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Formal Complaint to tlie Federa 

Respondent(s): Congressman Bob Filner (CA-5 1 ), Bob Filner for Congress 
(C00261388) 

I. Brief Introduction 

During his time in office Rep. Bob Filner (CA-5 1) (hereinafter “Filner”), through 

his campaign committee, Bob Filner for Congress (id# COO26 1 3 88), has repeatedly 

conducted re-election campaigns. As part of these campaigns, Filner has employed his 

wife, Jane, as a campaign consultant, paying money to her business: “Campaign 

Resources” (As is later explained this “business” is not even a registered shell of a 

company, the money goes simply to her), thus enriching his family and himself as well, 

(under community property laws) from donations made to the re-election campaigns. 

Simply put, a portion of dollars (so far over half a million dollars as reported by 

Caitlin Rother in the San Diego Union-Tribune) given directly to Filner’s “campaign” 

from various political action committees, individuals, business owners and other special 

interest groups have been diverted directly to the Filner household accounts. (Note: as 

later explained, Filner is certain by his own admission that contributors are filly aware 

that the money is going to his household accounts). 
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Those facts have been admitted by Filner on various television broadcasts, public 

forums (including one witnessed by Attorney Jesse Mallinger on December 4,2005 at the 

Carlsbad Democratic Club), and have not been disputed by Filner at anytime. (It has also 

subsequently been revealed that Filner’s wife’s Consulting “Company” was a phony, or a 

sham, company and instead simply a name by which Filner could transfer monies to his 

wife. See attached news article in San Diego Union Tribune by Caitlin Rother.) 

This questionable hdraising scheme comes to light at a time when the public’s 

cynicism has reached an all-time high. First, Congressman Cunningham admitted to 

enriching himself with $2.4 million in bribes. Second, lobbyist Jack Abramoff plead 

guilty to a far-reaching congressional bribery scheme. Filner’s conduct of personal 

enrichment through a “sham” company deserves no less scrutiny and is equally 

reprehensible as he has deprived the public of honest services of government. 

11. Statement of Complaint 

Payments to family members fiom campaign contributions are only legal so long 

as they are “legitimate” and “bona-fide” for s e r k e s  actually rendered. In total, Filner 

has managed to divert approximately $500,00Ofiom campaign contributions to his wife ’s 

non-existent, non-registered “consulting company” (which of course landed in his 

family ’s bank accounts) ostensibly for “consultation.” (Payments by the Filner campaign 

at that tkpe to his wife was reported by Filner, and supported by documents enclosed 

herein.) 
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Furthermore, the bizarre circumstances surrounding the Filner fundraising 

company demonstrate that it is a phony entity that furthers their fiaudulent activity. 

“Campaign Resources” has no business records. It has no business license. It is not 

registered as required under law. It has no certificate of occupancy, no registered trade 

name and no federal tax identification number as required to do business under the laws 

of the Disirict of Columbia. The “business” has no phone registered to it. In fact, 

outgoing phone lines are registered to a United States Senator with no connection to 

Filner. The “business” has no letterhead, no employees and no other clients. Filner also 

refbsed to allow reporters to ask questions of his wife and refbses to reveal his income tax 

reports. 

Additionally, Bob Filner, in virtue of California law relative to community 

property, has a personal financial interest in each and every campaign contribution made 

to Bob Filner for Congress. In a San Diego Union-Tribune article, dated December 4, 

2005, Filner states that, “Everybody in Washington and in San Diego who contributes to 

me knows that my fhdraiser is Jane, so it’s a pretty open situation.” As such, those with 

business before the Congress or within Filner congressional district know that a monetary 

donation to the campaign will have a direct financial impact on Filner’s very own ‘ 

household income and bank accounts. 

. , The claim that that amount of money (over half a million dollars) might be 

justified as “legitimate” or “bona fide” expenses when, in fact, they are diverted to a 

sham company is extremely dubious at best and hereby claimed to be fiaudulent, and a 

fi-aud upon the Federal Election Commission and the American people. 
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It is hereby respectfully requested, that all votes made by Filner during all times 

in which campaign contributions went directly or indirectly into his own household 

income be examined by the Federal Election Commission, specifically the fiscal impact 

his votes and actions had on those contributors who donated to the campaign and Filner’s 

household. It is further requested that the Commission examine the proximity of Filner’s 

actions and votes to the contributions, the “earmarking” of fimds in the Safe Accountable 

Flexible Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 2005 for the benefit of campaign 

contributors whose money ultimately became part of Filner’ s household income, and all 

other explicit or implicit quid pro quo arrangements and public’s deprived right to 

“honest services.” Additionally, whether Filner’s wife performed bona fide services for 
\ 

the amount of money ($505,000) received, including but not limited to the month of 

January 2001 in which Filner-filed FEC documents suggest that Ms. Filner was paid 

$7000 in a month that she raised under $1200. 

111. Conclusion 

Upon review of the enclosed information, and W h e r  investigation of Filner’s 

votes as relate to his contributors, it is respectfully believed that The Commission will 

fiid Filner’s process of diverting campaign contributions directly into the accounts of his 

family and enriching himself violative of the letter of the law and openly hostile to the 

spirit of  the laws of The United States of America. 
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‘Lawmaker ’.’ 
‘ I  

keeps wife :. 
on.payroII - ‘  , 

I 

m e r  is sole client of spouse’s 
unregistered consulting business 
By Caitlin Rother, STAFF WRITER 

campaign funds to his wife for political consulting 
Services since 1995. For the past five yeam she has 

U.S. Rep. Bob F i e r  has paid at least $!jb5,000 in . 

run her unregistered busineh out 
of their condominium in Washing- 8 

ton, D.C. 
Fher has properly &ported the 

payments to his wife’s business, 
called Campaign Resources, on his 
cam- statements. He also has 
filed annual disclosure r e  
ports stating that his wife earns an 
undiklosed salary as a “self- U.S;’Rep.B&- 

However, the Distfict of Colym-‘ 
bia gimmxnent has no record of Caxhpaign Re- 
sources existing as a business, and directory assis- 
tance has no phone listing for that name. 

With no- public records linking Jane F i e r  to her ’ 
company, Bob F i e f s  constitbents have no way of 
knowing that some of his campaign contributions are 
hdhg their way into his household’s income: 

Asked to prove the existence of hjs wife’s business, 
FUn&s campaign provided faxed copies of a blank 
check from an account at Sunlkust bank and a sheet 

employed consultant” Filner i 
I 

. 

\ ,SEE Pilner, B6 
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p. FIL,NER 
CONTINU~D FROM PAGE 61 * 

Payments to 
wife 'irrelevant ,' 

, *  lawmaker says I 
Resources letter- 
outdated address 

"a perfectly legal ar- 
ent" that was cleared 

ning u n o ~ s e c ~ ~  theiiiai: time 
in 70 yeam a congressman in 
San Die& Comtyfaced no 
othercandidate. ' 

I 

Campaign issue 
Thisyear, Fhefs threetime 

opponent, Assemb- Juan 
Vargas, is makhgi*the pay- 
ments a central issue of his 
campaign for the Slst District 
seat 
kin p-& the .two 

D e m 0 C r a t i i c l i V d S ~ ~ -  
ing 8ccus8fion8 of m p l i b n .  
.With the prhary _still six 
months awhy, t@is muld be 
their ugliest battle yet 
"I think Ws a practjce that is 

absolutely the woe to. 
do and'I think.in some c a w  it 
could be legitimate, lpwever 
(ii this case) the appearance of 
impropriety is indi le ," said 
vargas, who is preparing a 
complaint to the Federal Elm 
tion Commission. 

Filner's response: "It's al-#, 
most laughable, because be 
knows very well this is a per- 
fectly legal situation. I have one I 

L 

: , & ,  ' ' ,--I 

not on~y legiti&e, bui M e  
vant to the congressid c a n  

%ats wiong with that? 
Why is that a stmy?" he asked 
He said Vargas is raidng the 
h e  to distract voters h m  fm- 
portant topick such 85 jobs, edu- 
cation and health care. 
Although paying family 

medxrswithcampa@fiurds 
is not an uncommon practie in 

election watchdogs 
, 'SaJfitiphmmSd bemimeit 
cah diffikultto measrire the 
qddit$and qpmw of seatas  

BiIl Wachob, a La Job @lit& 

worked for3ilner's campaigns 
since 1991, said that is not the 
.case here. The d t s  of- Jane 
. Fllnefs work am incontqmrt- 

. ible, he said, because she his 
xaiM more than $10 minion 
for the campaigns since 1995. 

a Shestartedhdraidngasavd- 
unteer before that he said, and 
has sewed as the primary fund- 
raising cofisdtant since then. 
I ?he $10 million figure, haw- 
ever. turned out to be over- 

ywpmvided. 

@ media co-t who has 
Pl 

' of the best fundraisers in Wash-1 

~bvio~sly, implicitly, and some 

sb&. 

&&on Commission spokes 
hideany- 'ington, someone who I trwb Bob Biersack, a Federal 

client is one who has the respect all, ma, m d s  &OW that 
the past through Washington and sari F i e f s  mpaigns a to- 

Diego for her professionalism.F tal of $4.6 &on b m  January 

them, but she can't - she's r a i d .  ~ u r i n g  m e  pi- 
od, B i e d  said, F h e f s  cam- 

" ... She has offers h n i  1995throughSeptember2005, 
the other congress people mtl WE& means h a &  equates 
to other campaigns to work for 11 percent of d the money 

for workingforusfun-time." 

I by an opponent; a Stqtegy Fi 

year. 

fundrai lng and political con- Fiher contended that I$ p&sepent$3.9don. 
sulting services in 1998, when longtime practice of payihg family membem can 
Fher ad the lwtury of l ~ n -  campa@ funds to his wife is lealyeam&&dpentoawk 

ner @mself used ih his 1992 
campaign for Congress. 
,. In a'campaign mail&, Flier 

ridiculed his mblican oppo- 
, nent, Tony' Valenda, for using 
. almost half his campaign contri- 
butions to "buy expensive suits 

what is 

I 

I 
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I andtoputhiswifeonthepay- 

mil. A memo he released 
fi-omhishfitm,PerkinsCuie, 

cautioned "there may be poiit% 
calrislcs :.. co ;m 
ads opponent the' 
issue . . . and even tile'a f o d  
complaint, regardless ofitsiack 
of merit, witb @e FEC." 

said the ppqiie wa8 legal# but, 

National OcNffny ' 
The issue bf paying cam 

paign funds to family members 
gained national attention earlier 
this yearwhenitbecame public 
that Rep. Tom Dew, R-Texas, 
had paid more than $500,000 to 
his wife and daughter since 
2001, In September, DeLaywas 
indictedinT~onundated 
charges of c o b  in acam- 
paign h c e  scheme. 

vargas Wmplained 
about the payments tq Fihefs 
wife in an article published in 
lke San Diego Union-Mune 
in April. He brought his con- 
cems to the newqmptds atten- 
tion again recently a k r  learn- 
ing the payments tcitalled mom 
thah $500,000 and that the Db . trict of Columbmb;ad no record 
ofthecompany. ' 

To operate a home condt- 
ing business in Washington, 
-D.C.,'officials there said the . 
business owner must obtain a 
certidicate of occupancy ii-om 
the district government and 
register a @de name and fed- 
eral tax number. They said 
Campaign Resources has done 
none of the above, whicli could 
lead to a notice of irifraction and 
fines-of at least $2,OOo. 

Wachob said Finer's cam 
paign consulted with an attor- 
ney-again after hearing this 
from the Union-7'ribune and 
was advised that only one issue 
with Jane Fiilner's business 
neededtobemedied. 

"It appem that she does 
need to register a trade name, 
and it does appear that that was 
an oversight and a mistake and 
that she will.comply with that," 
Wachob said. 

Ethics questioned 
Wcials fmm twp ~ t i o d  

election watchdog agencies in 
Washington said the Connu- 
ence of factors surrounding FiiL 
nefs armngeqmtwith his wife 
raises questions of:both' busi- 
ness and politid ethics. 
"It's not uncommon that 

membem will pay their fhmily 
m q ca&aig4 $euitlg,.'lsllt~ 
tbb -fit do& raise qU*- 

'r "r - 

~ . 1 .e-- & -- - -1- 
tionsinteamaofthequalltyof f u s e d t o p a p d u c e t ~ ~ ~ ~ t b a t  
the disclosm,"said Mike 9ul. UPthal-eNm 
r u a c o , ~ 9 f e t h l c s ~  saidhewddnot 
paigns for Common ~ w . ~ * l f  dow his*& ~ f m  yem &,be 
this is not '& entity, inteniiewedfortMsstmyo ' 
what is it? And why h!t it an don? ta&@ &e 

- o$dal entity seeing how its press,'' he &d. "Vendom pho 
been opesatEng like this for work for me don't -'to .& 
years?'' plW&WSoUr@iro l l .  
s Noble,, with @e Center for ' cyo I ta& for the catqdp,  If 
Responsive Politics, said the youhaveanythhgfort&+~ 
Eact tbat'F'ilner's wide has no paign,askme." 
other dents contributes to the A we& at& mer ,irddde 
appeairurCe thkt he is to this s@tmmf, Wdob, & 6 
hide't?dr armgemat. campdgn vendbr, be 

Filner said he generally U,im-ZWunstoamkqfqia& 
agrees with people iivm the tionsforthisstory. 

, Cqter for Responsive Politics 
and'has worked with them on to let his wife sjxak for hesgelf 
campaign hancepform, but only underscored questions 
he disagrees with than on this about the legitimacy of the poip; 
issue. men& 

"Everybody in vhsbgton "This money is 0wed.b &- 
and in San hego who antrib 1 as a camgaign p.ofessrodal.~~ 
utesbmehowsthatmy,fwb yet when asked if she .- 
raiser is Jane, so it's a plletb' speak about it, he spy~, mo, 
open situation," Fbeq said. she's -my e.' Wait a 

Fbq said he solicited bids Whichoqeisit?" he sal&'* ' 

to make sure! her fee wad at jageMdmanSed&bk 
market rate before puttbg her ner d e  she was working at 
under contract, and he re- the San Diegq b a d  A&ney 

. checksthatfeeperiqdicdy. FomationCommisdon&&h 
'We're paying her far less oversees in judsdb' 

than other people in similar p t i 0 4  boundaries and the a- 
sitions make and what she . -on of local m e n t  
could make on the outside, but entities. - .  
we lilie to 'work together," Fu. sbe stafted the as $r dall 
ner said. analyst in October 1WB ahd 

Flier said his wife has I ded- was promoted to execu6 of& 
icated business phone line in cer in mid-1984, said +e b#, , 
their condominium, and he p m  who replaced her when she left 
vided the number to the Union- in December'l992. 
Tribune. The number was Jane Fiier moved to Wash- 
listedjn directow assisfance ington with het husbany'affer 
beipg registered to Triends of he won his c0-4 &at. 
Max Baucas." On the answer- There, Wachob sdd, ,she 
ing machine message, Jane FiU- worked as the exec~th! d h p  
ner identifies h&lf by name, tor for a politid d o n  dotHmit- 
but nyer me bons Campaign tee caned D e m o c r a t s ~ ,  n@w 
b u m s  or Lwsing. Max known 88 21st ceittury Q- 
Baum is a US. senator and a CrZLfs, &om May 1993 tb' De 
Democrat Erom Montana. s q b e r  1994. 

Fher's campaign said the Fl ier  said his w k ' a l s o  
number is a "Fiier for Corn worked for some 0th- cant 
grek line," but directory assis- paigns befon! joining his. He 
tance pas no such listing. said she has a bachelor's de 
Wachob said Jane F'iier has gree in plitjcal science fiwn 
never worked for Baucus - a San Jose State U- aiird a 
fad confirmed by the senatofs master's aegree in pub& ad- 
chief of staff - at least as far midstration fmm Sen Dkgo 
back as 1996. I state U M W .  

Initially, Filner told the Ben Katz, another of Fher's 
Union-Wbune that his wife had campaign con-ts in. San 
obwed  a business license as Diego, said Jane Fher has-ql- 
required and that he would fax ways- bkn involved in *+st 
a cow to the newspaper. Sevq erery aspect of her hus-d's 
al days @ex=, mer said he had Campaigns. 
misspoken. "She's a nice 

In the mid-l99os, he 'said, said. "She,'s also one qd the 
Jane Flier checked with ld smartest people he had die 
gwe@hht officials and was OW- to work gm'bn 
n 4  a business licenk. He = l o t h y  he-" -~ ., I .  .,- 
~ s h e p a o I s t a K e s l i t t e m y  
&ersolepmprietm&ip. clltln mq (619) S&& 

Vargas said flilner's 

' 

told W a condtant didn't s . I k n O w 1 ~  

I -  
, -  

l ' h~& Wmb,  FIhq mn d U h & t k h @ ~ , - : ; a . .  



The San Diego Union-Tribune Tuesday, December 6,2005 

.. with the Filn&rs, but it's 

. 
I 

I .  

' 
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Hlner's hdra,i$ing is less than'transparent 1 

ou know ad elected 
,official has Some ex- 
plaining to do when, 
in looking at his ac- 
tions, observers begin 

like this: "It maybe legal but. .." . It's what comes after the "but? that 
gets you into trouble: I ... But it sure looks bad. . 

... But it flunks the smell test ... But it raises questions: 
*= Take yow pick. Eifier way, it's 

bad news for Rep. Bob Filner, D- 
San Diego, who has . I  

"\, 
I .  

proven that Republicans difficult to -say-for.sure. 
aren'ttheonlyoneswho That's becausci there 
can find themselves un- doesn't seem to be much 
der ethics clouds. hard evidence that. Jane 

For the last 10-years, F i e f s  business actually 
Rep. Fiher has used his exists. There apparently 
campaignfundstopay - aren't .many records. She 
at least $505,000 to his has only one: client: Rep. 
wife, Jane, for what the , Filner. And the business 
Filners insist are legiti- , isn't. registered with the 
mate political consult- Repm-b Fllner District of Columbia, as 
ing services. Jane Fil- , .. : officials there'told the 
ner earns an widisclosed salary for ' Unioii-Tribune it is 'tequired to 
sxmingas-in Rep. Filner's wbrds - "a self-employed consultant";.in 
a business run out of the couples 
condominiym in Washington. a 

Most, of the consulting at issue 
seemsl imi~tofundrai~,with 

I Jane Fiier having helpkd her hus 
band raise in the neighborhqod 
of $4.6 million for his campaigns 
since 1995. Her half-milliondol- 
lar fee would amount to about 11 
percent of that total. Professional 
fundraisers,often charge as much 
as 20 m n t  for-their services, a0 
cording to Rep. F'iier. 

This may be a fonn of nepotism, 
but it's ago perfedy legal .- if it's 
done the, right way. It's perfectly 
-line qr  @ om* to use qunpaign 
funds td compensate family meflk 
bers for professional serbices ren- 
dered at fair-market value. It's not 

You may recall that the cam- 
paign apparatus of foqner House 
Majority hader Tom DeLay, R- 
Texas, paid out about $5OO,OOO in 

p even temlly originaL 

be bylaw. 
Rep. Filner disputes that. .He 

insists that Washingtbn officials 
told-him that a homqbased con- 
sultipg firm didn't hkve b be reg- 
istered and that he received legal 
advice all a l o e  that left him ,con- 
fident that he and kiis wife weren't 
doing anything wrong. Of course, 
he says, now that the issue has- 
come up, his wife.'will go ahead 
and registerher company with 
the city.' 

That's a fine.start. we w o t ~  
also hope that, from this point for- 
ward, the rilners keep better r e  
* d s  of thqii de-. plur work 
that Jane. Fhe$does on behalf of 
her husband's dunphigns need8 to 
be spelled out in black and white, 
so that thoqewho pay the bills - 
that is; the contributors to Rep. F'ii 
nefs bpaigns - can =.where 

?It .inpy--bk evemi; that 

nocent q d  above board, but. ... 

iiir money $$i. 

has trarigpifed W ~ S  totally in-, 
I 
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REPORT dF RECECPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS 
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SCHEDULE I3 
I f C  I 

FOR LINE NUMBER 
17 

I 

Any inforimtbn copied from such Reparte and Statement! ma 
camerical purpmee, other than using the riame an+ addreaa of any poli t ical  
camittee ta eolicit contributions from euch committee. 

not be so ld  or 
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‘ SCHElXJLE B ITEMIzFn LllXSBURSEMENTS 
Operating Expenditures 
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FOR LINE NUlrIBER 
17 

S u B m m  of Di~bursementa Thla Page bptional]  - - - - & .  . . . m .  .> 

TOTAL This Period (last page this l i n e  namber only1 . . . . -. =+ 

m y  information copied f m m  wch Reports and Statemerita may not be auld ot 
ueed by any person far the*purposelof soliciting contributions or far 
cammerical purposes, othcrltha? using the name and address of any political 
c-itttee to sdicsit contributions from such committee, 
NAME OF COMMITTEE 

Bob Filner far Cangresa COO261388 
\ 
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SCHEDULIE B ITEMIZED DISB'LIRS3MXNTS 
Oporsttmng Expenditures 



i l  I - 
San Diego, GA 92112 CA/5Q 1 :!YES NO 

63 , 426.86 i 
i 68,426.86 I 
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Operating Expendituree 
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Any information copied f r o m  m c h  Reporte and Statement8 m y  not be! soli O r  
wed by any person for the 
camtluerical purposes, other &an using the  name and addreaa of any political 
committee to solicit contribyuans from mch Cbmmittee. 

NAME OF COMhI'ITBB 
Bob Fil& far Congress CC)G251388 
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' Any in€ormation copied from cruch Reports and StatementE may not be sold or 
wad b any P~HOII  fbt  the  purpose of soliciting cmtributiona or for 
commerrcal purpoqee, other than walng the mame and address a€ any political 
emmittee ta aalrcit  contrhutianrr from Buch committee. 

OF 
I 

FOR LINE XUMHER 
a n  

I SUBTOTAL o f  Diaburaementa T h i s  Page Iaptianzrl) . . .  . ... . ... .>I $ 9 4 3 6 . 6 2  I 
I TOTAL This Period ( l a e t  page t h i e  l i n e  number only) m m m m m m  4 
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m y  information copled from such Reporte and Statements may fiat be Bold or 
ueed b c0-r 1 cal purposes, other Ehaq using the  name and addrcea aE any political 
camittee to aolicit cmtributzons frm such committee, 

any person €or the urpose of sdlfcPticag contributions ax fog 

f a 

' 
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SCHEDUL8 B I I g I 

FOR LINE NUMBER 
17 

Any information copied f r o m  such Repdrte and Statements may not be sold OX 
ueed By amy person for the  
commerical purpoeea, other ahan using the  name and address of any pelitical 
committee to solicit contributions frum auch committee- 

urpose of soliciting contributions or for 



REPORT OF R E C E I ~  AND DISBURSEMENTS 

2, FEG IDENTIFJWTIOW NUMBER 
CbCI7613&8 

$135,608 . 82 1 
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SCHEDULE B ITHMIZED DISBWEME!&ITS 
Operating Expenditures 

Any infomatian copied from such Reporte and Statements may not br6 Bold or 
used by any person far the! 
camrnerical p u r p ~ ~ e s ,  other , b a n  using the name and address of any palitical 
committee ta salicit cnntrihuciane from such committee. 

urpaee,d solidtirsg eontributaone or for 

1 NAME OP COMMITTEE 
Bob Filner for Congress COO261388 



2 FEClQENTlACATlONNlJMEER 
COO261388 

SUMMARY 

\ 



SCHEDULE XT&MIZ&D DISBURSEMENTS 
Operating Ekpendituree 

I I P F a  
PUR LIJSIE NUM6BR 

I 3  -- 
my information ccpied from auch Reports and Statement@ m y  not be sold or 
used by any person for the puxpoae of si>liciting contributaona or for 
commerical p u r p ~ ~ e ~ ~  other-thm wing the name and addreee of =y pdi t i ca l  
camittee t o  solicit cmntributhm from such committee. 

' 

MUM I 
B 643.40 I 

I 
I 
I 
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t REPORT OF R E C E I ~  AND DISBURSEMENIS e I 

K F  San Diego, CA 92112 
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4. TYPE OF REPORT 
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my informatian copied from much Reports and Staternenta may not be sold 032: 
ueed by any peram for the 
commefaca51. purporearr, other Phan ueing the name dlnd aadreaa of any political 

urpoae of aoliciting contributions or far I committee to solicit  contributione from auch committee. 
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Bob Filner for Cangress 600261388 
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$123,936.74 1 
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Congressional Races 

Callery Susan, Poway, CA 

Callerv Susan, Powav, CA 

$361 11/1/2001 expense reimbursement 

$1 00 10/8/2001 Adminstrative/Salary/Overhi 

Callery Susan, Poway, CA 

Callery Susan, Poway, CA 

$1 00 2/7/2002 In Kind - Decorations for evc 

$100 111 112002 Office Supplies, Food 

Callery Susan, Poway, CA 

Callery Susan, Poway, CA 

Callery Susan, Poway, CA 

Callerv Susan, Powav, CA 

$100 1/23/2002 Office Supplies. Food 

$91 1/8/2002 Mileage, Postage 

$91 1/8/2002 Mileage, Postage 

$78 12/5/2001 AdminstrativelSalarylOverhi 

Callery Susan, Poway. CA 

Callerv Susan, Powav. CA 

' $36 1/29/2002 AdrninstrativelSalarylOverhi 

$36 1/29/2002 AdminstrativelSalarylOverhi 

Callery Susan, San Diego, CA 

Callery Susan, San Diego, CA 

Callery Susan, San Diego, CA 
1 

$2,353 7/3 1 /2002 AdminstrativelSalarylOverhi 

$2,352 2/22/2002 Adminstrative/Salary/Overhi 

$2,352 3/29/2002 Adminstrative/Salary/Overhi 

, Callery Susan, San Diego, CA $2,352 5/3 112002 Adminstrative/Salary/Overhi 

Callerv Susan, San Diego, CA $2.352 6/28/2002 AdminstrativelSalarylOverhi 

Callery Susan, San Diego, CA 

Callery Susan, San Diego, CA 

Callery Susan, San Diego, CA 

Callery Susan, San Diego, CA 

$1,276 8/19/2002 Adminstrative/Salary/Overhi 

$528 4/3/2002 mileage & expenses reimb 

$444 5/1 5/2002 AdminstrativelSalarylOverhi 

$361 8/16/2002 Other-Reimbursement 

Page 1 of 2 
. 

l i < C y 4 c  ! DONATE 
SEARCH 

#'The Election :a Who I 'Who Gt 'Get 
LBasics f f  Overview , ["Gives --: I Gets I : - . ~ e w ~  I Local! i 

Congress I Congressional Committees I Parties Presidential Data I Congressional Races I Advocacy 
Groups 

Summary Data 
Total Raised 
Quality of Disclosure 

BOB FILNER (D) 

Expenditures 
2001 -2002 Cycle 
Total Records 1396 Geographic Data 

In- vs Out-of-state 
. Top Metro Areas 

Top Zip Codes 
Next Set of Records >> I 

I ReciDient I Amount] Date I Description 

Interest Groups 
Business / Labor / Ideological 

Split In PAC Contributions 
Sector Totals 
Top Industries 
Top Contributors 

, Percent Coded 

I Callerv Susan. Poway, CA I $1 00 I 10/8/2001 I Adminstrative/Salary/Overhi 

I Callerv Susan, Powav, CA I $100 I 11/4/2001 I Adminstrative/Salary/Overhi 

I Gallery Susan, Poway, CA I $100 I 11/4/2001 I Adminstrative/Salary/Overhi 
~~ 

1 Gallery Susan, Poway, CA I $100 I 1211 212001 I AdminstrativelSalarylOverhi 

I Gallery Susan, Poway, CA I $100 I 1211 212001 I Adminstrative/Salary/Overhi 

(in, Poway, CA I $100 I 2/7/2002 I In Kind - Decorations for evc 
Other California Races 

GO TO POLITICIAN 
(USE LAST NAME) I Calle& Susan, Poway, CA I $100 I 111 112002 I Office Supplies, Food 

I Gallery Susan, Poway, CA I $100 I 1/23/2002 I,@ffice Supplies, Food 

I Cailerv Susan. Powav. CA I $78 I 12/5/2001 I Adminstrative/Salary/Overhi 

I Callerv Susan. Powav. CA I $52 I 2/22/2002 I reimbursement- office suppl 

~~~ I Callerv Susan. Poway, CA 1, $12 I 10/3/2001 I reimb-supplies 

I Gallery Susan, Poway, CA I $12 I 10/3/2001 I reimb-supplies 
THE CENTER 

FOR RESPONSIVE 
POLITICS 

I Callery Susan, San Diego, CA I $2,352 I 4/26/2002 I Adminstrative/Salary/Overhi 

~~~~ I Callery Susan, San Diego, CA I $2,352 I 7/31/2002 I AdrninstrativelSalarylOverhi 

I Callery Susan, San Diego, CA I $1,276 I 8/19/2002 I Adrninstrative/Salary/Overhi 

I 

h ttn //www nnencerret c nrp/ra rec/exneiid acn7C'Tn=NOOnn7O? ? Rr cvcl p=3 On3 Rr Cnrt=NRrPa 4/ 1 5 / 3  OO 5 



Congressional Races 

Callery Susan, San Diego, CA 

Callery Susan, San Diego, CA 

Callet'y Susan, San Diego, CA 

Callery Susan, San Diego, CA 

Page 2 of 2 

$360 8/16/2002 Other-Reimbursement 

$143 6/25/2002 Parking, Postage, Mileage 

$1 00 511 5/2002 AdminstrativelSalarylOverhi 

$1 00 611 812002 AdminstrativelSalarylOverhr 

Campaign Group, La Jolla, CA 

Campaign Group, La Jolla, CA 

Campaign Group, La Jolla, CA 

I Callery Susan, San Diego, CA I $52 I 2/22/2002 I reimbursement- office suppl 

$55,946 2/6/2002 Advertising-television buy 81 

$55,946 2/6/2002 Advertising-television buy & 

$1,000 1/29/2002 Advertising-consulting fee 

I Callew Susan, San Diego. CA I $32 I 511 5/2002 I mileage reimbursement 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

$4,500 1/30/2001 finance mgmtlfundraising 

$4,500 1/30/2001 Professional Services 

$4,200 5/23/2001 finance mgmtifundraising 

$4,200 5/23/2001 finance mgmtifundraising 

$4,200 2/25/2002 Fundraisingconsultant fee 

I Campaign Group, La Jolla, CA I $1,000 I 1/29/2002 I Advertising-consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC .- I $4,500 I 1/30/2001 I finance mgmtifundraising 

NOTE Where expenditures to financial institutions have a description of "see below," the actual e) 
make up the total are itemized as separate entries elsewhere in the report. 

Previous Set-of Records _] L Next Set of Records : - .... .-LUYY.--. "I. 

i 



Congressional Races 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

$3,000 3/30/2001 finance mgmtlfundraising 

$3,000 4/28/2001 finance mgmtlfundraising 

$3,000 4/28/2001 finance mgmtlfundraising 

Page 1 of2  

kiQkE , DONATE 
I SEARCH- 

Congress I Congressional Committees I Parties I Presidential Data I Congressional Races I Advocacy 

Election 2 'Who *( *Who >$ 'Get 
Overview [-Gives I Gets f tLocall .I 

Groups 

BOB FILNER (D) Summary Data 
Total Raised 
Quality of Disclosure Expend itures 

2001 -2002 Cycle 
Total Records 1396 Geographic Data 

In- vs Out-of-state 
Top Metro Areas 
Top Zip Codes 

I Recipient I Amount( Date I Description 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 2/25/2002 I Fundraisingconsultant fee Interest Groups 
Business / Labor / Ideological 

Split In PAC Contributions 
Sector Totals 
Top Industries 
Top Con t ri bu to rs 
Percent Coded 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 3/28/2002 I Fundraising-consultant fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 3/28/2002 I Fundraising-consultant fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 4/29/2002( Fundraising-consultant fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 5/24/2002 I Fundraising-consultant fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 7/1/2001 I Fundraising-Consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 7/1/2001 I Fundraising-Consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 7/30/2001 I Fundraising-Consulting fee 
Other California Races I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 7/30/2001 I Fundraising-Consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 8/28/2001 I Fundraising-Consulting fee 
GO TO POLITICIAN 
(USE LAST NAME) 

OK1 
I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,2=1-- 8/28/2001 I Fundraising-Consulting fee. 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 9/28/2001 I Fundraising-Consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 9/28/2001 I Fundraising-Consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 10/26/2001 I Fundraising-Consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 10/26/2001 I Fundraising-Consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 11/26/2001 I Fundrarsing-Consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 11/26/2001 I Fundraising-Consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 1/3/2002 I Fundraising-consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 1/3/2002 I Fundraising-consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 1/27/2002 I Fundraising-consulbng fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC _ I  I $4,200 I 1/27/2002 I Fundraising-consulbng fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 7/3/2002 I Fundraising-consulting fee 
THE CENTER 

FOR RESPONSIVE 
POLITICS 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 7/3/2002 I Fundraising-consulbng fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 7/26/2002 I Fundraising-consulbng fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 7/26/2002 I Fundraising-consulbng fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 9/2/2002 I Fundraising-consulbng fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 9/2/2002 I Fundraising-consulbng fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $4,200 I 5/23/2001 I Professional Services 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $3,000 I 3/30/2001 I finance mgmtlfundraising 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $3,000 I 3/30/2001 I Professional Services 

1 Campaign Resources, Washington, DC ' I '$3,000 I 4/28/2001 I Professional Services 



Page 2 of 2 Congressional Races 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 12/16/2002 I consulbng fee 

. 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 1/2/2001 I finance mgmtlfundraising 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 1/2/2001 I finance mgmtlfundraising 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 12/28/2002 I Fundraising-consulbng 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 10/2/2002 I Fundraising-consulting fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 10/30/2002 I Fundraising-consulbng fee 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 1/2/2001 I Professional Services 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $1,000 I 12/16/2002 I Fundraising-victory bonus 

I Cardenas Jesus, Chula Vista, CA I $1,833 I 10/26/2001 I Adminstrative/Salary/Overh 

I Cardenas Jesus, Chula Vista, CA I $1,833 I 10/26/2001 I Adminstrative/Salary/Overh 

I Cardenas Jesus, Chula Vista, CA I $1,375 I 11/29/2001 I Adminstrative/Salary/Overh 

I Cardenas Jesus, Chula Vista, CA I $1,375 I 11/29/2001 I Adminstrative/Salary/Overh 

I Carlson Craig, Chula Vista, CA I $175 I 8/9/2001 I Campaign Event-photos 

I Carlson Craig, Chula Vista, CA 1' $175 I 8/9/2001 I Campaign Event-photos 

I Carlson Craig, Chula Vista, CA I $175 I 8/30/2001 I Campaign Event-photos 

I Carlson Craig, Chula Vista, CA I $175 I 8/30/2001 I Campaign Event-photos 

NOTE Where expenditures to financial institutions have a description of "see below," the actual e) 
make up the total are itemized as separate entries elsewhere in the report 

I 
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Bob Filner: Campaign Finan oney - Contributions - Congressman 

Recipient Amount Date 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC $4,200 11/30/2004 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC $4,200 10/31/2004 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC . $4,200 10/1/2004 

Page 1 of2  

Description 

Fundraising Consultant 

Fundraising consulting fi 

Fundraising fee 

. 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

HGJk : DONATE 
s EARC H: 

"Who Who - Get 
LGives I I Gets 1 !..News-' \-.Local! 'i 

Congress I Congressional Committees I Parties Presidential Data I Congressional Races 1 Advocacy 

$2,500 4/1/2004 Fundraising Consultant 

$2.500 3/1/2004 Fundraising consultant f 

$2,500 2/9/2004 consulhng fee 

$1,704 1/6/2004 Fundraising project fee 

2003-2004 Profile 
Total Raised 
Geographic Totals 
S,ector Totals 
Top Industries 
Top Contributors 
Expenditures . 

Indirect Expenditures N W !  

~~~~ ~ 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

2003-2004 Data 
2004 Election 
List PAC Contributions 
Other Spending 

$2,500 1/1/2004 Fundraising consultant f 

$2,500 12/1/2003 Fundraising-consultant ff 

Other Data 
Career Profile NW! 

2002 Election 
2001 -2002 Profile 
2000 Election 
1999-2000 Profile 
1998 Election 
1997-98 Profile 
1995-96 Profile 
1993-94 Profile (pdf file) 
Personal Finances ' 

Legislation (off-site) 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC 

States Home 
California Contribubon 

Profile 

$2,500 6/6/2003 Fundraising-consulting fc 

$2,500 5/7/2003 Fundraising-consulting fc 

$2,500 4/9/2003 Fundraising-consulting fc 

$2,500 3/1/2003 Fundraising-consulting fc 

$2,500 1/30/2003 Fundraising-consulting fc Politicians Home 

GO TO POLITICIAN 
[USE LAST NAME) 

Groups 

BOB FILNER (D-CA) 

Expend itu res 
I 

I CamDaign Resources, Washington, DC I $3,000 I 8/26/2004 I Fundraising consultant f 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $1,000 I 8/6/2004 I Fundraising consultant f 
~~ ~ I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 7/27/2004 I Fundraising consultant f 

1 Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 6/28/2004 I Fundraising consultant f 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 5/28/2004 I Fundraising consultant f 

-Resources. Washington, DC ' I $2,500 I 5/1/2004 I Fundraising 

I Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 11/4/2003 I Fundraising-consultant ff 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 10/1/2003 I Fundraising-consultant ff 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 8/27/2003 I Fundraising-consulting fc 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 7/28/2003 I Fundraising-Consulting F 

Campaign Resources, Washington, DC I $2,500 I 7/1/2003 I Fundraising-consulting fc 

NOTE Where expenditures to financial institutions have a description of "see below," the actual expenditu 
make up the total are itemized as separate entries elsewhere in the report 

All the numbers on this page are for the 2004 election cycle and based on Federal Election Commission d 
on Sunday, February 27, 2005 Feel free to distribute or cite this material, but please credit the Center for I 
Politlcs 



Bob Filner: Campaign Finan oney - Contributions - Congressman 
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