




August 21, 1990

Thomas Hiltachk

Nielsen, Merksamer, Hodgson,

  Parrinello & Mueller

770 L Street, Suite 800

Sacramento, CA  95814






Re:
Your Request for Confirmation of Telephone Advice

Our File No. A-90-494

Dear Mr. Hiltachk:


We have received your letter dated July 13, 1990 seeking formal written confirmation, pursuant to 2 Cal. Code of Regs. Section 18329(b), of telephone advice provided to you in June, 1990.  That advice related to your responsibilities as treasurer of the California Coordinating Council ("CCC"), under the sponsored committee provisions of the Political Reform Act ("the Act").  Your letter generally reflects the advice provided to you, but some clarification is necessary.


On the basis of the facts you provided, you were advised that  CCC appeared to be a "sponsored committee" for purposes of Regulation 18419(a)(2)(D) and Section 82048.7(b)(4), and that CCC appeared to have more than one sponsor.


You were also advised that because CCC had more than one sponsor who could not be described by reference to a single industry or identifiable group, CCC was not subject to that portion of Regulation 18419(b)(1) requiring a term identifying such a single industry or group be included in the CCC name.


Your letter then concludes that no sponsorship identification is required to accompany the name of the committee.  This was not part of the advice provided to you, and for that reason we cannot confirm your conclusion.  


In the Olson Advice Letter, A-88-284 (copy enclosed), we advised that the purpose of the Act's sponsored committee identification requirement was to make the public aware of the sponsorship of this type of committee.  Section 84106 requires a committee to include the sponsor's name in the committee name.  The multiple sponsor provision in Regulation 18419(b)(1) constitutes an exception to the general rule that the specific name of the sponsor must be included.  When the exception is applicable, our advice has been that an identifying term for multiple sponsors should be as specific as possible. 


In June, 1990, you were provided telephone advice that concluded the exception did not appear applicable to CCC because no single term described the organization's multiple sponsors representing different groups and industries.  However, it is incorrect to construe our advice that the inability to utilize the multiple sponsor provision of Regulation 18419(b)(1) in this manner exempts CCC from any sponsorship identification requirements.  It may necessitate, as was suggested in Olson, more than one term to describe the different groups which constitute CCC's sponsors.  And if no application of the exception can be utilized, the sponsorship identification requirements of Section 84106 may, in fact, require disclosure of all of the organization's sponsors.  


I hope this letter has provided you with the guidance you requested.  Please contact me if you have any further questions regarding this matter at (916) 322-5901.






Sincerely,






Scott Hallabrin






Acting General Counsel






By:
Jonathan S. Rothman







Counsel, Legal Division

SH:JSR:plh

Enclosure
