octooer 23 , 1981; if they are
less, buyer shalt reimburse seller.

SELLER:' BUYER:

Henry Carter Kirk [ t" a,

Karen N. Kirk

Date: Octoer);3 , 1981IDate: Uctooer-.-I . 1981
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B & S Enterprises

ADDRESS: 614 Russell St.

DATE OF PURCHASE: 11-23-81

AMT. OF PURCHASE: 321,000

PURCHASED FROM: Rollie L. Woodall, Guardian (Bill Colson Realty)

PURCHASE AGREEMENT: $21,000 paid by Harold Shankle

AMT. SOLD FOR: S42,000
SOLD TO: Jim Stansell (Jim Stevens Realty)
Date Sold: 3-19-83
FINANCIAL AGREEMENT OF SALE:$1O,647.20cash to sellers
Sellers to carry note for $31,500 to be paid quarterly in the
amt. of 12,448.69 10 3/4 % per annum for 4 yrs.

IMPROVEMENTS:
.Making upstairs into Apt. & remolding the house
$17,500.00 and $6,277.37

B & S Enterprises
ADDRESS: 1413 Stratton

DATE OF PURCHASE: 11-28-81

ANT. OF PURCHASE: $30,000

PURCHASED FROM: Frances Lindler (Frank Roberts Realty)
S.E. Stafford, Jr., Conservator of Frances Lindler

PURCHASE AGREEMENT:
Borrowed $30,000 from United American Bank

AMT. $0,0 FOR: $72,000
SOLD 10:ianuel Alvelo
DATE SOLD : 4-22-83

FIThNANTALAGREEI4ENT OF SALE: Sold By Jbm Stevens Realty
Cash tO

Seller 19,830.53
Seller carriesloan of $54,000 at 103/4%
to repay Quarterly $4,983.75 for 12 Installments Final payment 4-85

IMPROVEMENTS: Mr. Avelo sold property 5-15-84 Paid us 139,507.34

Additional Apt. & Remolding $16,973.00 & $1,897.94
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B & S Enterprises

ADDRESS: 2115 Early Ave.

DATE OF PURCHASE: 3-5-82

AMT. OF PURCHASE: $37,500

PURCHASED FROM: Larry Stovall (BIll Dorris Realty)

PURCHASE AGREEMIENT: S5,331.13. cash to Seller & seller carries
Date Sold: 1T-r2-84 Mortgage

AMT. SOLD FOR: S36.100
SOLD TO: James R. Watts ( Jim Stevens Realty)

FINANCIAL AGREEMENT OF SALE: $30,796.56 cash paid to seller"S'ller pays ott larry -tovall

IMPROVEMENTS:

B & S Enterprises

ADDRESS: 2034 Greenwood

DATE OF PURCHASE: 3-24-82

ANT. OF PURCHASE: $23.500

PURCHASED FROM: J. Trawick Green (Jim Stevens Realty)

PURCHASE AGREEMENT: $23,567.60 Cash to Seller
Date Sold: 7-16-63
AMT. SOLD FOR: $38,600
SOLD TO: Bud Calvin (Jim Stevens Realty)

FINANCIAL AGREEMENT OF SALE: $4,030.52 Cash paid to Seller & seller
carries loan of $28,95O to repay quarterly at 11 1/2$ per annum

11-9-85 Bud Calvin paid off his loan with. B & S Enterprises In the
Amt. of S27,211.74--B & S paid that amt. to 1st American

IMPROVEMENTS:

Made upstairs Apt. & Remolded downstairs 119,500



B & S Enterprises

ADDRESS: 943 Russell St.

DATE OF PURCHASE: 7-2-82

AMT. OF PURCHASE: $85,000

PURCHASED FROM: Mr. Lee Long (owner)

PURCHASE AGREEMENT: $5,000 down. assumed $15,000 loan, & owner
carried Note of $65,000

AMT. SOLD FOR: $92,500
SOLD TO: David Rawlings & Greer Tidwell of Hunter Properties

DATE SOLD: 6-24-83
FINANCIAL AGREEMENT OF SALE: Sold by Jim Stevens Realty

Cash to seller $13,551.10 & buyer to assume loan with Lee Long

114PROVEMENTS: Estimates

$12,877.76 for Remolding

0 _J

I

r - ri
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S & S Enterprises

Misc. Information

$7.205.31 for Construclon & Labor on B & S Enterprises Propertlos

S12,00O Loan with lst American

(unsecured by a property)

Loan with United Southern Bank $155.000

Amt. paid to FOIC S 38.480.98 IV part of t S. 5155,001)

4,p
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UUS BANK
UNITED SOUTHERN LANK
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MAKER AGREES TO THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS H R CEIPT OF A COM-
TED. FILLED-IN COPY OF THE NOTE. THIS THE DATE I

ad"" aL _____

rAM
*29Post O1slrl. LE

DISPO100SITiON11 or 11,1C1=11S ri.~i~i.
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BILL COLSON
AUCTION & REALTY CO.. INdC. ,

REAL ESTATE * STOCK LIOUIDATIOD;S e FARM MACHINERY e ANTiQUES
"Most Money In The Shortest Time"

2012 BEECH AVE. • NASHVILLE. TN. 37204 a PHONE 292-6616

Nov. 23, 1981

Received oLarold ahankle, check to IP~w;Aan l".nty Cnurt in
the amount of $J . O in payment of balance of purchase
price of house and lot at "lA Rus.selStreet.

If the Davidson County Probate Court should fail to approve
the sale of this property the total purchase price ($21,000.)
is to be returned to the purchaser.

Glen E. |'ele; /

CON 23 1SS3

i. TIIl %I ft, So 2.0
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MASTER NOTE
REQUEST FOR DRAW

United American D Ank
200 Fourth Avenue. North
Nashville. Tennessee 37219

Gentlemen:

Under the terms and conditions of that certain Master Note in file dated
(Note) in the amount of

the undersigned (as Maker and1ir Guarantor(s) of the Note) hereby apply) for a
draw of a % Per annu.
under the terms and conditions of the Note.

The undersigned hereby represents to you and acknowledges that the under-
signed has the power and authority to make this draw under the Note. (2) has re-
ceived the proceeds of the draw requested hereunder pursuant to the terms and con-
ditions of the Note. (8) has not committed or Permitted to occur any violation or
breach of any of the term and conditions of the Note or any losn agreement pur-
suant to which the Note was executed and delivered, and (4) wigl pay interest on this
draw in accerdanc with the stipulated interest rate in the Note.

Ds t L~iL ~ZZd~~

FOR BANK USE
Amount of Master Note $

Amounts previously drawn $

This draw 8

New balsane $.

Available for future draws $

-,--/( //am
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Recreation Whicle Industry Association
&'.)" ?We Ito~~ A f~ -. .Afl3j n jb.'O'604

January 28, 1906

Om0oable Bill aone
U.S. flom of kpceaentative
Wanhington, D.C. 30515

Deac Bill I

In the last aweal ont..h, I have been askad several time tawt the
details of the occ• aon IA 1963 han you used an of the mtnrc h8 MIA be d
available foc ume. I thought It .1Wt be helpful it I pa• In wvttq im of
the InJfocation we adr c that Is reflected In our reeomqd.

On a numbec of oca sIn8 a 1961, 1902, ad 1963, I asked Im to try to
arrange tim to take a trip In an V an owr guest, a that you could hae a
better maderstarui o that the W lifestyle is all about. ThI
espcially Importm* to us bacamme of ya lwedehp cole In comvctiam with
the Pllams of kSpemntatim Caucums an Tavl ad Tmrii. ft Isel that Wing
is n longer a hobby, but is a vecy sign•icent pact of travel and orwim ard
should be recognised as such. In fact, there areover 6 millLn Xfh privately
omn1d In the U.S.

As a result of these inwitatiomm, you did contact us to ume oer of our
WYO. It ws out unidstndqng that yomu mntad to us a inor hom foc •ow
day. July 23, 24, 30, ad 31, 1963. In ordeto m modate our sdidulr,
you picked the uLet up an July n retinrned it hmat 1, 163. b
understood that you wece ely going to be using the vehicle on the ftm days
mentminud bove, but It wa not mvmniant for um to have the umt retu•red
between July 24 ad 30, since it mas nt scheduled foc mse.

You did ank um what the value of th mae of this I wm ad I have told
you that I betliee $40 pat day is a resmormble value. Sm vehicle ym used w
what we refer to an "aTypa C, or a flUin-mtorhm." It Wsa ~edmen RV
built n a Feord chamaLs.

If you noed any further infotemtion, pleme let me know.

SnmO•ely,

President
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I. Contact with Aerospace __tjrJ.ot%

A. To develop possible high level contact, within aerospace
companies4'e. 4.,. ..

B. To develop more definitive knowledge of their programs and
future program.

C. Assist in resolution of problems.

D. Generally get our name known in industry.

11. Contact with D.O.D.

A. Public relations.

,•. Broaden our ability to secure negotiated contracts.

C. Problem solving.

II. Contact with Department of Commerce

A. Need to develop source of foreign users of our materLal.

3. Source of fqraisn suppliers.

IV. Congressional Contact

A. Keep us informed of pending and enacted legislation
affecting A.S.M.

B. Seek assistance when needed.

V. Maintain Contact with National Small Business Association - -

/ A. Keep us posted on process of concern to us.

B. Get A.S.N. involved in national association-.. ..

C. Possibly get us involved personally...-'

D. Generally get us exposure.

Vl. Special Projects
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Betty Fowlke Boner
Lmgal Counsel

(202) 544-4399

American Specialty Metals, hic.
210 7th St.. S.E.. Suite #C44
Washington, DC 20003
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INTEROFF I CE MH EM 0 RAN D0UMH

TO: Jo sVo Veliin

FROM:- IL.0oop

DATE: September 209 1981

SUBJECT: oekve ni tin al ý Pro-gra-

ThIg look very positive at Iockveil and It ookp I .a90go " Loisiorn
froW Vashington is forthcominganydayo There 1is lot of proposal orlk
on the first t. ships presently being seat out. -TheappOpriate bayee
have beeo ocatacted ad I Indicated wewould really Ink to bid on my
titmima•e s "eor slm1n •paoagespresently being eat out.

As you ae avar thee is a reast doea of 2219 13-6, titanium au vell
as several other meta products used an these aes. For your information,
the following are the major sub-coatasotors bO willparticipate in this
program. It would be to American Sp0cialty Metal's bment to onutact
theasimpnis.so

vOst --_% vrems- A

Avoo -t 6Na-h11leVinu-.itssire you ar awworof this.z
Loevelsnd laiumstie -(Lnding Gear)

mckvell it.ontt.ial in Segsmdo An. be responsible for the forward
end Intermediate fuseloe. I wiln definitely maso ureweg got the epouAoe
here dhach is needed.

If I find out any additonal information I will advise you accordingly.
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Attached is thc list of companies
which you requested this morning.
If you need additional information.
pleasse call.

Joy

1~|
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AWCO Corp., AcrostTuCtUrCs Div.
r. c. Bx h10
,Na:r'ville, n' 37202

Boeing Aerospace Co.
P. 0. Box 3999
Seattle, WA 98124

Boeing Vertol Co.
P. 0. Box 166S7
Philadelphia, PA 19142

Boeing Wichita
3810 South Oliver
Wichita, KN 67210

Fairchild-Burns Co.
14SS Fairchild Rd.
Winston-Sales, NC 27106

FMC Corporation
4800 East River Road
Minneapolis, NIN 55421

Ford Aerospace
3939 Fabian Way
Palo Alto, CA 94303

Gen. Dynamics - Convair Div.
P. 0. Box 80818
San Diego, CA 92138

General Dynamics
P. 0. Box 2507
Pomona, CA 91766

Gulfstream Amrican Corp.
P. 0. Box 2206
Savannah, GA 31402

Hughes Aircraft Co.
P. 0. Box 11337
Tucson, AZ 85734

Hughes H'Copter, Bldg. 1$
Centinela A Teale Sts.
Culver City, CA 90230

Hughes Aircraft Co.
P. 0. Box 92049
Los Angeles, CA 90009

Lockhecd-Cahifornia Co.
P. 0. box S.t, Dept. SS-SO
Burbank, CA .1320

Lockheecd-Gcorgia Co.
Box 102137-68 A•.%EX
Atlanta, GA 30368

Lockheed Aircraft Co.
P. 0. Box 33
Ontario, CA 91761

Lockheed Missile 4 Space
P. 0. Box 504
Sunnyvale, CA 94086

Martin-Marietta Aerospace
P. 0. Box 31/Accounting
Denver, CO 80201

McDohneIl-Douglas
P. 0. Box 2731
Long Beach, CA 90843

McDonnell Douglas Corp.
5301 Bolsa Avenue
Huntington Beach, CA 92647

Murdock Machine
P. 0. Box 2278
Irving, TX 75061

Northrop Corporation
3901 W. Broadway
Hawthorne, CA 90250

Parker-Hannifin Co.
P. 0. Box 4268
Huntsville,. AL 33802

Rockwell International
12214 Lakewood Blvd.
Downey, CA 90241

Rohr Industries
P. 0. Box 878
Chula Vista, CA 92012

Rockwell International
P. 0. Box 92098
Los Angeles, CA 90009
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Teledyne Ryan Aero.
2701 Harbor Drive
San Diego. CA 92138

Teledyne Lewisburg
P. 0. Box 326
Lewisburg. TN 37091

Uni-Dynamics
472 Paul Avenue
Ferguson. NO 63135

Westinghouse
Hendy Avenue
Sunnyvale. CA 94088
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ATIOaCfl ^T LAW
muN imUJIOmO mo•o

SUITI EU

MASHVILLE. TLHNLSS£E 37212

&I 9t~i* 94 S-ITALS 01%) M 7Wm

a. O so L Lbc
C.,V WTCOOL August 26, 1983
0OOALDJ uaImLO

Mr. Bob Brown
American Specialty Metals
11 Main Street
Nashville, TN 37213

RE: Government Relations Retainer Account of Langford.
Switzer & King with American Specialty Metals

Dear Bob.

Pursuant to our earlier discussion, we are 'providing American Specialty
iietals with the billing for the above referenced account by the fifteenth (15th)
of each month so that you may have the invoices properly processed and a check
prepared for us by the first (1st) of the following month. As we also discussed
and for clarification purposed, we havelisted below the areas of interest we
will focus upon for receipt of the retainer.

A Langford, Switzer and King will assign one attorney to be on call
continuously to give advice and counsel to American Specialty
Metals in all areas of governmental relations.

B Langford, Switzer and King will track federal legislation to determine
impact, if any, upon American Specialty Metals.

C Langford, Switzer and King will monitor federal regulations and how
any regulation changes may affect the metal industry and thus American
Specialty Metals.

we will of course provide you monthly updates and reports as to the activ-
ities surrounding the above items. We will be more than happy to continue to
work with you on specific matters as they arise.

Thank you again for giving us the opportunity to work with you as we
are confident that our relationship will continue to be mutually beneficial.
Should you have any additional questions or if I can assist you further, please
do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely yours,

LANGFORD, S ZER A KING

BY:

JROBERT M. LAFD

ag

- M =
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Mr. Bob Brown
Page 2

P. S. I have enclosed for your review a brochure that we have received from
Washington that may be helpful to you in your efforts to design an ad-
vertising piece of this nature.

mg

m I
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WORKSHEETS COFIRN CLEAML! 4AD CWINCINGLY TMT A NISTu-E J GC(aJR A

ALSO TIIT Til lOT0TL AROMPT 7 THE I1TESOU1E• 9;) !S [')I*LY €V.PT. I.[..

Sl.049,552 PLUS $60,4Z0 ON 1.1O9,97Z. TTA i; .ito-,ER R&D

95T h1SPLAC MOr lR 9IDOU 81 A DIFFEWE4C..i OF S1O,023. FPf

1.2~~6.3A)()9s41n3 EWT I THE EVIXNe~l1 MW JANDM C .VI1CI#.6

S0-N AS TO TY UISWU Gr A MISTAKE MO AS TO THE 8I1 AC•W.LLY

I.TUMID, AD IF Til 610. C3TH AS UNORRECTED AND CPRRCT16. IS TKE

2 1
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Mod"Ie CotMe 1310-l2W6 Av~wa. So
N.h0,s. TN 37=

Admnidstration

April 25. 1983 in metonTe 626190C

Assistant Deputy Administrator for /
Procurement and Supply (93) A - 2

VA Central Office
810 Vermont Avenue, N. . -4.1
Washington, DC 20420 -

SUBJ: Alleged Mistake in Bid

In accordance with VAPR 8-2.406-3. we are forwarding documentation
submitted by J. Harold Shankle Company as it relates to an alleged
mistake in bid. The Contracting Officer has complied with the pro-
visions of FPR 1-2.406-3. An administrative determination is
requested.

LARRY E. DETERS

Director

Enclosures: 7

Bidder's Evidence Dated April 21, 1983
Bid Dated April 15, 1983
IFS Dated January 28, 1983
Contents to Specification 626-024
Abstract of Bids Dated April 15, 1983
Contracting Officer's Memo Dated April 21. 1983
Contracting Officer's Stmt. Dated April 25, 1983



264

%Ivtww. MemorandumAdministraion

To To File

am. April 21. 1983 &m Alleged Histake in Bid

1. 1 received a call from Ann Hysinger (Secretary, Director's Office) who
stated that Hr. Shankle. J. Harold Shankle Company, and a representative
from Bill Bonner's office had an appointment with Wr. Deters at 9:30 a.m.
and wanted me to be available should there by questions relating to the
construction project which Mr. Shankle had bid on.

2. At 9:30 a.m., was requested to report to the Director's Office. Wr.
Shankle and two representatives from Congressman Bonner's office were meet-

rig with Mr. Deters in regard to an alleged mistake in bid. '

3. Hr. Deters asked Wr. Shankle to start from the first and explain why
he was there.

4. Wr. Shankle stated that his estimator had not entered the asbestos
price in the grand total for Bid Item No. 1. He stated even though Bid
Item No. 1 stated that the asbestos removal price was to be included
with the base bid, it was not included. He went on to say the asbestos
removal price was only shown in the space provided which states wFor
informational purposes only.*

S. Hr. Shankle stated they had made a $60,420 mistake. The $60,420
should have been added to the base bid of $1,049.552.

6. Mr. Shankle asked if there was anything that could be done to correct
the error. He stated that Mrs. Cornelius of my office had requested a
confirmation of his bid. I informed Wr. Shankle that if he had a mistake
in his bid, there were provisions in our regulations for a review of his
allegations and this review would have to be made in washin'.:on.

7. We went to my office where I informed Mr. Shankle that he would have
to support his allegations and submit all pertinent evidence, i.e.,
worksheets and other data supporting the preparation of his bid.

8. Prior to leaving. Mr. Shankle stated he would get a letter to me
either today or tomorrow In regard to his bid.

/

Contrating ffice ..0C
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S Veterans M m rn u
Administration Memorandum

To To File

Om April 25, 1983 &A Statement of Contracting Officer.
Alleged Mistake in Bid, Project
No. 626-024

1. Expiration date of bid in question: Nay IS, 1983

2. On Apri1 21, 1983, Hr. J. Harold Shankle, J. Harold Shankle Company,
notified the Contracting Officer, Ralph L. Traew, of an alleged mistake
in his bid. Hr. Shankle stated that his estimator had not included the
price for Asbestos Removal in the base bid. He stated after reading the
statement of Bid Items that he realized Bid Item No. I should have
included the price for Asbestos Removal. He went on to say that the
price for Asbestos Removal was only shown in the space provided which
states *For informational purposes only."

3. Hr. Shankle stated they had made an error of $60.420. The $60,420
should have been aided to the base bid of $1,049,552.

4. At approximately 4:00 p.m. on April 21. 1983, J. Harold Shankle
Company handcarried a letter to my office. The letter alleged a mistake
In bid. Attached to the letter was two quotes for Asbestos Removal,
5 ledger sheets indicating how bid price was arrived at and an unsigned
copy of the bid form.

S. A review of the work sheets has been made. The area of concern.
Asbestos Removal, falls within the 600 series of the Specifications
which is HVAC work. The bidder has submitted a quote and as explained
will amount to $60,420. The third page of the bidder's work sheet for
HVAC work reveals a price of $220,125 and at some point in time a figure
of $285,125 was lined out. This figure represents a difference of $65,000.
.It is possible the omission of $60.420 could have happened in this area;
however, the work sheets, as submitted, are not conclusive in this area.

Contracting Off cer (90C)

VAmmaV
&MS M
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iJ HAROLD SHANKLE CO.,INC.
GENERAL CONTRACTOR

Aput.t It, 1983

Mn. Ralp Tiusm.
V A Medtca CeneA
1310 24th Avtmse, South
Mah.v4.Ue, Te-neaaee 37205

Re: Expand Labo'•oxm j SeAv4ceA
V A Med"At CentrJ
Piojec.t 0 626-024

Pea•. SA:

In -4eAPORAe to UOU4 'i~qequt 6o04 d ond4AXam*Wn oj oua biue 644, we
have d4Acoveaed that an euAon We made on oua NJ dowm. Ouw eata.•toit,
Cha•Let LWWd, 6at.ed to 4owtlade the coat o• aobe•o•& 4'emovat in hi.
baae 64

AA you w t ii•ote on the enc.toed MoAzheet, theAte vA no a€towmV, e
6o't a~beutoa wunoat -nt h4A ba.ae 644 eat4.maze. He a66wned that thea4beato6 •moviat wa to be b,.d ao a 6epgaAte ae., when " 6ac. a
should have been 4x'juded 4.n QuA ba.e b.44. Owt ba.e 644d ahoutd have
.tead $1,109.972.00, &du.,d-h .ep.en,.ta oust o.AngiAa• baoae b4.d ptua the
co6t 6ot aabeAtc, removal.

M.. Lend oauuved at $60,420.00 6ol, u.be.4tos iemovaz by u4cn•9 a telephone
quotat.4on 64om Lctghonu J Co. (5ee alttched copy) and add, ng 51 oveAhead
and pwo6.t ani 13 bond pkemum. When ox 'Lece•ved tVu b5 644 theMAA ,a
queatton ai to ,ictheA the $9,000.00 tWted 4t a deduct o-t an add.
Due to the d*.5pwv.-4ty between the two bi-a we xece.uved jol tk•A po,•twOn
o0 two4xk, we used c.t -u an add to the oungint $48.000.00 quote.

A6 pov,..ded jot, en FcdeAa. P'wcuweent Requtat4ona Sect.on 1-2.406-3
we ne.ipe.t6ultty ,ewquet that thA conZtnact be asuded to oust company
e.n the amount od $1,109,97t.00. You.,% con4.de•atcn o6 th-. %eque.t
4A app'•uated.

S.'ACeAe4q,

J. HAROLD SHA.KLE CO., INC.

J$.•Smb

251 aPLL" SI1FET P 0 Box Mc 8O6C AA v I.E EMA2rl'7O7 615-227 4492

-it..
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UPOM T of CoNTrACT IVA Control OM" 16
a- im a :=~ (Jbs)

.0 a - ~ -~ Procurement Switce

• ,•1•=f S. INS alll _

- ili= O m wilq=

Conressem Teamesse 225-.4311

The Conressmie called to inqure tout th status at aI miSte Ii
bid Pres VA Medical Center Nashville, 1I. I t•|d hbo i bd the tile,
(Rec'd 4/18) but hNd not reviewe it )et. I said it woud be reiwed
shorly that it would then be sent t•ru~ Geerl Cisel ftrte
require legal revie. He aske to call him bac dtta I be
reviewe it to let him know d•at my recinndtien wold be. I said
that since this is a new assignment I would diek with Mr. Coo first.

Since Mr. Cook was out today~he asked me to -dvisn Mr.
interest and to ask Mr. Cook to call him rout wek and
I said I would.

Cook af his
advis states.

Pracomut Sevc 0.) A: . TTO Cntracting Officer

., so am i es avow

*a

•r
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memmr 04 Aga=n, •

miPORT Of CONTACT &•

d- s -m er " =Nmd w 00=01
__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ i. s,, ;
- •m

Desters, Director YACUev mlT
ao5oe C Imaoe m,•

This Is to comf Lin our verbal report at the 103 morning metal" so QI S "
and provide updated information on contacts vith the local mnd" e8 -'tlmft- •.
request to review Construction contract file0 for tw projects Com@asmt4z<
complete)at the YMC. The Interest vwa primarily in potenti•.3Slnwevel n 5'
of Congreaemn 5ill loner in awarding these contract. . t..

Allegations first rose several umoath ago about It. loser'so Lflea"ma
on government agencies in favoring certain contractors. At ot tim
TA was not one of the Aguilaa mentioned. To our knowledge, Sr *maw
attempted to have no Iafluence on the award of tOe contracts iavolved. - "
The Intervention mentioned is the following 20C concerning the "mInabiW
Involved a claimd mistake i1 bid of about $60.000 when the costracet , .
failed to consider coat of ramming asbestos In the area. Artar rrevl .m
In VACO the contract was awarded as it was still the Imo bid. .

The following Is Nx. Deeters accounting of the sdadi contacts.

1 ON MAY 208 1985. 1T 8:4ý *.. MS. RUSSELL CALLED TO INQUIRE A09UT'THE CONTRACT FILES FOF OAR LABORATORY RENOVATION FROJECT AND THE DIALYSI
PROJECT. S.E FýFF(SCD AN INTEREST IN SEEING THESE FILES. I INDICATED
THAT T WOU&Ae HAVE TO CONTACT OUR DISTRICT COUNSEL'S OFFICE TO INQUIRE
A&OUT PROFER PROCEDURES. SHE SEEMED SATISFIED.

I CONTACTED JESS COMER IN THE DISTRICT COUNSEL'S OFFICE AND HE
INDICATED THAT HE WOULD CONTACT THE GENERAL COUNSEL'S OFFICE IN
WASHINGTON9 D.C., TO ObTAIN FkOFER FROCEFORE AND WOULD CALL CORINNE
RUSSELL TO EITHER GIVE HER THE FROCFEUkE OR TO INDICATE HOW LONG IT
MIGHT bE.

3. AT 11:00 A.M.P MS. RUSSELt LALLEI, PACK TO INQUIRE WHAT I HAD LEARNED
|I TOLD HER THAT THE Ii7FTICT COUNSEL'S OFFICE WOULD bE CONTACTING HER@
| RObABLY SOMETIME TOoA1. SHE ASKED WHAT I THOUGHT THE PROCEDURE MOULD B
AND I TOLD HER IT WOULD FRO&APLY PE A FREEDOM OF INFORMATION REEUEOT. I
PROVIDEDD HER WITH THE NAME AND TELEPHONE NIMPER OF JESS rnMra

I

0 
o

.

I nili/N i I i
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R! &&AYvE[, 1H AbOVE TO IrIH ISAACS AT NOON.

oN "AT .1, AT A1F1(11XI"ATELY 10:.0 A.M., I WA45 CONTACTED BY CORINNE
.o- a I L. SHE AEQ'jfEcrFL Ato INIEP.*IEW ON rAM[ 1 A REGARDING THE CONTRACTS

-t- J. H. SHANKLE C3. (DIALVSIS FRfJE,-T AND LABORATORY RENOVATION
SEC•**. 6H( HEi,' FoE'."IOUSI' ;t.(UE.,TEl, THE CONTRACT FILES ON THESE

FRiIJ.ELrS AND HAD COPF;' LF RtFORIS OF CONTACT INDICATING MR. WALTER
HLNI"S INVOLVLtlfN, IN RESOLVING A MISBID ON THE LAi4ORATORY PROJECT.
MR. IF..' 1. Comr.R€FSmAN IONER'S ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT IN THE
% .tJJLLE OFFICE. 3(GRANTE[D THE REQUEST FOR AN INTERVIEW AFTER READING
,'E [, nruIMENTS. THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS WERE ASKED:

r. L'.N T 11 JfJU!..tAL FOR A CONG&ES•MAN'S OFFICE TO REPRESENT A
e"tdb 0#r',, ON S.UH A'4 ISSLiE7 ANSWER: NOT UNUSUAL. MANY INDIVIDUALS

LJl1A(T ThiJ; C-CNGRfiES.MAN FOF ASSISTANCE WHENEVER THEf ARE HAVING
SIJFFICULTY [,EALINW 11H THE GOVLRNMI.NT.

14. 1.jT [,L.Nt T TfEf NOA, ALLY rONTACT THE INDIVIDUAL AT THE FACILITY
,Nv,!"'jIt FIRS" ANmt hi! 10 ;IESCLVE THE FRO[LEM" ANSWER: YES# THAT WOULD
NLRhMALLI BEE 1 . .

.ON t4L16 #**, .',".-IONS DID CONGRESSMAN PONER'S OFFICE CONTACT YOU
RL'uAI.I.'i,'- . l ,IT, SHANKLE, ANSWER: TO MY K•4OWLEDGE, ON TWO

'.,, "IN- L- , lfrw.L'J|INC THE ORIGINAL BID AND THE SECOND TIME INVOLVING
I!efLINtS, .'NE AMI'JNT OF PAYMENT FOF WORK ALhEADY ACCOMPLISHED.

[t. AHAT ['0 fOu MEAN. WORt ALREADY ACCOMrLISHEDT ANSWER: I SEEM TO
RECALL THAT THE CONTRAC(0R FfL" THAT A HNHfkR FPECENTAGE OF THE WORK HAD
bEEN DONE THAN WE HAD ALLOWED. A t:EIING WAS HELD' AND TO MY RECOLLECTIONS
THE REASON A SMALLER A10LJT UAS AUTHORIZED WAS bECAUSE THE CONTRACTOR HAD
FAILEI, TO *ROL'I[',F •.i--•,vm7T [(C'I.MENTAIJON OF THE PROJECT AND RECEIPT OF
ITEMS T(, •4 J'EL, Its THE PROJECT. I BEL IEVE THAT THE FRObLEM WAS RECTIFIED[
bf ;F'FIL,]NS AI1I,,TIONAL" [OCLIMENTATI7,N AN, THE PERCENTAGE WAS ULTIMATELY
INCREASE D'.

i. 1 NOTE THAT THE CONNrhACT EXCEEDED T14E ORIGINAL COMPLETION DATE.
IS THIS NOT UNUSUAL? ANSWER: IN A CONTRACT OF THIS SIZE@ NORMALLY A
NUMk'Ek OF CHANGE ORIERS ARE REQUIRED ,UE TO UNFORESEEN PRObLEMS. IF THE
CHANGE ORDER iS SUBSTANTIATED. THE CONTRACT COMPLETION DATE MAY bE
EXCEEDED. I SEEM TO FECALL IN THE LABORATORY PROJECT THAT THERE WAS A
PROBLEM WITH A SUFFLIF; GOING OUT OF BUSINESS AND A NEW SUPPLIER HAVING
TO BE LOCATE[.

F. DID CONGRESSMAN BONER EVER CONTACT YOU PERSONALLY WITH REGARD TO
e. SHANhLE'S FROBLEMS7 ANSWER: NO. MR. HUNT CONTACTED ME.

G. TO WHAT EXTENT ARE YOU INVOLVED IN THE CONTRACTING PROCESS? 9
ANSWER: THE CONTRACTING PROCESS IS MANAGED SEPARATELY BY THE SUPPLY
SERVICE. IN FACT. WITH REGARD TO SUCH ISSUES@ THERE IS A SEPARATE BODY
OF REGULATIONS AND THE SUPPLY SERVICE REPORTS THROUGH A DIFFERENT CHAIN. 4
OF COMMAND TO AN ASST. ADM. !N WASHINGTON RATHER THAN THROUGH THE DEPT,
OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY FOR SUCH ITEMS.

'I

F

M
I.I.I

@
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REPORT OF CONTACT
-,m a m assesses 0 om wm as mom"*w m.-

"Id0um • --4010d0ar MOM 0 ,, VMAToo 0pr o # ati w pe -- W

IK

m 2D0

N 40 000!!

a- - -... M: 1
H. UWAS HE lmECI!, &.1. TO ALLOW THE CHANGE IN THE ORIGINAL DID MADE

LOCALLY" AN.-.F, - N., 11 4AS AFrAOVEIo IN WASHINGTON.

If IPIS UNUSUAL? ANSWER: NO.I I. 6fl 0 1.OVILI, YOLI COtNSID[ER TO EE THE MOST IKNOWLE[DGEABLE ABOUT THE
!,LTr-!.- -4 T-6i. CONhALI ANSWER: THE CHIEF OF SUPPLY SERVICES MR.
141LL FALMEk. AND THE SUFERvISOR OF THE CONTRACT SECTION AT THAT TIME#
RALPH TRAMFL, WHO IS NOW EMPLOYED AT THE VA MEDICAL CENTER IN
,U.F REEt.I'C)IRO

I

MR*

W.4• DII MFR. TRAMEL LEAVE AND [olo HE LEAVE UNDER DURESS?
4 cr HE P.11 NOT LEArf UNDER DURESS. 1LUT CHOSE TO APFLY FOR A POSITION
VACANCY AT MuRFREES0RO. I AM NOT AWARE OF THE REASON.

t. HOW FREOUEhTLY 110 YOU HAVE CONIALTS WITH CONGRESSMAN 1'ONER OR HIS
OFFICE'? ANSWER: THE MAJORITI or OUR CONGRESSIONAL MAIL COMES FROM
CONGRESSMAN PON[I, t OFFICE Amti rHE CONGRESSMAN COMES TO THE HOSPITAL
APPROXIhAIE.Y TWICE A ILAR EITHER TO VISIT PATIENTS OR FOR DEDICATIONS,
0. (ICLAAIUtNALLY JUSI TO VISIT. HE WAS PREVIOUSLY A MEMBER OF THE HOUSE
VETERANS AFFAIRS COMMITTEE AND' IS CURRENTLY A MEMbER CF THE
APPROFEIATIONS COMMITTEE. 50TH OF WHICH PLAY A MAJOR kOLE IN SETTING THEA BUDGET.

A . II(IT CONGRESSMAN BONER OR HIS OFFICE AFPLY UNUSUAL PRESSURE IN T E:

SHANKLE CASE? ANSWER: NOT THAT I AM AWARE OF. 0N P0TH OCCASIONS. WALTER'
HUN; AND I MERELY EXPEDITED THE MEETING BETWEEN THE OFFICIALS INVOLVED SO
THAT A RESOLUTION COULD BE ACHIEVED.

'4* . - I.4

ft. - ./1
-mu q9 -go

* ¶. :~'-'~
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a
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1
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SELLER'S SETTLEMENT SHEET
August 12, 1983
B & S Enterprises
B. P. & JudyG. Calvin
2034 E. Greenwood Avenue

OTT. so.
ACoousT 244868

D,,ls Credi'

Paopenty SoLD ................................................ $ 38,600.00

Psoatsa Curente Yeas Tans .. .4•..1 AY. ....................... S 141.44 S

Insurance ................................................. 5 9...•-$S
EKrow Funds wi th.............................................. S S
Rern Adlustment ............................................... $S
Earrwat Money an Hands of clier. .............................. S

pe," P,"q, " e .........: Prc. $.. . . Ine. 8...
Sa 1 1st ine ee45 $5s . _________

•Mr sed as r........ : Princ. S.............8IntS$............S
Vnjor's lien maned by s ele................................... S

AM& . • oVz tgage • giuen.• . " . S
Miscellaneous psyeymnent.......................................... $

S.......o..oo.......o..o......oooo....o..ooooo.......o...o..........
Suit%-,v ....................................................... S
wS wUK&M*XDU ..X.F.r 1.9..•S 25.00
Vw •Ut................... O sin•;,). t.ee.............S 100.o00
S.... ................... PRq A. PY, 0PA TA. tA, 9An............... $ 35.9oo
Titeolcy. ......... ....................................... S 208.83

EX M A ..... Adtvex:t.zLsng..fee ....................... S 1,071.92
Comnaumnwto Agent S 2:316. 00.

Total Deducuons............................................... $ 32,851.22
Paocteos TO SELLER (Diufernce between Deductson. Total Crediu) S 5, 748. 78 8
TOTALS S38,600.co 38,600.00

We have examned die above statement and 6Mkd it cr.ct Ths acknow Idga that the above amount have
been p&a as stated wnth out approval and for our accowu ad knce.efit. •ate L. 19

WILLIAM H. BONER

BUYER'S SETTLEMENT SHELT

OTT. NO.
AoouuwT 244868

DATE: August 12,1983
StLLER: B & S Enterprises
Buvra: B. P. and Judy G. Calvin
PaeERa•-.2034 Greenwood Avenue

Dct O "in
PROPERTY PURCHAS ........................................ .$S38.600,00S
•Earnema Money Depomited wi• Agent at ,Sei..................$ $SS 5,790.00
Pr"ala CurrenstYe•r•Tam ....................................... S $_ 141.44
Rent Adi ...................................................... $S
Inmu nem ..................................................... $ s
Escrow Vmlds WAt.............................................8 8
R•oAng Dai $.. P.,-.........Tax k .Q.3A............. 106.86

S. ....... ..2...... .............. S 35.10
MiU&a Chu........................................... $

70.0.0Ded f. .. 4 .a •..Txu S.t. Note..$S ?O.00
U.. .. A .................................... $ 100.00

atdiv .......................................... $ $ 28950.00
Venw's ben ir e Seby ller...Tp.0A. PA].M.................$ 38,811.9.
............................... 9... . .. S34,881.44*Cum ToBuePAS bBuvUM.................................... 34,030.52 s
TOTALS 5 34,811.44 8 34,811.44

DATE:
SILLEa:
lbuv t:
PROPeATT:

B. P. •CALVINZ j--e7
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SELLER'S SETTLEMENT SHEET
4/22/83 GCT. No.
William H. Boner & J.H. Shankle d/b/a Awauwj G-20265
Manuel Alvelo B&S Enterprises
Stratton Avenue

D"m Co"t
I , SOL• ,• D ............. . ...... ....... S 72,000.O 0
Pma days Ya' am.. 175.04 Sr.•. • Yw;T-,, ... .A .2...qa.YAs ..................... 15o
Insuran•................................................ ,•
EsMw Fws w ......................................... 8
RgnI Adj)u ............................................... S
[arn..,t Money a Han& of Se.U ............................... _
&=.OWN •, ....... P.sPf SRlP..,...n6r S ............ S 1,600.0oo
w.wg . mate ue
." as ale- . . ... Pnu i $ ............ h $ ............

Vcnic a Lia. naumd by a- r ................................... $
^kft-,KLk-M .... .K.9.. ... gý.yf.r) ....................... 8 _ nnn nn

S. .... 18 a d vg [t $ IqQ C 1

US E ............... ...................................... 2. .0

Suamps on Sa %er. Deed .......................................... $
T," Closing .feg ...................................... S Inn nn.Deedprp....''.' ......... ................... , 20.00
T,,k PoLcy .................................................... S 350.35j "

EmrwP . . . ........................ '8 *** *** ** I* *I I- "Lw m Jt m Steven Relt Auction 4,320.00"

Total ducwm ............................................... 62,169.47
PaoceZWe TO SELLn (Daffemtmu betwm Dduca•• w V TOmal C4dm) $ 9,830.53"
TerTALS S 72,0O0000 72,000.00

We have ,.amad the above -,tat ad &W h cmuict. Tc am ckrw5 a d&a ab• ama Lm
bean paxd am aad •ndt ur tapprovaj ad foe ou &.oUN and beee19

WILLIAM'Ir. AONER .',3 H. SHANKLE

DATZ

buyza
Pacetare

BUYE•'S SE-ILEMENT UE•T
4/22/83 OF.s NI.
William H. Boner & J.H. Shankle d/b/a/ B&S AcOXLrT
Manuel Alvelo Enterprises
Stratton Avenue

G-20265

De"O am"
P&WuAT,- PU3UA. ........................................... $ 72.Q000,005
-f•ana Mommy Dep4isaa IV" ,, 1e, w 5iu=................. 8 10.800.0o
Peom Cmim Ynrs Tam ............... ............. $ 1785.04
R ae A4............................................. $
iau ..nm ....... npurance . A 34S.00o

w Pat& Ws ............................................. $ $
R•aw•wqg Dud 1 : ......... Tax $.A ,A, s % 9 ................ $ 193.7?0
3er s.8-. P. ......... Tax S... a.,qQ............. .50

biamuagmmm Qua ........................................... $
4IM'lf .-MRr.t gAgA. pRC. R .M. t.OQ .............. $ 20,0........... CIA540G.L.•e. .................................. $ 100.2- o
monpr am-a wr Si ........................................ $ $ S 4.00o.00
v ,, id e, 's.. . u ,,, . O . b y. S c'm o r" fIq' * " U r wa y u- r . . *.. .. .... ... $ $ -6 4 , 9 1 5% . 0 4 ,................... .................... ....... .

C'st To 3M IPA& ai Burn....................................... s 7,742.19
T,,a 8 72.717.2(3 72,717.20

•*kmainm• 9.~.m ,•,,. mel .t~eim et et ..iwl mr -m. *k ii -1• . V
-IkmmN

0

)
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UJMWR SETTLEMeNT SlET
DATE: June 23, 1983 CTI. N• 243502
SU m: J. Hazold Shanklompy, Inc. 1M
Buyn: Ida MaL Shaw
moeramz 5324 buena Vista Pike

PaIRceaW 5o6 ................................................0. 45,000.00
.. .. .C. y.'. T -- .. ............... 176.21 $

ard ................................................... go**

locro run& ,a Hand dd. ".w' ................ $--- "'•.9P..... Prtg..... jiba.d. kaL ....... S I ..... 5.
Ea..... Ha" .............................. S
Gomp m ' " It ...... . ...... .... ....... .8

T.:mse Lim......hby........ S
Rekw of Lies.....................................n
mascellanmu Pau "%vi1 Zrp. 4 ...............
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.siax........Q6.. 1 e "g.9IA..................... 12.00
Sumps an e -s Ded -..-................................ ,
Tam.... ... .... ........................................ 8

.FAV. *QAY .................... S
..... Aolicy.AQ9XAY!@A..T~tIA.........

.e.....udl •i ewdt~tR.F ............... .. _ _ 1,3--
mr June 23,K1- J98 - go0

T D duc om ............................................ f 2
Pmatuz o Swam (Dsdra hse ýDodmsiwV TetCmndim) $13,533.09 S 45,519.56b

We bave eaDmiid sho Am ue m md W h cin.... Ma . d.... uh &o a e hm0
be=m - as a L ,W s .. ..... ap... . .d for ow m mandW bam.L $ 1

V3. HAE40M

BUYERS SE tILm~lu4 uHr
DATe: Juno 23, 1993 O...U 243502
Saeuz: J. HaroldShannkle CO. Inc. MUU~r
awnm: Ida Mai Shaw
Pweaw: 5324 Buena Vista Pike
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SELLER'S SETTLEMENT SHEET

DAMi. June 24, 1983 GTT. No.

SELLER. William H. Boner and Harold Shankle A=WpgT 244033

buvi&: Hunter Properties Partnership of David E. Rawlings A Greer Tidwnll
P&orarTY: 943 Russell St., Nashville, Th

Debuu, Ceedms

raoraivr SOLD ................................................ S 92.500.00
Procsta Current Yec's Tares ...................................... $ 283.50
Insurance ..................................................... - S
Escrow Funds -ih .............................................. S $
Rent Adjustment ............................................... $ , 21n I O t $ SAssuwptair 

................. S k4.827.40
0.per I ..... Pnn* 5 .......... it. ......... S

r seeo was 4onf ........ •- "..........I•t. • •..........

VenJor s Lien retained by aller ................................. S
Release of Lien .................. 'V..... .........e..s 3.00
Mi,,ccilancous payments ........ C1t. Tl ....... $ 125.0
. . . .... ......... ....*** * ..... * .... .. .................. * . ......

Suairv ..................................................... $
Stamps on Sellcr's Deed .......................................... s
Taxes ......................................................... SS...... .... *................. **.... .......... .... ...... ..... *.....S

Title Policy 'M17MI A UTe......................S.......... 5 $11 '7K .
• €~ A P.tV;4J.F ...................... S 1,611.51

Commumion to Agent J. Stevens Aonal t_ t £ " . 5,550.00
Total Deductions ............................................... S7 3 •1 57 .16
PaoceeDs To SeLEa (Difference between Decduction V Total Credits) $19,342.84 1
ToTAU s92,500.00 92,500.00

We have €asmned the above sesmnt ad L& d ik cocrm. This ackowledgs that Abov amount Iave
been paid as stated with our approval and for or amoun and benekL Date 19 -

WILLIAM H. BONER AM SHNL

BUYER'S ELEMENT SHEET
DATE: June 24, 1983 OnT. N. 244033
SELLEa: William H. Boner and Harold Shankle Aouur
Buyla: Hunter Properties Partnership of David E. Rawlings and Greer Tidwell
PaOEaTY'94 3 Russell St., Nashville, 7N

Debt"e 010"
PaoFa9ai PUWnsA3 ........................................... S 92,500.00 $
oeane•rMn ey DMawrepoid wAs Agem t "orSeU..................$ $S 13.875.00
Prorat Current YeW' Taes ..................................... S. S _,283 .50
Rent Adj ................................................... S S 10.0-0
Insurance ..................................................... S S
Escrow Fnwbs With ............................................. S $
Recording Deed ....45P ....... Tan ..... .AQ. s P ......... S 247.oo
Recodmng Meg. S ............. T S.- ..................... S
MIU Chu rsu ........................................... S
Tse PobA .................................................... $

.a. .1N11l w Si4 .............. ............. S 64,827.40

... ors...stgsa ar bw ................................. __.____$ ' ,7•295.4
endor T km Pure ..........e.......................... S , 13.551.10

TOTALS S 92,747.00 6 92,747.00

~~-"4o am a~ soma3 am ie asa. am W5S~

* X PM-ULI 
1-0
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TRADEMARK APPLICATION..PRL'CWALMA vect0r

REGISTER. WITH DECLARATION , V r

TO THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS:
WAAG OF C I~AT

Hydra-Sports. Inc.
8TAV 00em WlOr OFV INGO eeATO•n

Tennessee
owe$0"emoneassss.or cesmsoA.e"
100 Ocean Side Drive, Nashville, TN 37204

Thabsoem etfe p~athsadpe e ssn h rdmr Isow sthe accospwnylag drawn 2 fortuh f0wgpoods: a-ts

a emums thst sa ma be regstrd I doe U.Mtd WSue hPmas ndT nuk Offe emfter • n*
Registu ebhd by d Act of July S. 194.

The rademawk was fRstused oa the gods3 em0;w" as irt sd on the 0d 3 in

interstate ______4__;_d__ wIn____

such commere.

S

Us murk IsedWby aplylglt I O6 uboa t

and f(ie pn VocIIdmhwkV mark as at ually umsd an psnted heewith.

Earl Benz

being hrmby wantd that wU faise suanmit ed theMloke soade • pMl by fimnt impiimemot.
or both. under Seclom 1001 o(Thle IS ofdie Uite d Ssu Code and that h willul fas ustatanes may
jeopd aithe ity oofhe applicatom or a regnUdom reWuting thewrfm, decar tt het/as

Vice President

of appicat oporadm end hbauthdmzed to mmne this lasummnem bdehl of sad corpotloahbe/de
believes m d corapoa don to be the owner ofdie tradearwk ought to be regtered; to the beet of hiserknowl-
edge and belef no odtr peans.A fin. caostd om .ta Uocad hau the rdoit to use said ma inuer.
etr• d s Mnthe idcal or.is witmwmaesema thet umaro mb k I&*. when applid to the pod
of suh other pen.. tocaumscoafkiae tovmae mstaakeor to d•ce;te facs fowth in this appU-
cation are trie-. endall astatemensmade of iA/herown knowledgeare true ad Allsuataments madeoemsloe-
madtoanWd beef are believed to be true.

Hydra-Sports, Inc.

by

VTD ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - -- --- .eu) CeusbIyanas u S ns.au PSV. As -0 Rftýsad s"ý-"Ogiiý.U-JLDZIPT.olCOMULRCItPTO Fwa ,•,(Tftftmk) X(r. wl"
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REPRESENTATION
If the applcant if not domiciled in the United Stsum. a domestic rtpmesentatve mut be despated. See Form 4.4.

If applicmt wishes to furnish a power of attorney. Me Form 4.2. An attorney at law Is not required to furnish a
power.

FOOTNOTES
I If applicant is an ssoclation oa other similar type of Juristic entity, chanp "corporation" throughout to n
appropriate desipsatiom.

2 If registration le sought for a word or numeald mark not depicted In my special form, the drawing may be the
mark typed In capital laetur oan latter4i bond peper;odtwie. the drawing should be made with india iak ot a
good grade of hbod paper or on bito boand.

3 If more thn oto item of poodsln a class It forth and the date given for that cdas apply to only ot of the
sms listed. Insert the tnmse of the Item to which the data app•.

4 Type of comnerm should be specifed a Inatrsoat." "rrtdiad." "forel." or other type of commerce
whtch may lawfully be regulated by Congess. Foreipg applicants relying upot tse must specify commerce which
Congess may regulate, ming wording such n cominsoer with the United States or commerce between the United
States and a fqreip country.
S If the mark is other than a coined. arbitrury or fancful madre , and the mak is believed to have acquid a

secondary meaning. Insert whiche•ver of the following paragaphsis applicable:

a) The mark hba bacon. distindctve of applicant's goods a8a result of substantially exclusive anid continuous
use in commerce for the fle years next preceding the dot o flMing

of this applization.

b) The mark has become disanctin of applicant's goods a evidenced by the showMn submitted separately.

6 Insert the manna or method of udngl the mark with the pods. I.e., "the goods." "the contanen for the
goods:* "displays amoclted with the goods," "tap or lsaa afxed to the goods." or other method whbch may be
int Use.

7 The required fee of M35.00 for each cla must be usmittedi (An applicaton to register the sase mark for
goods and/or services in more than ome clam may be flad; however. oods and/or services. and date of use. by class.
must be set out separately. and speciam and a 6ea for each clm ae required)

he. - 4 Tme vadw Oflae - U. DIfr. 49 coee&USCR
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100 Ocean Side Drive
Mashville, TV 37204
Att: Joe Reeves
Coot: Earl Benz

4W: 615-385-3652 H:
83--009 PC: 18

A- Cqpyzrght/ftadmark
Awlication
Statute of Limitations Date: NONE
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* Answers
to Questions

Frequently :
Asked About
Trademarks

bpnmrsd August M92
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I~e

A brif muoducton to Trademnark
matters including
* definiton and functios of
Ttadm&rks

* what applicants must do

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
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ftIJratI• .lw srn1 ukA.LAiqA51 ! wamw
(Corpoation)j

TO THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS:

tAvrmI Ad6aF s COR GlPOUVATII

? / Th abv Identifed applicast has adopted and is using the trademak shOWl n lthe alccorapanyhlsa drawing foe

m8th followusggoods: ,,-Cx'c.TS .. .

sand request that said mask be registered lath Unied States Patent sod Tiademark Ofic on the Priselpl

Reistelr esalse by the Act of July IS. 146

'1P The trademak was fs sd on th gods on, -, ;w,,, firs usd on the good 3 In

_,ntier sl'd • co,,erce4 on ;snlsolausels

noleof !, S e ui

aW reqe mskts "used by e ml&nglt Istoe' sdSistat n Tdvu Ot n-wta
$ewetblWb w c fJl .14

145 . w 11. ,, k w. s ( ,rstused on te p ,3Go .. iatusd/o t",s O

sd O spec ns sdhwmng the mark as actually used ase pieseed herewit.

7

, Oe f 0 ~Ofi ef eeepeebw
beft bereby warned that willu false satemes and the 1k so made are an a e by lAn e atmpeomekA
or bodt. unde Secuon 1001 of Tide 1 of the Umted State Code &ad that sack wilful falsm StaimeuSes may
jeoprdise the validty of tmphe vsatiosn AY regstation resuis lt herfrm .declaresthat Weane k

of appiuant copoutio and M s audh•ied oaecute this uuunim on bedudof said corpoatlon;he/de
belieWs said corporti to be the owner of the trademark sought to be regpstered; to the bes of MAW knowS-
edp and beliefo ther person. finn. corponuan, or asocbtioa hau the rd& t u r mi aeksluomeacax,
eIthe lasthe Identka form orJAich near mremblance theeto asmay be IsO .wbm apeotoed gpods
of 'hk otdor pesoa sp"camsse confusim . or tocae mistake. ot to decelv;ethe fts et fworhn thap
caton ar tnue; and all statement made of hshe own knowmedge ae rieo and A statements made o* lafor.
mution and belief are beleved tobe tnie.

Dpa

mew__________

PlO Fesw4Ae (trademark) (Ceipcetlee) Psiem eel Tialemw& 0mm-U.S. DUT. ICOSSMLRCZ
IPTO Forom'44 a(Ttee4Nuhw) (Cormadbrtle) to "h d 1 e• 6mas~w O~rm .-UJL OUiT. e# €'Ooduta•
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If the applicant It not domucld In the LhUad States. a domestic repesentaave ~mwt be desipiated. See Form 4.4.

It applicant wishe to funMh a power of atomney. see Fom 4.2. An attorney It ?aw Ia not nqrerd to funnis a
power.

FOOThOTES
I l( applican•la an asocaaldoo or other similar type ofjurailc entlty. chanp "corporation" throughout to as
appropriate deelpatlo.

2 If gIsartlkon ba auogh for a word o anrumal mak sot depicted In my special form. the drawing may be dao
Mark typed in capital haettn an latler4ze bond paper; olherwia. the drwing should be made with india ink OR a
good lada of bond paper or an bdsol board.

3 If movatha o&nam emof good Ias adam ls at fort had the dates givIS for tha Cla sapy toGy we of do
iteums led,luar the san of the iles so which the dam apply.

4 Type of aomm•rce shuld be spocilad u "*unte"ta." -urdtodal," "for . eor other type of cm r
which may lawfuly be regulated by Coopas. Foreip applianau relying, upon ma must specIfy comme which
Compass may vulate, muing wording sich u commece with the Ubated Swe or commerce between aa thUnted
Suas and a fqodlp country.

S if the mark ha other than a coined. arbitrary or anciful madL. and Lhe mark b behaved to have acquied a
secondary meanlg Insuet whichever of ths followig paraaps tapplicablae:

a) The mark has beome distnctive of applicant's ocds as a muat of smbubi•ady exciuvs and continous

ftw Ia m,..umj for be AMe years next prucedingta d s o10f 1hg
of "b appianon.
b) The muak has become dlsdncova of applicat's goods sevidenced by the showing submitted spuately.

4 lint the mmncr or method of using the mark with the gods. La.. "the pods." -te contalnms for the
goods.' "daply ansocdled with the goods." "tap or labels afxd to the goods:"o other method which may be

7 The rquired fee of S35.00 fae each cam must be ubmittad. (As apphcation to uughatr dt um mark for
gpods and or ssrv•cs in mos than one cla may be Maid;however, goods md/or ervi•c d dams of m, by class,
man be ut out usprately. and speimes and aa foe each clamsm squd.)

heam ad 1Tniemmk Oam= - tL DILUT. of COMMnrSU

78-177 0 - 87 - 10



284

13 3 ( i5"1

A,,t (t rA-
;314j

', """PA
.ý7 .2.C ') 75 o?

V ,t & .ASd/-, v e J I ý)'3p- ?.S " ")V() ,L4LK~

d- .. J_,.• Ll o,/ . ._._L,649

-I -

J o..°

xLc-5CIL-
14ý4& JP96-0

/* 7t)

lot
Vf;l -7

44LAIL-I'd il 3 3 C19 1970

v6 do // sknO

s4f Z-1;-

3

ýt



285

/&"X -



286

O-Wwwmmdbý

1• • • _•__• a..•._......



287



288

II

aN

.

i

H ~

H

i

a

I,

NI

HI

It

II

A--

... . A .•A 4 A' o

ifI

H -



209

PONa" cm oasbaeON"susFew Safms oeom ft 1. "
OtummaaImOLMON wo"me am a••m i i,

5 oeC C C0• ...... OC ae*- I-- -ON&W -ites to 40 -w e

socma m-wasovm -mw m
C a, mm p~mN e sa sem
*OW aoe s 1- IF -- PUA -0 -ON - -ý m c

4MOO• ~ANoM WmanOf mnoa a Ab0~GMW --.- . - - earn

a "de am so l saw sot a 4f W OO

*, mmI w w mi am mm

-- -- mom.O
wem ass- cac -•eow or p-e- OL 0 ow 0

4 m mm m NM ow a a .immmmme m p

A mmm0 a m oem . mm m
m~mmm~eusesm m e ma no ownmm m -in,

gmo a o a IN &Amm pm a IM mmoC

0 oGum 0 atbow aiim. .. .. .100On oo

nam aemas mo to a, M pemm

-la sm t naMemm am M C m

Smb moinsaeimSmmiemiumvmm

gm m sam Cam n em ammm

asm~

* U asa (mlmmm

nl to a owsai seaii

*ocm meI~ . ....

a maMC waoot $saw* owe
m toototo w emo

sam04ma man a w epm Noo meiss
es"Ame own .e

bc--. sam ... .. ..--

aldO um p•o o " aoeaoaNe of IOmo t

o am. med mcm

me mm & m mI m

etW4a PMt ae as~ ome Sw es am$

Om... eeemmmmeemo .. . m. .. .. sums

so a• mSoma.•- OgI

e0 o&V apomem toado mo m .•.e NoWpa .. Goal

ofi owe oa e wwi aai
00c*A ammnv

nog 000a, ammn omune M*omn on

-OIC -ConawnmOWsl
meO ws dw boom w meamm
i1n.0 -10 NwINO

-91 C-insa m m m m cm .. ... .

-9 Il- acaIms

-9.W-mma.emem

lot a:aeamemam

*f-f ska,. e memo* 10010,00

Im .....G-- Sems

I- n-fhPW"Nw OO llow

5 I e amm m.su

mial icmm Una

5,eaCS-----------. e

to f."a, onmfftoso #10 me p em ep

NOtS *0pow" ts a 0=0 ado se Soo
afetf mmbCmseia &ein t A"maimm.

Sog" ingiw of " -N t -Vgoo

"a wA "R a Wac m illwaem w N

Scmcine.. ----- lit

W mnm Pm C Iuompsoft m e p

Semwwof olm a Owemu imam

oem. eO 6fm POW001 I
ac601m001---_-do

asaowsma cwainmemis

lom w"O"Oeftsoam mis. - a
Oer 6 uemacam m mOW"subsoamW

Opwa m"" iw wepow of o J41wIt

446AVIM as t ~eam a apom mea
ose. avw pme~ewm a soft s

Itmoo..mm I "asomm ev t fs mm s

topae me ftSANam d aPo""

to ONof amisa an luma m EmC
me so o wow m #W" oa pswss.

20100atam aCSmm aemmOFaow~ mm m-m---Ago



290

"ai ON&tm
omn toms s ame m a mm400

sows

So umm amm e a No" a ms. sowa ,emp soSmom ... . ss1

onewItlls " um, Aas0.L2 ll

III II O I-. IC

GOU.MM psam ado om dowm. aso

eSo a do mwedsa samm ,emm -amp
4mgmmm m.ae

MAiWO semaei"AM

tosome" mm, sowa fmwsam mm ma
* 0 OINKaft"40ammm aneaw

ftMmaam.m m a " Aesf. *MIAam

4@Wtdf SO VwN __- -- mes
So. m m mmonw se"aaa im. ame
mu 4 m ISM "W d 40ummemaow

as a M Ar VSL0 wsammp" 4mPoo,

mOW amSao oo.6W 11a e Oume41101

Sm m U. -a-mm mmmmpa 0 ow 400It " s e ""0sm
to inasdoIVam ows So M-now-On-asa

I*lU Swwm w 0amissws m 040400

monm matf, m low amulotammoU wam sonmee. ommw.111

@baussiss - - --n be-- Wno

lisih" an II I

MuSdalmemauso-- uIs

to m M bamesmowo wnpam

aI Nw" --- ,apama asoMi

eamsnasiiao" w

414 a am mmino m aam

04090090------ U

ImU..m ~.. .. s

wfhaasm ammonama mf @NW
0mammemnwsma aSWOS Sam....e

I SMeSNOmma oVW1 ft8 MVN
m_164

nos m m" o 0-"a *. ,.
am%"ao amam sm m oa fbymaua" a
alnmimi - •a • io

me aimei amsolo" iswe
almmautmn m-
EISAW o ef"mosmamian It ass" a

so ineat fo amw "som o s
owesm

Pot noiso sai

*W--_ oem

Am. amI am Sim i im urn
1016A m lml amim m mr ame

ono a m *a .ov- 1mm 6 as goP

AWLtoo"soeamMiamas Itmow-

lllllýII•5 1 1 m U m a to m m meo wa l o

i• Ii___N

m .... M O..MA ... =.......@ramlwUmpmis bft

sii me .mm m0 asiA
dSWa amm mo&Amm" 11

Me wamm .. .46mm wit...

mil & em Dmom I- smeimbam M
y~assaamamwsa q ma

Do*mme mewsmm

m•u =mg m... ..... . .Iem

0" go PI"l a

Usm OW show an ftm apow a"

Pmo. v samw o m

55 aiinim

ft 00 WOll

I ii I ... ... .. I

5 U b a om 41malwa mme a
m Ufffimaw fe *U $18940
ft wo an- mdisa oomom m we

Mem

*~~~e U.1ummemm...mi

es Pe Pam 4= a4wben" iw an em5

OW ýmm 0memoammoemm

UU6.m i i t um

to ofm i s eo poms

pegm =0smmm mso -m ar
a" " seek"owsamfehas.==

5um Iaa* me@m-om ="u. IV



291

APPENDIX B

CrlmsDiviusi

APR 1519%6

Honorable Julian C. Dixon
Chairman, Committee on Standards

of Official Conduct
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman

As you know, the Department of Justice has begun an inves-
tigation into the activities of Congressman William Boner of
Tennessee. We are aware# of course, that a referral on this
matter has been made to your Comeittee. We respectfully request
that your Cosmitt." defer on this matter until our investigation
is completed. We are committed to proceeding with this inves-
tigation as expeditiously as possible and we will advise you of
the results of our work to the extent permissible by law.

We have no objection to the public disclosure of this
letter.

Sincerely,

Stephen S. Trott
Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Division

(4~P 1nAuss*.stanit At ornej Gneral

.'asuant to :8 C.P.A. c!-
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APPENDIX C

SILL SOWRI~.U

Smiuw.

amu--namsI f UPe .inlttd hNWo s

summon. 3.6. mis

April 322. 1os

The Ionorable Julian C. Dixon
The honorable floyd Spence
C emittee on Standards of Official Conduct
Room M0T2
The Capitol
washington, D.C. 20SIS

@~swab
• a&mumm m

wm

* t
- °° I

Dear Chairman Dixon and Ranking Minority Member Spences

I am writing this letter about a matter of great urgency and
importance. I understand from my counsel that the Coamittee
received a letter from the Criminal Division of the Department of
Justice requesting that the Comittee defer its preliminary
inquiry until the Department has finished its review. I also
understand that the Ciommttee is planning to meet on Wednesday,
April 23 to consider this request.

I am writing this to ask as strongly as possible that the
Committee deny the Department's request. In addition, I feel so
strongly about this issue that I hereby request the opportunity
to address the Committee directly on this is sue when it meets.

There are a number of issues which the Department's request
raises. Some concern matters far more important than my single
case. For years, the louse of Representatives has been asserting
its co-equal and constitutionally-mandated right and obligation
to review members' conduct, and the constitution specifically
directs the Rouse to perform this function. The louse has won
important Supreme Court and other judicial victories. A good
example is the decision on the supremacy of the Speech and Debate
Clause, which have been predicated on the assertion of this
authority. Should the Cosmittee voluntarily relinquish any of the
louse's constitutional authority, it would, in a single stroke.
undermine the efficacy of these precedents for future use.

Similarly, the Executive and Legislative Branches are
involved in a number of issues in which the authority of each to
act is being challenged. On the day the Comittee meets, for

refS SATAYISNUVFUIY010PAM MOMASS ESIW U A ISU



293

example, the Supreme Court will hear arguments on the
constitutionally of the Gramm-Rudman Act. &very time the louse
voluntarily gives up any of its Constitutional prerogatives it
chips away at its ability even on different issues to assert its
full authority.

There have been occasions in the past and there will be
times in the future when the House wants to take actions and
conduct investigations on its own before any public charge Is
made. It the Committee, without cause and on the simple request
of a single division in the Department of Justice, defers to that
division It creates a precedent which will be used against it in
the future. This precedent not only will arise from the request
for deferral, but from the way the request was made, in this case
by a Deputy Assistant Attorney General in the Criminal Division.

Requests that one branch of the goverment give up its
constitutional powers to another branch should come from the
President or, at the very least, the Attorney General acting with
the President's knowledge and approval. because of the serious
implications of the Department's request, I also ask that, before
the Committee give up Congress, power and bind future Congresses
by its decision, that the issue be taken up by the full Rouse of
Representatives. No less attention than that Is warranted for
this inappropriate request by the Department.

In addition to the institutional reasons for denying the
request which I have outlined above, I also want to point out
that the Committee's decision to defer would be unfair from my
own perspective and from the perspective of future individual
members who seek review or who are reviewed by the Committee.

It is no secret that the media and others have raised a
dosen or more charges of wrongdoing against me. it is also
clear (even though the Committee could not get this confirmed)
that the Justice Department will concentrate on only a few of
these allegations. It the Commitee defers its investigation, it
will create a vast area of uncertainty in the allegations that
have been made, but will not go into the Department's review.
Depending on how long the Department's review takes, what action,
it any, it decides to bring, and when the Committee can take the
matter up again, I could be left with charges hanging over me for
months, certainly well past the elections.

Since the Committee will not be able to know what the
Department's schedule and agenda are, how can it possibly
consider deferring any part of its preliminary inquiry? A good
question to ask which puts this in its proper perspective is
whether the Justice Department would defer Its investigation of
"ASSCAN" or *Koreagate, had the Rouse discovered it first and
asked for the opportunity to determine its position before the
prosecutors got started.

When I sought the Committee's review last February, I said
that I was willing to answer for any mistakes I might have made.
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1 am cooperating with all officials to this end. however, if t
Member has the obligatlon of undergoing such scrutiny and
withstanding potential penalties, then he or she has an eaual
right to be vindicated. Neither I nor any other Member is-E-d
have to wait for the issue to be resolved. My constituents
deserve expeditious ansvers to the questions that were raised.
The Rouse has a special obligation to provide these anwers in
general and has the special ability to do so when the charges
address areas of Rouse rules and expertise, such as campaign
expenditures, travel and conflict of interest.

Even If the Committee could find out that the Department was
looking into every allegation that was raised, so that there was
a complete overlap, that fact should not dictate deferral in any
way The charges that some have raised against me -- improper
reimbursements from campaign funds, improper use of funds ofe
leased automobile, etc. -- affect many other Members of
Congress. Decisions made be the Department could change the way
Rouse funds are used and louse activities are reported* These
areas especially are ones in which the Committee should not
defer. To do so would give the Executive branch and the Justice
Department the authority to write and re-write the rules
of conduct for the House.

Finally, and perhaps most telling of all from a personal
standpoint, the Department of Justice has had this matter before
it for nearly two and one half years. From an investigating
standpoint there-is no reason why-this matter could not have been
fully investigated and conclusions reached in 1984 or even 19S5.
After two and one-half years of inaction, basic fairness dictates
that the Department has abandoned any Oclaim" it might have on
Lnvestigory exclusivity.

I hope you can see from those points I have raised the
problems caused by the Departmentls request. Again, I want to
raise these with the ComTatteo personally on Wednesday. I also
repeat that I do not think the Committee can make a decision to
bind the full House without consulting the House on this very
important subject.

Thank you for your consideration, and I look forward to
dLcussing these issues when the Committee meets.

Sincerely,

Bill Boner
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Honorable Julian C. Dixon
Chairman, Comittee on Standards

of Official Conduct
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I am writing to follow up on our letter to you of
April 15. 1986, concerning the Department of Justice's
investilrtion into the activities of Congressman William
Boner of Tennessee (copy enclosed). The Department has
declined prosecution in this matter and considers the case
closed. We very much appreciate your cooperation in
deferring to our investigation.

Sincerely,

William F. Weld
Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Division

Enclosure

jon .hýI~
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