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SCHEDULE or WINDING DOWN COSTS PAID 8/2/92 - 3/22/93

CHECK. PAYEE £X.PENSE 'AMOUNT
Mat "93 I i I

313 )JacAt SenNett payroll I 1243 20
10110 ;Claude Mceo.~k2 acd I S401 .•
1086g C,..,tl' BaM .fed 1120 POI tax•• I 11.794.00
10861 ,StaDfes !ofIce sUOOhel I 1211.71

Fef)'g3
)11 'JaCklBenneft payTOl I $2.2.72

--~---

312 < Jadu Bennett payroCl I 1243.20
10eGe Postmaster I stamPs SIlO.00
., 0fSM .Manalt Pheip$ off up (12.-'92) S401.58
10864 VA Dept of Tu tVA_ S1Q.24
10181 IRS lid .... - - -. '.-aa..
,oaeo IA Dept of Revenue IAwIh S51.1l
10158 DC Treasurw :OC WItt $141"
10151 Dept of Empby SeN --&-. tax "54..20
10857 iCornp of TreaNY 41\ Ouatter 1992 $1.325..
1085S C1aude McOonIkt 8CCl SZ50GO

Jan 1J3 ~~. . ....
305 ! Betsy ,. .payroI $1.104.10.
308 Jac:ki 8enneCt !payroI -- .. ....... G42.73
301 'JacXi Bennett 'paytUI S460.5O
308 'Jacki Bennett !payrol S24.12
309 Betsy- payTOI $2.701.33
310---seuy -- -<payroI j 52.-101.33

10855 'Paul DiNino Fec~suI
, $1.35482

108S3 Charles TOdd Fee coosutt $36.00
10852 :Claude McOonaid acet

~ 1145.00.
1cas1 'Manatt Phelps oftic:e exp C9-11J921 I $2,,475.»
"0850 Manatt Phelps Iega! fees ! $2.250.00
1oa.-9 Manart P~e!ps legal fees (' ., 192} \ $3.196,81
1C8A1 JA Dept of F"tnanC8 IA .#11 i $15.58
~08A8 Dept of Tax VAWIH ! 3695
1C8A2 Chudt Todd FEe consult $36.00
10840 MaryL~ Bowren Fee consuft I $1.0.00

: 1992 I Ii

Dee "92 I i i
295 :Crestar Bank ,fed WIH $1.428.13
296 :Betsy Sd'!wenge4 payroll S1.804.g()
291 IOenlse Rathman .PaYrOI i S8OO.7I
298 I Jack! Bennett lpayTOll i $205.55

299 Bruce Kieloch payroll i S253S2
300 Oenms Conway payrol $301.40
30' VA Cept of taxanon VAWIH : '11081
302 Denr'ls Conway payrolt ; $159.96

303 'JacXl Bennetl payroft ~ $242.73
304 Betsy Scnwe"9ej payrol $1.804.90

·C837 ~anat1 Pt'le1os of' eXI) $2.037.12
,CS3S Arner TeCh E..t~.ange comP\lter reota4 i $4,515.60

10836 Manan Phelps ;legal fees (9-' M2) I $4.118.11

1C-825 Chua Todd FEe consult ! $12.00
,CS25 ChUCk Todd FEe consult ; s.-2.00.- . -

_.
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CHECK. 'PAYEE E.'(PENSE AMOUNT
10822 :Postmaster buslnns teoly aod I S75000
10805 iThe unNersdy Club fR i $122.95
10798 ;Mindy's Catennv ,FR I 1150.10
10787 ·man~tt Phe;os off~ S3.895.51
'0798 !UaNU Phetpa ........ (8-9;92) I ......
10195 ,Peter mamacos transpOC1,ation SS.OO
10191 1Latty Hayes accl i 13.420.00
10780 !Latry hayes -=cl 15.163.17

Nov "92 I

288 [Betsy - ...
~ ---~- tPIIYGI - S1.1CM'".-.

281 8Nce I<JeIodl !ptIyni --- Im.'1
290 ,Dennis Conway :~ S273.•
291 'DeniM Rathman ..~ j $~OI

292 CtestarBri "Id¥IH- --- , -S1._."
293 IA Oep( of Revttnue :IAVWH I $141.82

294 DCGcWt ....--- -lOC".' · .,.. i ---;;-MAl..
10719 Postmaster -- :statnpa ! $170.00
10778 Jeffs.- .- COftIUI QJOGO
10777 ,Chuck Todd Fee c:et\$UI .1.00
10776 ;C1aude McOoNId ~8CCI 1 $180.00
10775 Con'vn Strategte. 'direct rn8II (FR) 1 $8.382.80
10n4 .Postmas1ef ~bOK"" S3t.00
10n3 Oenr:tS C()nway tramoortabOn $10.00
10768 manan ~etps ·rent (1 t192). $1.000.00
10787 scas .heaIh insurance (11.m) I 12.....
10766 ·8CSS heath ...(9.1~

,
$622..15I

Oct "92 I

210~ Kietocn <~ $780.11
211 .OeNse Rathman ~~. j sm.01
272 Crestat' fedWIH : $1.5$4."
273 &ttsy r- :PerrOI $1.*~1O

214 Oe~ Conway 'payrol I $oW9.13
275 .Cres" 'fedWH ! $1.53IS..2I
276 1&tsy - :PaYt'OI \ S1.8()l.1O
2n i Oencse Rathman ~ ! $778.01
278 .StVCe KieIoeh !~ I S7IO.'1
279 ·Oennts Conway l~ ! S33tl71
280 ICrestil FedW'H I $1.543.07
281 I Betsy Schwe_~ !~ i $1.8CM.1O
282 DenIse rathrnaa.., lpa~ Sn6.08
283 Bruce KieIoeh ~~ $710.11
284 ;Oe~n.s Corway pa'f"OI $352.71
285 VA Dept of taxatJon VAWlH $73.90
286 iCompt of Treas MOWM $~SS

10765 DC Ooes ;ume~ta.x S82ti 03
107&4 Pc SL"'I"ta ster posta~ (FR) $190 00
10762 .JacJu Bennett FEe consul 5200.00
10761 'Chanes Todd ~ Fee c:cnIUI I $90.00
~0160 S~ac'es offsuooies SJ6 57
10756 'Oentse Rathman !trIt\SpOt1ation ! $2Q.CO

~O7'8 La~ ~av~s acd $100000

't--
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CHECK' .PAYEE EXPENSe AMOUNT
10696 :Man.att P1'\elOS .rent (' (W2) ! $100000
~ 0682 .Charles TOdd FEe eonsuft i $9900,

1068' !Jadti Sennett FEe eonsuft $250 00
Sept '92 i I

24! Chuck Todd 'payrol $9000
246 Crlstar Fed WIH S~.5S715

247 Setsy Schw~! ;paytOI S1 ~90
248 lOentS. Ra~man p.ayroI snsos
249 If)ennd Conway ~paytOI ! S34S81

2sa' -- - 155.31
25'· IVA Dept of TAx VAWIH SIl.2I
25r tVA Oept 01 Ta rvAWH

. - "01....
2~ 'T....surer State oflA

...
IAYWH S9S~"

254· ITr..surw State of IA IAWlH I $131.07

2559 lTntasuntr State of IA itA w,"H $41.47
2S8 ICompt of Treasury iMO\W S1..217.•

251IBNce KeiIocft ~payroI 1710.81
25r IDiItrtd 01 CcUftbiI DCYttH $339.42

259 ;amy Schwef9lt 'payrol S1.804.go
280 fDeniSe Rd'mett IPftn'I S71I.OI

..." 261 :Crestar Bank ;Fe<tWIH $1.539.11..
2e2 0enniS Conway 'payrol ~5.2I

2&4 !OC Treasurer DC 'NIH I $31.71
267 :VA DePt of TaX VA y.,4fH' $1tO.• -

-
268!OC Tresurer ·OCWIH $191.74

.~~ ~ Comm of Revenue ~tu 53701
'0679 Claude mcOonaKS ac:cf $165.00

- 10618 ·acss health insur (8192) 313.2t

.- 106n Jeff Senter ccmMer consuft $18750
~

10675 Oennts Conway tr'an$O()t'r3tton '2000
10613 Claude tneOon.aid acet $16500
10672 Jeff Senter corncuter consult S11750
, 0670 'Stapfes otf~ So'909
, 0669 Chuck T0d<1 FEe consul S630Q

"'~ ~ /' 106458 1us Postal SeMCe .bu$1t\eU res:>lY fee $250.00
- 10663 UPS ,.,." TTO $731

10&42 j manatl Phelps ntnI (9t92) \ $1.000.00
10&41 ! JadU bennett ;FeCC~ 5200 00
1()6A() Dennis Conway Ttransooration I 522 00

Aug '92 1

244 Bruce Keilocf'\ payroi 5780 61
243 Dennl$ Conway payrol ~7825

242 iChucX Todd payrol $351 00
2~1 DaVld Blank I»yrcd $88.66

240 ,Cordeha Persen ~yrod S368 93
239 Denise Rathman payro&t $17609
238 Betsy Schwer-.get ~yroii $1 SQ.6 90

231 Bruce Ketk><::tt payroU $780 61
, 0637 Postmaster postage (F R) $81000
10636 ;Vanety Club FR S7'500

, 10633 'l'/ast"ungton's Caterer FR $.4180



- -* .

CHECK' PAYEE EXPENse AMOUNT
10632 'JadU Sennett IFEe conSUl $200-<)0
~0629 BCeS .health ,"Sut (5192) $.59202
~ 0621 :Creatat fed wlti $1.695.9

1 I
rOTAlS (8192·3193) t $125.391.7.

~
,

AMOUNT

• Cancelled checks vere requested by the Committee and received
fro. Crestar."Bank via fax machln••-... Due -to the inclarity
of the fax,pl••se-reter to the attached bank state••Dt.

Ch.~k • 250 did not transmit and viii be delivered when
when received by the Committee •

. --,. t
J _
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CUSTOMER SERVICE-OPERATIONS CE~TER
P 0 lOX 26150, RICHMOND. VA 23260

1.19 1
C 1 C51 21

CRES~AR 8~~X HD CORPORATE CH£CKISG
ACCOv~T ~~~B£R 209056770

~~ERIC~~S FOR ~~IN ISC
~ ~~ArT & PHELPS
1200 NEW ~'1PSHIJlE AVENlJE N'W 1220
~ASHINGTON DC 20036-6801

PAGE
0'1'31;92 13571.&10
' ..... OICeoaMa

21
~e.e.:-:

12000.00

~ClI~...
~~

l 21 12«121.88

~~.1.aHara
s~ :'''''-;'

7931.01 HOKE
"*"* n..a Per'oI .,.,... "'" ~: :.....

N/A N/A,

o...or ...... s".. _
-"..............:s: ., 1"')Ir- .~

09/30/92- - f3;56.52

A QUESTION? CALL 800 752-2515

DEBITS CREDITS. DAn ai..~CE. -.

CHECKS 2qa 776.09 '. 12802.31
~ ",,41.16 1551.15 242 35t.OO D9 :»1 108'CI .16

CHECKS 2 .. 7 180Q.90 9089.26
, ;2&19 385.67 b9 )3 8703.59

CHECKS 252 106.48 8597.11
_~$~1 99.28 2~~O. 55.• 36 .~ P9~- .

84q2:~7
CHECKS 256 1217.86

~:
)1 122C1.61

CHECKS 258 339.42 6885.' 9
..jl.qs 90.00 10 6795.19

CHECKS 254 131.07 69 6664.12. -.s3 96.2Q 255 41.q7 • 1 6526.£11
~. 6000.0 0l

g
12525.41

,", CHECKS 257 780.61 117l1S.80
~60 776.09 261 1539.88 .5 9Q29.83

CHECKS 259 1804.90 bg 762~. 93
, ~"62 345.28 ~7 7279.65

CHECKS 267 110.85 bg 7168.80
~ ~5 12.28 a9 1156.52
It 6000.00 D9 BO 13156.52, ~

20S
~q2z

leas·
~q6

t47
t4a
49
SO
S1
c'"'

I

25S
256
257
258
259
260
261
,62
267·

CHECK StJl1MA:Ry
• INDICATES SKIP IN CHECK N1LrHBERS

I

I.
)!UCDcn-/{'--.-----
- / I _.. _" I



SCHEDULE OF WINDING DOWN COSTS PAID 3/23/93 - Pr•••nt

CrECK. PAYEe EXPENSE AMOUNT
1994 ;

\
i

AonI-g..& I
333 ;JadU Bennett 'payrol $&8050

1094iORL. legal fHl $1.435.13
1(SIt7 .DC Tr••surer COt'P ftIing fH : S25,00

.... 1M I ! I

3J2 :Jadu BenMft
--

payrotl S460.50
1014e Dept 01 Taxation :VA. VVIH I set.a--

efT1PlOY tax10SM5 Comp of Trus. S21."
101iM4 Claude McDonald 'aces S7S.CD

• 10143 VA DeDCoiT. VA_ S1Q.01
105iM2 eresw·... 1993 tax 11.011.34
109-t1 DeptofTa ~VA wIh I 11'.31J

10940 C...... tFedwA\ t $1...11
Feb"'- f I . -

331 Jadd8ennel ~.payroI I S46O.5O

'~-
YADeloITix • IVA_-- - -- - ...

J -S1UI~

10938 Crestar ban« 'FedwA\ .
S'~7'

10937 OR&.. !IegIII fees I" - S1.11U1
10938 Pat rJOri :JegaI fees i S4OO.oo

"""94 I f

330 IJadd Bennea iPayroi i S46O.5O
10935 !Crest8t bank UI••lDIoy tax S71StI

_1~_,ORL legal fees $9&4.17
10933 !Cept of E",,*,,'Serv 'empioyta $.55..10,
10932 Dept of Tax VAwJh $11.31

10931 'Oeot of Tax ,VA Wft\ $1'.31
10929 :latTY Hayes 8Cd ! S8.325JJO

Dec '93 I I

329 .Jac:ki Bennett payroll $660~50

Nov "93 ; 1

328 :JIdd bemd payroll : $480.50
10928 !Dept of Tax -VA A

Ities) I

10921 .Dept of Employ Serv ~tax $31.20
10926 IClaude McOcnakS acd I $75.00
10925 ORL :~fees ! $801.43

10922 fClaude MeOonatd aee:s I S7'5.oo
OCt "93 I !

327 lJadti Bennett payrcl $480.!0
10921 !Oept of TAx 'VAwJh , $19.
10920 'Crestat Bana fe-d wh\ $16602
10919 :ORL ~al fHs (9193) I $1.95$.51

~pt '93 I

325 Jadu bennett ~yrol $460 50
326 Jado 8ennen p.ayroU $46O!O

10918 Arner Tech Excrange computer rer~l $1 505 20
10917 IRS tax 75 '3
10916 iUS Postal ServIce b\Js.neS$ repty $26000
10915 10RL legal fees (8193) $8.231.25
10914 Dept of Tax VA Wt1'1 S~9 38
10913 'C,"tar ban« IFed~ I $181,02



CHECK. PAYEE ExPENse AMOUNT
Ave; '"93 j

324 Jackl et!rH'~en P~y~ S460 so
10912 DC Does unemote)' tar $99 7g
10910 QRL regal fees (7193) $1.378 SO
10908 'Claude mcDonald ac:d $7500

July '93
10901 Dept of Tax VA." $19,31
10907 Crestar Bana fed wJ1'\ $166 02
10904 I Dept of Treast.ttY ;4ltl quarter tax , $3.757.33
10903 'Oeot of Treasury tax S2.88600

June .., t i
3221Jadd berll'" T~ i 1243..20
323 ~ Jadd Bennd l~ J S4e0.5O

10902 ~ MaNdl PhefDI ·office expenses (4193) I S181."
10901 'Campt of Treasury ;employ tax (4-~) 571.30
1()89g tDept of TAx tVA """ 54.a
10898 tDept of Tax ;VAwJh : $9.28
108871etnt. bank '\ ,Fed whl 1 S57$.02
"0896 Jeff Sent.. Comovter consutt $1.000.00
10n5 .American Home Produc:Ia

.
I S411.12

- 10894 Amer. Teeh Exchange computer rentat $2.257.80....
10893 ORL legal fees (~3) $1.031.25

. , i~'93

320 .Ja<::lU Sennett payrol,.. $24320
321 Denise Rattvnan payrol $118 &&

, 0892 Betsy Sc"':'wengef retmc ltaxes) 5903.63"'"'....
'0890 Claude McOoNid $165.00ao:t

- 10889 ORL legal sertJCeS (4193) 51.800,00
~ 0888 Manan Pheios off expenses (3193) 5&480::-. AortI "93

-, 3'" JacktBennen payl'Oit 524320
~

3' 5 OenJs4! ratf'rtman pay1'Ofl $412.12

... 3'6 Oenase Raftlrnan payroa 5285.74
317 Jadu Bennett payrod $24320

t

318 Jadu Sennett payroI 1243.20~~ ,

C'
319 Oen.seRathman payroI $702.21

10887 Oept of Tax :VAwlh $32.71
10886 DC EmC)ioy SeN Dew'" $6500
10885 ICrestar Bana :fed wl1'\ $522.79
10884 Jeff Senter c.orncuterconsun $35000
10883 State of Me MOw", $15,00
10880 Staples o~ st.:ocf1es $3122
10879 Jeff Senter computer COfI sull $400.00

10878 Man3tt P"'e1Os off exp (1-2/93) 5236 20
10sn \1anatt Fa'''e1Cs ~e-;al_f~s \1·2.193' $04.625.'3
10874- ORL I~al fe~s <3.'93) $1.950 00
10873 larry Hayes aCd $2.020.00
1C872 C:a\.ide \,4cCcna:d acx:: $' 5750
10871 DC Tresuref DC corp filing fee $25,00

TOTALS ;4,~3-0resent) $61.044 n

~ft'~Ill_' -
.,... / td .o?t
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AFFIDAVlT OF JACKJ BE~~TT

1. I am cWTently keeping the records and books for Americans for Harkin, Inc. (the
··Comrninee rt

).

2. \\'hen the campaign ended~ the Comminee began renting computer equipment from
,-\.rneric3.n Technology Exchange. The total cost per month to the Committee totaled
$752.60. The Committee continued renting the equipment on a monthly basis through
June of 1993. These computers ~'ere used only for wind.<Jown purposes.

''t .__ _ - - .. _ _ __ . ._

,.,.,.. t<...... ....... . . r ............ ~... ti-~ ...... '..-,. .. .,.,.,->.,. _" -,r~_ l ...... ~.1._ -- - • , 1_ _. _

t hereby swear or affirm. under penalty of perjury. thai,"to the best oemy 1c.nowledge and
belief, the above statements are true and correct.



ST:\TEME~T OF J.4.CKJ 8E~~Err

1 I am currently k~eping t.~e records and books for Americans for Harlun. jnc (the
'·Committee").

2. The attached schedule shov-'s several items \\'hich the auditors have listed as accounts
reCe1\ able. As of thIS date. the Committee has not collected these amounts, totaling
S1.070. and has no prospect of collecting these debts in the futu.re.

3. The Comminee no longer considers these items as accouJ1ts receivable and has written
them off.

I hereby swear or affirm~ under penalty of perjury. that to the best of my knowledge and
belief, the above statements are true and correct

L/
AftACDU! -,---.....
_ __ /t< "., #_



Anachmenl2
Debts Owed to Committee 'N'hich Have Been Written Off

Boston Globe
Chicago Tribune
~e\\'sday

TOTAL

:'1.

'\t. \ ,

$210~OO

190.00
610.00

1,070.00



A~~ACKHENT 3 Accounts Payable

BERGER. POPPE. ·JASIEC Be ~l6.C""'SEK

CO\.."'!'rS&1..LDIIlS AT ..

3$0 "n" VL""t.-c. " 1'1.00.

'" E"W' yO ~~w YO•• IOUe

Kf-"a,. ~ 8£.01:.
.JOL~,J .; ...."'l&C·

RC••'" A "C.4C LA..st a .
....,l..%...:..I.JC 'If POpp~·

· ....,....•• o. ".,. 'llt"D If .I .
"tf"".£. OP ,. ,. '0 ft .

...·rw "'.".T On'1C'&
SC'rTI .-00

O~t alUDOt flt..r.k

"OaT Lca.~ "' ••••1' 0"0••
·aou ....00.1
..tu:.x .).S' OM

March 3, 1992

.,..
Lynn Utrecht, Esq.
Manatt , Phelps, Phillips' Kantor
1200 New Haapshira Avenue, M. W.
Suite 200
Washinqton, O. c. 20036

Re: Americans for Harkin

... ;.

Dear Lynn:

Enclosed is a statement for my services together with a
~, statement ot my leqal ti~e since December. As you can see from

comparinq the stateaent with the ti•• records, I have adjusted my
bill to come closer to the ~umber I previously talked about in my
discussions 'With the caapa1.qn. Please let me know if my bill
presents any probleJlS. Also, if you need any more or different
paperwork, let me know.

Very truly yours~

"Henry T. Berqer

HTB/me

lftjClllCft~II*,- •

Pap L7 tCc2I \



'BERGER. POPPE. ·JA~·lEC Be ~C1lASEB.

J:>o "rTft ."L'6\.'"'E. , ...- FLOC.

'rw YC"" _ SEw yoa& loUe

H L'Va., T a£aota
-JO.~,J J ....~t&C·
ao.e., ... ~CLLSE'"

W'll..LI..tJC III. P06'.&·

...... &...1:. 0"" ,. .."" ", ,J a.....a
'C ••a •• 0"" Y ,c "to ......

\ala, eoa . l~t a
"I:'W ." ••••., O".,ea

tUtTt __

OJ'. • an,.. Jt\..to3lA
PORT ~Il& ... rw ., ••••., o?oe#J

~ou ".-oo...t
TtL&X: IM-...

March 3, 1992

Lynn Utrecht, Esq.
Mana~t, Phelps, Phillips , ~antor

1200 New Hampshire Avenue, Ns W.
Suite 200
Washinqton, o. c. 20036

Re: Americans for Harkin

For Professional Services Rendered:

Leqal services rendered pursuant to
retainer aqreement dated Dece.cer 5, 1991
as set forth in annexed tim. records in
connection with obtaininq ballot position
for Sen. Toa Harkin and Deleqat. and
Alternate slates in support of his
candidacy in Nev York State

Previously paid

BALANCE DUE

$12,940.00

4,OQQ,UQ

8,940.00

--,-~- ~!
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BERGER, POPPE, ~ANIEC , MACKASEK
350 Fifth Avenue New Yorx. N.Y. 10118

Telephone 212-695-1515

Election Law

.~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~--~~-~~-~--~~~~~~--~~~-~~~~~~~~~--~~~--~~-~-~~_.~-~~~-~~~~~

Oate Attorney Description Hours

bl00010 Election Law - Harkin

Correspondence with Marino - Delegate 1.80
list changes; Review petitions:

Preparation of Delegate Slates; Petition 3.00
training;

2/02/91 htD

2/03/91 htb

2/10/91 htb

2/13/91 htb

2/31/91 htb

1/02/92 htb

--"'03/92 htb

-" .

U-07/92 ht}:)

1/08/92 htb

1/09/92 htb
~J'

1)110/92 htb

1/11/92 htb

1/12/92 htb

1/13/92 htb

1/14/92 htb

Review Documents re: NYS Deleqate
selection rules:

Office Conterence with Socarid•• ;
~:-

Out of Office Conference with are.­
coordinators:

Review Documents re: letters to
deleqates:

Out of Office Conference with Socarides
re: petitions and instructions:

Drafting Documents re: Instructions for
petitioners; TC - RS, State Board:

Review Documents re: 'instructions tor
petitioners, TC - RS:

out of Office Conference with
coordinators - delegate slatinq;

Oraftinq Documents re: designation of
representative: TC - RS:

Out of Office Conference with RS re:
slatinq, affirmative action:

Preparation of Delegate slates:

Preparation of Deleqate slates;

Preparation ot Delegate slates;

1.10

2.00

1.20

.20

1.00

.80

.80"

2.00

.. 50

4.00

4.00

5.00

1.00

lftJCIMiltLf .~
Pale l'i~



Election Lav
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Telephone 212-695-1515 j

1

Date Attorney Description Hours

bl00010 tlection Law - Harkin

11/23/92

11/27/92

.1/28/92

11/29/92

~1/30/92

12/03/92

12-/04/92-

i2!,05/92

2/06/92

f2/07/92

1 2/08/92

htb

htb

htb

htb

htb

htb

htb

htl)

htb

htb

htb

Preparation ot Affirmative Action
Compliance;

out ot Office Conference with RS and
coordinators re: petit.lon ~t.U.'

Drafting Documents re: cover sheet:

Out of Oftice Conference with regional
coordinators:

Telephone Conference with Wocten,- .~.

Asotsky, Socarides: Prepare cover sheet;
Review petitions:

Review Documents re: petitions;

Review_ Oocum~nt~ re: petitions:

Review Documents re: cover sheet:
Revise; Review petitions:

Review Documents re: petitions:

Review Documents re: petitions;

Review Documents re: petitions:

1.20

3.20

2.80

1.70

2.20

1.50

3.00

2.20

3.40

2.80

8.00

aro9/92 htb Review Documents re: petitions: 12.00

'2910/92

2/11/92

2/12/92

2/13/92

htb

htb

htb

htb

Review Documents re: petitions:

Review Documents re: petitions:

Review Documents re: petitions: Bind
petitions:

Complete binding: File petitions ­
Westchester and Albany: Review other
petitions:

14.00

12.50

14.00

10.00

••



D&:if.G£R, POPPE, ';~IEC , MAClCASEK
)50 Fifth Avenue New YorK, N.Y. 10118

Telephone 212-695-1515

Election Law

._---------------------------------------------------------------------------Date Attorney Description Hours

._----------------------------------------------------------------------------
b800010 Election Law - Harkin

htb Telephone Conference with State Board,
RS: .50

129.40 $25,880.00



FED ERA l ELEeT'0" CO,\,"-11 S5I0 ~

June 2, 1994

KEKOR.ANOUM

THE

~C-
ASSISTANT~~rr DIRECTOR ~
AUDIT OIVI ON

PAYMENT 0 $35,316 RECEIVED rRO" AftERICANS FOR HARlIN

JOHN c. S
STAFF DIRE

FROM:

SUBJECT:

TO:

THROUGH:

This informational aeaorandua is to advise you of a
$35,316 payment received from Americans For Harkin {the

-- Committeel_. The payment is a partial payaent received in
response to the- $S9~911 -initial- tffpaymem dete-raina-ti-on
contained in the final audit report and represents stale dated
checks ($2,283), receipt of prohibited contributions ($7.373)
and receipt of contributions in excess of contributor'S
limitations ($25,660). The Committee has not repaid $24,595
which represents matchin9 funds received in excess of
entitlement. The Audit staff is currently reviewing the
Committee's response to the aatchinq fund entitle.ent finding.

Attached is a copy of the check, the letter which
accompanied the payment, and the receipt showing delivery to the
Department of Treasury.

Should you have any questions reqarding the payment please
contact Ray Lisi at 219-3720.

Attachments as stated
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OLOAKEA. RYAN & LEONARO

at. C:OHNC,CTICVT AV(NV~. N.W.

SUIT( I tOO

WASHINGTO"'. 0 C. 20008

{Z021128·'0s0

"ACSINJ\.C ,'0'- ".·40••
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May 25. 1994

Kim 8riaht -Coleman.~
Associate GenemI.coun.I
Federal Election Commission
999EStreet.N.W.. "'v .-.-. \10 .-'t
WashinatOft. D.C. 20463 \...

Dear Ms. Bright-Co~ 4J'~- ~ ~:,2iiN !.~-::~.~ -

Enclosed is a check in th:~t·.;(smi6"'=:'~~ti~t:t~ Treasury, as
requested by the Federa1 Election Commission ia its letter of MardI 22, 1994. As the Committee
set forth in its Response to the Interim Audit Report. the Commia.ee believes Ibete are sipifica.nt
legal issues underlying the Commissioa"s request that this amouat be pdcIto the Treasury.
Ho~e"·er. the Comminee bas decided to make the payment. and brina these issues to the
Com.nilSsion's anentiorfas reasons why the-Commission-should taboo furtber action- \\lth-respecl-­
to these maners..

For the reasons set forth below, the Committee respectfully requesu that the COllUDission
accept this payment as final resolution of the excessive and prohibited refund issues and take no
further action with respect to them.

1. t\S the Committee noted in its response to the Interim Audit Report. there are
significant problems and unc::ertainties y,ith the application of samplina and the projection of the
amounts of \;olations. These problems are summarized below.

c
1. The Commissioo's authority to request paymentS to the Treasury based on

projections is uncertain- This is a departUre from past practice and was implemented. not through
regulations as \V3.S the Commission ~s policy regarding staJe-dated checks. but through the issuance
of a policy statement without any opportunity for commenl. Thus, there are two legal issues ••
the authority of the Commission to r~uire payment to the Treasury instead of refunds to the
contributors. and the lega1i~' of the use of statistical sampling to project the amount of \iolations.

.A..s to the payment to the Treasury, this is a major deparnue from the
Cornm~sslon' s past practice, and the Comrninee believes that such a policy should be
implemented" if at all. through regulation~ as the Commission did with stale-dated checks. The
Committee 'believes that the requirement to pay these amounts to the treasury is a new rule of law
Lhat the CommIssion is required to establish through regulations. 2 USC §437f(b). ~1oreover,

- ... - - ..... l..&.
" .



because this policy ~·as not published for comment th~re are several issues that "'e believe the
Commission may not have full)' considcred. For example. if exccssi,,'c contributions are not
refunded to the contributor. \~,.hat ~,II the effect be on a contributor ,,'ho may have exceeded his
or her 52S,000 annual limit? Ordinarily. such contributors seek to mitigate their violation bv
requesting refunds. : et~. under ~e CommIssion' S PQlicy the Commattee "'ould either be required
to refund such contnbuuons t'W1ce •• once to the Treasury and once to the contributor •• or to
leave a contributor "ithO'-1t the abilit), to mitigate.

Thus~ in order to fully consider the impact of this polic)' ~e believe that the
Commission should implement this DOlley only after an opportunity for public comment.

As to the use of statistical sampliDc for projectina the amount of violalioas. it is
unclear whether the Commission has the authority to use samplial to establish the amouot of
violations.. 'The cases cited by the Commission are in the dramatically different context of
Medicare and Medicaid !faud, where the courts DOted that there was no practical way &0 audit
each and every transaCtion. In fac~ in the case of publi~Jy rmauced candidates, the auditors do

revie~_~~~~l!~?!1. c~k. ~~j.ssi~ .=~~ c:'iffic:ulty inf::~illl
the courts that this lStl\e same type of Slt'UatJon as the M tcare fraud cases Ie eel upon.
Moreover, medicare fraud is unlike regulation of c.ampaip activity ill which there are core First
Amendment issues at stake.

2. In addition to the legal uncertainties underlying this policy, there are several
additional reasons why the Commission should implement st.lCh a policy, jf ~t a1l._onJy_ through
regulations. Fi~ the auditors have stated that this method has been ftapproved" as valid.. -yet.
the approved use of the sampling technique "'"35 for a very different purpose - the review of
matching fund submissions. In (act, that is a very different use and it operated very differently
from the use of sampling to project ,iolations. In revi~g matching fund submissio~ the
sampling was done on a rolling basis. Thus.. as the Committee"s expertise in revlewing
contributions and preparing submissions increaseci the hold back percentage could decrease. The
auditor" 5 current use of sampling to project violations does not take such changes o\'er time into
accounL'

Second. the auditors' selection of some portions of the population to perform a 100-/.
review may skew the results. 11le auditors admit that they selected some subsets of contributions
to perfonn a 100-11 review precisely because they believed those ponions of the contribution
population would include more problems, It is unknown what is the effect of such a method of

I The apparent corporate contributions found by the auditors illustrate the possibility that the
auditors' method does not accurately reflect the Comminee's changing ability to 5Crttn for
prohibiteds and cxcessives. The auditors found orJy 3 prohibited contributions. totaling S750.
All three were received on or before October 10. 1991. The Committee registered on September

::3, 1991. The fact that the auditors found no latcr prohibited contributions suggests strongl) that
the Committee staff simply became more sophisticated at finding them and rejecting~ and
that there were QQ prohibited contributions received after October 10, 199 t. instead of $1,000 in
pronibiteds after that date.



combined sampling with 100-1. review, Thus. it is incorrect for the audilOn to imply that this
method has somehow been approved or found valid as the auditors are usina it to project the
amounts of violations. This is an adJitional reason ,,'hy the use of the sampling and the speci fic
mcthodoloiY uS(d shouId be put out for comment so that the Commission can obtain expert
advice on its validity,

The Comrnin~ believes that the amounts of the projected excessive and prohibited
contributions .m likely to be o"'erstated based on the auditors' methodology. As a result.. the
Commission should not in addition seek any penalties from the Commiuee since the payment
made to the Treasury is likely to be more than the actual amounts of such unresolved

" t. ;:r~~llUQ.a... --',- ,<u. 1G!:.a~-'" · u !)f".. ' -
l ... ~ ,," •• .. .......: ~ it . .. _ ......... ". .......~ .. .,...-... ~

.. - 11. The amounts of unresolved excessive and proIu'"'bited CODtributioftS identifted by the
auditors. even if the projected numbers are accepted, .e statiSIicaJJJ insignificant. The
Committee received contnOutions ofover 3.soo,000. The total amo..mi'ofpiohibiteds (ouod was

to•.J7~~,;~~~!~2%~~W·rr"~~~~.~.flI!.. totaI
re"" --.moum VI COD I. wu ;,u; me plOjeCted amount was

522.,060 (0.70.4 of total individual contnDutionsl .• The total amount of excessive PAC
contributions \l/U s3~600··(<r¥%\~t~econ~iNtfOriSj~c ~ue.-:-~~~.,.l

Although the audit repon notes that these amounts are deemed material~ it is hard to
imagine what materiality threshold would find 0.2%.. 0.7% and 0.1% to be material. Certainly.
these are extremely small percentages of Comrninee receiptS and su8acst that the Committee did
~- excell-ent job- -in -reviewing --arKr-processing~ its -contributions. - -Witb- over S3~S million in
contribution receipts. the Committee was bound to make some mistakes. These percentages of
etTors are very small. For this reason.. the Commission should take DO funher action with respect
to these issues..:

Ill. As noted in the Committee's response to the Initial Repayment Detenninatio~ the
Committee has insufficient funds left to pay its outstanding obligations and winding down costs.
Thus, the Committee has no funds to pay any civil penalties. The Committee would like to
disburse its remaining funds and terminate as quickly as possible. For this reason. the Committee
decided to pay the amount requested by the Commission in the belief that the Commission should
accept this payment as fmal settlement of these maften. Tbe Committee WJe5 the Commission
to consider the Committee's fmancial situation in resolving this maner.

CONCLVSION

For the reasons outlined above, the Comminee respectfully requests that the Commission

The Commission should also take into account that the Committee followed the
Commission's instruction in the June 2. 1992 lener. It is the Comminee's belief that all
presidential campaigns were not treated the same with respect to this refund issue, and the
Committee should certainly not be penalized for fol1o"'i.ng the Commission's direction and
holding onto these excessives and prohibiteds instead of refunding them.

lftACKIFft_~__.-.
,.... s= of _8" _



accept this pa)'ment and take no funher action \'with respect to the Comminee' s unresoh ed
excessive and prohibited contributions. To the best of the Comminee·s kno\\-Iedge. the
Commission has found no other "lolations of any provisions of the Act or regulations "ith
respect to the Committee. This is unusual for a presidential campaian and demonstrates that the
Comminee made significant good faith efTons to comply with the requirements of the Act and
the regulations and was successful in so doing. Under these circumstances. no further action IS

v.·arranted.

RespectfuUy submitted.

+~
Lyn UtreebI
General Counsel
AmeriC&DS fot HarkiD, IDe.
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Jun@ 1, 1994

RECEIPT FROM THE
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT or TREASURY

FOIt A
PAYMENT TO THE GENERAL FUND OF THE U. S. TREASURY

Received on June 1, 1994, fro. the rederal Election Coaaission
(by hand delivery), a check dravn_~~ Cr••tar _~a~~~1~h.ck.'109S1)
in the amount of $35,316. The check represents a payaent froa
Americans For Harkin for stale dated checks ($2,283), receipt of
prohibited contributions ($7,373) and receipt of contributions
in excess of contributor's li.itation ($25,660).

__The _paymt!~t should be deposited into the General Fund of the
u. s. Treasur-y.

Americans for Harkin
A80unt of Payment: $35,316

Presented by:

Federal

Recelved by:

~~~~-~
for the

Un ted States Treasury



FEDERAL ElECTIO~ C01~1t"\lSSIO~
BJOOS896

July 5, 1994

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: AMERICANS FOR BARKIN, INC. - AUDIT ANALYSIS or
RESPONSE TO THE FINAL AUDIT REPORT

Th~ followinq is a summary of the Audit Division's analysis
of the COlUlittee's respo-nse to- the Final-Audit Rtport.

On Kay 23, 1994, the Committee responded to the
Commission's initial r@payaent deteraination contained in the
Final Audit Report that the candidate was not entitled to
$24,595 in matching funds received and should repay that a.ount
to the U.S. Treasury pursuant to 26 u.s.c. S9038(b)(1).

Analysis of Information Submitted

.~ In its response the Committee provided copies of paid
Committee checks, vendor statements and invoices in an att••pt

. l, to demonstrate that the Statement of Net Outstandin9 C.apaigD
Obligations (NOCO) was incorrect, as presented in the final
report. Further, the Committee provided a schedule of vindin9
down costs paid for the periods August 2, 1992 through March 22,
1993 and from March 23, :993 to April 30, 1994. The windin9
down costs presented on the schedule totaled $186,437.1/ It was
noted that 51:5,392 was paid between August 1992 and March 1993
while S61,045 was pald between April 1993 and April 30, 1994.
The Commlttee also anticlpated its remalning winding down costs
at April 30, 1994 to be 524,000. A copy of the Committee's
Sep:embe: :992 ~a~K s~a~ement ~as also provided.

1/ Al: a~ounts have been :~unded to the nearest dollar.

! TT!CD:ZllT _(_1) _

Page __' of $I
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The Audit staff reviewed the Committe.'s paid windinq down
costs and reduced the Coaaittee*s total (S186,43i) by $29,138 to
$157,299. These reductions were the result of:

(1) amounts already considered for NOCO purposes as an
account payable ($28,784), and

(2) payments to taxinq authorities representing penalti ••
or payments wlthout adequate supporting documentation
and a re-issued vendor check listed twice ($354).

With respect to accounts receivable, the response advise.
that account. receivable is overstated in the ••ount of $1,070.
The Co..itt•• noted that certain a.ount. owed by pr••• entitl•• ,
have never b.en collected, and are uncollectible. Ba••d upon our
analysis of the Coaaittee's accounts receivable, the Audit staff
concurs with this treat••nt. FUtther, the Audit ataff'."" .
analysis revealed additional accounts receivable that appear to
be uncollectible. Relative to the treatment of the above
amount, the Aual~ ~taft has also written off an additional
$1,447.

The Committee provided documentation to support a
previously disallowed a.aunt ($4,940) as an account payable.
Baaed on a review of the documentation provided, the Audit staff
-concurs and has-- increase.d -the acco1,jnts _pay_~bl. fiqure
accordingly. Based on the above, the deficit at 8/3/-92 -haa- been
revised to $452,784.

Finally, the Comaittee's receipt activity post 8/3/92 was
re-examined. Based on this review, the total amount of matching
funds and privat~ contributions received durin9 the period
8/4/92 through 2/28/93 to be applied aqainst the 8/3/92 deficit
:5 now calculated at S434,342.~/

On March 2, 1993, the Committee received its final matching
f'~ fund payment of $14,547. At that time, based on the above

analysis, the Candidate's remaining entitlement vas $18,442;
. ~ therefore, the Candidate did not receive any matching funds in

excess of his entitlement. Accordingly, no repayment pursuant
to 26 u.s.c. S9038(b)(1) is required.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please
contact Lorenzo David or Wanda Thomas at 219-3720~

The amount calculated and applied in the final report was
overstated by approxlmately 530,000.

/

.1::!:- ::':::'::1 I _u:_"_/__
Page _~ of 3_:__



Americans for Harkin, Inc.
Audited Stat.m~nt of Net Outstandinq Campai9n Obligations (NOCO)

at Auqust 3, 199~

(Oetermined as of 11/S/92)
REVISED 6/22/94

A••• ta
.1 .. ~ ,~"

Cucrerif;Asi.e.t a9 -- t

Cash on Hand
Accounts Receivable
Matching Funds

(Certified 1/31/92)
....... 4'" -.

Total curr.n~l.;.ti -.
. ~'pital Assets

Total Assets

--Lfabi lit i-es

~ccount. Payable for
~'Oualified Caapai 9n
_ Expenses through

7/31/92

,-:..- . _..,. _~ - - to.. II.- ..- - ~ _-

... - · ... ,O..;,l...,...

." :: ;: l ~~. -:-:; 6 ...

7,000

$135,291

$371,460

Aaount Payable to u.s. Treasury:

-Winding Down Costs
paid throu9h 4/30/94: $157,299 £/

!~.ti.ated winding Down Costs
post 4/30/94 24,000 ~/

$ 35,316 ~/

Total Winding Down $181,299

Total Liabilities $S88,O~:

Net Outstanding Campaign Obligations (Deficit) {S452.794)

(,
A11ACEll!.~': --=--~t/-:---
i~. --S--_o!~,-----



consists of amounts discussed in Final Report, Findings:

FOOTNOTES TO NOCO
(Revised 6/22/94)

This amount does not reflect a (eductic~ fer certain
outstanding checks determined to be stale-dated.

$ 7,173

22,06011.8.1. - Excessive Contributions
Individuals

II.A.1. - Prohibited Contributions

11.8.2. - Exce•• ive Contributions
Political Committees

3,600

III.C. - Stale-dated Checks 2,283

~/

535.316

This -fi9-ure - r-epre-sents- actual -windin<l_dovn _~_osts paid for the
period August 3, 1992 through April 30, 1994. --Not -i-nelud.d--­
is apprOXimately $1,000 in tax penalties and/or
insufficiently documented payments to taxing authorities.

This represents the Committee'S estimate of its remaining
winding down costs. The Audit staff vill review reports and
records as necessary to compare actual expenses to these
estimates.

-'";: ;' - 1'--_ of _q__:__....


