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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
VWASHINCTON, D.C 20463

November 8, 1982

Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
Heritage Plaza
Suite 335
24901 Northwestern Highway
Southfield, Michigan 48075

Re: MURs 1158, 1186, 1253, 1352

Dear Mr. Morganroth:

On November 5, 1982, the Commission accepted the
0" conciliation agreement signed by you on behalf of Citizens for

LaRouche in settlement of the above-referenced matters.
Accordingly, the files have been closed in MURs 1158, 1186, 1253,
1352 and will become a part of the publ!i_ record within thirty
days. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits any
information derived in connection with any conciliation attempt.... .. " " I-* " .1 . n 1- 4- . - the.1-... b ;e C m1 4.. 13j Z., -I . _ :c " , -. 4 _ ,t z v L it _e k .T C %w -,S c- .- U
respondent and the Commission. Should Citizens for LaRouche wish
any such information to become part of the public record, please
advise us in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files. I also want to remind you
that the first payment of $5,000 by Citizens for LaRouche for the

* civil penalty provided for in the agreement is due on December 1,
1982. The check should be made out to the U.S. Treasury.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Char3s N. Steele I
Gen Co

By: ennethl A. Gros-
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
Heritage Plaza
Suite 335
24901 Northwestern Highway
Southfield, Michigan 48075

Re: MURs 1158, 1186, 1253, 1352

Dear Mr. Morganroth:

On November , 1982, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by you on behalf of Citizens for
LaRouche in settlement of the above-referenced matters.

- Accordingly, the files have been closed in MURs 1158, 1186, 1253,
1352 and will become a part of the public record within thirty
days. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) prohibits any
information derived in connection with any conciliation attempt
from becoming public without the written consent of the
respondent and the Commission. Should Citizens for LaRouche wish
any such information to become part of the public record, please

C- advise us in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files. I also want to remind you
that the first payment of $5,000 by Citizens for LaRouche for the
civil penalty provided for in the agreement is due on December 1,
1982. The check should be made out to the U.S. Treasury.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MURs 1158, 1186, 1253 and 1352

Citizens for LaRouche )
Debra Freeman )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on November 5,

1982, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the

following actions in MURS 1158, 1186, 1253 and 1352:

1. Accept the signed conciliation
agreements of Citizens for
LaRouche and Debra Freeman as
submitted with the November 2,
1982, Memorandum to the Commission.

2. Close the files in MURs 1158,
1186, 1253 and 1352.

3. Send the letter to respondents'
counsel as attached to the
Memorandum to the Commission
dated November 2, 1982.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald, McGarry

and Reiche voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 11-2-82, 4:31
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: 11-3-82, 11:00



November 2, 1982

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Phyllis A. Kayson

SUBJECT: Bonciliation in MURs 1158, 1186, 1253 and 1352

Please have the attached Memo to the Combission

distributed to the Commission on a 48 bcwr tally basis.

Thank you.

Attachment

cc: Gentner (for Lerner)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
Heritage Plaza
Suite 335
24901 Northwestern Highway
Southfield, Michigan 48075

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Morganroth:

On November , 1982, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by you on behalf of respondent
Debra Freeman in settlement of the above-referenced matter.
Accordingly, the file has been closed and will become a part of
the public record within thirty days. However, 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a)(4)(B) prohibits any information derived in connectiqwith any conciliation attempt from becoming public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. Should
Debra Freeman wish any such information to become part of the
public record, please advise us in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files. I remind you that the
agreement does require that Ms. Freeman pay a civil penalty of
$2,500 within thirty days. Payment should be made to the order
of the U.S. Treasury.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
-5

In the Matter of Debra Hanania Freeman ) MUR 1158

gO

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT CA
co

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(hereinafter "Commission") pursuant to information obtained in

the normal course of carrying out the Commission's supervisory

responsibilities under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq. and the Presidential Primary

Matching Payment Account Act, 26 U.S.C. S 9031 et seq. Reason to

believe has been found that the Respondent violated the following

statutory and regulatory provisions:

2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A).

PA. NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having

entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (A) (i)

do hereby agree as follows:
I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

C-
the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:
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1. Respondent was a volunteer agent for the Citizens

for LaRouche Campaign Committee during the 1980 presidential

primary campaign.

2. As such, Respondent solicited and collected

campaign contributions in and around Baltimore, Maryland for the

Citizens for LaRouche committee and forwarded them to LaRouche

headquarters in New York.

3. Respondent was aware that the contributions which

were forwarded to New York would be submitted by Citizens for

LaRouche to the Federal Election Commission in an effort to

obtain presidential primary matching funds.

4. On or about January 14, 1980 respondent withdrew

$750 from her personal savings account at the Maryland National

Bank and used part of that withdrawal to purchase cashier's check

No. 3441224 in the amount of $250.

5. Cashier's check No. 3441224, along with a

contribution acknowledgement document purportedly signed by

Harold H. Harrison, M.D., was forwarded to the New York

headquarters of Citizens for LaRouche and subsequently submitted

to the Federal Election Commission for the purpose of receiving

matching funds.

V. The above facts reveal that Respondent committed the

following violations:

1. 2 U.S.C. S 441f by making a contribution to

Citizens for LaRouche in the name of another, to wit, Harold H.

Harrison, M.D.



-3-

2. 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A) by knowingly and

willfully furnishing false information which misrepresented a

material fact, to wit, Maryland National Bank cashier's check No.

3441224 in the amount of $250, to the Commission in an effort to

obtain presidential primary matching funds for Citizens for

LaRouche.

VI. The Commission has treated the matters described in

this document as civil violations.

VII. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Treasurer

of the United States in the amount of two thousand five hundred

dollars ($2,500) pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

VIII. Respondent agrees that she shall not undertake any

activity which is in violation of either the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq. or the

Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act, 26 U.S.C.

S 9001 et seq.

IX. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at issue

herein or on its own motion, may review compliance with this

agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement or any

requirement thereof has been violated it may institute a civil

action for relief in the United States District Court for the

District of Columbia.
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X. Except for the conditions specified in paragraph VIII

above, this agreement constitutes a complete bar to any further

action with regard to the matters set forth in this agreement or

in MUR 1158 as it pertains to this respondent.

XI. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

XII. Respondent shall have no more than thirty (30) days

from the date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and

implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so

notify the Commission.

N - -Charlep Steele
Gen~es1

Date By: Ke neth A. ross
Associate General Counsel

Debra Hanania Freeman

Date: By: 4a y9 VMAanrbt k
Counsel for Respond nt

-
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

November 8, 1982

Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
Heritage Plaza
Suite 335
24901 Northwestern Highway
Southfield, Michigan 48075

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Morganroth:

On November 5, 1982, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by you on behalf of respondent
Debra Freeman in settlement of the above-referenced matter.
Accordingly, the file has been closed and will become a part of
the public record within thirty days. However, 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits any information derived in connection
with any conciliation attempt from becoming public without the
f'ritten consent of the respcndent and the Ccnmission. Should
Debra Freeman wish any such information to become part of the
public record, please advise us in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files. I remind you that the
agreement does require that Ms. Freeman pay a civil penalty of
$2,500 within thirty days. Payment should be made to the order
of the U.S. Treasury.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

CharlesN. Steele/-
Generl unse /

By: K n t 6
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement
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In the Matter of )
Citizens for LaRouche ) MURs 1158, 1186, 1253 and 1352

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(hereinafter "Commission") pursuant to information obtained in

the normal course of carrying out the Commission's supervisory

responsibilities under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended 2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq., and the Presidential Primary

Matching Payment Account Act, 26 U.S.C. S 9031 et se_. Reason to

believe has been found that the Respondent violated the following

statutory and regulatory provisions:

2 U.S.C. S 441f;

11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2);

2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) and;

26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having

entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (A) (i)

do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. The Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. The Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement

with the Commission.
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IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent is the principal campaign committee

authorized by Lyndon LaRouche to receive contributions and make

expenditures in connection with Lyndon LaRouche's candidacy for

the Democratic nomination for the office of President in 1980.

2. During that period, Respondent maintained offices

throughout the country where volunteers, inter alia, solicited

contributions and forwarded them to Respondent's New York

headquarters.

3. These volunteers knew that Respondent would submit

the collected contributions to the Commission in an effort to

obtain presidential primary matching funds.

4. Respondent, through its volunteers, violated

2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly accepting the following

contributions made by one person in the name of another:

(A) MUR 1158

(1) $250 cashier's check in the name of Harold
Harrison dated 1/14/80.

(2) $150 money order in the name of Anne R. Taylor
dated 11/20/79.

(3) $1,009.58 loan check from Household Finance
submitted with signature document indicating that
it had been contributed by David Sanders and
Lenore Sanders, his spouse, dated 1/22/80.

(B) MUR 1352

(1) $250 money order signed "Robert Hart" and dated
12/10/79 (no accompanying signature document).
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(2) $125 money order signed "Janice Hart" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(3) $120 money order signed "Janice Hart" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(4) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg" and dated
12/10/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(5) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg" and dated
12/11/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(6) $135 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(7) $85 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(8) $80 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(9) $55 money order signed "William Lerch" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

The Commission has not alleged that these were willful

violations.

5. Respondent, through its volunteers, violated

11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2) by accepting and retaining the following

cash contributions, which when added to the contributors'

previous contributions, exceeded, in the aggregate, $100 in cash

for each of the respective contributors:

(A) MUR 1158

(1) $40 cash contribution made by Ernest Pulsifer.

(2) $150 cash contribution made by Ernest Pulsifer.

(3) $250 cash contribution made by Nancy Radcliffe.

(4) $400 cash contribution made by Belinda F.
deGrazia.



-4-

The Commission has not alleged that these were knowing and

willful violations.

6. Respondent, through its volunteers, violated

2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) by knowingly accepting the following

contributions which were in violation of contribution limitations

set forth in 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A):

(A) MUR 1158

(1) $1,009.58 check from David Sanders.

(B) MUR 1253

(1) $2,713.53 in contributions from Rochelle Ascher;

(2) $1,742.15 in contributions from Karen Brubaker;

(3) $1,024.48 in contributions from John Covici;

(4) $1,279.55 in cntributions from Joseph D'Urso;
(5) $3,378.34 in contributions from Elliot Eisenberg;

(6) $2,067.32 in contributions from Jeffrey Forrest;

(7) $1,409.59 in contributions from Gregory Garnier;

(8) $5,120.32 in contributions from Laurence Gray;

(9) $3,681.32 in contributions from Marjorie Mazel
Hecht;

(10) $1,285.87 in contributions from Marsha Kokinda;

(11) $1,738.68 in contributions from Melvin Johnson;

(12) $1,763.76 in contributions from Michael Smedberg;

(13) $1,005.44 in contributions from Martin Simon;

(14) $1,507.65 in contributions from David W. Thill;

(15) $2,403.90 in contributions from Andrew Wilson;
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(16) $1,025 in contributions from August F. Arace;

(17) $1,043 in contributions from James M. Duree;

(18) $1,105 in contributions from Shirley Fingerman;

(19) $1,030 in contributions from John Holly;

(20) $1,044 in contributions from T. J. Hopkins;

(21) $1,150 in contributions from Sherri S. Lightner;

(22) $1,100 in contributions from John Pellicano;

(23) $1,100 in contributions from John Ryman;

(24) $1,120 in contributions from John J. Sakala;

(25) $1,125 in contributions from Walter J. Stevens;

(26) $1,010 in contributions from James Taylor;

(27) $1,030 in contributions from Verne Tomlins;

(28) $1,515 in contributions from Carleton Williams;

(29) $1,580 in contributions from Frederic L. Young;

(30) $2,375 in contributions from Donald J. Carr;

(31) $2,030 in contributions from Ellen G. Scott;

(32) $1,050 in contributions from Belinda F. deGrazia;

(33) $1,250 in contributions from Alexander Ward;

(34) $1,125 in contributions from Mary F. Cummings;

(35) $1,075 in contributions from James M. Everette;

(36) $1,250 in contributions from Michael Micale.

The Commisson has not alleged that these were willful

violations.

7. Respondent, through its volunteers, violated

26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1) (A) by knowingly and willfully submitting
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false and/or misleading information to the Commission in an

attempt to obtain matching funds with regard to the following

contributions:

(A) MUR 1158

(1) $35 money order signed "William Hayden" and dated
1/8/80.

(2) $150 money order signed "Ernest Pulsifor" and
dated 12/4/79.

(3) $250 money order signed "Nancy Radcliff" and dated
9/12/79.

(4) $250 money order signed "Robert A. Robinson" and
dated 9/12/79.

(5) $140 money order signed "Kevin Salisbury" and
dated 1/12/80.

(6) $450 money order signed "Kevin Salisbury" and
dated 1/21/80.

(7) $70 money order signed "Charles Clark" and dated
11/13/79.

(8) $150 money order signed "Anne R. Taylor" and dated
11/20/79.

(9) $45 money order signed "David Sanders" and dated
11/25/79.

(10) $25 money order signed "David Sanders" and dated
1/3/79.

(11) $1,009.58 Household Finance Company loan check
endorsed by David Sanders submitted along with a
signature document signed by David Sanders and
Lenore Sanders, as spouse.

(12) $400 money order signed "Belinda F. deGrazia" and
dated 1/22/80.

(13) $250 cashier's check and signature document for
Dr. Harold Harrison.
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(B) MUR 1186

(1) $40 money order signed "Harold Harper" and dated
7/17/79 accompanied by signature document dated
12/7/79.

(C) MUR 1352

(1) $200 money order signed "William Lerch" and dated
11/19/79.

(2) $55 money order signed "William Lerch" and dated
12/7/79.

(3) $135 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79.

(4) $85 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79.

(5) $80 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79.

(6) $125 money order signed "Janice Hart" and dated
12/7/79.

(7) $120 money order signed "Janice Hart" and dated
12/7/79.

(8) $100 money order signed "Victoria Lacey" and dated
12/10/79.

(9) $50 money order signed "Victoria Lacey" and dated
12/10/79.

(10) $250 money order signed "Robert Hart" and dated
12/10/79.

(11) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg" and dated
12/10/79.

(12) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg" and dated

12/11/79.

V. The Commission has treated the matters described in this

document.as civil violations.

VI. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Treasurer of

the United States in the amount of fifteen thousand dollars
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($15,000), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (5) (A), such penalty to

be paid as follows:

1) One initial payment of $5,000, due on December 1, 1982;

2) Thereafter, beginning on January 1, 1983, ten

consecutive monthly installment payments of $1,000

each;

3) Each such installment shall be paid on the first day of

the month in which it becomes due;

4) In the event that any installment payment is not

received by the Commission by the fifth day of the

month in which it becomes due, the Commission may, at

its discretion, accelerate the remaining payments and

cause the entire amount to become due upon ten days

written notice to the respondent. Failure by the

Commission to accelerate the payments with regard to

any overdue installment shall not be construed as a

waiver of its right to do so with regard to future

overdue installments.

VII. Respondent agrees that it shall not undertake any

activity which is in violation of either the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. SS 431 et seq. or the

Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act, 26 U.S.C.

S 9001 et seq.

VIII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a

complaint under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at

issue herein or on its own motion, may review compliance with
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this agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement

or any requirement thereof has been violated it may institute a
civil action for relief in the United States District Court for

the District of Columbia.

IX. Except for the conditions specified in paragraph VIII

above, this agreement constitutes a complete bar to any further

action by the Commission with regard to the matters set forth in

this agreement. It is the understanding of the Respondent and

the Commission that the execution of this agreement will result

in the termination of all pending Matters Under Review concerning

the respondent as of the present date, and that this agreement

constitutes complete satisfaction of all such pending Matters

Under Review.

X. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

Charles N. Steele
Genera nsel

Date By: Kenneth A. ross /
Associate General Counsel

Citizens for LaRouche

Date: By: Mafer rgagroghh
Counsl for Respo ent
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 82 NOV 2  P 4: 31
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

i.s -November 2, 1982

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission ASITVE
FROM: Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counse

SUBJECT: Conciliation in MURs 1158, 1186, 1253, and 1352
Citizens for LaRouche

Attached are the conciliation agreements of respondents
Citizens for LaRouche ("CFL") and Debra Freeman, respectively, in
the above-referenced matters, which have been signed by counsel
for the respondents. In signing the agreements, no changes were
made by respondents' counsel to the documents and thus the signed
agreements are identical in their entirety to those approved by
the Commission on October 13, 1982. Accordingly, the Office of
General Counsel recommends that the Commission accept the
attached conciliation agreements and close the file in MURs 1158,
1186, 1253, and 1352.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Accept the attached signed conciliation agreements of
Citizens for LaRouche and Debra Freeman

2. Close the files in MURs 1158, 1186, 1253, and 1352

3. Send the attached letter to respondents' counsel.

Attachments

I. Signed Conciliation agreement of Citizens for LaRouche

II. Signed Conciliation agreement of Debra Freeman

III. Letter to Mayer Morganroth, respondents' counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION " -

C"

In the Matter of )
Citizens for LaRouche ) MURs 1158, 1186, 1253 and 1352) -o

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT ""
co

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(hereinafter "Commission") pursuant to information obtained in

the normal course of carrying out the Commission's supervisory

responsibilities under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended 2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq., and the Presidential Primary

Matching Payment Account Act, 26 U.S.C. S 9031 et se. Reason to

believe has been found that the Respondent violated the following

statutory and regulatory provisions:

2 U.S.C. S 441f;

11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c) (2);

..2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f) and;

26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having

entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g (a) (4) (A) (i)

do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. The Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. The Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement

with the Commission.

(3- I ' '
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IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent is the principal campaign committee

authorized by Lyndon LaRouche to receive contributions and make

expenditures in connection with Lyndon LaRouche's candidacy for

the Democratic nomination for the office of President in 1980.

2. During that period, Respondent maintained offices

throughout the country where volunteers, inter alia, solicited

contributions and forwarded them to Respondent's New York

headquarters.

3. These volunteers knew that Respondent would submit

the collected contributions to the Commission in an effort to

obtain presidential primary matching funds.

4. Respondent, through its volunteers, violated

2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly accepting the following

contributions made by one person in the name of another:

(A) MUR 1158

(1) $250 cashier's check in the name of Harold
Harrison dated 1/14/80.

(2) $150 money order in the name of Anne R. Taylor
dated 11/20/79.

(3) $1,009.58 loan check from Household Finance
submitted with signature document indicating that
it had been contributed by David Sanders and
Lenore Sanders, his spouse, dated 1/22/80.

(B) MUR 1352

(1) $250 money order signed "Robert Hart" and dated
12/10/79 (no accompanying signature document).

( C' o rcJ
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(2) $125 money order signed "Janice Hart" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document),

(3) $120 money order signed "Janice Hart" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(4) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg" and dated
12/10/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(5) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenbergi and dated
12/11/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(6) $135 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(7) $85 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(8) $80 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(9) $55 money order signed "William Lerch" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).*

The Commission has not alleged that these were willful

violations.

5. Respondent, through its volunteers, violated

11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c) (2) by accepting and retaining the following-_.-.

cash contributions, which when added to the contributors'

previous contributions, exceeded, in the aggregate, $100 in cash

for each of the respective contributors:

(A) MUR 1158

(1) $40 cash contribution made by Ernest Pulsifer.

(2) $150 cash contribution made by Ernest Pulsifer.

(3) $250 cash contribution made by Nancy Radcliffe.

(4) $400 cash contribution made by Belinda F.
deGrazia.

(.2 4 c~.
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The Commission has not alleged that these were knowing and

willful violations.

6. Respondent, through its volunteers, violated

2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) by knowingly accepting the following

contributions which were in violation of contribution iimitations

set forth in 2 U.S.C. S 441a (a) (1) (A):

(A) MUR 1158

(1) $1,009.58 check from David Sanders.

(B) MUR 1253

(1) $2,713.53 in contributions from Rochelle Ascher;

(2) $1,742.15 in contributions from Karen Brubaker;

(3) $1,024.48 in contributions from John Covici; ,

(4) $1,279.55 in cntributions from Joseph D'Urso;
N (5) $3,378.34 in contributions from Elliot Eisenberg;

(6) $2,067.32 in contributions from Jeffrey Forrest;

(7) $1,409.59 in contributions from Gregory Garnier; -

C- (8) $5,120.32 in contributions from Laurence Gray;

(9) $3,681.32 in contributions from Marjorie Mazel
Hecht;

(10) $1,285.87 in contributions from Marsha Kokinda;

(11) $1,738.68 in contributions from Melvin Johnson;

(12) $1,763.76 in contributions from Michael Smedberg;

(13) $1,005.44 in contributions from Martin Simon;

(14) $1,507.65 in contributions from David W. Thill;

(15) $2,403.90 in contributions from Andrew Wilson;
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(16) $1,025 in contributions from August F. Arace;

(17) $1,043 in contributions from James M. Duree;
(18) $1,105 in contributions from Shirley Fingerman;

(19) $1,030 in contributions from John Holly;

(20) $1,044 in contributions from T. J. Hopkins;

(21) $1,150 in contributions from Sherri S. Lightner;

(22) $1,100 in contributions from John Pellicano;

(23) $1,100 in contributions from John Ryman;

(24) $1,120 in contributions from John J. Sakala;

(25) $1,125 in contributions from Walter J. Stevens;

(26) $1,010 in contributions from James Taylor;
C' -1(27) $1,030 in contributions from Verne Tomlins; %

(28) $1,515 in contributions from Carleton Williams;

r (29) $1,580 in contributions from Frederic L. Young;
(30) $2,375 in contributions from Donald J. Carr;

(31) $2,030 in contributions from Ellen G. Scott; - C

(32) $1,050 in contributions from Belinda F. deGrazia;

(33) $1,250 in contributions from Alexander Ward;

(34) $1,125 in contributions from Mary F. Cummings;

(35) $1,075 in contributions from James M. Everette;

(36) $1,250 in contributions from Michael Micale.

The Commisson has not alleged that these were willful

violations.

7. Respondent, through its volunteers, violated

26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A) by knowingly and willfully submitting

:/.
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false and/or misleading information to the Commission in an

attempt to obtain matching funds with regard to the following

contributions:

(A) MUR 1158

(1) $35 money order signed "William Hayden" and dated
1/8/80.

(2) $150 money order signed "Ernest Pulsifor" and
dated 12/4/79.

(3) $250 money order signed "Nancy Radcliff" and dated
9/12/79.

(4) $250 money order signed "Robert A. Robinson" and
dated 9/12/79.

(5) $140 money order signed "Kevin Salisbury" and
dated 1/12/80.

(6) $450 money order signed "Kevin Salisbury" and
dated 1/21/80.

(7) $70 money order signed "Charles Clark" and dated

11/13/79.

(8) $150 money order signed "Anne R. Taylor" and dated.:.-..
11/20/79.

(9) $45 money order signed "David Sanders" and dated
11/25/79.

(10) $25 money order signed "David Sanders" and dated
1/3/79.

(11) $1,009.58 Household Finance Company loan check
endorsed by David Sanders submitted along with a
signature document signed by David Sanders and
Lenore Sanders, as spouse.

(12) $400 money order signed "Belinda F. deGrazia" and
dated 1/22/80.

(13) $250 cashier's check and signature document for
Dr. Harold Harrison.

I.
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(B) MUR 1186

(1) $40 money order signed "Harold Harper" and dated
7/17/79 accompanied by signature document dated
12/7/79.

(C) MUR 1352

(1) $200 money order signed "William Lerch" and dated
11/19/79.

(2) $55 money order signed "William Lerch" and dated
12/7/79.

(3) $135 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79.

(4) $85 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79.

(5) $80 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79.

C71
(6) $125 money order signed "Janice Hart" and date*

12/7/79.

(7) $120 money order signed "Janice Hart" and dated
rN 12/7/79.

(8) $100 money order signed "Victoria Lacey" and dated
12/10/79.

- (9) $50 money order signed "Victoria Lacey" and dated
12/10/79.

(10) $250 money order signed "Robert Hart" and dated
12/10/79.

(11) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg" and dated
12/10/79.

(12) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg" and dated
12/11/79.

V. The Commission has treated the matters described in this

document as civil violations.

VI. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Treasurer of

the United States in the amount of fifteen thousand dollars
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($15,000), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g'(a)(5)(A), such penalty to

be paid as follows:

1) One initial payment of $5,000, due on December 1, 1982;

2) Thereafter, beginning on January 1, 1983, ten

consecutive monthly installment payments of $1,000

each;

3) Each such installment shall be paid on the first day of

the month in which it becomes due;

4) In the event that any installment payment is not

received by the Commission by the fifth day of the

month in which it becomes due, the Commission may, at

its discretion, accelerate the remaining payments ad

cause the entire amount to become due upon ten days

N written notice to the respondent. Failure by the

Commission to accelerate the payments with regard to

(any overdue installment shall not be construed as a

waiver of its right to do so with regard to future

overdue installments.

VII. Respondent agrees that it shall not undertake any

activity which is in violation of either the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. SS 431 et seq. or the

Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act, 26 U.S.C.

S 9001 et seq.

VIII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a

complaint under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at

issue herein or on its own motion, may review compliance with

7 \
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this agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement

or any requirement thereof has been violated it may institute a

civil action for relief in the United States District Court for

the District of Columbia.

IX. Except for the conditions specified in paragraph VIII

above, this agreement constitutes a complete bar to any further

action by the Commission with regard to the matters set forth in

this agreement. It is the understanding of the Respondent and

the Commission that the execution of this agreement will result

in the termination of all pending Matters Under Review concerning

the respondent as of the present date, and that this agreement

constitutes complete satisfaction of all such pending Mattersi

Under Review.

X. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Date By: Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General Counsel

Citizens for LaRouche

/6 -z00f.")
Date: By: Ma er Xorganrofh

Couns#l for Respo6ent

c- i



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of Debra Hanania Freeman ) MUR 1158

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(hereinafter "Commission") pursuant to information obtained in

the normal course of carrying out the Commission's supervisory

responsibilities under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq. and the Presidential Primary

Matching Payment Account Act, 26 U.S.C. S 9031 et seq. Reason to

believe has been found that the Respondent violated the following

statutory and regulatory provisions:

2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having

entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (A) (i)

do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:
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1. Respondent was a volunteer agent for the Citizens

for LaRouche Campaign Committee during the 1980 presidential

primary campaign.

2. As such, Respondent solicited and collected

campaign contributions in and around Baltimore, Maryland for the

Citizens for LaRouche committee and forwarded them to LaRouche

headquarters in New York.

3. Respondent was aware that the contributions which

were forwarded to New York would be submitted by Citizens for

LaRouche to the Federal Election Commission in an effort to

obtain presidential primary matching funds.

4. On or about January 14, 1980 respondent withdrew

$750 from her personal savings account at the Maryland National

Bank and used part of that withdrawal to purchase cashier's check

No. 3441224 in the amount of $250.

5. Cashier's check No. 3441224, along with a

contribution acknowledgement document purportedly signed by

Harold H. Harrison, M.D., was forwarded to the New York

headquarters of Citizens for LaRouche and subsequently submitted

to the Federal Election Commission for the purpose of receiving

matching funds.

V. The above facts reveal that Respondent committed the

following violations:

1. 2 U.S.C. S 441f by making a contribution to

Citizens for LaRouche in the name of another, to wit, Harold H.

Harrison, M.D.
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2. 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A) by knowingly and

willfully furnishing false information which misrepresented a

material fact, to wit, Maryland National Bank cashier's check No.

3441224 in the amount of $250, to the Commission in an effort to

obtain presidential primary matching funds for Citizens for

LaRouche.

VI. The Commission has treated the matters described in

this document as civil violations.

VII. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Treasurer

of the United States in the amount of two thousand five hundred

dollars ($2,500) pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (5) (A).

VIII. Respondent agrees that she shall not undertake any

activity which is in violation of either the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq. or the

Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act, 26 U.S.C.

S 9001 et seq.

IX. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at issue

herein or on its own motion, may review compliance with this

agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement or any

requirement thereof has been violated it may institute a civil

action for relief in the United States District Court for the

District of Columbia.

K~c~ '~4
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X. Except for the conditions specified in paragraph VIII

above, this agreement constitutes a complete bar to any further

action with regard to the matters set forth in this agreement or

in MUR 1158 as it pertains to this respondent.

XI. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

XII. Respondent shall have no more than thirty (30) days

from the date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and

implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so

_. notify the Commission.

PN Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Date By: Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General Counsel

Debra Hanania Freeman

Date: By: 14ayef MtganrbtW
Counsel for Respondent

U

\ , 4



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
Heritage Plaza
Suite 335
24901 Northwestern Highway
Southfield, Michigan 48075

Re: MURs 1158, 1186, 1253, 1352

Dear Mr. Morganroth:

On November , 1982, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by you on behalf of Citizens for
LaRouche in settlement of the above-referenced matters.
Accordingly, the files have been closed in MURs 1158, 1186, 1253,
1352 and will become a part of the public record within thirty
days. However, 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits any
information derived in connection with any conciliation attempt
from becoming public without the written consent of the
respondent and the Commission. Should Citizens for LaRouche wish
any such information to become part of the public record, please
advise us in writing. ....

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
r conciliation agreement for your files. I also want to remind you

that the first payment of $5,000 by Citizens for LaRouche for the
civil penalty provided for in the agreement is due on December 1,
1982. The check should be made out to the U.S. Treasury.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement

A \f"oew L
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
Heritage Plaza
Suite 335
24901 Northwestern Highway
Southfield, Michigan 48075

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Morganroth:

On November , 1982, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by you on behalf of respondent
Debra Freeman in settlement of the above-referenced matter.
Accordingly, the file has been closed and will become a part of
the public record within thirty days. However, 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits any information derived in connectiqjp
with any conciliation attempt from becoming public without the
written consent of the respondent and the Commission. Should
Debra Freeman wish any such information to become part of the
public record, please advise us in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files. I remind you that the
agreement does require that Ms. Freeman pay a civil penalty of
$2,500 within thirty days. Payment should be made to the order
of the U.S. Treasury.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement



October 7, 1982

VMORADUM TO: Marjorie Emmons

FROM: George Demougeet

SUBJECT: .IURs 1158, 1186, 1253 and 1352

Please have the attached Memo distributed to the

Commission for the agenda of October 13, 1982. Thank

you.

Attachment
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 26, 1982

Mrs. Ellen G. Scott
P.O. Box 48
Fort Edward, N.Y. 12828

RE: MUR 1253
Ellen G. Scott

Dear Mrs. Scott:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
- Commission on August 24, 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The

-- file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

e" The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions, by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441ala)(1)(A) aud you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

CharltN. Stee

Gens ci t Gn ss 
l Co n e
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Mayer Morganroth, Esq~ire
24901 Northwestern Highway
Southfield, Michigan 48075

RE: MUR 1374

Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Morganroth:

On August , 1982, the Commission decided to take no
further action in this matter. The entire M&E in this
matter has now been closed and will become part of the
public record within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky
at (202) 523-4039.

Sincesely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 26, 1982

Gregory J. Perrin, Esq.
233 BroadwayNew' York, New York 10007

W.. Re: MUR 1186 -Felice Gelman

Dear Mr. Perrin:

On March 27, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe
that your client, Felice Gelman, had violated 26 U.S.C.

- S 9042(c) (1) (A), a provision of Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,U.S. Code-in connection with the above referenced MUR. However,
after bonsidering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to take no further action and close the"- file as it pertains to your client. The file will be made part

, of the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should~you with to submit any materials to appear on the public record,

C' please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B)and S 437g (a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
r- closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has

been closed.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Lois
Lerner, attorney in charge of the mattef, at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Chatrles e

Ely: _
Kef neth xAG ' ,
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Ms. Rochelle Ascher
461 Westover Hills Blvd.
Richmond, Virginia 23225

RE: MUR 1253

Rochelle Ascher

Dear Ms. Ascher:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 43.7g(a) (4) (B)
-o- and 5 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is

closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Elliot Eisenberg
5611 N. Glenwood
Chicago, Illinois 60660

RE: MUR 1253
Elliot Eisenberg

Dear Mr. Eisenberg:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents

Pinvolved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B)
and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is

c ,j closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael

Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



o FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Lawrence Gray
200 East 27th Street
New York, N.Y. 10016

RE: MUR 1253

Lawrence Gray

Dear Mr. Gray:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents

r*. invol1ved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g (a) (4) (B)
and S 437g (a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
"7> '' contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be aviolation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a) (1) (A) and you should take

immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Donald J. Carr
6730 Alexander
Saint Louis, MO. 63116

RE: MUR 1253
Donald J. Carr

Dear Mr. Carr:

CY After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days afterela this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

iV The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael

Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Ms. Marjorie Mazel Hecht
251 West 87 Street
New York, N.Y. 10024

RE: MUR 1253
Marjorie Mazel Hecht

Dear Ms. Hecht:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further 4ction
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be made part of: the public record within 30 days -after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a) (4) (B)
and 5 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is

'closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



I I7L~ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
I4W'I7~Y) WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Andrew Wilson
145 Peachtree Park Drive
Atlanta, Georgia 30309

RE: MUR 1253
Andrew Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be made part of: the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B)
and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenieth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Jeffrey Forrest
217 Haven Ave.
New York, N.Y. 10033

RE: MUR 1253

Jeffrey Forrest

Dear Mr. Forrest:

* After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in thip matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents

N involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

rl_-t I X~The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B)
and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is

(- closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Mrs. Ellen G. Scott
P.O. Box 48
Fort Edward, N.Y. 12828

RE: MUR 1253
Ellen G. Scott

Dear Mrs. Scott:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be maae part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents

Ninvolved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

an The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B)
and S 437g (a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is

c1 closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
* contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

Gregory J. Perrin, Esq.
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10007

Re: MUR 1186 - Felice Gelman

Dear Mr. Perrin:

On March 27, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe
that your client, Felice Gelman, had violated 26 U.S.C.
5 9042(c) (1)(A), a provision of Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
U.S. Code in connection with the above referenced MUR. However,
after considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to take no further action and close the
file as it pertains to your client. The file will be made part
of the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public record,

Qj please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4) (B)
and 5 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has

r been closed.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Lois
Lerner, attorney in charge of the matter, at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

By:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate GeneralCounsel



August 11, 1982

HMORANDUM TO: Marjorie Emmons

FROM: Steven Barndollar

SUBJECT: MURs 1158,1186,1253,1352, 3 1374

Please have the attached Memo to the Commission

distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.

Attachment



BEFORE THE FEDERA ELIIO W. MSSICN

L1 re Mtter of )
) MRs 1158, 1186, 1253, 1352, and 1374

Citizens for LaPouche, et al. )

CEIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emrmns, Recording Secretary for the Federal

Election Cmrnission Executive Session on August 24, 1982, do hereby

certify the Crnission took the following actions in the above-captioned

matters:

2. .

3. Decided by a vote of 5-1 to take no further action in

M.JR 1186 with respect to Felice Geln't, and close the

file as it peftains to her.

Commissioners Elliott, Harris, mcDonald, McGarry, and

Reiche voted affirmatively. Carlissioner Aikens dissented.



Certifications for IVRs 1158, 1186, 1253, 1352, and 1374 Page 2
August 24, 1982

4. Decided by a vote of 6-0 to taJ.e no furt?-er action in
I-UR 1253 with respect to Pochelle Ascher; Elliott
Eisenberg; Jeffrey Forrest; Lawene Gray; MIrjorie
!azel Hecht; Andrew Wilson; Donald J. Carr; and Ellen
G. Scott, and close the file as it pertains to each.

Camnissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, NicDonald,
McGarry, and Reiche voted affirnmtively for the
decision.

5. Decided by a vote of 6-0 to take no further action in
MTR 1374 and close the file.

Ccarissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald, McGarry,
and Reiche voted affirnatively for the decision.

6. Decided by a vote of 6-0 to approve the letters attached
to the General Counsel's August 11, 1982 report.

Ca-nissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, MDonald, McGarry,
and Eeiche voted affirnatively.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Cainission



August 23, 1982

X YMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Phyllis A. Kayson

S UBJECT:

Please have the attached Meo to the Commission

distributed to the Commission imediatly. It is an-

addendum to a document that is on the agaeda of

August 24, 1982.

Thank you.

C- Attachment

cc: Noble

(.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMV,,SSIO,
'~SICTON' D.C. 20463 -2 AUGQ23 0

~ Augus:23,il, -

I.EMORAN DUM

TO: The Commission EXCUTIV, SES ]

FROM: Charles N. Steele AUG 24 S2
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross V
Associate General Counse

SUBJECT: .

In light of the discussion concerning MURs 281, 328,
368 and 298 at the August 17, 1982 Commission meeting, we

, have prepared a substitute page 23 to be inserted into our
,,,. -i mora m. The new page contains a footnote
addressing those MURs, and adds MUR 1253 to recommendationI.

C

Tr



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMIS1SION
SHIhCTON. D C 20463 82 0 0I2 P : 5 1

August 12, 1982

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counse

SUBJECT: i

The attached is a new page number 2 for the above-referenced

General Counsel's Memorandum, circulated on August ii, 1982. Due

to a machine error, the last two lines of the footnote at the

bottom of page 2 were inadvertently omitted from the original of

the remorandum.
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A. MUR 1158

This matter arose during a review of CFL's third matching
fund submission. Auditors discovered that several money orders
submitted for matching funds contained signatures patently
dissimilar from signatures found on other instruments purportedly
signed by the same individuals. Many of the signatures on the
instruments bore a strong resemblance to handwriting on checks
contributed by Debra Hanania Freeman, CFL Committee
Representative for Baltimore. An additional irregularity
appeared on a cashier's check purportedly contributed by Dr.
Harold Harrison. The check contained the notation:

CUSTOMER REQUEST BY: Dr. Harold Harrison (to be picked up by
DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN, C.F.L. rep.)

The notation appears to have been typed by two different
typewriters, the added words implying that Harrison, rather than
Freeman, requested the check. The signature card submitted as
documentation for the contribution listed an address for Harold H.
Harrison, M.D.; however, no one by that name was found at that
address. Furthermore, the signature on Harrison's signature card
closely resembled the signature on an contribution check attributed
to another individual.

On February 12, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe
that Debra Hanania Freeman had violated 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A)
and 2 U.S.C. S 441f with respect to the above-described instruments.
The Commission authorized the taking of eight depositions and, on
February 2, 1981, based on those depositions found reason to believe
that CFL had violated 2 U.S.C. 55 441f and 441g,./ 26 U.S.C.
S 9042(c) and 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2). Eighteen additional
depositions were authorized, five of which have been taken.
Attempts to locate the remaining individuals involved have been
unsuccessful.

The following summarizes the testimony taken in MUR 1158:

1) Reverend William Hayden was shown a $35 money order
made out to CFL with his name and address printed
on the sender line. He said he had never seen the
money order nor had he ever contributed anything to
CFL. He said he had given $35 cash to Robert
Primack for an annual membership in the National
Anti-Drug Coalition (NADC) Conference. He has not
seen or heard from Primack since then.

2/ 2 U.S.C. S 441g applies to people who contribute over $100 in
cash. CFL did not make cash contributions, rather it received
them. Therefore, 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2) is more appropriately
applied here.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH% CTON, D C 20463

MEMRANM TO: OhES 14. S= =A, CA

FMnARJORIE W. C,/ Y FRASC4

DA.7E: AUGUST 12, 1982

StJu'ECr: OBJECTION -

The above-nared docwkent was circulated to the Caissicn on

August 12, 1982 at 11:00AM.

Canrisicner Harris submitted an objection to this

matter on August 12, 1982 at 2:41 PM.

.Ths matter wll be placed on the agenda for the Executive

Session of August 17, 1982.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAASH INCTON. D C 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CFARLES STEELE p
FROM: MYARJORIE W. EMMONS /JODY C. RANSOM

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THE COM?4ISSION

DATE: AUGUST 16, 1982

SUBJECT: ADDITIONAL OBJECTIONS - I

11A You were notified previously of an objection by

Commissioner Harris.

Cornissioners Reiche and McDonald submitted additional

:bjectic.-.s tc- this -te

This matter will be discussed in executive session

on Tuesday, August 17, 1982.

C. ,

. .



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
w.ASHINCGTO'. D C20.:63

August 11, 1982

MEMORANDUMb

-o
TO: The Commission .'

FROM: Charles N. Steele -

General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross IA
Associate General Counse

SUBJECT: -

MURs 1158, 1186, 1253, 1352, and 137i

following memorandum first discusses the background of each MUR,
then describes the statutory sections that were violated and how
they were violated with respect to the individual MURs.Y~ In
addition, there is a third section comprised of miscellaneous
matters arising out of the CFL investigations. The final section
contains the recommendations of the Office of General Counsel.

I. BACKGROUND

On December 18, 1979, the Commission qualified Citizens for
LaRouche (CFL) to receive miatching funds for the 1980
presidential primary campaign. During audits conducted pursuant
to that qualification, certain irregularities were noted in the
documaentation submitted CFL. The Commission undertook
investigations into those irregularities which are summarized as
follows:

1/ "
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A. MUR 1158

This matter arose during a review of CFL's third matching
fund submission. Auditors discovered that several money orders
submitted for matching funds contained signatures patently
dissimilar from signatures found on other instruments purportedly
signed by the same individuals. Many of the signatures on the
instruments bore a strong resemblance to handwriting on checks
contributed by Debra Hanania Freeman, CFL Committee
Representative for Baltimore. An additional irregularity
appeared on a cashier's check purportedly contributed by Dr.
Harold Harrison. The check contained the notation:

CUSTOMER REQUEST BY: Dr. Harold Harrison (to be picked up by
DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN, C.F.L. rep.)

The notation appears to have been typed by two different
typewriters, the added words implying that Harrison, rather than
Freeman, requested the check. The signature card submitted as
documentation for the contribution listed an address for Harold H.
Harrison, M.D.; however, no one by that name was found at that
address. Furthermore, the signature on Harrison's signature card
closely resembled the signature on an contribution check attributed
to another individual.

On February 12, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe
that Debra Hanania Freeman had violated 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A)
and 2 U.S.C. S 441f with respect to the above-described instruments.
The Commission authorized the taking of eight depositions and, on
February 2, 1981, based on those depositions found reason to believe
that CFL had violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441f and 441g,.g/ 26 U.S.C.
S 9042(c) and 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2). Eighteen additional
depositions were authorized, five of which have been taken.
Attempts to locate the remaining individuals involved have been
unsuccessful.

The following summarizes the testimony taken in MUR 1158:

1) Reverend William Hayden was shown a $35 money order
made out to CFL with his name and address printed
on the sender line. He said he had never seen the
money order nor had he ever contributed anything to
CFL. He said he had given $35 cash to Robert
Primack for an annual membership in the National
Anti-Drug Coalition (NADC) Conference. He has not
seen or heard from Primack since then.

2/ 2 U.S.C. S 441g applies to people who contribute over $100 in
cash. CFL did not make cash contributions, rather it received



-3-

2) Ernest K. Pulsifer testified that Lawrence Freeman
had solicited him by telephone in late 1979. He
met with Freeman and his wife Debra, and discussed
LaRouche's campaign. He then went to CFL campaign
headquarters and gave a $100 cash contribution to
Mr. Freeman. Pulsifer gave cash contributions to
Lawrence Freeman on two other occasions; one for
$40 and one for $150. When shown a $150 money
order ostensibly signed by him, Pulsifer denied
ever having seen it before and pointed out that his
name was spelled incorrectly on the money order.

3) Nancy Radcliffe testified that she was a CFL
volunteer for the 1980 campaign. She admitted
making a $250 cash contribution to CFL which she
gave to Debra Freeman. When shown a $250 money
order purportedly signed by her, Radcliffe denied
purchasing it or signing it and noted that her name
was spelled incorrectly on the money order.
Radcliffe said that Debra Freeman had purchased it
and that she (Radcliffe) had seen the completed
money order among a group of other contributions
being sent to the CFL office in New York.
Radcliffe then produced a document in which she had
acknowledged making a $250 contribution to CFL on
September 10, 1979.2/ She indicated that Debra
Freeman had asked her to sign the document on
February 28, 1980. Although Radcliffe stated that
she had seen Freeman regularly during the period
between September 10, 1979 and February 28, 1980,
she could offer no explanation why Freeman had
waited six months to have her acknowledge the
contribution.4/

Radcliffe was also asked about two personal checks
she had contributed. The name Robert Primack was
imprinted on the checks, while Radcliffe's name was
added with a pen. She indicated that it was a
joint checking account, but was unwilling to
provide any information concerning Primack. (This
is the same Robert Primack referred to by Rev.
William Hayden. See 1, supra. Efforts to locate
Primack have failed.)

3/ This document was not in the Commission's files.

4/ It is noteworthy that February 28, 1980, the date of the
acknowledgement, is only nine days after Freeman was notified of
the Commission's reason to believe finding against her.
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4) Dr. Robert A. Robinson stated that he had
contributed checks to CFL, but never money orders.
When shown a $250 money order signed Robert A.
Robinson, he stated that it was not his signature
nor did it appear to be that of his son, Robert A.
Robinson, Jr., who had once lived at the address
shown on the money order. Dr. Robinson was then
shown another $250 money order with the name Robert
A. Robinson, Jr. printed on the signature line.
Dr. Robinson did not recognize the printing on the
money order and pointed out that the house number
on the address was different from the number on the
previous money order.

5) Kevin Salisbury stated that he had contributed to
LaRouche, but could not recall how much or whether
the contributions were by cash or check. He did
recall that he had given the contributions to Debra
Freeman. When shown a $140 money order signed
"Kevin Salisbury" he could not recall whether he
had purchased it or had ever seen it. He did
testify that the signature was not his. Salisbury
was uncooperative when asked about the
circumstances surrounding the purchase of a $450
money order, but did state that none of the
printing on it was his. He pointed out that the
letters t and p in the word "apt." in the address
were transposed. An acknowledgement card
admittedly signed by Salisbury contained the same
mistake, leading to the conclusion that the money
order was filled out by someone after the
acknowledgement was signed.

6) Charles Clark's testimony was confusing, however,
he seemed to indicate that he had purchased tickets
to LaRouche fundraisers on three occasions. The
tickets cost $25, $20 and $15, but it appears as
though Clark paid for them in installments by
giving $5-$10 at a time to Debra Freeman or Steve
Warm. It was Warm who asked him to sign an
acknowledgement that he had contributed $70 to CFL.
It was Warm who told him that his contributions
totalled $70. When shown the $70 money order in
his name, Clark said he had never contributed a
money order nor had he made a single $70
contribution.
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7) Ann A. Taylor - When shown a money order for $150
containing her address and signed "Anne R. Taylor".
Ms. Taylor stated that she had never purchased a
money order in her life nor had she ever
contributed to CFL. In addition, she noted that
the spelling of her first name was incorrect and
the middle initial in the signature was different
than hers.

8) David Sanders denied purchasing or signing both a
$45 and a $25 money order purportedly signed by
him. He said he had given cash contributions to
CFL and assumed that they were turned into money
orders so they could be sent through the mail, but
he never instructed anyone to purchase the money
orders for him. Sanders was shown one of two
signed acknowldgements submitted to the Commission
which stated that he had contributed a $45 money
order to CFL. He testified that the signature on
it was not his. (Sanders was not shown the second
acknowledgement.) Sanders was also asked about a
$1,009.58 check from Household Finance made out to
him and endorsed over to CFL. He stated that he
had obtained a personal loan to buy furniture, but
decided to give the money to CFL instead. He was
then shown an acknowledgement of that contribution
signed by David Sanders and by Lenore Sanders as
his spouse. Sanders indicated that he did not know
a Lenore Sanders. His wife's name is Diana Sayoun.
He could not recall whether the Lenore Sanders

r" signature had appeared on the acknowledgement when
he signed it../ He also testified that the
$1,009.58 contribution was his alone, and that he
was never told by anyone at CFL that it was illegal
to contribute over $1,000 to one campaign.

9) Diana Sayoun was shown the acknowledgement document
containing the name Lenore Sanders. Sayoun stated
that she did not sign it, she had never used the
name Lenore Sanders and she did not know Lenore
Sanders. She did state that she had once received
a letter from the U.S. Labor Party addressed to
Lenore Sanders. Sayoun said that someone from the
U.S. Labor Party had tried to get her to sign a
contribution acknowledgement, but she refused
because she had never contributed. She said her

5/ Sanders was a difficult witness. Even after he testified
that his wife's name is Diana Sayoun, he would not state that the
"Lenore Sanders" appearing on the acknowledgment was not his
wife's signature.
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husband had told her that the $1,009.58 check was a
loan to the U.S. Labor Party which they repaid in
monthly installments. However, she indicated that
she did not believe him, but felt that he had told
her that story so she would not be angry with him
because he had contributed such a large amount to
the U.S. Labor Party.

10) Belinda deGrazia Haight was shown a $400 money
order and signature acknowledgement document signed
"Belinda F. deGrazia". She denied signing the
money order and stated she had given a $400 cash
contribution to Debra Freeman.

11) Steven Warm was shown a $100 money order with his
name on it. He did not recall the money order nor
did he think he signed it. He stated he had made
one money order contribution, but did not know if
the money order shown was the one he contributed.
He indicated he may have contributed cash and
someone else bought the money order. He admitted
the signature on the accompanying acknowledgement
document was his, but could not recall who had
asked him to sign it. When told his money order
and that of Belinda deGrazia were consecutively
numbered, he indicated he had no explanation for
the coincidence.

When asked about the Charles Clark money order,
Warm said he had received cash contributions from
Clark, but recalled no money orders. He said Clark
probably gave cash and a money order was purchased
with the cash. He stated he knew there were times
when the Baltimore office of CFL purchased money
orders to represent cash contributions. He further
stated that this was done on the basis of
instructions from CFL national headquarters.

12) George B. P. Ward, Jr., vice president for the
Maryland National Bank testified concerning the
bank records of Debra Hanania Freeman. The records
were subpoenaed in an effort to learn more about
the earlier described $250 cashier's check
ostensibly contributed by Dr. Harold H. Harrison..§/

6/ No Dr. Harold H. Harrison was ever located. The only
Dr. Harold Harrison listed in Baltimore is Dr. Harold E.
Harrison, who, by interrogatory, denied ever contributing to CFL.
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Those records indicated that Debra Freeman had
withdrawn $750 from her own account and used $250
of that money to purchase the cashier's check. The
bank copy of the check contained only the notation
typed "CUSTOMER REQUEST BY: DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN"
indicating the other information was added after
the purchase.

13) Debra Hanania Freeman testified that she sometimes
purchased money orders for people who made cash
contributions, but only after the contributor had
consented to the purchase and filled out an
acknowledgement. When asked why many
acknowledgements were dated long after the money
orders, she said sometimes the people in CFL's New
York Office called to say they needed an
acknowledgement for someone because they had lost
one or had none on file and were about to make a
submission. She also testified that other
volunteers sometimes gave her cash which they had
collected and asked her to buy money orders for the
contributors. She testified that she understood
she could fill out the money orders as long as the
contributors signed contribution acknowledgements.2 /
Freeman admitted purchasing the Harold Harrison
cashier's check. She said "someone" had given her a

N, pledge envelope with Harrison's $250 in it and
asked her to buy a money order with it. She took
the money to her bank and obtained a cashier's
check instead because her bank provided free
cashier's checks to its customers. She did not

- explain why she had purchased money orders on all
other occasions, nor did she indicate that she had

r withdrawn the money for the cashier's check from
her account. When asked about the typed notation
on the check, Freeman said the additional typing
was not on the check when she submitted it to CFL
in New York.

Freeman was asked to provide handwritting exemplars
for all questioned documents. Although she
provided some, her attorney advised her not to
continue with them absent a court order.

14) Felice Gelman -- see discussion in MUR 1186, infra.

7/ Freeman indicated that she received her instructions
concerning contributions from the New York Office of CFL, through
Felice Gelman.
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B. MUR 1186

During their review of threshold submissions the auditors
found twelve money orders, each listing a name and an Oregon
address, but each failing either to contain the requisite
signature or to be accompanied by a signed acknowledgement
document. On Friday, December 7, 1979, Felice Gelman of CFL was
informed that the signatures were required in order for the
contributions to be matchable. Three days later CFL submitted
the twelve acknowledgement documents. Because the speed with
which the documents were obtained raised questions concerning
their legitimacy, confirmation letters were sent out in an effort
to verify them.

Of the six responses received, five verified their
contributions. The sixth letter came from Harold Harper who
indicated that he had purchased a subscription to "their" (CFL)
newspaper for $20 per year and two copies of "their" book, Dope,
Inc. for $5 per copy, however, he did not consider those payments
to be contributions. In addition, Harper stated that he had paid
for all items by cash, not money order. The information provided
by Harper differed from that submitted by CFL in three
significant respects: the amount paid ($30 vs. $40); the method
of payment (cash vs. money order); and the purpose of the
payments (purchases vs. contributions). Based on that
conflicting information, the Commission found reason to believe
that CFL and its treasurer, Felice Gelman, knowingly and
willfully submitted false information to the Commission in
violation of 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c). Interrogatories were sent to
CFL requesting the name of the CFL representative in Oregon who

1 had submitted the Harper money order. Subpoenas for depositions
were then issued to the six people who had not responded to the
confirmation letters, to Felice Gelman and to Martin Simon, the

r- identified submitter of the Harper money order. Only one
"contributor" was not deposed.

Those deposed indicated that they had either purchased the
money orders in question or given Martin Simon cash and
authorized him to purchase money orders for them. In some cases
Simon returned with the money orders and the contributors filled
them out, while in others Simon presumably filled out the money
orders. All contributors stated that Simon requested them to
sign a document acknowledging their contributions. Each of those
documents listed the dates and the amounts of the contributions,
and specified "money order" as the method of payment. In all
cases, the contributors acknowledged their contributions.

Martin Simon testified that he was a full time volunteer for
CFL and was the coordinator for Oregon fundraising. He stated
that inasmuch as the national strategy of CFL was to qualify for
matching funds, he discouraged cash contributions. He further
stated that he explained to contributors the matchability
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requirement of a written instrument and either went with them to
buy a money order or secured one for them. Simon was able to
obtain money orders at no cost at his bank. According to Simon,
if he obtained the money order, he made a copy of the receipt for
his records and sent a copy to the contributor. Simon indicated
that he was not aware of the signature requirement until CFL
notified him that the money orders in question had been rejected
for matchability. Simon also testified that he kept a separate
accounting of cash receipts whether they be contributions or
payments for literature. Such amounts were sent to New York via
an all inclusive money order containing an explanatory notation.

When questioned concerning Harold Harper, Simon indicated
that Harper had made one $40 cash contribution in 1979. Simon
stated that Harper originally told Simon that he would have his
wife make out a check and mail it. When Simon did not receive
it, he contacted Harper who said that the check had been sent.
Harper added that he would have the post office trace it. Simon
asserted that Harper then told Simon to come to his place of
business and he would give him another check. According to
Simon's testimony, when he arrived Harper had forgotten his
checkbook so he gave Simon $40 cash. Simon said he subsequently
obtained a $40 money order and sent Harper a copy.l/

Harper's description of the situation is quite different.
In a sworn affidavit he indicated that he had been solicited by
CFL for contributions several times, but always refused to
contribute. In the fall of 1978 he purchased a subscription to
"their" paper, New Solidarity, at a cost of $20 for the year. He
did this in order to learn more about LaRouche, not to contribute
to his campaign. He paid for the subscription in cash. When the
subscription expired Harper told Martin Simon he wished to renew
it and sent Simon a money order for $20. Harper was certain that
he never told Simon that he was making a "contribution", nor did
he say he would have his wife send Simon a check. The $20 money
order was lost in the mail and, at Simon's request, Harper paid
him for the subscription in cash. Harper also stated that he had
purchased two copies of Dope, Inc. at $5 per copy and had paid
Simon $10 in cash for the books. He did not intend the $10 as a
contribution. Harper admitted that he had signed the
acknowledgement document, but only after CFL representatives
bothered him at work while he was very busy. He signed the
acknowledgement without reading it, or knowing specifically what
it would be used for.

8/ This version of what occurred is strikingly similar to
Simon's version of what occurred with contributor Richard Wise.
Wise confirmed his money order contribution.
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Finally, Harper emphasized that he had never purchased a $40
money order or sent one to CFL, nor had he authorized anyone to
purchase or send one for him. He had never been shown the money
order which was submitted in his name, nor had he received a copy
of it.

Felice Gelman, former treasurer of CFL was also deposed.
Interrogatories answered by CFL indicated that Ms. Gelman had
contacted Simon about CFL's immediate need of the twelve
signature acknowledgement documents, and that she had helped
Simon prepare the acknowledgement documents. At her deposition,
Ms. Gelman was asked about the Harold Harper money order, as well
as the Dr. Harold Harrison cashier's check from MUR 1158. She
refused, upon advice of counsel, to answer any questions
concerning her dealings with CFL. Her counsel stated that since
the Commission's finding that there was reason to believe that
Ms. Gelman knowingly and willfully violated 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)
exposed her to possible criminal sanctions, he must advise her
not to answer any questions.

C. MUR 1253

During their required field work conducted pursuant to 26
U.S.C. S 9038(a), the FEC auditors discovered that 15 individuals
apparently incurred obligations on behalf of CFL in excess of
$1,000, in violation of the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C.
SS 441a(a) and 441a(f), and referred this matter (subsequently
denoted MUR 1253) for possible compliance action. On January 22,
1981, the Commission found reason to believe CFL violated 2
U.S.C. S 441a(f) by accepting excessive contributions from the
fifteen individuals, and notified CFL of that finding.

While MUR 1253 was pending before the Commission in the
investigative stage, additional materials concerning other
individuals who apparently made excessive contributions to CFL
were obtained through the post-primary audit and report review
processes. These matters which had been denominated MURs 1262
and 1344 were, by vote of the Commission, merged with MUR 1253 on
June 16, 1981, as they involved a common nucleus of facts and the
possible violation of the same statutory section. Also on that
date, the Commission found reason to believe that eight
individuals!/ had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1)(A) by making
contributions to CFL in excess of $1,000, and that CFL violated 2
U.S.C. J 441a(f) by accepting excessive contributions from 21
individuals.

9/ These individuals are Rochelle Ascher, Elliot Eisenberg,
Jeffrey Forrest, Lawrence Gray, Marjorie Mazel Hecht, Andrew
Wilson, Donald J. Carr and Ellen G. Scott.
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D. MUR 1352

This matter arose when the Audit Division referred three
atterns of irregularitieslO/ discovered during its review of
FL's records to the Office of General Counsel. One pattern

noted involved a large number of money orders issued from two
Chicago banking entities and deposited in CFL's New York
headquarters between December 10 and 17, 1979. The serial
numbers and dates on these money orders indicate that many were
consecutively numbered and had been purchased on the same date.
A total of thirty-one money orders received from twenty-three
contributors were reviewed.-I/ Many of the money orders
purportedly contributed by the same individuals contained
patently different signatures.l2/ In addition, the payee line of
most of the instruments appeared to be filled out by the same
hand. The auditors also noted that twenty-one of the twenty-
three contributors were listed as "unemployed".

On August 7, 1980, pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9039, the
Commission authorized the taking of twenty-three depositions in
the matter, however, United States Marshals were only able to
serve eleven of the individuals, nine of whom were deposed. On
October 24, 1980, the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia found that the Commission did not have
jurisdiction to pursue the matter under 26 U.S.C. S 9039.
(Gelman v. Fed. Election Comm'n.) Subsequently, on March 16,
1981, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g, the Commission found reason tobelieve that CFL knowingly and willfully submitted false
information to the Commission, in violation of 26 U.S.C.
S 9042(c). Authorization was given for the taking of seventeendepositions, however, only two of the seventeen individuals were
ever served with subpoenas.13/

10/ As indicated in the May 7, 1982 Comprehensive Investigative
Report, one pattern noted by the auditors concerned four money
orders purchased from the Chase Manhatten Bank. Upon
observation, the date and payee lines on all four instruments
appeared to have been filled out by the same hand. Another
concerned three consecutively numbered $200 money orders issued
by the Bank of New York. One of the three, purportedly signed by
CFL volunteer Joyce Rubinstein, appeared to have had the date
filled out by the same hand as the four purchased at the Chase
Manhattan Bank. Upon consideration, it appeared that neither of
these situations reflected a violation, therefore, they did not
warrant further investigation.

i/ Twenty-three of these were submitted for matching funds.

12/ Seven of the people involved are known LaRouche volunteers.

13/ All efforts to serve the others, including the use of
Pinkerton Agents, have failed.
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Of the nine individuals deposed in Chicago, eight testified
that they had been unemployed for the last year, during which
time they had volunteered for CFL. When confronted with money
orders ostensibly signed by them, the "contributors" responded as
follows:

1) Robert Hart, Janice Hart and Paul Greenberg denied ever
purchasing or signing the money orders and stated that
they "could not recall" making contributions in the
amounts shown on the money orders;

2) Sander Peretz Fredman testified that he had purchased
money orders for himself and, at the instruction of
Elliot Eisenberg,14/ had also purchased other money
orders. When faced with three consecutively numbered
money orders containing the signature "Sherri Waffle",
Fredman testified that he "might" have purchased and
signed them for his friend Ms. Waffle.

3) Victoria Lacey testified that she had made three
contributions to CFL: a $100 check; a $100 money
order; and a $50 money order. She admitted signing the
$50 and $100 money orders shown to her, but said
someone at CFL had purchased them. She "could not
recall" whether she had paid for them before or after
they were purchased and stated that many people at CFL
were involved in purchasing money orders. Lacy also
stated that December 10, 1979, the date on both her
money orders, was the date of a big CFL fundraising
event.15/ When shown a third money order purportedly
signed by her, Lacy initially denied purchasing it, but
later admitted both purchasing and signing it. Her
description of the circumstances surrounding its
purchase is questionable. She testified that she took
the $250, which she had received as a gift from her
parents, with her to Lombard, a town 90 miles from
Chicago, on a day she was campaigning for
contributions. She purchased the money order in
Lombard rather than buying it in Chicago, but provided
no explanation for doing so.

14/ Eisenberg's name surfaces throughout the depositions as the
person who managed campaign financing. We have been unable to
depose Eisenberg as he has evaded all efforts to serve him.

15/ Sixteen of the twenty money orders discussed here are dated
within three days of the December 10, 1979 fundraiser. In
addition, some consecutively numbered money orders contained
dates several days apart, leading to the conclusion that money
orders may have been purchased in blocks and filled in as needed.
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4) John Brown, Jr. testified that he made contributions to
CFL by putting money in a slot in the "campaign desk'
in the CFL office. He also put cash receipts from the
sale of materials in or on that desk. Brown said he
did not know who gathered the money or what happened to
it after it was left in the desk. Brown admitted
signing a $120 money order shown to him, but "did not
know" whether he had purchased it or whether he had
even contributed $120 to CFL.

5) Robert E. Pierce testified that he has purchased
several money orders for CFL including one from a
Missouri bank. Pierce said he gave these money orders
to Elliot Eisenberg who oversaw Pierce's fundraising
activities. Pierce stated that he put the
contributions he had collected into the "fundraising
desk". When shown a $100 money order with his name on
it, Pierce admitted signing it, but said Gerald
Pechenuk had purchased it. He had given Pechenuk cash,
but "could not recall" whether he had instructed
Pechenuk to purchase a money order.

6) Mitchell Hirsch stated that he had gone with other CFL
members to purchase money orders, however, all money
orders he purchased were for his own contributions.
Hirsch recalled purchasing and signing both money
orders attributed to him, but did not recall
accompanying Gerald Pechenuk to purchase the
December 13, 1979 money order even though Pechenuk's
December 13, 1979 money order lists the next
consecutive number to Hirsch's. Hirsch recalled
soliciting a credit card contribution from William
Lerch by telephone. He gave the credit card
information Lerch provided to Elliot Eisenberg, but did
not have any further information concerning the
transaction.

7) William Lerch, the contributor solicited by Mitchell
Hirsch, testified that he had charged two contributions
on his credit card -- the first for $200, the second
for $50. Both contributions were made by telephone.
When shown the two money orders attributed to him,
Lerch admitted signing the one for $200, but could not
recall the circumstances of the signing. He stated
that he had authorized the purchase of the money order
by his telephone contribution. When shown the $55
money order, Lerch denied ever making a $55
contribution or signing the money order.
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8) Gerald Rose was subpoenaed because Janice Hart, Robert
Hart, Robert Pierce and Victoria Lacey indicated that
he was in charge of the Chicago CFL office. Mr. Rose
testified that he was the political director of the
office, but had no direct connection with fundraising
efforts.

9) Robert Cole was subpoenaed because Janice Hart and
Victoria Lacey indicated that they turned collected
contributions over to Cole. Cole denied any big part
in the fundraising effort. He did not recall receiving
contributions from Hart, Lacey or anyone else. He said
he merely totalled up figures that were given to him
and sometimes counted money. Other than those aspects,
he denied any knowledge of, or involvement in, the
financial side of the Chicago CFL operation.

E. MUR 1374

This MUR arose from the post-primary audit undertaken
pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(a). On June 16, 1981, the

U01 Commission found reason to believe CFL had violated 26 U.S.C.
S 9042(c)(1)(A) by submitting false information to obtain
matching funds, in connection with purported contributions to CFL
that apparently were really loans the committee had previously
repaid.

II. DISCUSSION

A) 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A)

The evidence obtained indicates that CFL, through its agent
volunteers, knowingly and willfully submitted false or misleading

(_- information to the Commission in an attempt to receive matching
funds, in violation of 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A), in connection
with the following contributions:

1) MUR 1158

a) $35 money order signed "William Hayden." Rev. Hayden
denied having made a contribution to CFL, purchasing
the money order or signing it.

b) $150 money order signed "Ernest Pulsifor." Debra
Freeman admitted purchasing the money order after
Pulsifer had made a cash contribution. (Pulsifer's
name is spelled incorrectly on the money order.)



c) $250 money order signed *Nancy Radcliff". Debra
Freeman admitted purchasing and signing the money order
after Radcliffe had made a cash contribution.
(Radcliffe's name is spelled incorrectly on the money
order.)

d) $250 money order signed "Robert A. Robinson". Dr.
Robert A. Robinson said the signature was not his nor
did it appear to be that of his son, Robert A.
Robinson, Jr. The signature differed greatly from
another money order signed "Robert A. Robinson, Jr.".

e) $140 money order signed "Kevin Salisbury". Salisbury
did not recall contributing the money order and denied
signing the money order. (No separate signature
document was submitted.)

f) $450 money order signed "Kevin Salisbury". Salisbury
denied ever seeing the money order before the
deposition.

g) $70 money order signed "Charles Clark". Debra Freeman
admits filling out and signing the money order. Clark
testified that he only made cash contributions and
never made one, single contribution in the amount of
$70.

h) $150 money order signed "Anne R. Taylor". The Ann
Taylor found at the address submitted by CFL denied the
signature and the contribution.

i) $45 money order signed "David Sanders". Debra Freeman
admitted purchasing and signing the money order.
Sanders said he contributed cash.

j) $25 money order signed "David Sanders". Sanders denied
signing the money order and said the contribution was
made in cash.

k) $1,009.58 Household Finance Company loan check endorsed
by David Sanders submitted along with a signature
document signed by David Sanders and Lenore Sanders as
spouse. Diana Sayoun, David Sanders' wife denied
signing the document and denied making the
contribution.

1) $400 money order signed "Belinda F. deGrazia". Belinda
F. deGrazia Haight said she made the $400 contribution
in cash.
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j) $250 money order signed "Robert Hart". Robert Hart
denied purchasing or signing it. (No separate
signature document was submitted.)

k) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg" and dated
December 10, 1979. Greenberg denied purchasing or
signing it. (No separate signature document was
submitted.)

1) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg" and.dated
December 11, 1979. Greenberg denied signing it. (No
separate signature document submitted.)

m) $120 money order signed "John H. Brown, Jr.". Brown
did not recall purchasing it cr making the $120
contribution.

A) 2 U.S.C. S 441f
The evidence indicates that CFL, through its agent

volunteers, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowifigly accepting
contributions made by one person in the name of another in the

-- following instances:

r I) '*LR 1158

a) $250 cashier's check in the name of Harold Harrison.
Bank records show the funds actually came from Debra
Freeman's account.

b) $150 money order in the name of Anne R. Taylor. Ann
Taylor testified she never made the contribution.

c) $1,009.58 loan check from Household Finance Company
submitted with signature acknowledgement indicating the
check was contributed by both David Sanders and Lenore
Sanders, his spouse. Diana Sayoun, David Sanders'
wife, said she never made the contribution.l6/

16/ David Sanders testified that he made the entire $1,009.58
contribution. If that is so, CFL committed a violation by
accepting a contribution in excess of contribution limitations.
See discussion of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f), infra.
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m) $250 cashier's check and signature document for
Dr. Harold Harrison. George Ward, bank Vice President
testified that bank records show Debra Freeman
purchased the check with funds from her personal
account. No Dr. Harold Harrison resided at the address
submitted by CFL.

2) MUR 1186

a) $40 money order and signature document signed "Harold
Harper". Harper said he gave $30 cash to a CFL
representative.

3) MUR 1352

a) $200 money order signed "William Lerch". Lerch
admitted the signature but stated he has made the
contribution via credit card.

b) $55 money order signed "William Lerch". Lerch denied
the signature and denied making any contribution in
that amount. (No separate signature document was
submitted.)

c) $135 money order signed "Sherri Waffle". Sander
Fredman admitted signing it. (No separate signature
document was submitted.)

d) $85 money order signed "Sherri Waffle". Sander Fredman
admitted signing it. (No separate signature document
was submitted.)

e) $80 money order signed "Sherri Waffle". Sander Fredman
admitted signing it. (No separate signature document
was submitted.)

f) $125 money order signed "Janice Hart". Janice Hart
denied purchasing or signing the money order. (No
separate signature document was submitted.)

g) $120 money order signed "Janice Hart". Janice Hart
denied purchasing or signing the money order. (No
separate signature document was submitted.)

h) $100 money order signed "Victoria Lacey". Lacey stated
someone else at CFL had purchased it. She did pay for
it.

i) $50 money order signed "Victoria Lacey". Lacey did not
know who purchased it. She did pay for it.
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2) MUR 1352

a) $250 money order signed "Robert Hart". (No accompanying
signature document.) Robert Hart denied purchasing or
signing the money order and did not recall making a
contribution in that particular amount.

b) $125 money order signed "Janice Hart". (No accompanying
signature document.) Janice Hart denied purchasing or
signing the money order and could not recall.making a
contribution in that amount.

c) $120 money order signed "Janice Hart". See subsection
(b), supra.

d) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg". (No
accompanying signature document.) Greenberg denied
purchasing or signing the money order and said the only
contribution he ever made to CFL was a refund check for
about $6.00.

e) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg". See
In subsection (d), supra.

f) $135 money order signed "Sherri Waffle". Evidence
indicates that Sander Fredman actually purchased,
signed and submitted the money order.

N- ,. ;e z ;:.=2 "S:, .~ ;*;.a- . SZe subsection
(f), supra.

h) $80 money order signed "Sherri Waffle". See subsection
(f), supra.

i) $55 money order signed "William Lerch". Lerch denies
making the contribution.

j) $120 money order signed "John H. Brown, Jr.". Brown
admitted signing the money order, but did not recall
ever making the contribution.

C) 11 C.F.R. 5 110.4(c) (2)

The evidence indicates that CFL, through its agents,
violated 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c) (2) by accepting and retainingl/

17/ N;one of the cash contributions aggregating over $100 was
returned to contributor. All were submitted for matching.
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contributions exceeding, in the aggregate, $100 in cash in
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441g in the following instances:

1) MUR 1158

a) $40 cash contribution made by Ernest Pulsifer.
Pulsifer testified this contribution was made after he
had already made a $100 cash contribution.

b) $150 cash contribution made by Ernest Pulsifer.
Pulsifer testified this was contributed after he had
already made both a $100 and a $40 cash contribution.

c) $250 cash contribution made by Nancy Radcliffe.
Radcliffe testified she made the contribution in cash
to Debra Freeman.

d) $400 cash contribution made by Belinda F. deGrazia.
Belinda deGrazia Haight testified she made the
contribution in cash to Debra Freeman.

f. - -" .. - . . . ... -

VI~ I .

D) 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f)

The evidence indicates that CFL, through its agent
~:;neezs, knowingly violated 2 U.S.C. S 44ia(f) by accepting

contributions exceeding the contribution limitations set forth in
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) in the following instances:

1) MUR 1158

a) $1,009.58 Household Finance Company loan check from
David Sanders. Sanders testified that the entire
$1,009.58 was contributed by him, alone. Not only does
the check exceed the limitation, but Sanders also
testified he had made about six other contributions to
CFL during the presidential primary campaign,
including, specifically, a $45 and a $25 contribution.

2) MUR 1253

(1) $2,713.53 in contributions from Rochelle Ascher;

(2) $1,742.15 in contributions from Karen Brubaker;

(3) $1,024.48 in contributions from John Covici;

(4) $1,279.55 in contributions from Joseph D'Urso;
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(5) $3,378.34 in contributions from Elliot Eisenberg;

(6) $2,067.32 in contributions from Jeffrey Forrest;

(7) $1,409.59 in contributions from Gregory Garnier;

(8) $5,120.32 in contributions from Lawrence Gray;

(9) $3,681.32 in contributions from Marjorie Mazel
Hecht;

(10) $1,285.87 in contributions from Marsha KoKinda;

(11) $1,738.68 in contributions from Melvin Johnson;

(12) $1,763.76 in contributions from Michael Smedberg;

(13) $1,005.44 in contributions from Martin Simon;

(14) $1,507.65 in contributions from David W. Thill;

(15) $2,403.90 in contributions from Andrew Wilson;

(16) $1,025 in contributions from August F. Arace;

(17) $1,043 in contributions from James M. Duree;

(18) $1,105 in contributions from Shirley Fingerman;

(19) $1,030 in contributions from John Holly;

(20) $1,044 in contributions from T. J. Hopkins;

(21) $1,150 in contributions from Sherri S. Lightner;

(22) $1,100 in contributions from John Pellicano;

(23) $1,100 in contributions from John Ryman;

(24) $1,120 in contributions from John J. Sakala;

(25) $1,125 in contributions from Walter J. Stevens;

(26) $1,010 in contributions from James Taylor;

(27) $1,030 in contributions from Verne Tomlins;

(28) $1,515 in contributions from Carleton Williams;

(29) $1,580 in contributions from Frederic L. Young;
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(30) $2,375 in contributions from Donald J. Carr;

(31) $2,030 in contributions from Ellen G. Scott;

(32) $1,050 in contributions from Belinda F. deGrazia;

(33) $1,250 in contributions frorr Alexander Ward;

(34) $1,125 in contributions from Mary F. Cummings;

(35) $1,075 in contributions from James M. Everette;

(36) $1,250 in contributions from Michael Micale.

Contributions 1-15, listed above, were given in the form of
advances made by individuals on behalf of CFL.18/ "

I - _ . . , - -
C
a

Contributions 16-36, listed above, consisted of
outright gifts to CFL which, in the aggregate, exceeded each
individual's contribution limitation. "

The Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission

~ a civil penalty i the ont of t.-e=,' th sand five

hundred dollars ($12,500) from CFL. While the total dollar
amount involved in the violations is not small, the amount
involved in each violation is generally low. Additionally, many
of the violations are based on the same sets of circumstances.

18/ The definition of "contribution" includes the term
"advance". 2 U.S.C. S 431(8). The advances, for the most part,
consisted of expenses of travel, lodging and subsistence made by
individuals for the use of other CFL representatives and the
candidate; consequently, the exclusion contained in former
2 U.S.C. S 431(e)(5)(D) does not apply. That section only
exempted one's own expenses for travel. See 11 C.F.R.
S 100.7 (b) (8), former 11 C.F.R. S 100.4 (b) (6).

-it

C 7,.
) * ,LI.w...
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a

IV. MISCELLANEOUS

A) mUR 1186 -- Felice Gelman Violation

There is no evidence indicating that Felice Gelman actually
knew that Harold Harper had not contributed $40 to CFL. Her part
in the submission of that contribution arose after the purported
money order contribution was sent to CFL. She had no contact
with Harper and there is no evidence that Martin Simon told her
Harper had not made a $40 money order contribution. In light of
those facts, it would be extremely difficult to prove a knowing
and willful violation of 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A) by Ms. Gelman.
Consequently, the Office of General Ccunsel recommends that the
Commission take no further action, close the file with respect to
Ms. Gelman and notify her of that determination.

B) MUR 1253 - Excessive Contributions by the
Individual Respondents

2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) places an aggregate ceiling of
$,p w on individual contributions "to any candidate and his
authorized political committees with respect to any election for
Federal office."

While the eight individuals who are respondents in this
matter appear to have violated the above-cited section of the Act
by virtue of their excessive advances on behalf of CFL, based on
past Commission action (see MUR 1349), the General Counsel is
recommending that the Commission take no further action and close
the file with respect to each of these eight individuals, and
notify them of that decision.

C) MUR 1374 - Knowing and Willful Violations

As was discussed in the original General Counsel's Report
dated June 10, 1981, the evidence in this matter is purely
circumstantial. On analyzing CFL's recent response in this
matter (see attachment 1), it is apparent that there is no direct
evidence of a knowing and willful violation. The Committee has
offered as an explanation that the circumstances of this matter
involve "bookkeeping errors . . . mutually discovered by the FEC
Audit Division and CFL." Such an explanation is in keeping with
the General Counsel's original theory of the case, as suggested
by the June 10, 1981, General Counsel Report. Moreover, on
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December 12, 1982, CrL repaid the matching funds in question.

Nothing found in the investigation suggests a "'defiance' or

'knowing, conscious and deliberate flaunting' 
of the Act," the

standard applied for a knowing and willful violation in American

Federation of Labor and Congress of Industrial Organizations 
v.

FEC, 628 F.2d 97, 101 (D.C. Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449 U.S.

7M (1980).

Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends that 
the

Commission take no further action in this matter, close the file

and notify counsel for the respondent of that decision.

Recommendation
1)

2)

3) Take no further action in MUR 1186 with respect to
Felice Gelman, and close the file as it pertains to
her.

4) Take no further action in MUR 1253 with respect to:
. Rochelle Ascher; Elliott Eisenberg; Jeffrey Forrest;

Lawrence Gray; Marjorie Mazel Hecht; Andrew Wilson;
N -- J. Carr; and Elle" G. Scott, and close the file

as it pertains to each.

5) Take no further action in MUR 1374 and close the file.

6) Approve the attached letters.

Attachments:

I. CFL's Response in MUR 1374.

II.

III. Proposed Letter t'o Felice Gelman's Counsel Concerning

MUR 1186.

IV-XIr . Proposed Letters to Individual Respondents in MUR 1253.

XIII. Proposed Letter to CFL's Counsel Concerning 
MUR 1374.

2



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINICTON. D C. 20463

Gregory J. Perrin, Esq.
233 Broadway
New York, New York 10007

Re: MUR 1186 - Felice Gelman

.Dear Mr. Perrin:-

On March 27, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe
that your client, Felice Gelman, had violated 26 U.S.C.
S 9042(c) (1) (A), a provision of Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
U.S. Code in connection with the above referenced MUR. However,
after considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to take no further action and close the
file as it pertains to your client. The file will be made 'part
of the public record within 30 days after this matter has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public record,
please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g (a) (4) (B)
and S 437g (a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Lois
Lerner, attorney in charge of the matter, at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

By:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

ATTACHMENT III 1 of 1
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO%. D.C. 20463

Mrs. Ellen G. Scott
P.O. Box 48
Fort Edward, N.Y. 12828

RE: MUR 1253
Ellen G. Scott

Dear Mrs. Scott:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. the
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved.. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 43.7g(a) (4) (B)
and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

"-

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

ATTACHMENT IV 1 of 1
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f FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONSWASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Jeffrey Forrest
217 Haven Ave.
New York, N.Y. 10033

RE: MUR 1253

Jeffrey Forrest

Dear Mr. Forrest:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents

N involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

ell% The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4) (B)
and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a

r violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

ATTACHMET V 1 of 1
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Andrew Wilson
145 Peachtree Park Drive
Atlanta, Georgia 30309

RE: MUR 1253
Andrew Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
"0 Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action

and clbse its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on

, the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g (a) (4) (B)
C1 and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is

closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) and you should take

ef immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

ATTACHMENT VI 1 of 1
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. DC. 20463

MS. Marjorie Mazel Becht
251 West 87 Street
New York, N.Y. 10024

RE: MUR 1253
Marjorie Mazel Hecht

Dear Ms. Hecht:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B)
and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

ATTACHMENT VII 1 of 1
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Donald J. Carr
6730 Alexander
Saint Louis, MO. 63116.

RE: MUR 1253

Donald J. Carr

Dear Mr. Carr:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public recdrd, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B)
and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a) (1) (A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael

Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

ATTACHMENT VIII 1 of 1
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. 0 C. 20463

Lawrence Gray
200 East 27th Street
New York, N.Y. 10016

RE: MUR 1253
Lawrence Gray

Dear Mr. Gray:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents
involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B)
and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

ATTACHMENT IX 1 of 1
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I FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Elliot Eisenberg
5611 N. Glenwood
Chicago, Illinois 60660

RE: MUR 1253
Elliot Eisenberg

Dear Mr. Eisenberg:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commis.sion on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. 'The
file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents

* N involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B)
and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive
contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a) (1) (A) and you should take
immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in
the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

ATTACHMENT X 1 of 1
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCON. D.C. 20463

Ms. Rochelle Ascher
461 Westover Hills Blvd.
Richmond, Virginia 23225

RE: MUR 1253

Rochelle Ascher

Dear Ms. Ascher:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the

Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action
and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The

file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents

involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B)
and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter is
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive

contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be a

violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a) (1) (A) and you should take

immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in

the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael

Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

ATTACHMENT XI 1 of 1
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINTON. D C. 20463

Ms. Rochelle Ascher
461 Westover Hills Blvd.
Richmond, Virginia 23225

RE: MUR 1253

Rochelle Ascher

Dear Ms. Ascher:

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the

Commission on August , 1982, decided to take no further action

and close its file in this matter as it pertains to you. The

file will be made part of the public record within 30 days after

this matter has been closed with respect to all other respondents

involved. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5, 437g(a)(4)(B)

and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire matter 
is

closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has

been closed.

The Commission reminds you that the making of excessive

contributions by loans or otherwise nevertheless appears to be 
a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A) and you should take

immediate steps to insure that this activity does not occur in

the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michael

Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General Counsel

ATTACHMENT XII 1 of 1
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June 7, 1982.

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW -- -
Washington, D.C. 20463
Attention: Office of General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.

Re: MUR 1374

Dear Mr. Gross:

Pursuant to your letter dated May 28, 1982
concerning the above referenced MUR:

1. Citizens for LaRouche denies that there
was any knowing or willful violation of 26 U.S.C.
9042 (c) (1) (A) in this matter by CFL or any "agent"
of CFL.

2. The circumstances of the bookkeeping errors
which led to this matter were fully disclosed to the
Audit Divison when the errors were mutually discovered
by the FEC Audit Divison and CFL.

3. CFL repaid the monies 'to the Treasury whidh
are at issue here.

4. Citizens for LaRouche does not believe that
allegations of criminal violations of the FECA and
FEC investigations should or can be premised on such
investigative fancies as are stated in the factual
and legal analysis to this MUR, namely:

"the circumstantial evidence would suggest
that Committee agents who submitted the match.ing
funds request knew that the two individuals had
been reimbursed for their contributions. It
may be possible that such knowledge can be
imputed to those persons."

The FEC knows that whenthis error was discovered, CFL
acknowledged it as error and provided an explication to
the auditors and repaid the Treasury monies.

Very truly yours,

MAYE mORGA1ROT}
24901 Northwestern Highway

Southfield., Michigan 48075
ATTACHMENT I 1 of 1
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Mayer Morganroth, Esquire
24901 Northwestern Highway
Southfield, Michigan 48075

RE: MUR 1374
Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Morganroth:

On. August , 1982, the Commission decided to take no-
further action in this matter. The entire file in this
matter has now been closed and will become part of the
public record within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky
at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
CGeneral Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

ATTACHMENT XIII 1 of 1
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July 29, 1982

Mr. Larry Noble, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K. Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Dolbeare v. F.E.C.
and Citizens for LaRouche
MURS.

Dear Mr. Noble:

I have previously sent you a letter offering certain per-
formances to resolve the outstanding MIURS and to bring to a close
all the questioned items regarding CFL.

Please be advised that I reiterate that offer and would be
pleased to enter into informal conciliation and upon its conclusion,
dismiss all litigation as set forth in my previous letter of May 4, 1982.

Very truly yours,

Mayer Morganroth

M/be
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Mr. Larry Noble, Esq.
Office of the Geneal Counsel
Federal Election Comission
1325 K. Street N.N.
Washington, DC. 20463

, ,- .
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In the
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION V

a..

In the Matter of: .- 5

Any and all M.U.R.S., audits, cases and controversies pending

before this Commission involving Citizens for LaRouche, its

officers or agents,

Please take Notice that the undersigned will terminate our

employment as counsel for Citizens for LaRouche and its officers

and agents in all matters pending before the Federal Election

Commission effective July 30, 1982.

MILLER, CANFIELD, PADDOCK AND STONE

By 14 J

Dated: 14 July 1982



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

S ,July 9, 1982

George B.P. Ward, Jr.
Maryland National Bank
P.O. Box 987
Baltimore, MD 21203

Re: MUR 1158 - Debra Freeman
Bank Records

Dear Mr. Ward:

During your June 7, 1982 conversation with Marsha Geneter
and Lois Lerner you indicated that you had certain bank records
of Debra Freeman's which had been subpoenaed by the Federal
Election Commission, but which had never been picked up by
Commission staff. We would appreciate it if you would send those
records to us at this time. We will, of course, reimburse-the
bank for the reasonable cost of duplicating the records.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
*contact Lois Lerner at (202) 523-4175.

1 - Sincerely,

Lawrence M.
Assistant General Counsel

C-"
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Lawrence M. Noble, Esqure
Assistant General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463
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WRTRSDIRECT IDIAL NUMBER bank
BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21203

June 18, 1982

Ms. Marsha G. Gentner, Attorney
Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C. 20463

Re: Debra Hanania Freeman

Dear Ms. Gentner:

In response to your letter of June 16th I am enclosing a copy of
Ms. Freeman's letter to me dated September 18, 1981.

Sincerely yours,

Georg P. Ward,
Vice President

GBPW:cdg



Debra Hanania-Freeman
4004 Linkwood Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21210

September 18, 1981

George B. P. Ward, Jr. Esp.
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Dear Mr. Ward:

It is my understanding, from my previous conversation with you as

well as from court records, that you, on behalf of Maryland National

Bank handed over certain information concerning my personal bank accounts

to the Federal Election Commission. -

I was never notified by the bank or anyone else for that matter that

this was taking place. Nor have I ever received copies of precisely what-

it was that you handed over to the Federal Election. I believe that a

violation of the Right to Financial Privacy Act may have occurred along

the line.

In any case, I am requesting here that you forward to me immediately copiesof

any and all information from my personal bank accounts or any other accounts in

my name that you furnished the Federal Election Commission with.

I expect you to give this matter your prompt attention.

Sincerely,

D
Debra Hanania-Freeman
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BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21203

June 18, 1982

7-
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Ms. Marsha G. Gentner, Attorney
Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C. 20463

Re: Debra Hanania Freeman

Dear Ms. Gentner:

In response to your-letter of June 16th I am enclosing a copy of
Ms. Freeman's letter to me dated September 18, 1981. •

Sincerely yours,

Geor . Ward, J

C Vice President

GBPW:cdg



Debra Hanani a-Freeman
4004 Linkwood Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21210

September 18, 1981

George B. P. Ward, Jr. Esp.
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Dear Mr. Ward:

It is my understanding, from my previous conversation with you as
well as from court records, that you, on behalf of Maryland National
Bank handed over certain information concerning my personal bank accounts
to the Federal Election Commission. _

I was never notified by the bank or anyone else for that matter that
this was taking place. Nor have I ever received copies of precisely what
it was that you handed over to the Federal Election. I believe that a
violation of the Right to Financial Privacy Act may have occurred along

the line.

In any case, I am requesting here that you forward to me immediately- copiesof

any and all information from my personal bank accounts or any other accounts in
my name that you furnished the Federal Election Commission with.

I expect you to give this matter your prompt attention.

Sincerely,

Debra Hanani a-Freeman



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
L) WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

June 16, 1982

George B.P. Ward, Jr.
Maryland National Bank
P.O. Box 987
Baltimore, MD 21203

Dear Mr. Ward:

Thank-you for sending me copies of your letters to Debra
Freeman. in connection with the Commission's subpoena of the
records of her accounts at Maryland National Bank. I received
those materials today; however, you did not include a copy of
Ms. Freeman's October 1981 letter to you, which I had also
requested. If you have no problem with providing a copy of that
letter, I would appreciate it if you would send it to me, at your
convenience.

Thank-you again.

Sincerely,

Marsha G. Gentner
Attorney
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October 21, 1981

Ms. Debra Hanania Freeman
4004 Linkvood Road
Baltimore, MD 21210

Dear Ms. Freeman:

In response to your letter of September 18, 1981 ny records
do not indicate that copies of any of your bank account
records vere turned over to the Federal Election Commission
because the person handling the case for the Commission
never shoved up to pick them up as was agreed.

Nevertheless, in reliance on the subpoenas issued by the
Commission as modified by Judge Kaufman's-order and the cer-
tificates of compliance vith the Right. to.Financial Privacy
also issued by the Commission, I vould have turned over the
material requested if the matter had been pursued and I vill
turn it over if it is parsued,

Very truly yours,

George B. P. Ward, Jr.
Vice President

GBPWJr:cdg
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June 14, 1982 € .,
-o

m s. Debra Haraia Frecen - - '
4004 Lrkwoo Pad
Baltimore, M) :21210

Dear Ms. Freeran:"

This letter is 3ntex~ed to correct ny inaccurate inforntin which ray have
been Cxveyed to you by ray letter of October 21, 1981.

In resp se to a sioe for bank records issued by the Federal Election
Cormu.ssion cated Mardn 27, 1980 as modified by the terrs of Judge Kauf 's
order of may 8, 1980 ard in reliance cn the certificate of canpliance with the
Right to Priacy Act cf 1978 dated June -11, 1980, the following records of yr
accounts were turned over to the Ccrmrssion on June 19, 1980:

Sn/o Debra J. % -ania
- Sigratre card
- Statements for the period January 11, 1979 hrouh .ril 9, 1980

Sn/o Debra J. !xran"
-Si"-gture card

- ransaction hstory for the period Jaxnuazy 19, 1979 throug Mardh 31, 1980
- .:Ithdrawal slip dated Jarmary 14, 1980 in the a.-nt of $750.00

Although additional records were initially requested, non w°ere t.rnoa over
the Camassion because the staff member ho vas -rding the ratter fer the
Cr-assion never ce to pick then up as agreed.

I trust this will clear up any misunderstandig.

Very truly vrs

Ceorge B. P. 1-.rd, Jr.
Vice President

bcc: 's. l.rsha G. Gentner, ztrney
Federal Electamn Ccrrass .n
Wsuntn D.C. 20463
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WRITER'S DIRECT DIAL NUMBER b n
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21203

June 14, 1982

--ow

Ms. Marsha G. Gentner, Attorney
Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C. 20463 cn

Re: Debra Hanania Freeman

Dear Ms. Gentner:

In response to your letter of June 8th I am enclosing a copy of
my letter to Ms. Freeman dated October 21, 1981 as well as a copy
of my letter of June 14, 1982.

Sincerely yours,

George B. P. Ward,

Vice President'

GBPW:cdg
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO. 0 C 20*3

June 8, 1982

George B.P. Ward, Jr.
Maryland National Bank
P.O. Box 987
Baltimore, MD 21203

Dear Mr. Ward:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation of June 7, 1982,
enclosed please find a copy of the transcript of your deposition
taken on June 19, 1980, the exhibits thereto, and copies of the
documents with respect to Debra Freeman's account that you
produced for the Commission at your deposition. Should Ms.
Freeman renew her request for copies of these documents, the
Commission has no objection to the bank processing that request
in the way such requests are normally handled by Maryland
National Bank. I do want to point out, however, that the
documents which represent copies of Maryland National Bank
cashier's check number 3441224, appear. to be MNB records rather
than customer (Ms. Freeman's) records, as that term is defined by
the Bank Privacy Act.

In light of the contents of Ms. Freeman's October 1981
letter to you seeking copies of the records produced by the bank
to the FEC, I would also appreciate it if you would send me a
copy of that letter so that my files on this matter will be
complete. In addition, should Ms. Freeman initiate any claim
against you or Maryland National Bank, pursuant to the Bank
Privacy Act, I would appreciate it if you would notify me
immediately.

Thank-you again for your attention to this matter. If you
have any questions or problems concerning the above, please do
not hesitate to call me, at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Marsha G. Gentner
Attorney

Enclosures



fFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONS1 WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

7 FnMay 
17, 1982

David B. Mitchell, Esquire
Mitchell & Lee, P.A.
2105 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21218

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

Enclosed is a copy of the court's opinion and order in
Dolbeare v. Federal Election Comm'n., to which I referred in my
April 15, 1982 letter to you. Please excuse our oversight in not
attaching it to that letter.

If you have any other questions or problems please contact
Lois Lerner, the attorney in charge of this matter, at
(202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

ell- ~~LawrneM ol
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
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MITCHELL & LEN, P.A. 8 2 MAY13 P 1: 04
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The Charls BuiUdin
2105 North Charles Sueet
Balimore, Maryland 21218

David B. Mitchell
Charles Curtis Lee

(1945-1978)
--- May 10, 1982

Robert L Bloom ArCode 301
Elizabeth L Julian* 875559

*Admitted in Pa. also

Lawrence M. Noble, Esquire
Assistant General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 11S8

Dear Mr. Noble:

I wish to acknowledge your letter of April 27, 1982
regarding the FEC's desire to depose Mr. Warm and Ms. de Grazia.
You referred to an apparently unreported decision by a Federal
Court that upheld the Commission's right to continue its sus-
pended depositions. I am not privy to that decision. Please
provide me with a copy of the matter of Dolbeare v. Fed. Election
Comm'n as mentioned in the copy of your April 15, 1982 letter
attached to that of April 27, 1982.

Your notice of deposition has been sent on to the
deponents with the request that they contact me. I will advise
you in a timely fashion whether I will be representing each of
them.

Very truly yours,

MITCHELL AND LEE, P.A.

DAVID B. MITCHELL

DBM:dag

cc: Mr. Lawrence Freeman



STIPULATION FOR SUBSTITUTION OF ATTORNEYS

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED THAT Mayer Morganroth,

Esq. of 24901 Northwestern Highway# Detroit, 
Michigan be and

he hereby is substituted as attorney in the place 
and stead

of David Mitchell, Esq. of 2105 North Charles Street,

Baltimore, Maryland for the following witnesses 
in a

Federal Election Commission investigation of Debra 
Freeman

and Citizens for LaRouche, Inc.:

STEVEN WARM

BELINDA DEGRAZIA

ROBERT ROBINSON, M.D.

Dated: June , 1982

---VAVI D MITCHELL

MAE MGNRT
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May 7, 1982

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Phyllis A. Kaysan

SUBJECT: MURs 1158, 1186, 1351

Please have the attached Comprehensive investigative

Report distributed to the Conmnission on a 24 hour no-

objection basis. Thank you.

Attachment

cc: Lerner



* SENSITIVE *
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMNI $Z N,:

8 AY ( A9: 10

In the Matter of ) MURS 1158, 1186, 1352)
Citizens for LaRouche )

COMPREHENSIVE INVESTIGATIVE REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On December 18, 1979, the Commission qualified Citizens for
LaRouche (CFL) to receive matching funds for the 1980
presidential primary campaign. During audits conducted pursuant
to that qualification, certain irregularities were noted in the
documentation submitted by CFL. The Commission undertook
investigations into those irregularities which are summarized as
follows:

A. MUR 1158

This matter arose during a review of CFL's third matching
fund submission. Auditors discovered that several money orders
submitted for matching funds contained signatures patently
dissimilar from signatures found on other instruments purportedly
signed by the same individuals. Many of the signatures on the
instruments bore a strong resemblance to handwriting on checks
contributed by Debra Hanania Freeman, CFL Committee
Representative for Baltimore. An additional irregularity
appeared on a cashier's check purportedly contributed by Dr.
Harold Harrison. The check contained the notation:

CUSTOMER REQUEST BY: Dr. Harold Harrison (to be picked up by
DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN, C.F.L. rep.)

The notation appears to have been typed by two different
typewriters; the added words implying that Harrison, rather than
Freeman, requested the check. The signature card submitted as
documentation for the contribution listed an address for Harold
H. Harrison, M.D., however, no one by that name was found at
that address. Furthermore, the signature on Harrison's signature
card closely resembled the signature on an contribution check
attributed to another individual.

On February 12, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe
that Debra Hanania Freeman had violated 26 U.S.C. S 9042(C)(1)
and 2 U.S.C. S 441f with respect to the above-described
instruments. The Commission authorized the taking of eight
depositions and, on February 2, 1981, based on those depositions
found reason to believe that CFL had violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441f



-2-

and 441g,1/ 11 C.F.R. S 9042(c). Eighteen additional depositions
were authorized, three of which have been taken and four others
are awaiting scheduling. Attempts to locate the remaining
individuals involved have been unsuccessful.

The following summarizes the testimony taken in Baltimore:2/

1) Reverend William Hayden was shown a $35 money order
made out to CFL with his name and address printed
on the sender line. He said he had never seen the
money order nor had he ever contributed anything to
CFL. He said he had given $35 cash to Robert
Primack for an annual membership in the National
Anti-Drug Coalition (NADC) Conference. He has not
seen or heard from Primack since then.

2) Ernest K. Pulsifer testified that Lawrence Freeman
had solicited him by telephone in late 1979. He
met with Freeman and his wife Debra, and discussed
LaRouche's campaign. He then went to CFL campaign
headquarters and gave a $100 cash contribution to
Mr. Freeman. Pulsifer gave cash contributions to
Lawrence Freeman on two other occasions; one for
$40 and one for $150. When shown a $150 money
order ostensibly signed by him, Pulsifer denied
ever having seen it before and pointed out that his
name was spelled incorrectly on the money order.

3) Nancy Radcliffe testified that she was a CFL
volunteer for the 1980 campaign. She admitted
making a $250 cash contribution to CFL which she
gave to Debra Freeman. When shown a $250 money
order purportedly signed by her, Radcliffe denied
purchasing it or signing it and noted that her name
was spelled incorrectly on the money order.
Radcliffe said that Debra Freeman had purchased it
and that she (Radcliffe) had seen the completed

1/ This appears to be an error as 2 U.S.C. S 441g applies to
people who contribute over $100 in cash. CFL did not make cash
contributions, rather it received them. Therefore, 11 C.F.R.
S 110.4(C)(2) is more appropriately applied here.

2/ See Attachment A for a summary in chart form.
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money order among a group of other contributions
being sent to the CFL office in New York.
Radcliffe then produced a document in which she had
acknowledged making a $250 contribution to CFL on
9/10/79../ She indicated that Debra Freeman had
asked her to sign the document on 2/28/80.
Although Radcliffe stated that she had seen Freeman
regularly during the period between 9/10/79 and
2/28/80, she could offer no explanation why Freeman
had waited six months to have her acknowledge the
contribution.1/

Radcliffe was also asked about two personal checks
she had contributed. The name Robert Primack was
imprinted on the checks, while Radcliffe's name was
added with a pen. She indicated that it was a
joint checking account, but was unwilling to
provide any information concerning Primack. (This
is the same Robert Primack referred to by Rev.
William Hayden. See 1, supra. Efforts to locate
Primack have failed.)

4) Dr. Robert A. Robinson stated that he had
contributed checks to CFL, but never money orders.
When shown a $250 money order signed Robert A.
Robinson, he stated that it was not his signature
nor did it appear to be that of his son, Robert A.
Robinson, Jr., who had once lived at the address
shown on the money order. Dr. Robinson was then
shown another $250 money order with the name Robert
A. Robinson, Jr. printed on the signature line.
Dr. Robinson did not recognize the printing on the
money order and pointed out that the house number
on the address was different from the number on the
previous money order.

5) Kevin Salisbury stated that he had contributed to
LaRouche, but could not recall how much or whether
the contributions were by cash or check. He did
recall that he had given the contributions to Debra
Freeman. When shown a $140 money signed "Kevin
Salisbury" he could not recall whether he had
purchased it or had ever seen it. He did testify
that the signature was not his. Salisbury was

3/ This document was not in the Commission's files.

4/ It is noteworthy that 2/28/80, the date of the
acknowledgement is only nine days after Freeman was notified of
the Commission's reason to believe finding against her.
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uncooperative when asked about the circumstances
surrounding the purchase of a $450 money order, but
did state that none of the printing on it was his.
He pointed out that the letters t and p in the word"apt." in the address were transposed. An
acknowledgement card admittedly signed by Salisbury
contained the same mistake, leading to the
conclusion that the money order was filled out by
someone after the acknowledgement was signed.

6) Charles Clark's testimony was confusing, however,
he seemed to indicate that he had purchased tickets
to LaRouche fundraisers on three occasions. The
tickets cost $25, $20 and $15, but it appears as
though Clark paid for them in installments by
giving $5-$10 at a time to Debra Freeman or Steve
Warm. It was Warm who asked him to sign an
acknowledgement that he had contributed $70 to CFL.
It was Warm who told him that his contributions
totalled $70. When shown the $70 money order in
his name, Clark said he had never contributed a
money order nor had he made a single $70
contribution.

7) Ann A. Taylor - When shown a money order for $150
containing her address and signed "Anne R. Taylor",
Ms. Taylor stated that she had never purchased a
money order in her life nor had she ever
contributed to CFL. In addition, she noted that
the spelling of her first name was incorrect and
the middle initial in the signature was different
than hers.

8) David Sanders denied purchasing or signing both a
$45 and a $25 money order purportedly signed by
him. He said he had given cash contributions to
CFL and assumed that they were turned into money
orders so they could be sent through the mail, but
he never instructed anyone to purchase the money
orders for him. Sanders was shown one of two
signed acknowldgements submitted to the Commission
which stated that he had contributed a $45 money
order to CFL. He testified that the signature on
it was not his. (Sanders was not shown the second
acknowledgement.) Sanders was also asked about a
$1,009.58 check from Household Finance made out to
him and endorsed over to CFL. He stated that he
had obtained a personal loan to buy furniture, but
decided to give the money to CFL instead. He was
then shown an acknowledgement of that contribution
signed by David Sanders and by Lenor Sanders as his
spouse. Sanders indicated that he did not
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know a Lenore Sanders. His wife's name is Diana
Sayoun. He could not recall whether the Lenore
Sanders signature had appeared on the
acknowledgement when he signed it.5/ He also
testified that the $1,009.58 contribution was his
alone, and that he was never told by anyone at CFL
that it was illegal to contribute over $1,000 to
one campaign.

9) Diana Sayoun was shown the acknowledgement document
containing the name Lenore Sanders. Sayoun stated
that she did not sign it, she had never used the
name Lenore Sanders and she did not know Lenore
Sanders. She did state that she had once received
a letter from the U.S. Labor Party addressed to
Lenore Sanders. Sayoun said that someone from the
U.S. Labor had tried to get her to sign a
contribution acknowledgement, but she refused
because she had never contributed. She said her
husband had told her that the $1,009.58 check was a
loan to the U.S. Labor Party which they repaid in
monthly installments. However, she indicated that
she did not believe him, but felt that he had told
her that story so she would not be angry with him
because he had contributed such a large amount to
the U.S. Labor Party.

10) George B. P. Ward, Jr., vice president for the
Maryland National Bank testified concerning the
bank records of Debra Hanania Freeman. The records
were subpoenaed in an effort to learn more about
the earlier described $250 cashier's check
ostensibly contributed by Dr. Harold H. Harrison..g/
Those records indicated that Debra Freeman had
withdrawn $750 from her account and used $250 of
that money to purchase the cashier's check. The
bank copy of the check contained only the notation
typed "CUSTOMER REQUEST BY: DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN"
indicating the other information was added after
the purchase.

5/ Sanders was a difficult witness. Even after he testified
that his wife's name is Diana Sayoun, he would not state that the
"Lenore Sanders" appearing on the acknowledgment was not his
wife's signature.

6/ No Dr. Harold H. Harrison was ever located. The only
Dr. Harold Harrison listed in Baltimore is Dr. Harold E.
Harrison, who, by interrogatory, denied ever contributing to CFL.
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11) Debra Hanania Freeman testified that she sometimes
purchased money orders for people who made cash
contributions, but only after the contributor had
consented to the purchase and filled out an
acknowledgement. When asked why many
acknowledgements were dated long after the money
orders, she said sometimes the people in CFL's New
York Office called to say they needed an
acknowledgement for someone because they had lost
one or had none on file and were about the make a
submission. She also testified that other
volunteers sometimes gave her cash which they had
collected and asked her to buy money orders for the
contributors. She testified that she understood
she could fill out the money orders as long as the
contributors signed contribution
acknowledgements.2/ Freeman admitted purchasing the
Harold Harrison cashier's check. She said
"someone" had given her a pledge envelope with
Harrison's $250 in it and asked her to buy a money
order with it. She took the money to her bank and
obtained a cashier's check instead because her bank
provided free cashier's checks to its customers.
She did not explain why she had purchased money
orders on all other occasions, nor did she indicate
that she had withdrawn the money for the cashier's
check from her account. When asked about the typed
notation on the check, Freeman said the additional
typing was not on the check when she submitted it
to CFL in New York.

Freeman was asked to provide handwritting exemplars
for all questioned documents. Although she
provided some, her attorney advised her not to
continue with them absent a court order.

B. MUR 1186

During their review of threshold submissions the auditors
found twelve money orders, each listing a name and an Oregon
address, but each failing either to contain the requisite
signature or to be accompanied by a signed acknowledgement
document. On Friday, December 7, 1979, Felice Gelman of CFL was
informed that the signatures were required in order for the

7/ Freeman indicated that she received her instructions
concerning contributions from the New York Office of CFL, through
Felice Gelman.
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contributions to be matchable.8 / Three days later CFL submitted
the twelve acknowledgement documents. Because the speed with
which the documents were obtained raised questions concerning
their legitimacy, confirmation letters were sent out in an effort
to verify them.

Of the six responses received, five verified their
contributions. The sixth letter came from Harold Harper who
indicated that he had purchased a subscription to "their" (CFL)
newspaper for $20 per year and two copies of "their" book, Dope,
Inc. for $5 per copy, however, he did not consider those payments
to be contributions. In addition, Harper stated that he had paid
for all items by cash, not money order. The information provided
by Harper differed from that submitted by CFL in three
significant respects: the amount paid ($30 vs. $40); the method
of payment (cash vs. money order); and the purpose of the
payments (purchases vs. contributions). Based on that
conflicting information, the Commission found reason to believe
that CFL and Felice Gelman knowingly and willfully submitted
false information to the Commission in violation of 26 U.S.C.
j 9042(c). Interrogatories were sent to CFL requesting the name
of the CFL representative in Oregon who had submitted the Harper
money order. Subpoenas for depositions were then issued to the
six people who had not responded to the confirmation letters, to
Felice Gelman and to Martin Simon, the identified submittor of
the Harper money order. All but Gelman and one "contributor"
were deposed.

Those deposed indicated that they had either purchased the
money orders in question or given Martin Simon cash and
authorized-_/ him to purchase money orders for them. In some
cases Simon returned with the money orders and the contributors
filled them out, while in others Simon presumably filled out the
money orders. All contributors stated that Simon requested them
to sign a document acknowledging their contributions. Each of
those documents listed the dates and the amounts of the
contributions, and specified "money order" as the method of
payment. In all cases, the contributors acknowledged their
contributions.

8/ If the contributions had been found to be unmatchable, CFL
would have failed to meet the eligibility requirements for
matching fund payments.

9/ It should be noted that in one case the "authorization" was
more understood than specified. (For example - Robert Musmansky)
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Martin Simon testified that he was a full time volunteer for
CFL and was the coordinator for Oregon fundraising. He stated
that inasmuch as the national strategy of CFL was to qualify for
matching funds, he discouraged cash contributions. He explained
to contributors the matchability requirement of a written
instrument and either went with them to buy a money order or
secured one for them. Simon was able to obtain money orders at
no cost at his bank. If he obtained the money order, he made a
copy of the receipt for his records and sent a copy to the
contributor. Simon indicated that he was not aware of the
signature requirement until CFL notified him that the money
orders in question had been rejected for matchability. Simon
also testified that he kept a separate accounting of cash
receipts whether they be contributions or payments for
literature. Such amounts were sent to New York via an all
inclusive money order containing an explanatory notation.

When questioned concerning Harold Harper, Simon indicated
that Harper had made one $40 cash contribution in 1979. Harper
originally told Simon that he would have his wife make out a
check and mail it. When Simon did not receive it, he contacted
Harper who said that the check had been sent. He added that he
would have the post office trace it. Harper then told Simon to
come to his place of business and he would give him another

-- check. When Simon arrived Harper had forgotten his checkbook so
he gave him the $40 cash. Simon obtained a $40 money order and
sent Harper a copy.lO/

Harper's description of the situation is quite different.
In a sworn affidavit he indicated that he had been solicited by
CFL for contributions several times, but always refused to
contribute. In the fall of 1978 he purchased a subscription to
"their" paper, New Solidarity, at a cost of $20 for the year. He
did this in order to learn more about LaRouche, not to contribute
to his campaign. He paid for the subscription in cash. When the
subscription expired Harper told Martin Simon he wished to renew
it and sent Simon a money order for $20. Harper was certain that
he never told Simon that he was making a "contribution", nor did
he say he would have his wife send Simon a check. The $20 money
order was lost in the mail and, at Simon's request, Harper paid
him for the subscription in cash. Harper also stated that he had
purchased two copies of Dope, Inc. at $5 per copy and had paid
Simon $10 in cash for the books. He did not intend the $10 as a
contribution. Harper admitted that he had signed the
acknowledgement document, but only after CFL representatives

10/ This version of what occurred is strikingly similar to
Simon's version of what occurred with contributor Richard Wise.
(Simon deposition p. 38) Wise confirmed his money order
contribution.
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bothered him at work while he was very busy. He signed the
acknowledgement without reading it, or knowing what it would be
used for.

Finally, Harper emphasized that he had never purchased a $40
money order or sent one to CFL, nor had he authorized anyone to
purchase or send one for him. He had never been shown the money
order which was submitted in his name, nor had he received a copy
of it.

C. MUR 1352

This matter concerns three patterns of irregularities
discovered by the Audit Division during its review of CFL's
records pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038. The initial pattern noted
involved a large number of money orders issued from two Chicago
banking entities and deposited in CFL's New York headquarters
between December 10 and 17, 1979. The serial numbers and dates
on these money orders indicate that many were consecutively
numbered and had been purchased on the same date. A total of
thirty-one money orders received from twenty-three contributors
were reviewed.ly/ Many of the money orders purportedly
contributed by the same individuals contained patently different
signatures.12/ In addition, the payee line of most of the
instruments appeared to be filled out by the same hand. The
auditors also noted that twenty-one of the twenty-three
contributors were listed as "unemployed."

The second pattern noted by the auditors concerned four
money orders purchased from the Chase Manhatten Bank. The date
and payee lines on all four instruments appeared to have been
filled out by the same hand.

Finally, the auditors found three consecutively numbered
$200 money orders issued by the Bank of New York. One of the
three, purportedly signed by CFL volunteer Joyce Rubinstein,
appeared to have been filled out by the same hand as the four
purchased at the Chase Manhattan Bank.

On August 7, 1980, pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9039, the
Commission authorized the taking of twenty-three depositions in
the matter, however, United States Marshals were only able to
serve eleven of the individuals, nine of whom were deposed. On
October 24, 1980, the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia found that the Commission did not have
jurisdiction to pursue the matter under 26 U.S.C. S 9039.
(Gelman v. Fed. Election Comm'n.) Consequently, on March 16,
1981, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437(g), the Commission found reason
to believe that CFL knowingly and willfully submitted false

1i/ Twenty-three of these were submitted for matching funds.

12/ Seven of the people involved are known LaRouche volunteers.
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information to the Commission, in violation of 26 U.S.C.
S 9042(c). Authorization was given for the taking of seventeen
depositions, however, only two of the individuals have been
served thus far.l3/

Of the nine individuals deposed in Chicago, eight testified
that they had been unemployed for the last year, during which
time they had volunteered for CFL.14/ When confronted with money
orders ostensibly signed by them, the volunteers responded as
follows:15/

1) Robert Hart, Janice Hart and Paul Greenberg denied ever
purchasing or signing the money orders and stated that
they "could not recall" making contributions in the
amounts shown on the money orders;

2) Sander Peretz Fredman testified that he had purchased
money orders for himself and, at the instruction of
Elliot Eisenberg,_6/ had also purchased other money
orders. When faced with three consecutively numbered
money orders containing the signature "Sherri Waffle",
Fredman testified that he "might" have purchased and
signed them for his friend Ms. Waffle.

3) Victoria Lacy trestified that she had made three
contributions to CFL: a $100 check; a $100 money

Norder; and a $50 money order. She admitted signing the
$50 and $100 money orders shown to her, but said
someone at CFL had purchased them. She mcould not

7 recall "whether she had paid for them before or after
they were purchased and stated that many people at CFL
were involved in purchasing money orders. Lacy also

13/ All efforts to serve the others, including the use of
Pinkerton Agents, have failed.

14/ These people testified that they had received some living
expenses from CFL so that they could continue to "volunteer." In
addition, several testified they had worked for the National
Anti-Drug Coalition (NADC) which shared office space with CFL.
NADC is a LaRouche related organization. (See William Hayden
testimony, supra, p. 3.)

15/ See Attachment B for a summary in chart form.

16/ Eisenberg's name surfaces throughout the depositions as the
person who managed campaign financing. We have been unable to
depose Eisenberg as he has evaded all efforts to serve him.
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stated that December 10, 1979, the date on both her
money orders, was the date of a big CFL fundraising
event.1 7/ When shown a third money order purportedly
signed by her, Lacy initially denied purchasing it, but
later admitted both purchasing and signing it. Her
description of the circumstances surrounding its
purchase is questionable. She testified that she took
the $250, which she had received as a gift from her
parents with her to Lombard, a town 90 miles from
Chicago on a day she was campaigning for contributions.
She purchased the money order in Lombard rather than
buying it in Chicago, but provided no explanation for
doing so.

4) John Brown, Jr. testified that he made contributions to
CFL by putting money in a slot in the "campaign desk"
in the CFL office. He also put cash receipts from the
sale of materials in or on that desk. Brown said he
did not know who gathered the money or what happened to
it after it was left in the desk. Brown admitted
signing a $120 money order shown to him, but "did not

Cknow" whether he had purchased it or whether he had
even contributed $120 to CFL.

5) Robert E. Pierce testified that he has purchased
several money orders for CFL including one from a

N. Missouri bank. Pierce said he gave these money orders
to Elliot Eisenberg who oversaw Pierce's fundraising
activities. Pierce stated that he put the
contributions he had collected into the "fundraising
desk". When shown a $100 money order with his name on
it, Pierce admitted signing it, but said Gerald
Pechenuk had purchased it. He "could not recall"
whether he had instructed Pechenuk to do so.

6) Mitchell Hirsch stated that he had gone with other CFL
members to purchase money orders, however, all money
orders he purchased were for his own contributions.
Hirsch recalled purchasing and signing both money
orders attributed to him, but did not recall
accompanying Gerald Pechenuk to purchase the 12/13/79
money order even though Pechenuk's 12/13/79 money order
lists the next consecutive number to Hirsch's. Hirsch
recalled soliciting a credit card contribution from
William Lerch by telephone. He gave the credit card

17/ Sixteen of the twenty money orders discussed here are dated
within three days of the 12/10/79 fundraiser. In addition, some
consecutively numbered money orders contained dates several days
apart leading to the conclusion that money orders may have been
purchased in blocks and filled in as needed.
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information Lerch provided to Elliot Eisenberg, but did
not have any further information concerning the
transaction.

The only non-volunteer deposed was William Lerch, the
contributor solicited by Mitchell Hirsch. Lerch testified that
he had charged two contributions on his credit card the first for
$200, the second for $50. Both contributions were made by
telephone. When shown the two money orders attributed to him,
Lerch admitted signing the one for $200, but could not recall the
circumstances of the signing. He stated that he had authorized
the purchase of the money order by his telephone contribution.
When shown the $55 money order, Lerch denied ever making a $55
contribution or signing the money order.

II. STATUS OF INVESTIGATIONS

On July 18, 1981, CFL filed a suit entitled Dolbeare v. Fed.
Election Comm'n., No. 81 Civ. 4468, against the Commission in
the Southern District of New York. CFL sought to preliminary and
permanently enjoin the Commission from any further investigation
into possible violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. SS 431 et se . (FECA), and the
Presidential Election Campaign Fund Act, 26 U.S.C. S 9001 et seq.
(Matching Payment Act), by CFL and CFL contributors. On
September 3, 1981, argument was heard on CFL's motion for
preliminary injunction. Upon learning, during that hearing, of
the Commission's intention to file a motion to dismiss the
action, the court strongly urged the parties to agree to a
stipulation to maintain the status guo until the Commission's
motion was ruled on. Argument was heard on the motion to dismiss
on October 1, 1981, at which time the court ordered that the
matters which were the subject of the stipulation continue to be
stayed pending its decision on that motion.

On March 9, 1982 the district court issued a memorandum
opinion denying the Commission's Motion to Dismiss. The same
memorandum indicated that the judge would issue a preliminary
injunction; contingent upon CFL's filing of a waiver of any claim
that the statute of limitations or laches would ultimately bar
any Commission action prohibited by the injunction order. On
April 5, 1982, the court issued its injunction which permits the
investigation into the above-discussed MURs to resume, pending a
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trial on the merits of CFL's harrassment claims. The
investigations are again underway.

Dat Charles N. teele

Associate General C nsel

Attachments

C11 1. Attachment A - Summary of MUR 1158 (2 pages)
2. Attachment B - Summary of MUR 1352 (2 pages)
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SIGNATIURE TEST1?hJOMY
I'VYII'E OP. SIUNAT&URI ADM4IEU/ I)ATK ACKNOWLEIWI- ACKNOWLKWIUGIEHUNT CUNRCkIlN t1
IIIs'RUMINT INIURMATION DIENiD AMOUNT ISSUE"D H ENT DATE INFORMATION INSTkue I"

lRev. Wtll IIin Motley signed denied $140 1/12/80 None Not
ti.1yden Order submitted asked

Ltest K. Honey signed "Ernest" denied 1150 12/4/79 4/3/8O not shown she purchased
Piuls] % ter Order K. Pulsifor" to Pulsiter hMoney order

with money
Pulsiter
gave her.
Does not kiuw
it she stineo.

Ihincy WIH.dclttte Money s.gned "Nancy denied : 250 9/12/7u 2/21/80 Radclitte She purcllasett,
Order Radcliff-" (not in admits tilled Out ,ld.

Commissioin s signature s igned money
tiles) order

I. Hlbett A. Motey siyned "Robert denied 2S0 9/12/79 None Not shown
PJo lsoi Order A. Robinson" Subm i t ted

money signed "Robert denied $250 2/22/80 None Not shownt
Order A. Robinson, Jr." submitted

Kevin .1alisbury money signed denied !;14U 1/12/80 1/21/80 Salisbury Does not recdll
Order admits tilliny out

s ignature money order

Money printed Kevin denied *d4O 1/21/8U 1/21/80 admits Not shown
Order Salisbury

Chirles Cl atk Money igned denied $70 11/13/79 2/21/80 Clark admits She tilled otit
()rdel: signature anU sijnled

Ilsoney odelt

Atis A. Tdylot holey s igned "Ainte dell ied U I/2b/79 None Does lot zec lI
rle U hI. Taylor" submi t ted imoney o tt-lu



ATTACHMENT A
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SIGNATURE TESTIMONY
Ta'YPE OF SIGNATURE ADMI'kL"L/ DATE ACKNOWLEDGE- ACKNOWL-IUG EMENT CUNCUEINNWITHESS INSTRUMENT INFORMATION DENIED AMOUNT ISSUED Mt4INT DATE INFORMATION INSTUauNT

Rev. William Money signed denied $.140 1/12/80 None rot
Hayden Order submitted asKed

Ernest K. Money signed "Ernest" denied $150 12/4/79 4/3/80 not shown She purchased
Pulsiter Order K. Pulsifor" to Pulsifer money oruer

with money

Puisiter
ga*ve DIet.

Q Does not kiiow
it she sltjneu.

C0

N&hcy Radcliffe Money signed "Nancy denied $250 9/12/7u 2/28/80 Radclitfe She purchdseu,
Order Radcliff-" (not in admits rillea out a" '

Commission's signature siyned money
files) order

DtT Robert A. Money signed "Robert denied 250 9/12/79 None Not ShOwn
.[ODinson Order A. Robinson" Submitted

"Money signed "Robert denied $250 2/22/80 None Not shown
Order A. Robinson, Jr." submitted

Kevin Salisbury Money signed denied $140 1/12/80 1/21/80 Salisbury Does not recall
Order admits tilliny out

signature money ordeL

Money printed Kevin denied 44!U 1/21/8U 1/21/80 admits NOt shown
Order Salisbury

Charles Clark Money Iigned denied $70 11/13/79 2/21/80 Clark admits She rilled out
Order signature anu siyried

itoney otduL

Ainn A. Taylor Money signed "Anne denied 15U 11/2b/79 None Does hot teedi
Order It. Taylor" submitted money ordut
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S IGNATUlIE TIEST1MONY

TYPE OF SIGNATURE ADMI'TiED/ DATLE ACKNOWI1LIEGE- ACKNOWLEDGEMENT CONC1UN1NG

WITNESS INSTRUMENT INFORMATION DENIED AMOUNT ISSUED MENT DATE INFORMATION INSTRUMINT

David Sanders Money signed denied 45 11/25/80 Two submitted She purcSdedr
Order a)i2/28/79 a).Sander's and signed

denied money ordr
signature,

Freeman
says only
"sample"
not sent
to New York

0 b) Z/23/80 b) Not shown
to Sanders

David Sanders Money
Order signed denied $25 1/3/80 none

David Sanders HFC endorsed
check David Sanders Caditted $1009.58 1/22/80 1/22/80 admits signing it was signed printed

the namnes below
,.sign~tu-es

,iana Sayoun " " " 1/22/80 denies signing"Ienore Sanders"

*
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IAHlIK OI INFOIWHTIOI CONCERN[t'C INFOIRIATION CONCEKRINI DANK CIECK
!IO.Y ORDER PURCHASE SIGNATURE-. DATED ANOUNT NAIE . UHIIII(

I I I laim Lerch Lerch does not know who Lerch adspitu hIa 11/19/79 $200 Contlneptal
pirchaued Lt signatuio .la nk

WIll I ten Larch Larch says he npver made Lerch denies his 12/7/79 $ 55 Conctnencal
a $55 contribution aignature Bank

Ibert M.. Pierce Pierce says Gerald Pierce admits 11/23/79 $100 Anoaljawated
Pechenuk purchaoed It signing it Trust

; Waffle Sander Pe'ret:z Fredman Sander Peretz Fredman 12/7/79 $135 Contnental
said he probably uaid he probably Dank
brought It signed it

S;herri Waffle 12/7/79 $ 85 Contlnental
flank

Shierri 11affle 12/7/79 * 80 Continental
I,, % lank ' ,

:,;.

.il lice IHart Janice Hart denied Janice Hart denled 12/7/79 $125 Amalgamated
purchasing Lt. signing it Trust

.I ,i e liar' 12/7/79 $120 Amalgamated
.* Tru~o t

,Loris Lacy Lacy denies purchasing Lacy admits signing 12/10/79 $100 "Amalgamated
It. Indicated someone it. Trus
In office bought it and
she paid for it.

Vi:torla Lacy Lacy call not recall Lacy admits signing .12/10/79 $ 50 Amalgamaed
who purchaued it. it. Trust

Vi lt,,ita Lucy Lucy did niot recall" Lacy admits signing 1/23/00 $250 West Suburban
tit ffrnLt, but later it. fank
Ild lilt £ L !,d buyinig

I(,,I,,:at Ihat Ilnt'E dIsLea l purchauitg Hart denio signing 12/10/79 4250 Conl:nenta'
i " - -
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lollY OltbEIt PUCAS SICNATURE DATED AMOUNT NAHE

I' l Greenberg Creenberg denie pur- Greenberg deities 12/10/79 $100 Contiental

chsuuing it signing IC Dank
A)

I'a,, I Greenberg " " 12/11/79 $100 Amalaated• '"-..Trust

Sudicr Peretz .lredman does viot recall Fredman say usigpature
tql Fa~da~u.a ipurchasing It "looks like lis" (won't 12/11/79 $250 Kerchan:s

positively ID) CurencyExchgne

T1-tchtuL Ihiruch Ili1ruch admits purchauing IHirsch admits signing 12/11/79- $250 ACHE Currency

p. ~~~it i xch tg

Attchcll. Iiruch " i2/11/79 f200 Continental
Dank

'TiIld PeclIenuk No Infonvition No information 12/13/79 $150 Contineptal
Dank

tit.IJ Iattuat a lo Information Ho Information 12/13/79 $180 Continental
S Dank

hst II. Brown, Jr. lrown dean not recall Brown denies aLganing 12/13/79 $120 Con. nencal
purchasing It it ank

•S• .S /
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S1GNATUREit TEST I MONY
'l'Y I'1I UP S IGNATUIIE AI) ITED/ I1AfI' ACKNOWLEI)GIlb.- ACKNOWM;LIX;NEIT CONC:IIN I I;

'. I IRTIMI:NT NIFORMATION I)ENII-) AMOUNT I1,SU I.1) MrNTI DATE I NFORNATION INSTIRUENI

Ilivid Santlers Moley signed denied %45 11/25/0 Two submitted She Iurclda;(I
Order a)12/2U/79 a)Sander's and signed

denied money order
signature,
Freeman
says only
"sample"
not sent
to New York

b) Z/23/0U b) Not shown
to Sanders

Iavid Sanders Money
Order signed denied $25 1/3/80 none

Rivid Sanders IIWC endorsed was not present %tlef

check David Sanders adeitted $1009.58 1/22/80 1/22/80 admits signing it was signed printed
the nmes below
signatures

D iana Sayom " 1/22/80 denies signing
"Lenore I8anderss"
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Lois Lerman, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

NO.-



May 4, 1982

Lois Lerman, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Dolbeare v. F.E.C.
and Citizens for La Rouche

MURS

Dear Ms. Lerman:

This letter is at your request to exhibit my clients' good
faith offer to settle and resolve the outstanding issues between
themselves and the Commnission.,

We would stipulate to the dismissal of the case pending in front
of Judge Briant on the following conditions, language is flexible of
course:

(1) A satisfactory informal conciliation resolution is
made to all MURS.

(2) The parties both stipulate that the case be dis-
missed with prejudice and without costs and that
verbiage be contained in said stipulation and dis-
missal that such was done without any admission that
the suits allegations of harassment could be proven
or in fact were committed.

(3) The dismissals of the litigation and MURS include
that they are with prejudice to all litigants and that
the government and the parties all agree that all further



Lois Lerman, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
May 4, 1982
Page Two

proceedings in any forum or for any purpose are
barred forevermore.

Trusting that this proposal meets with your approval, I remain,

Very truly yours,

Mayer Morganroth

MM/be



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

April 29, 1982

CERTIFIED. MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James F. Schoener, Esq.
Miller, Canfield, Paddock

and Stone
Suite 300
2555 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Dear Mr. Schoener:

This is in response to that portion of your April 19, 1982
letter which asked that conciliation be used to close out the
Citizens for LaRouche MURs.

As indicated in our February 19, 1981 letter (enclosed
herein), the Commission is interested in exploring the

--- possibility of entering into conciliation negotiations with
Citizens for LaRouche. Should you wish to go forward with suchN- negotiations, please contact Ms. Lois Lerner at 523-4175 and set
up an appointment to discuss the matter. As, however, your
letter indicates that there is some dispute over both the

-7 existence of violations by Citizens for LaRouche and the extent
thereof, the Commission feels it is necessary to continue its MUR
investigations during such negotiations.

1 ii counsel

C .



In the Matter of )
All Pending CFL MRS

Citizens for LaRouche )

CERrIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Recording Secretary for the Federal

Election Commission's Executive Session on April 27, 1982, do

hereby certify that the Comission decided by a vote of 4-1 to

take the following actiors in the above-captioned matter:

1. Approve the letter attached to the General Counsel's
April 23, 1982 report,

2. Deny respondent's request to stay on-going investigations
during the discussions of conciliation terms.

3. Notify the respondent of these actions.

Ccmissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, and Reiche voted

affirmatively for the decision; Ccmmissioner Elliott dissented.

Cmcissioner McDonald was not present at the time of the vote.

Attest:

Date (Iiarjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the CmiTssion



T Docimrit#X82-049EXC'ESSSN

SERISITIVE r-r t APR1982

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 82 APR 23 P 5:32 Nbfltted Late

April 23, 1982

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele7 '

General Counselt &/'l

SUBJECT: Citizens for LaRouche MURs -- Request
for Informal Conciliation

Please place the attached document on the agenda
for April 27, 1982. We apologize for the late submission
of this document however it deals with very recent develop-
ments in the LaRouche MURs which we feel should be brought
immediately to the Commissios attention and which should
be discussed at the same meeting at which the Dolbeare
litigation is discussed.

Attachment
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• 0 eApril 19, 1982 ."

HAND DELIVERED

"* s. Marsha Gentner
General Counsel

-- Federal Election Commission
rN 1325 X Street, NW.-
- :Washington, DC 20463

RE: Dolbeare v. F.E.C.
80 Civ 4468

Dear Ms. Gentner:

Recently we were discussing the possibility of settling the
disputes and contentions between the Citizens for LaRouche and
the Federal- Election Commission that are involved in the New York
City Federal District 'Court. This would be accomplished through
a conciliation proceeding under 2 U.S.C. 5437g.

Basically, as I see it, there are several different conten-
tions raised by the Commission against the LaRouche organization:

1. Certain C.F.L. volunteer fund raisers took cash contri-
butions from contributors and converted such contribu-
tions into money orders and then mailed them to the
C.F.L. New York offices. MURs 1158, 1186, 1352.

2. Certain C.F.L. volunteers received cash contributions
in excess of $100 but imiediately purchased money
orders to evidence (and convert) such cash to negoti-
able instruments. IMURs 1158, 1186, 1352.

Attachment I (nage 1)
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1s. Marsha Gentner -2- April 19, 1982

3. Some of such money orders were presented to the F.E.C.
-for matching funds under the Presidential Election
Campaign Fund Act.

. 4. Separate documentation by the contributors was fur-
nished by C.F.L. to indicate the contribution.

5. Certain C.F.L. volunteers used their personal credit
cards to pay* -expenses of the campaign with the expecta-
tion of being reimbursed by C.F.L. and in some.
instances the total amounts so advanced exceeded
contribution limits. MURs i253, 1262, 1344.

6. A bookkeeping error, ad.itted by C.F.L. and for which
the amount was repaid to the Treasury immediately after
discovery, is now claimed to be "circumstantial evi-
dence" of intent to defraud the U.S. MiUR 1374.

7. M UR 1236 - F.E.C. voted no further action on August 18,
1981.

8. Audit - The affiliated committee "Teamsters for
LaRouche" has been requested to release the requested
information and a separate request the bank has been
made. Because of internal friction (partially caused
by F.E.C. harassment) C.F.L. is finding former volun-
teers reluctant to become involved.

10. Audit - New Hampshire expenses. Since the LaRouche
campaign had to try to show its viability nationwide by
showing its activity in the New Hampshire primary
election, the strategy of C.F.L. was to use the New
Hampshire campaign materials and communications nation-
wide. .A great deal of the materials and expenses
F.E.C. auditors attempt to allocate to :New Hampshire
were actually used and expended to campaign in other
states. The winding down expenses are being justified
by the accountants. (The most recent :equest for audit
information hand delivered on April 19, 1982 goes far
beyond the-minimum that legal counsel indicated to the
New York Court was need to finish the audits).

We, of course, believe that the actions of C.F.L. on all of
these matters were proper and legal, but if there were violations
by volunteer workers, such were technical and did not violate the

Attachment I (page 2)
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ms. Marsha Gentper -3- April 19, 1982

spirit of the F.E.C.A. By letter of February 13, 1981 1 sug-
gested that the conciliation provisions of this law were specifi-
cally drawn to address the problems raised in these contentions;
now over a year later conciliation has still not occurred.

I repeat that such conciliation should be used to close out
these matters. On behalf of my clients we are willing to agree
that such practices sho.uld not be repeated but would insist that
the prohibitions against such acts was anything but clear.

As you are well aware, the C.F.L. is woefully in debt?
(approximately $400,000.00) and anticipation of substantial fund-
:aising is remote. We-believe the actions of the F.E.C. were a
considerable factor in chilling such fund raising. No civil
penalty can be offered in such conciliation because of the sub-

- stantial legal costs already involved and because any funds paid
would only reduce the amounts needed to pay legitimate debts to
creditors of the committee.

In the New Yofk Court you indicated that deposition of 17
persons were needed to complete the F.E:.C. investigations. As of
today you have sent notice of 19 depositions starting April 26,
27, and 28. Since it will be impossible to consider this letter

- in that period of time, I suggest that those dates be adjourned
to a later date.

The futility of continuing on the present course by the
F.E.C. seems to me to be counter-productive to the United States
and would not correct the so-called violations. A conciliation
agreement (while it does not constitute precedent under F.E.C.
doctrine) at least would be some notice to others that these
practices are no longer allowed, and, perhaps your regulations
could be so amended in time for the next presidential election.
My co-counsel also requests that you provide dates at which the
Commissioners as well as former Commissioner Tiernan would be
available for deposition if conciliation is not going to be
forthcoming.

If conciliation can be utilized on the basis outlined, I
believe we should notify the Court and should postpone further
discovery until we see if agreement can be reached.

Sincerely,

a fmes F. choener.

JFS/mco /Attachment I (page 3)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASKSNCTON. D.C. 20,*3

February 19, 1981

HAND DELIVERED

James F. Schoener, Esquire
Jenkins, Nystrom & Sterlacci
2033 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036.

RE: MUR 1186

Dear Mr. Schoener:

The Commission is in receipt of your letter dated
February 13, 1981, wherein you propose that the Commission
and Citizens for LaRouche enter into conciliation negotiations
encompassing all matters relating to the 1979-1980 activities'
of the Citizens for LaRouche, Inc. As you are aware, the
Commission is not required to enter into any negotiations .

directed towards reaching a conciliation agreement unless -- *' .-..
and until it makes a finding of probable cause to believe.7-
See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d). The Commission has not made.---

r any probable cause to believe findings with respect to'any-
matters concerning Citizens for LaRouche." Nonetheless#,*.. the -' ..
Commission is interested in exploring the- ppssiblitj. 4't'
entering into conciliation negotiations wiAh..Citizens f6r-
LaRouche. Members of my staff are availa6 le' toxmeet etbith'

you at a mutually .cdnvenient time to -discuss:sca
possibility. Bowever, the -Commission is 'not willii- to-
withdraw the subpoenas issued to Sam and Antoinette. Kahl*'1"
William Jennings, Robert Musmansky, John Billows and
Martin Simon as a condition .to negotiate. --- -.... - ...£ -. ..

In your letter, you contend that the Commission is-L

obeyed the court's order in Gelman v, FEC, Civil-Action o
No. 80-2471 (D.D.C.. 1980), by issuing the above-note. -_--

subpoenas without first notifying Citizens for LaRouche"-:
pursuant'to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) and correspondin
regulations. We. respectfully disagree.- ":The afore-T- -
mentioned subpoenas were issued in connection' with- ":
Commission MUR 1186. Citizens for LaRouche" was 'notif ie"
of the Commission's investigation by "etter'dated_'..

. ...- ........ . - '
.. .:- ..-- "-..:.* -:- " - -- -- t a h e t I (page i



",tter to James .* oe r
;age Two
MUR 1186

March 27, 1980, (attached) and received the General Counsel's
Legal and Factual Analysis which formed a basis for
the Commission"s decision. The Commission is under
no obligation what.oever to notify Citizens for LaRouche -
of any witness it subpoenas in connection with ?UR 1186.
Any additional notice to CFL is not required inasmuch
as CFL has no right to attend the depositions of witnesses
subpoenaed to testify in connection with MUR 1186. See
FEC v. Illinois Medical Political Action Committee,
No. 78C. 1138 (N.D. Ill. 1978). Judge Flannery has also
taken .this position. See transcript pages 10 through 13
of FEC v. American Medical Political Action Committee,
Misc. No. M 78-0198 (D.D.C. 1978) (attached) See also
FEC v. CFL, Misc. 780-0203 (D.D.C. 1980). Thus, the.
Commission has fully complied with Judge Flannery's.
October, 1980, order by notifying Citizens for LaRouche
by letter dated March 27, 1980, of the investigation
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2).

As of February 19, 1981* the Commission has not
received a letter of representation signed by the above
identified witnesses to this investigation that you are
to be counsel of record. Thus, the Commission is. acting :-

... on the assumption that you do not represent these individuals. ?.
if this assumption is wqrong, please advise your clients to.-. -j :
notify the Commission in writing as soon as possible that
you are to be attorney of-record. Please telephone P-.z .--
Robert Bogin at 523-4000 to -clarify whether. you in f act-'.V.,-z

represent these witnesses' .. n addition,. contaci.'Mr.-Bogin'-
for the purpose of scneduling a meeting to discuss negotiationA-

.General"Counsel'_ J
. . _-. + .'-. + +" '-!- =:' ... +e- .,-" ..- 4-

• ' -. -- . . --- -_ - - -. :-, *... .. . ,- - -

Enclosures - '-. . -- 4
Letter dated March 27, .1980 to CF
FEC v. AMPAC transcript- . .--..-..
FEC v. IMPAC *'

Gi. ... . - _? :,:.. • -- ...-.-..

.. -.. : -~ --...- , .. .

+. -. - + i-_!. + - G% .u*Z- caun , ug"4
--- L*J..V

• - .. * _ ,',..

• +; ,o. . - o
. - _ .t+;" .- .-

.ed= Attachment II (page 2)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED.MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James F. Schoener, Esq.
Miller, Canfield, Paddock

and Stone
Suite 300
2555 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Dear Mr. Schoener:

This is in response to that portion of your April 19, 1982
letter which asked that conciliation be used to close out the
Citizens for LaRouche MURs.

As indicated in our February 19, 1981 letter (enclosed
herein), the Commission is interested in exploring the
possibility of entering into conciliation negotiations with
Citizens for LaRouchi. Should you wish to go forward with such
negotiations, please contact Ms. Lois Lerner at 523-4175 and set
up an appointment to discuss the matter. As, however, your
letter indicates that there is some dispute over both the
existence of violations by Citizens for LaRouche and the extent
thereof, the Commission feels it is necessary to continue its MUR
investigations during such negotiations.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure

February 19, 1981 letter

Attachment III (page 1)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH4CI ON. DC .2063

" April 6, 1982

-James F. Scboener, Esq.
Miller, Canfield, Paddock

an d Stone
Suite 300
.2555 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Re: Citizens for LaRouche MURs

Dear Mr. Schoener:

On March 30, 1982, Lois Lerner of this Office-telephoned you
concerning the Citizens for LaRouche MUR investigations.
Ms. Lerner explained that she was anxious to move forward with
those investigations and asked whether you would be represtnting
certain witnesses at their depositions. You indicated that you
would have to consult with the Citizens for LaRouche Offices in
New York concerning the issue of representation and asked for the
names of the witnesses involved. At present they are:

1) Belinda A. DeGrazia - Baltimore

2) Steven G. Warm'- Baltimore

3) Robert Cole -Chicago

4) Gerald Rose --Chicago

5) Felice M. Gelman

During your conversation with Ms. Lerner you indicated that
you do not consider the MUR investigations and the Dolbeare
litigation to be separate matters. Please be informed, owever,
that this Office will-treat them separately for investigative
purposes. Accordingly, all correspondence concerning-MURs 1158,
1186, 1352 and 1384 should be directed to Ms. Lerner; all
correspondence concerning MURs 1253 and 1374 should be directed
to Michael Dymersky; and, all correspondence concerning the
litigation should continue to be diTected to Marsha Gentner.

Attachment IV .(page 1)
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James Schoener, Esq.
Page Two

As it is in'the best interests of all parties involved to
have the investi ations completed as expeditiously as possible,
we ask for your full and prompt cooperation in these matters.

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGen er al C un sel

By:
Kenneth A. Gross .'

Associate General Counsel

AI

Attachment IV (page 2)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASMNTON. D.C. 20463

April 20, 1982

HAND DELIVERED

James F. Schoener, Esq.
Miller, Canfield, Paddock

and Stone
Suite 300

.2555 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Re: Citizens for LaRouche MURs

Dear Mr. Schoener:

In response to your April 15, 1982 letter you will. find
listed below the names of the witnesses that the Federal Election
Commission presently intends to call in order to complete its
outstanding MUR investigations. As requested, the list ineudes
an itemization of the MUR(s) each witness' testimony pertains to.

1) Belinda A. deGrazia - MUR 1158

2) Steven G. Warm - MUR 1158

3) Gerald Rose - MUR 1352

4) Robert Cole - MUR 1352

5) Felice Gelman - MUR 1158, 1186, 1352

Should the Commission determine that additional testimony is
necessary to complete the above-cited investigations, you will be
promptly notified.

As of this date we have received no response from you
concerning your status as counsel for the above-listed witnesses
for purposes of the MUR depositions. If you will be representing
them, written confirmation of our April 15, 1982 deposition
schedule or an alternative schedule should be promptly forwarded
to Ms. Lerner. In the event that you desire to change the
schedule, please keep in mind that some witnesses are scheduled
for both litigation and MUR depositions. The present schedule
attempts to avoid inconvenience by setting both depositions of
such witnesses on the same day. Any alternate schedule should do
the same. If we do not receive the above-described notice of
representation from you by the close of business on Wednesday,

Attachment V (page 1)



James F. Schoener, Esq.
Page Two

April 21, 1982, we will assume you are not representing the
specified witnesses, and the depositions will go forward as
outlined in our April 15, 1982 letter to you.

nSince e

nneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

A ep

Attachment V. (page 2)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNGTON. D.C. 20463

HAND DELIVERED

.James F. Schoener, Esq.
Miller, Canfield, Paddock

and Stone
Suite 300
2555 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Re: Citizens for LaRouche
MUR Deposition Schedule

Dear Mr. Schoener:

Ms. Gentner has forwarded a copy of your April 21, 1982
letter concerning the deposition schedule to me. I was unable to
determine from that letter whether you were postponing both the
enforcement and the litigation depositions scheduled for April
26-29th, or merely the litigation depositions. Your proposed

7•1 deposition schedule does not include the name Belinda deGrazia, a
witness scheduled for enforcement deposition only, nor does it
explain whether Steven Warm, Robert Cole and Felice Gelman are
represented by you for purposes of both the enforcement and
litigation depositions. By letters dated April 6 and April 20,
enclosed herein, I asked you to inform this Office of your status
as counsel for the five witnesses scheduled for depositions
pursuant to the MUR investigations. As of this date, I have
received no response to that request. Absent such information,
we must assume you are not-representing those witnesses at the
MUR depositions, and proceed with our original schedule,
including the Belinda deGrazia and Steven Warm April 26 and April
29th depositions in Baltimore.

Attachment VI (page 1)
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James [ Schoener
Page Two

In the event that you are representing these witnesses for
purposes of the enforcement depositions, Lois Lerner of this
Office should be notified immediately.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

1) April 6, 1982 letter to counsel
2) April 20, 1982 letter

Attachment VI (page 2)



1141& FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

April 27, 1982

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David B. Mitchell, Esq.
Mitchell & Lee, P.A.
2105 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21208

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

This is to confirm your April 23, 1982 conversation with
Lois Lerner of this Office concerning the above-referenced
matter. During that conversation you told Ms. Lerner that, due
to a change in your address, you had not received our April 15,
1982 letters scheduling the depositions in MUR 1158. You also
stated that you had represented Ms. Belinda A. deGrazia for
purposes of MUR 1158 in the past, but were unsure whether you
would be representing her for the contemplated depositions.

As our files reflect that you are the attorney of record for
the witness, Ms. Lerner asked you to contact Ms. deGrazia to
cancel the deposition scheduled for April 26, 1982. It was then
agreed that Ms. Lerner would reschedule the depositions so to
afford you an opportunity to determine your status as counsel.
The new deposition schedule is as follows:

1) Belinda A. deGrazia

Tuesday, June 1, 1982 at 2:30 p.m., Fallon Federal
Building, Room 308, 31 Hopkins Plaza, Baltimore,
Maryland.



David S. Mitchell, Esq.
Page Two

If you have any questions please contact Lois Lerner at
(202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

5Lawrence M. Noble

Assistant General Counsel

Attachment

April 15, 1982 letter

cc: Belindr JeGrazia

k: :".
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

April 27, 1982

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED'

David B. Mitchell, Esq.
Mitchell & Lee, P.A.
2105 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21208

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

This is to confirm your April 23, 1982 conversation with
Lois Lerner of this Office concerning the above-referenced
matter. During that conversation you told Ms. Lerner that, due
to a change in your address, you had not received our April 15,
1982 letters scheduling the depositions in MUR 1158. You also
stated that you had represented Mr. Steven G. Warm for purposes
of MUR 1158 in the past, but were unsure whether you would be
representing him for the contemplated depositions.

As our files reflect that you are the attorney of record for
the witness, Ms. Lerner asked you to contact Mr. Warm to cancel
the deposition scheduled for April 29, 1982. It was then agreed
that Ms. Lerner would reschedule the depositions to afford you an
opportunity to determine your status as counsel. The new
deposition schedule is as follows:

2) Steven G. Warm

Tuesday, June 1, 1982 at 2:30 p.m., Fallon Federal
Building, Room 308, 31 Hopkins Plaza, Baltimore,
Maryland.



David B. Mitchell, Esq.
Page Two

If you have any questions please contact Lois Lerner at
(202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

Assistant General Counsel

Attachment

April 15, 1982 letter

cc: Steven W. Warm

aid"
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

April 23, 1982

HAND DELIVERED

James F. Schoener, Esq.
Miller, Canfield, Paddock

and Stone
Suite 300
2555 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Re: Citizens for LaRouche
MUR Deposition Schedule

Dear Mr. Schoener:

Ms. Gentner has forwarded a copy of your April 21, 1982
letter concerning the deposition schedule to me. I was unable to
determine from that letter whether you were postponing both the
enforcement and the litigation depositions scheduled for April
26-29th, or merely the litigation depositions. Your proposed
deposition schedule does not include the name Belinda deGrazia, a
witness scheduled for enforcement deposition only, nor does it
explain whether Steven Warm, Robert Cole and Felice Gelman are
represented by you for purposes of both the enforcement and
litigation depositions. By letters dated April 6 and April 20,
enclosed herein, I asked you to inform, this Office of your status
as counsel for the five witnesses scheduled for depositions
pursuant to the MUR investigations. As of this date, I have
r.eceived no response to that request. Absent such information,
we must assume you are not representing those witnesses at the
MUR depositions, and proceed with our original schedule,
including the Belinda deGrazia and Steven Warm April 26 and April
29th depositions in Baltimore.



James M Schoener
Page Two

In the event that you are representing these witnesses for
purposes of the enforcement depositions, Lois Lerner of this
Office should be notified immediately.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

By: nneth Gross

ssociate General Counsel

Enclosures

1) April 6, 1982 letter to counsel
2) April 20, 1982 letter
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
i. f-wz, ,lO . D.C. 20A03

• • - Apri! 20, !982 ...

ame s . Ssq.
Miller, Canfield. Pa6dock

a'nd StoneZ.,: Ae"300

mi5 St:reet , ...

"ashington, D.C. 20037

Re: Citizens for LaRouche .MURs

:e .-. ':. Schoener:

In response to your April 15, .182 ledter you will.fin

i's.ed below .the names of the witneses that the Federael tection
Comission presently intends to call in order to complete its

outstanding MUR investigations. As zesuested, the list includes

an itemization of tbe M-R(s) each witness' testimony pertains to.

I) Belinda A."deGrazia - MUR .1158

2) Steven G. Warm - YO 1U58

3). :. Gerald .Rose -UR 1352

7 4) Robert Cole -MR 1352

3)' Felice Gelman -MUR a158, 1186, 1352

Should the Commission determine that additional testimony -is
- _cessary to complete the above-cited investigations, you will be

promptly notified.

As of this -date we have received no response from -you

cncerning your status as counsel for the above-listed witnesses

.!or .purposes of the MUR depositions. If you will be"zepresenting

them, written confirmation of our -April 15, 1982 deposition
schedul'e or an alternative schedule should be promptly forwarded

'o Ms. Lerner. In the event that you desire to change the

scnedule, -please keep in mind that some witnesses are scheouled

: botb liA-iation and MUR 6epositions. The present schedule

attempts to'avoid inconvenience by setting both depositions of

such witnesses on*.the same day. Any alternate schedule should do

the same. If we do not receive the above-d escribed noice..of

representation frot you by the close of business on wearnesday,



-j .Schoen er,

7-. -XL 2L, 1 82,.we will assume you are not -ephesentint'he
sp#:ifie6 witnesses, an6 the 6epositions will so forward as
0 'iec in our April 15, 1982 letter to you.

S ice e

nnetb A.Gross
-Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 82APR23 5 31

US April 23, 1982

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counse

SUBJECT: Citizens for LaRouche MURs -- Request
for Informal Conciliation

By letter dated April 19, 1982, James Schoener, counsel for
Citizens for LaRouche (CFL), requested that the Commission enter
into conciliation with his client concerning all pending CFL
MURsj/ and postpone further investigation and discovery until it
is determined whether a conciliation agreement concerning those
MURs can be reached.

Although the Commission may enter into conciliation
negotiations at any time, it is not required to do so unless and
until it makes a finding of probable cause to believe. 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a)(4); 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d). Since Mr. Schoener's letter
clearly indicates that there is some dispute over both the
existence of violations by CFL and the extent thereof, this
Office recommends that the investigation be continued and that no
proposed conciliation agreement be considered at this time.
Instead, we recommend sending CFL the attached letter which
explains that the Commission is willing to discuss conciliation
terms with Mr. Schoener, but that it intends to continue its
investigation during such discussions.

1:/ In February, 1981, Mr. Schoener sent a letter proposing that
the Commission and CFL enter into conciliation negotiations. Our
response expressed a willingness to discuss the matter with him
and suggested he contact our Office to set up a mutually
convenient appointment. (See Attachment II). Mr. Schoener has
never contacted us to make such an appointment.



-2-

In addition to his request for postponement of the MUR
investigations, Mr. Schoener also requests a stay of all
litigative discovery in Dolbeare v. Fed. Election Comm'n. during
the conciliation discussions. That is not a valid request
because the litigation is separate from the enforcement action
and could continue even if a conciliation agreement is reached.
This confusion on Mr. Schoener's part between the enforcement and
litigative aspects of the case is also evident in his statement
concerning the number of depositions the Commission intends to
take to complete its enforcement investigations. Only five of
the scheduled depositions are being taken pursuant to the MUR
investigations. The remainder relate to the Dolbeare
litigation.2/ In addition, Mr. Schoener has ignored several
requests that he indicate whether he represents the scheduled
deponents for purposes of the MUR depositions, as well as the
litigation depositions. (See Attachments V-VI.)

Recommendation

1) Approve attached letter.

2) Deny respondent's request to stay on-going
investigations during those discussions.

3) Notify respondent.

Attachments

I. April 19, 1982 letter from James M. Schoener.
(3 pages)

II. Commission's letter to Mr. Schoener dated February 19,

1981. (2 pages)

III. Proposed letter to Mr. Schoener. (1 page)

IV. April 6, 1982 letter to Mr. Schoener. (2 pages)

V. April 20, 1982 letter to Mr. Schoener. (2 pages)

VI. April 22, 1982 letter to Mr. Schoener. (2 page)

2/ A separate memorandum has been prepared regarding the status
of the litigation discovery.
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April 21, 1982

C-,,

HAND DELIVERED

Marsha Gentner, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

N1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Dolbeare v. F.E.C. Depositions
Citizens for LaRouche MURs

Dear Ms. Gentner:

In response to your letter of April 20, 1982, please be
advised that the scheduled depositions for April 26th-29th
in Baltimore in the above-referenced matters and action
should be postponed because my co-counsel and I will be
unable to attend.

As it is presently contemplated, Mr. Mayer Morganroth,
co-counsel, will be attending all of the depositions and
suggests the alternate dates of May 18th and 19th for the
Baltimore depositions. The May 5th date for St. Louis
should also be adjourned, preferably to June 1st. These
dates have been confirmed with Mr. Morganroth, and if they
will not suit your schedules, please contact him directly at
(313) 355-3084. The attached revised schedule would be
followed thereafter.



MILLER, CANFIELD, PADDOCK AND STONE

Marsha Gentner, Esq. -2- April 21, 1982

We do reserve the right to object to the Portland,
Oregon depositions and the St. Louis depositions, since the
costs involved in taking that discovery are maximum and the
discovery minimal. Since you have already deposed the
Portland people previously, this seems to be wasteful on
your part and certainly harassment of our people.

Please note that Mr. Morganroth proposes to take depositions
of F.E.C. Commissioners and former Commissioner Tiernan on
May 10th and llth. I assume you will make arrangements to
have them available.

Very truly yours,

/ ames F. 'Schoener

JFS :mfb
Enclosure
cc w/e: Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
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Schedule of Depositions 2 P12: 37

May 3, 1982 Chicago Rose

May 4, 1982 Chicago Cole

May 10, 1982 Washington Commissioners

May 11, 1982 Washington Commissioners

May 18, 1982 Baltimore Radcliffe

May 18, 1982 Baltimore Warm

May 18, 1982 Baltimore Raney

May 19, 1982 Baltimore Robinson

May 19, 1982 Baltimore Freeman

May 20, 1982 Washington Simon

May 24, 1982 N.Y.C. Gelman

May 25, 1982 N.Y.C. Forrest

May 25, 1982 N.Y.C. Burdman

May 26, 1982 N.Y.C. Dolbeare

*June 1, 1982 St. Louis Carr

*June 10, 1982 Portland, Oregon Mrs. Kahl

*June 10, 1982 Portland, Oregon Sam Kahl

*June 11, 1982 Portland, Oregon Billows

*June 11, 1982 Portland, Oregon Mursmansky

*We reserve the right to ask the Court to limit these
depositions in light of the cost involved and limited
area of discovery.
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• FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION8 WASHINGTON. 0.C. 20463

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT

This is to acknowledge receipt of Iletter from the Federal

Election Commission addressed to:

James F. Schoener

Miller, Canfield, Paddock & Stone

2555 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20037

April 20, 1982
Date of reciipt Signature of recipient

O behalf of:



f i FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

April 20, 1982

HAND DELIVERED

James F. Schoener, Esq.
Miller, Canfield, Paddock

and Stone
Suite 300 -

2555 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Re: Citizens for LaRouche MURs

Dear Mr. Schoener:

In response to your April 15, 1982 letter you will findlisted below the names of the witnesses that the Federal Election

Commission presently intends to call in order to complete its
outstanding MUR investigations. As requested, the list includes
an itemization of the MUR(s) each witness' testimony pertains to.

1) Belinda A. deGrazia - MUR 1158

2) Steven G. Warm - MUR 1158

3) Gerald Rose - MUR 1352

4) Robert Cole - MUR 1352

5) Felice Gelman - MUR 1158, 1186, 1352

Should the Commission determine that additional testimony is
necessary to complete the above-cited investigations, you will be
promptly notified.

As of this date we have received no response from you
concerning your status as counsel for the above-listed witnesses
for purposes of the MUR depositions. If you will be representing
them, written confirmation of our April 15, 1982 deposition
schedule or an alternative schedule should be promptly forwarded
to Ms. Lerner. In the event that you desire to change the
schedule, please keep in mind that some witnesses are scheduled
for both litigation and MUR depositions. The present schedule
attempts to avoid inconvenience by setting both depositions of
such witnesses on the same day. Any alternate schedule should do
the same. If we do not receive the above-described notice of
representation from you by the close of business on Wednesday,



James F. Schoener, Esq.
Page Two

April 21, 1982, we will assume you are not representing the
specified witnesses, and the depositions will go forward as
outlined in our April 15, 1982 letter to you.

;neh A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Tn
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HiAND DEL LVED R E D
April 15, 11.082

5' Kerneth Gross, Est.Associate General Counsel

Federal Election Conission .

1325 Y, Street, NW=
. Washington, .C 20463 .- ,.

Re: Citizens for LaRouche MURS ,_ •

Dear ..r• Gross: Y_ -. -

. -,f -e r o.fi.pril 6, l9.2...- e e -. -

- am 3 _x eceip f-:your'letter i " .

from 2arsha Gentner and.,telephone, calls from .Lois Leer2.

-.-. Gentner has •served us .iwJtha-discovery reque -st , epos --
t.ons. involv.ing 16 "persons pursuant-I'tD Dolbeare et -a.F-- edera 1',-i
Election Comission. Ms terner has inquired as to repesentatio L
~ cncenin -five witnesses inth ..pending iinvestigai~n.~I ere

, to establish an orderly process- of discovery-agreeablet-everyone
concerned, please provideme by Friday with a: list of every wit

ness the FEC believes it must call -in order to finish the out-
1.,. standing investigations ite-mized by the Y4UR or MUR(s) to which the

Witnesses' testimony poertains. -

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Very tru y rs.

•0T.



'FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

April 6, 1982

James F. Schoener, Esq.
Miller, Canfield, Paddock

arnd Stone
Suite 300
.2555 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Re: Citizens for LaRouche MURs

Dear Mr. Schoener:

On March 30, 1982, Lois Lerner of this Office-telephoned you
concerning the Citizens for LaRouche MUR investigations.
Ms. Lerner explained that she was anxious to move forward with
those investigations and asked whether you would be representing
certain witnesses at their depositions. You indicated that you
would have to consult with the Citizens for LaRouche Offices in
New York concerning the issue of representation and asked for the
names of the witnesses involved. At present they are:

1) Belinda A. DeGrazia - Baltimore

2) Steven G. Warm - Baltimore

3) Robert Cole --Chicago

4) Gerald Rose Chicago

5) Felice M. Gelman

During your conversation with Ms. Lerner you indicated that
you do not consider the MUR investigations and the Dolbeare
litigation to be separate matters. Please be informed, however,
that this Office will treat them separately for invest igative
purposes. Accordingly, all correspondence concerning MURs 1158,
1186, 1352 and 1384 should be directed to Ms. Lerner; all
correspondence concerning MURs 1253 and 1374 should be directed
to Michael Dymersky; and, all correspondence concerning the
litigation should continue to be directed to Marsha Gentner.



James Schoener, Esq.
Page Two

As it is in'the best interests of all parties involved to

have the investigations completed as expeditiously as possible,
we ask for your full and prompt cooperation in these matters.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

By:.
Kenneth A. Gross -

Associate General Counsel



jFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHfNGTON, D.C. 20463

April 15, 1982

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David B. Mitchell, Esq.
Mitchell & Lee, P.A.
Suite 810
Central Savings Bank Building
201 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

The recent decision in Dolbeare v. Fed. Election Comm'n.,
No. 81 CIV 4468 (S.D.N.Y. March 9, 1982), permits the Federal
Election Commission to continue its investigation in the above-
referenced matter. This is to notify you, as attorney of record,
of the following deposition schedule:

1) Belinda A. deGrazia

Monday, April 26, 1982 at 2:30 p.m., United States
Courthouse, Room 820, 101 W. Lombard Street, Baltimore,
Maryland.

If you have any questions please contact Lois Lerner, the
attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4175.

: J- iiiiheral Coune

I fIIIJ iillll.hb L
FF0. 

,. d
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

April 15, 1982

CERTIFIED AIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David B. Mitchell, Esq.
Mitchell & Lee, P.A.
Suite 810
Central Savings Bank Building
201 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

The recent decision in Dolbeare v. Fed. Election Comm'n.,
No. 81 CIV 4468 (S.D.N.Y. March 9, 1982), permits the Federal
Election Commission to continue its investigation in the above-
referenced matter. This is to notify you, as attorney of record,
of the following deposition schedu]e:

2) Steven G. Warm

Thursday, April 29, 1982 at 2:30 p.m., Fallon Federal
Building, Room 308, 31 Hopkins Plaza, Baltimore,
Maryland.

If you have any questions please contact Lois Lerner, the
attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

Assistant General Counsel

cc: Steven W. Warm



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
U WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

July 22, 1981

David B. Mitchell, Esquire
Mitchell & Lee, P.A.
Suite 810
Central Savings Bank Building
201 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

The Commission has reviewed motions to quash subpoenas
directed to your clients Robert Robinson, Steven Warm, Vivien
Raney, Florence Hurley and Belinda de Grazia pursuant to
11 C.F.R. S 111.15. This is to inform you that the Commission
has denied these motions. Accordingly, and in accordance
with arrangements made by you with Robert Bogin of this
Office, depositions have been rescheduled for July 22 according
to the following schedule:

9:30 a.m. Florence Hurley
10:15 a.m. Vivien Raney
11:00 a.m. Steven Warm
12:15 p.m. Robert Robinson
2:00 p.m. Belinda de Grazia.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Mr.
Bogin at (202) 523-4000.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gene a unsel

BY: enneth A. Gross
Associate General ounsel



navi,l D. Vitchell, Esquire
Mitchell & Lee, P.A.
Suite 810
Central Savinns 3'ank Building
201 N'orth Charles Street
raltirore, klarvland 21201

Re: MUR 1158

Dear "Ir. Mitchell:

The Conmission has reviewed motions to quash subpoenas
directed to your clients Robert Robinson, Steven Warm, Vivien
laney,, Florence }iurley and Belinda de Grazia pursuant to
11 C.F.R. I 111.15. This is to inform you that the ComIission
has denied these motions. Accordingly, and in accordance
with arrangcments made by you with Robert Login of this
Office, depositions have been rescheduled for July 22 accordiny
tco tie folloirn scheiule:

9:3c a.n. Florence Hurley
1C: 15 a.n. Vivien Raney
i1:0 ;1 .&. Steven Viarn.
12 : 15 p.. .obert obinson
2:)0 D.f,. Belinda de Grazia.

If yoU 11Zve an clues3tiolls, please dirfect tlezi to Mr.
ooairl at (202) 523-4000.

Sincerely,

Charies Ni. Steele
General Counsel

AsTociite General (ouwsci



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 1158

Debra J. Hanania, )
a.k.a. Debra Hanania Freeman )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on July 20, 1981,

the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the

following actions regarding MUR 1158:

1. Deny the motion to quash filed
by Robert Robinson, Steven Warm,
Belinda de Grazia, Florence Hurley
and Vivien Raney.

2. Notify the witnesses of the Com-
Nmission's action.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche and

Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter; Commissioner

Thomson did not cast a vote.

Attest:

Date
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 7-16-81, 10:13
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 7-16-81, 4:00



July 16, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Phyllis A. Kayson

SUBJECT: MUR 1158

Please have the attached Memo to the Commission

distribued to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.

Attachment

cc: Bogin
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The standard the Commission should utilize in reviewing a
motion to quash a subpoena should be the same one the district
court applies in a subpoena enforcement action. The time honored
standard for subpoena enforcement is set forth in United States
v. Morton Salt, 338 U.S. 632 (1950). The court stated that an
agency is permitted to have its subpoena enforced if the inves-
tigation is "within the authority of the agency, the demand is
not too indefinite and the information sought is reasonably
relevant." Id. at 652. Applying the Morton Salt standard to
the present situation results in an upholding of the Commission's
subpoenas. The only issue raised by the subpoenaed parties is
that the Commission's subpoena should be quashed since the
Commission already has all relevant information concerning this
matter. This assertion is simply not true.

MUR 1158 was generated by an audit referral and involves
an investigation of contributions made to Citizens for LaRouche
and submitted by CFL for matching funds. The purpose of deposing
the witnesses is to determine whether they made contributions
to CFL and whether such contributions were matchable. A review
of money orders submitted by CFL in the names of Robert Robinson,
Belinda de Grazia and Steven Warm reveal certain handwriting pat-
terns that create doubt as to the matchability of these contri-
butions. Florence Hurley Vivien Raney were selected for depositions
because their checks contained notations indicating that their

-- payments to CFL were not intended as contributions, but as con-
sideration for publications. Contributions which are made by
persons without the necessary donative intent to make a gift
or made for any purpose other than to influence the result of
a primary election are not matchable. 11 C.F.R. S 9034.3(j).

As the above-discussion demonstrates, the Commission is
seeking information relevant to its investigation into this MUR.
Inasmuch as the information sought is directly relevant to
the investigation, it must be presumed that the Commission's
purpose in obtaining this information is to uncover the facts
and not to harass. Furthermore, the Commission cannot be
required to conciliate this matter until it is convinced that
all information relevant to its investigation is obtained.

The recent case of the FEC v. Machinists Non-Partisan
Political League, Civil Action No. 80-1136 (D.Cir. May 19, 1981)
does not alter the analysis as set forth above. The MNPL
case was concerned about the Commission's underlying jurisdic-
tion to investigate draft committees. Since the issue of the
Commission's underlying jurisdiction to investigate CFL is



SENSITIVE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 6! JUL 1O 13
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

EESl July 16, 1981

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Ste
General Couns 1. J

SUBJECT: Motion to Quash Depositions 1158

On June 11, 1981, the Commission authorized the issuance of
subpoenas to Robert A. Robinson, Florence Hurley, Steven G. Warm,
Belinda F. de Grazia and Vivien Raney for the purpose of
taking their deposition in connection with an investigation
in MUR 1158. In almost identically worded letters, the
four above-mentioned witnesses moved to quash the Commission's
subpoenas on the ground that the Commission "has all the
relevant facts" and that to proceed would be "political
harassment". See Letters appended as Attachment I. An additional
basis for quashing the subpoenas is the Commission's refusal
to conciliate this matter. For the reasons more fully discussed
below, the Commission should deny the motions to quash.l/

I/ These motions to quash were filed pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.15
which states:

Any person to whom a subpoena is directed may prior
to the time specified therein for compliance, but
in no event more than 5 days after the date of
receipt of such subpoena, apply to the Commission to
quash or modify such subpoena.

The five day period in which to quash was not met by Robert
Robinson, Florence Hurley and Belinda de Grazia, but
the time requirement was met by Steven Warm and Vivien
Ramey. Inasmuch as the reasons stated by all four
witnesses to quash the subpoenas are almost identical
and Dr. Robinson, Mrs. Hurley and Ms. de Grazia have
requested a special extension of time to file a motion to
quash, it is the opinion of this Office that the Commission
consider all five motions.
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The standard the Commission should utilize in reviewing a
motion to quash a subpoena should be the same one the district
court applies in a subpoena enforcement action. The time honored
standard for subpoena enforcement is set forth in United States
v. Morton Salt, 338 U.S. 632 (1950). The court stated that an
agency is permitted to have its subpoena enforced if the inves-
tigation is "within the authority of the agency, the demand is
not too indefinite and the information sought is reasonably
relevant." Id. at 652. Applying the Morton Salt standard to
the present situation results in an upholding of the Commission's
subpoenas. The only issue raised by the subpoenaed parties is
that the Commission's subpoena should be quashed since the
Commission already has all relevant information concerning this
matter. This assertion is simply not true.

MUR 1158 was generated by an audit referral and involves
an investigation of contributions made to Citizens for LaRouche
and submitted by CFL for matching funds. The purpose of deposing
the witnesses is to determine whether they made contributions
to CFL and whether such contributions were matchable. A review
of money orders submitted by CFL in the names of Robert Robinson,
Belinda de Grazia and Steven Warm reveal certain handwriting pat-
terns that create doubt as to the matchability of these contri-
butions. Florence Hurley Vivien Raney were selected for depositions
because their checks contained notations indicating that their
payments to CFL were not intended as contributions, but as con-
sideration for publications. Contributions which are made by
persons without the necessary donative intent to make a gift
or made for any purpose other than to influence the result of
a primary election are not matchable. 11 C.F.R. S 9034.3(j).

As the above-discussion demonstrates, the Commission is
seeking information relevant to its investigation into this MUR.
Inasmuch as the information sought is directly relevant to
the investigation, it must be presumed that the Commission's

S purpose in obtaining this information is to uncover the facts
and not to harass. Furthermore, the Commission cannot be
required to conciliate this matter until it is convinced that
all information relevant to its investigation is obtained.

The recent case of the FEC v. Machinists Non-Partisan
Political League, Civil Action No. 80-1136 (D.Cir. May 19, 1981)
does not alter the analysis as set forth above. The MNPL
case was concerned about the Commission's underlying jurisdic-
tion to investigate draft committees. Since the issue of the
Commission's underlying jurisdiction to investigate CFL is
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not an issue in this motion to quash, the standard of review
set forth in MNPL is not applicable and need not be followed.

Recommendation

1. Deny the motion to quash filed by Robert Robinson, Steven
Warm, Belinda de Grazia, Florence Hurley and Vivien Raney.

2. Notify the witnesses of the Commission's action.

Attachments

1. Letters of witnesses

2. Notification letter



1 BIJUL7 P1: 04

314 Broxton Road
Baltimore, Md. 21212
July 3, 1981

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1158

Gentlemen:

I received your subpoena asking me to appear for a deposition,
apparently concerning contributions to the presidential campaign of Lyndon
LaRouche. The subpoena states that I should not make this matter public,
although I may be represented by an attorney or I may call the FEC about
questions I might have. Rather than calling the FEC who issued the subpoena
in the first place or spending the money to hire my own attorney, I called
representatives of Citizens for LaRouche here in Baltimore to find out what
this was about although I don't know whether this constitutes making the
matter "public". Citizens for LaRouche told me that I could move to quash
the subpoena before the Federal Election Commission. Your subpoena nowhere
informed me of this right although I understand from Citizens for LaRouche that
my time for doing so may have lapsed.

I hereby move to quash the subpoena before the Federal Election
Commission and for a special extension of the time in which to do so if
that time has lapsed. I believe I gave my contribution legally.

I understand that extensive depositions concerning this matter have
already been taken and that Citizens for LaRouche and Debra Hanania Freeman
have responded in all respects and therefore the Commission has all the

relevant facts before it. Furthermore, I have'been told that the General
Counsel's office has refused repeated requests to conciliate the situation
even with all the relevant facts before it. Therefore I request that the
Commission examine the record in this matter before ruling on the motion
to quash. Such an examination, I should believe, will remove any lingering
doubts as to the necessity of further examinations and aid the Commission
in developing appropriate sanctions against the General Counsel's office
which appears bent on an arbitrary campaign of harassment of individual
citizens who contributed to Lyndon LaRouche.

Please inform me promptly by letter of the Federal Election Commission's
action.

Sincerely,

VI L ,

Robert A. Robinson, M.D.

i2 .~ / /I -!



B1 JULIO All: 52

July 2, 1981

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW = "
Washington, D. C. 20463

Certified Mail, return receipt requested

Gentlemen: , e.

I received your subpoena asking me to appear for deposition, apparently- o
concerning contributions to Lyndon LaRouche. The subpoena states that
I should not make this matter public, although I may be represented by
an attorney or I may call the FEC about questions I might have. Rather
than calling the FEC who issued the subpoena in the first place or
spending the money to hire my own attorney, I called Citizens for LaRouche
representatives to find our what this was about although I don't know
whether this constitutes making the matter "public." Citizens for
LaRouche told me that I could move to quash the subpoena before the
Federal Election Commission. Your subpoena nowhere informed me of this
right although I understand from Citizens for LaRouche that my time for
doing so may have lapsed.

I hereby move io quash the subpoena before the Federal Election Commission
and for a special extension of the time in which to do so if that time has
lapsed on the grounds that it represents pure political harassment. I
gave my contributions legally. I understand that extensive depositions
concerning this matter have already been taken. Citizens for LaRouche
and Debra Hanania Freeman have responded in all respects and therefore
the Commission has all the relevant facts before it. The General
Counsel's office has refused repeated requests to conciliate the
situation even with all the relevant facts before it. I hereby request
that the Commission examine the record in this matter before ruling on
the motion to quash. Such an examination, I-am sure, will obviate any
lingering doubts as to the necessity of further examinations and aid
the Commission in developing appropriate sanctions against the General
Counsel's office which appears bent on an arbitrary, wild campaign of
harassment of individual citizens who contributed to Lyndon LaRouche.

Please inform me promptly by letter of the Federal Election Commission's
action.

Sincerely, 3

Vivien Raney



*81JULIO All: 53

July 3 , 1981

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D. C. 20463

Certified Mail, return receipt requested

Gentlemen: -

I received your subpoena asking me to appear for deposition, apparently- -.
concerning contributions to Lyndon LaRouche. The subpoena states that
I should not make this matter public, although I may be represented by "
an attorney or I may call the FEC about questions I might have. RatherT'
than calling the FEC who issued the subpoena in the first place or
spending the money to hire my own attorney, I called Citizens for LaRom1jhe * '

representatives to find our what this was about although I don't know
whether this constitutes making the matter "public." Citizens for
LaRouche told me that I could move to quash the subpoena before the
Federal Election Commission. Your subpoena nowhere informed me of this
right although I understand from Citizens for LaRouche that my time for
doing so may have lapsed.

I hereby move to quash the subpoena before the Federal Election Commission
and for a special extension of the time in which to do so if that time has
lapsed on the grounds that it represents pure political harassment. I
gave my contributions legally. I understand that extensive depositions
concerning this matter have already been taken. Citizens for LaRouche
and Debra Hanania Freeman have responded in all respects and therefore
the Commission has all the relevant facts before it. The General
Counsel's office has refused repeated requests to conciliate the
situation even with all the relevant facts before it. I hereby request
that the Commission examine the record in this matter before ruling on
the motion to quash. Such an examination, I am sure, 'will obviate any
lingering doubts as to the necessity of further examinations and aid
the Commission in developing appropriate sanctions against the General
Counsel's office which appears bent on an arbitrary, wild campaign of
harassment of individual citizens who contributed to Lyndon LaRouche.

Please inform me promptly by letter of the Federal Election Commission's
action.

Sincerely,
9, --.- j &. f / ,-I-' j

Steven G. Warm



81 JULIO All: 53

July 7, 1981
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW-
Washington, D. C. 20463 .

Certified Mail, return receipt requested -. ..

Gentlemen: -0

I received your subpoena askingme to appear for deposition, apparently _
concerning-cohtributions to Lyndon LaRouche. The subpoena states that.-
I should not make this matter public, although I may be represented b-o
an attorney or I may call the FEC about questions I might have. Rather
than calling the FEC who issued the subpoena in the first place or
spending the money to hire my own attorney, I called Citizens for LaRouche
representatives to find our what this was about although I don't know
whether this constitutes making the matter "public." Citizens for
LaRouche told me that I could move to quash the subpoena before the
Federal Election Commission. Your subpoena nowhere informed me of this
right although I understand from Citizens for LaRouche that my time for
doing so may have lapsed.

I hereby move to quash the subpoena before the Federal Election Commission
and for a special extension of the time in which to do so if that time has
lapsed on the grounds that it represents pure political harassment. I
gave my contributions legally. I understand that extensive depositions
concerning this matter have already been taken. Citizens for LaRouche
and Debra Hanania Freeman have responded in all respects and therefore
the Commission has all the relevant facts before it. The General
Counsel's office has refused repeated requests to conciliate the
situation even with all the relevant facts before it. I hereby request
that the Commission examine the record in this matter before ruling on
the motion to quash. Such an examination, I am sure, will obviate any
lingering doubts as to the necessity of- further examinations and aid
the Commission in developing appropriate sanctions against the General
Counsel's office which appears bent on an arbitrary, wild campaign of
harassment of individual citizens who contributed to Lyndon LaRouche.

Please inform me promptly by letter of the Federal Election Commission's
action.

Sincerely,

Belinda Frances deGrazia

5or
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July 7, 1981

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D. C. 20463

Certified Mail, return receipt requested

Gentlemen:

I received your subpoena asking me to appear for deposition, apparently
concerning contributions to Lyndon LaRouche. The subpoena states that
I should not make this matter public, although I may be represented by
an attorney or-I may call the FEC about questions I might have. Rather
than calling the FEC who issued the subpoena in the first place or
spending the money to hire my own attorney, I called Citizens for LaRouche
representatives to find our what this was about although I don't know
whether this constitutes making the matter "public." Citizens for
LaRouche told me that I could move to quash the subpoena before the
Federal Election Commission. Your subpoena nowhere informed me of this
right although I understand from Citizens for LaRouche that my time for
doing so may have lapsed.

I hereby move to quash the subpoena before the Federal Election Commission
and for a special extension of the time in which to do so if that time has
lapsed on the grounds that it represents pure political harassment. I
gave my contributions legally. I understand that extensive depositions
concerning this matter have already been taken. Citizens for LaRouche
and Debra Hanania Freeman have responded in all respects and therefore
the Commission has all the relevant facts before it. The General
Counsel's office has refused repeated requests to conciliate the
situation even with all the relevant facts before it. I hereby request
that the Commission examine the record in this matter before ruling on
the motion to quash. Such an examination, I am sure, will obviate any
lingering doubts as to the necessity of further examinations and aid
the Commission in developing appropriate sanctions against the General
Counsel's office which appears bent on an arbitrary, wild campaign of
harassment of individual citizens who contributed to Lyndon LaRouche.

Please inform me promptly by letter of the Federal Election Commission's
action.

Sincerely, /j

Mrs. Flora Hurley

147 o

C ),



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

David B. Mitchell, Esquire
Mitchell & Lee, P.A.
Suite 810
Central Savings Bank Building
201 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

The Commission has reviewed motions to quash subpoenas
directed to your clients Robert Robinson, Steven Warm, Vivien
Raney, Florence Hurley and Belinda de Grazia pursuant to
11 C.F.R. S 111.15. This is to inform you that the Commission
has denied these motions. Accordingly, and in accordance
with arrangements made by you with Robert Bogin of this
Office, depositions have been rescheduled for July 22 according
to the following schedule:

9:30 a.m. Florence hurley
10:15 a.m. Vivien Raney
11:00 a.m. Steven Warm

C 12:15 p.m. Robert Robinson
2:00 p.m. Belinda de Grazia.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Mr.
Bogin at (202) 523-4000.

Sincerely,

Kenneth A. Gross
Acting General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

July 16, 1981

John Hallmen
2077 Old Westminister Pike
Sandymount, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Hallmen:

Earlier this month you spoke with Robert Bogin
to confirm your appearance for a deposition on July
9, 1981 at 2:15 p.m. at the United States Attorney's
Office in Baltimore. Thus, we were surprised whenyou failed to appear for your deposition at the desig-
nated place and time. If your failure to appear wasan oversight, please contact Mr. Bogin at (202) 523-4000
to reschedule your deposition for July 22, 1981.
Otherwise, the Commission may have to enforce its
subpoena in the federal district court and seek costs.

Your cooperation in this matter would be
appreciated.

Sincer ly,

' 1qenneth A. Gro s
Associate General Counsel



John Hallmen
2077 Old Westminister Pike
Sandymount, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Hallmen:

CEarlier this month you spoke with Robert Bogin
to confirm your appearance for a deposition on July
9, 1981,at 2:15 p.m. at the United States Attorney's
Office in Baltimore. Thus, we were surprised when
you failed to appear for your deposition at the desig-
nated place and time. If your failure to appear was
an oversight, please contact Mr. Bogin at (202) 523-4000
to reschedule your deposition for July 22, 1981.
Otherwise, the Commission may have to enforce its
subpoena in the federal didtrict court and seek costs.

--

Your cooperation in this matter would be
appreciteed.

Sincerely,

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



Diana Sahyoun
613 St. Anne's Avenue
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mns. Sahyoun:

Enclosed please find a check for $35 made payableto you pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14 for witness feesand mileage for your appearance for deposition on July
9, 1981.

The Commission appreea&tes your cooperation in thismatter. If you have qny questions pleae contact me at
(202) 523-4000.

Sincerely,

Robert I. Bogin
Attorney

Enclosure

Witness Fee Check



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

July 16, 1981

Diana Sahyoun
613 St. Anne's Avenue
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mrs. Sahyoun:

Enclosed please find a check for $35 made payable
to you pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14 for witness fees
and mileage for your appearance for deposition on July
9, 1981.

The Commission appreciates your cooperation in this
matter. If you have any questions please contact me at
(202) 523-4000.

Sincerely,

Robert I. Bogin
Attorney

Enclosure

Witness Fee Check
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

July 16, 1981

William Hayden
2600 Round Rd. Apt. B-3
Baltimore, MD 21225

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Hayden:

Enclosed please find a check for $35 made payable
to you pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14 for witness fees
and mileage for your appearance for deposition on July
9, 1981.

The Commission appreciates your cooperation in
this matter. If you have any questions please contact
me at (202) 523-4000.

Sincerely,

Robert I. Bogin
Attorney

Enclosure

Witness Fee Check



William Hayden
2600 Round Rd. Apt. B-3
Baltimore, MD 21225

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Hayden:

Enclosed please find a check for $35 made payable
to you pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14 for witness feesand mileage for your appearance for deposition on July
9, 1981.

The Commission appreciates your cooperation inthis matter. If you have any questions please contact
me at (202) 523-4000.

Sincerely,

Robert I. Bogin
Attorney

Enclosure

Witness Fee Check
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

July 16, 1981

David B. Mitchell, Esquire
Mitchell & Lee
201 North Charles Street
Suite 810
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

Pursuant to your request, please find enclosed a copy of
your client Robert Robinson's letter requesting the Commission
to quash its subpoena. The Commission will review Dr. Robinson's
motion to quash as well as the motion filed by Steven Worm,
Belinda de Grazia and Vivien Raney this week. The Commission

K will notify you of the disposition of these motions.

If you have any questions, please call me at (202) 523-4000.

Sincerely,

Robert Bogin
Attorney
Federal Election Comnmission

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

David B. Mitchell, Esquire
Mitchell & Lee
201 North Charles Street
Suite 810
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

Pursuant to your request, please find enclosed a copy of
your client Robert Robinson's letter requesting the Commission
to quash its subpoena. The Commission will review Dr. Robinson's
motion to quash as well as the motion filed by Steven Worm,
Belinda de Grazia and Vivien Raney this week. The Commission
will notify you of the disposition of these motions.

If you have any questions, please call me at (202) 523-4000.

Sincerely,

Robert Bogin
Attorney
Federal Election Commission

Enclosure
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314 Broxton Road
Baltimore, Md. 21212
July 3, 19 81

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1158

Gentlemen:

I received your subpoena asking me to appear for a deposition,
apparently concerning contributions to the presidential campaign of Lyndon
LaRouche. The subpoena states that I should not make this matter public,
although I may be represented by an attorney or I may call the FEC about
questions I might have. Rather than calling the FEC who issued the subpoena
in the first place or spending the money to hire my own attorney, I called
representatives of Citizens for LaRouche here in Baltimore to find out what
this was about although I don't know whether this constitutes making the
matter "public". Citizens for LaRouche told me that I could move to quash
the subpoena before the Federal Election Commission. Your subpoena nowhere
informed me of this right although I understand from Citizens for LaRouche that
my time for doing so may have lapsed.

I hereby move to quash the subpoena before the Federal Election
Commission and for a special extension of the time in which to do so if
that time has lapsed. I believe I gave my contribution legally.

I understand that extensive depositions concerning this matter have
already been taken and that Citizens for LaRouche and Debra Hanania Freeman
have responded in all respects and therefore the Commission has all the
relevant facts before it. Furthermore, I have'been told that the General
Counsel's office has refused repeated requests to conciliate the situation
even with all the relevant facts before it. Therefore I request that the
Commission examine the record in this matter before ruling on the motion
to quash. Such an examination, I should believe, will remove any lingering
doubts as to the necessity of further examinations and aid the Commission
in developing appropriate sanctions against the General Counsel's office
which appears bent on an arbitrary campaign of harassment of individual
citizens who contributed to Lyndon LaRouche.

Please inform me promptly by letter of the Federal Election Commission's
action.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Robinson, M.D.
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MITCHELL & Liz, P.A.
Atomys wed Couu.ors at Law _

Suite 810, Central Savings Bank Building
201 North Chad Street

Baltimore, Maland 21201
David B. Michell
Charles Curtis Lee

(194-1978) July 9, 1981

Robert L Bloom So

Elizabeth L Julian* Am Co 301

George E. Tinial 837-5559

*Admitted in Pa. abs

Robert Bogin, Esquire
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Bogin:

This letter is in accord with our telephone
conference of July 8, 1981, regarding the above investigation.
I have been retained by Robert A. Robinson,M.D., Mrs. Flora
Hurley, Steven G. Warm, M's Vivien Raney and M's Belinda
F. deGrazia, in connection with the subpoenas issued to them.
Please note my appearance for them in your records.

Their individual initial appearances were to begin
on Thursday, July 9, at 4:30 p.m., with M's Raney and conti-
nuing at intervals for the rest of Friday, July 10. I request
a postponement of those appearances to allow me the opportunity
to review the proceedings. You and I have tentatively agreed
to a rescheduling for Thursday, July 16, with the time yet
unset. It is my understanding that they will be required to
appear at the offices of the U.S. Attorney for Maryland, 8th
floor, Federal Courthouse, 101 W. Lombard Street, Balto., Md.
21201. Wve will work out the times soon so that I can advise
the several witnesses accordingly.

Very truly yours,

MITCHELL ND LEE, P.A.

ID B. MITCHELL

DBM/rg



MITCHELL & LIE, P.A.
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HAND DELIVERED Robert Bogin, Esquire
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 20463
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Fet: MMJORIE W. ERMS/IL STAFFORD

DTE: JULY 9, 1981

SUBJECT: TELEGRA. REGARDING SUBPCENA - ROBINSON, etc.

The attached wire was received in the Office of the

Comnission Secretary at 1:09 p.m. on July 9, 1981. It is

being forwarded to your office for your attention.
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July 7, 1981

Federal Election Conission
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D. C. 20463

Certified Mail, return receipt requested

Gentlemen:

I received your subpoena asking me to appear for deposition, apparently
concerning contributions to Lyndon LaRouche. The subpoena states that
I should not make this matter public, although I may be represented by
an attorney or I may call the FEC about questions I might have. Rather
than calling the FEC who issued the subpoena in the first place or
spending the money to hire my own attorney, I called Citizens for LaRouche
representatives to find our what this was about although I don't know
whether this constitutes making the matter "public." Citizens for
LaRouche told me that I could move to quash the subpoena before the
Federal Election Commission. Your subpoena nowhere informed me of this
right although I understand from Citizens for LaRouche that my time for
doing so may have lapsed.

I hereby move to quash the subpoena before the Federal Election Commission
and for a special extension of the time in which to do so if that time has
lapsed on the grounds that it represents pure political harassment. I
gave my contributions legally. I understand that extensive depositions
concerning this matter have already been taken. Citizens for LaRouche
and Debra Hanania Freeman have responded in all respects and therefore
the Commission has all the relevant facts before it. The General
Counsel's office has refused repeated requests to conciliate the
situation even with all the relevant facts before it. I hereby request
that the Commission examine the record in this matter before ruling on
the motion to quash. Such an examination, I am sure, will obviate any
lingering doubts as to the necessity of further examinations and aid
the Comniission in developing appropriate sanctions against the General
Counsel's office which appears bent on an arbitrary, wild campaign of
harassment of individual citizens who contributed to Lyndon LaRouche.

Please inform me promptly by letter of the Federal Election Commission's
action.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Flora Hurley
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July 7. 1981 6-d 4'4 '

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D. C. 20463 e_

Certified Mail, return receipt requested
Gentlemen:

-D

I received your subpoena asking me to appear for deposition, apparently
concerning contributions to Lyndon LaRouche. The subpoena states that.-
I should not make this matter public, although I may be represented bg*
an attorney or I may call the FEC about questions I might have. Rather
than calling the FEC who issued the subpoena in the first place or
spending the money to hire my own attorney, I called Citizens for LaRouche
representatives to find our what this was about although I don't know
whether this constitutes making the matter "public." Citizens for
LaPouche told me that I could move to quash the subpoena before the
Federal Election Commission. Your subpoena nowhere informed me of this
right although I understand from Citizens for LaRouche that my time for
doing so may have lapsed.

I hereby move to quash the subpoena before the Federal Election Commission
and for a special extension of the time in which to do so if that time has
lapsed on the grounds that it represents pure political harassment. I
gave my contributions legally. I understand that extensive depositions
concerning this matter have already been taken. Citizens for LaRouche
and Debra Hanania Freeman have responded in all respects and therefore
the Commission has all the relevant facts before it. The General
Counsel's office has refused repeated requests to conciliate the
situation even with all the relevant facts before it. I hereby request
that the Commission examine the record in this matter before ruling on
the motion to quash. Such an examination, I am sure, will obviate any
lingering doubts as to the necessity of further examinations and aid
the Commission in developing appropriate sanctions against the General
Counsel's office which appears bent on an arbitrary, wild campaign of
harassment of individual citizens who contributed to Lyndon LaRouche.

Please inform me promptly by letter of the Federal Election Commission's
action.

Sincerely,

(.d

Belinda Frances deGrazi a
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July 3 , 1981

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D. C. 20463

Certified Mail, return receipt requested

Gentl emen: f7

I received your subpoena asking me to appear for deposition, apparently53
concerning contributions to Lyndon LaRouche. The subpoena states that
I should not make this matter public, although I may be represented by 0
an attorney or I may call the FEC about questions I might have. Rather.,
than calling the FEC who issued the subpoena in the first place or
spending the money to hire my own attorney, I called Citizens for LaRohe
representatives to find our what this was about although I don't know
whether this constitutes making the matter "public." Citizens for
LaRouche told me that I could move to quash the subpoena before the
Federal Election Commission. Your subpoena nowhere informed me of this
right although I understand from Citizens for LaRouche that my time for
doing so may have lapsed.

I hereby move to quash the subpoena before the Federal Election Commission
and for a special extension of the time in which to do so if that time has
lapsed on the grounds that it represents pure political harassment. I
gave my contributions legally. I understand that extensive depositions
concerning this matter have already been taken. Citizens for LaRouche
and Debra Hanania Freeman have responded in all respects and therefore
the Commission has all the relevant facts before it. The General
Counsel's office has refused repeated requests to conciliate the
situation even with all the relevant facts before it. I hereby request
that the Commission examine the record in this matter before ruling on
the motion to quash. Such an examination, I am sure, will obviate any
lingering doubts as to the necessity of further examinations and aid
the Commission in developing appropriate sanctions against the General
Counsel's office which appears bent on an arbitrary, wild campaign of
harassment of individual citizens who contributed to Lyndon LaRouche.

Please inform me promptly by letter of the Federal Election Commission's
action.

Sincerely,

Steven G. Warm
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July 2, 1981

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D. C. 20463

Certified Mail, return receipt requested

Gentlemen: -

I received your subpoena asking me to appear for deposition, apparentlyo
concerning contributions to Lyndon LaRouche. The subpoena states that
I should not make this matter public, although I may be represented by
an attorney or I may call the FEC about questions I might have. Rather
than calling the FEC who issued the subpoena in the first place or
spending the money to hire my own attorney, I called Citizens for LaRouche
representatives to find our what this was about although I don't know
whether this constitutes making the matter "public." Citizens for
LaRouche told me that I could move to quash the subpoena before the
Federal Election Commission. Your subpoena nowhere informed me of this
right although I understand from Citizens for LaRouche that my time for
doing so may have lapsed.

I hereby move to quash the subpoena before the Federal Election Commission
and for a special extension of the time in which to do so if that time has
lapsed on the grounds that it represents pure political harassment. I
gave my contributions legally. I understand that extensive depositions
concerning this matter have already been taken. Citizens for LaRouche
and Debra Hanania Freeman have responded in all respects and therefore
the Commission has all the relevant facts before it. The General

*Counsel's office has refused repeated requests to conciliate the
situation even with all the relevant facts before it. I hereby request
that the Commission examine the record in this matter before ruling on
the motion to quash. Such an examination, I am sure, will obviate any
lingering doubts as to the necessity of further examinations and aid
the Commission in developing appropriate sanctions against the General
Counsel's office which appears bent on an arbitrary, wild campaign of
harassment of individual citizens who contributed to Lyndon LaRouche.

Please inform me promptly by letter of the Federal Election Commission's
action.

Sincerely,

Vivien Raney



Vivien Raney

1324 S. Charles St. 14C

Baltimore, Md. Ml1 21230

RETURN RECIPT
REQUESTED

Federal Election Comission
1325 K St. NW

_____ __ Washington, D.C. 20463
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHING (ON,D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Constantine Philios
Sweet Air Road
Baldwin, Maryland

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Philios:

The Federal Election Commission established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26 Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
attached subpoena and order which requires you to appear as
a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence has
been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with
respect to whom the investigation is made. You are advised
that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to
Robert Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at
(202) 523-4000. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this
accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance at the
deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Constantine Philios
Sweet Air Road
Baldwin, Maryland

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 3:00 p.m. on July 10, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

N for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

ATTEST:

Secr ,7+1ry to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGION.D(.. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Rustom Ghandi
4 Mars Road
Baltimore,-MD 21221

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Ghandi:

The Federal Election Commission established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26 Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
attached subpoena and order which requires you to appear as

1 a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence has
been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with
respect to whom the investigation is made. You are advised
that no such consent has been given in this matter.

r - You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to
Robert Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at
(202) 523-4000. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this
accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance at the
deposition..c . 7 'Sincere!l'

• I.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Rustom Ghandi
4 Mars Road
Baltimore, MD 21221

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Ghandi:

The Federal Election Commission established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26 Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
attached subpoena and order which requires you to appear as
a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence has
been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12) (A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with
respect to whom the investigation is made. You are advised
that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to
Robert Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at
(202) 523-4000. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this
accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance at the
deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Rustom Ghandi
4 Mars Road
Baltimore, Maryland

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 2:15 p.m. on July 10, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

JohTVJ McG-arry,f Chairman
Fed ral Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjoyl W. Emmons
Secreviry to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert A. Robinson
314 Broxton St.
Baltimore, MD 21212

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Robinson:

The Federal Election Commission established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26 Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
attached subpoena and order which requires you to appear as
a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence has

- been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
*. investigation being conducted by the Commission, the

confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with
respect to whom the investigation is made. You are advised
that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to
Robert Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at
(202) 523-4000. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this

• accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance at the
* deposition. / --." /

SincerelX,

Clarles N. Stee e
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert A. Robinson
314 Broxton St.
Baltimore, MD 21212

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Robinson:

The Federal Election Commission established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26 Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
attached subpoena and order which requires you to appear as
a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence has
been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with
respect to whom the investigation is made. You are advised
that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
*- present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so

represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to
Robert Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at
(202) 523-4000. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this
accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance at the
deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Robert A. Robinson
314 Broxton Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21212

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at noon on July 10, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

# the turnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

( lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

77 to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

'r matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

AE

Fe rlEeto ois

ATTEST:

Marj !f e W. Emmons
Secr~ry to the Commission



I FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
QWASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Belinda F."deGrazia
310 Ridgemede Rd.
Baltimore, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. deGrazia:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

SincereI

ah- tee
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena
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DERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Belinda F. deGrazia
310 Ridgemede Rd.
Baltimore, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. deGrazia:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Belinda F. deGrazia
310 Ridgemede Road
Baltimore, Maryland

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 11:15 a.m. on July 10, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

JoiUV-&r~"C a

ATTEST:

Marroie W. Emmons
Se crt ary to the Commission



dli; FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Steven G. Warm
310 Ridgemede Rd.
Baltimore, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Warm:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerel

,/ -

Cha les . teeIe -

General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena
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I FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION0W WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Steven G. Warm
310 Ridgemede Rd.
Baltimore, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Warm:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

NSince this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Steven G. Warm
310 Ridgemede Road
Baltimore, Maryland

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 10:30 a.m. on July 10, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

FedTTE

ATTE ST:

Marjor] W. Emnraons
Secr V ry to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William Safisbury
3205 Abell Ave.
Baltimore, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Salisbury:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Since 'l,

Chwrles N. Ste le'
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William Salisbury
3205 Abell Ave.
Baltimore, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Salisbury:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney-
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Uilliam Salisbury
3205 Abell Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 9:45 a.m. on July 10, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

jFe eral Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjo9 W. Er,=ons -
Secre 9ry to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
.IWISJ WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

.0

Vivien Raney
1324 S. Charles St.
Baltimore, MD 21230

RE: MIR 1158

Dear Ms. Raney:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26

-- Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

gSince this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investiqation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in

e. this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincex. 1'

C .
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Vivien Raney
1324 S. Charles St.
Baltimore, MD 21230

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Raney:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Vivien Raney
1324 S. Charles St.
Baltimore, Maryland 21230

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 4:30 p.m. on July 9, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

N for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

, WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

Fe ral Election Commissi n

ATTEST:

Ma[rjo _e W. Emmons -
Secre~try to the Commission



SFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Diane Philios
Sweet Air Road
Baldwin, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Philios:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sinceel ,

Chareiv-N. ! te'eP
General Counsel

Enclosure
SubDoena
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Flora Hur1iy
4615 Dustin Road
Burtonsville, MD 20730

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Hurley:

The Federal Election Commission established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26 Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
attached subpoena and order which requires you to appear as
a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence has
been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a) (12) (A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with
respect to whom the investigation is made. You are advised
that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to
Robert Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at
(202) 523-4000. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this
accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance at the
deposition. Sinere

Charles N. Stee
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Flora Hurley
4615 Dustin Road
Burtonsville, MD 20730

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Hurley:

The Federal Election Commission established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26 Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
attached subpoena and order which requires you to appear as
a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence has
been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with
respect to whom the investigation is made. You are advised
that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to
Robert Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at
(202) 523-4000. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this
accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance at the
deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Flora Hurley
4615 Dustin Road
burtonsvaille, MD 20730

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 4:30 p.m. on July 10, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

, designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

ATTEST:

Marjore W. EmmonsSecr t ry to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
E• WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Parthemos
514 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Parthemos:

The Federal Election Commission established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26 Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
attached subpoena and order which requires you to appear as
a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence has
been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a) (12)(A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with
respect to whom the investigation is made. You are advised
that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to
Robert Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at
(202) 523-4000. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this
accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance at the
deposition. I--

Ch&les . e
General Counsel

Fc1osure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Parthemos
514 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Parthemos:

The Federal Election Commission established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26 Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
attached subpoena and order which requires you to appear as
a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence has
been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with
respect to whom the investigation is made. You are advised
that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to
Robert Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at
(202) 523-4000. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this
accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance at the
deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: James Parthemos
514 S. Oldham Street
Baltimore, Maryland

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 3:45 p.m. on July 10, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

Fe eral Election Commissi-n

ATTEST:

Marj e W. Errnons
Secroary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Constantine Philios
Sweet Air Road
Baldwin, Maryland

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Philios:

The Federal Election Commission established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26 Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
attached subpoena and order which requires you to appear as
a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence has
been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an

investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with
respect to whom the investigation is made. You are advised
that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to
Robert Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at
(202) 523-4000. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this
accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance at the
deposition. .... .

Sincer,61v!

General Counse1

Enclosure
Subpoena
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R E C I VD

BIJUL 7 P1:04

314 Broxton Road

Baltimore, Md. 21212
July 3, 1981

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1158

Gentlemen:

I received your subpoena asking me to appear for a deposition,
apparently concerning contributions to the presidential campaign of Lyndon
LaRouche. The subpoena states that I should not make this matter public,
although I may be represented by an attorney or I may call the FEC about
questions I might have. Rather than calling the FEC who issued the subpoena
in the first place or spending the money to hire my own attorney, I called
representatives of Citizens for LaRouche here in Baltimore to find out what
this was about although I don't know whether this constitutes making the
matter "public". Citizens for LaRouche told me that I could move to quash
the subpoena before the Federal Election Commission. Your subpoena nowhere
informed me of this right although I understand from Citizens for LaRouche that
my time for doing so may have lapsed.

I hereby move to quash the subpoena before the Federal Election
Commission and for a special extension of the time in which to do so if
that time has lapsed. I believe I gave my contribution legally.

I understand that extensive depositions concerning this matter have
already been taken and that Citizens for LaRouche and Debra Hanania Freeman
have responded in all respects and therefore the Commission has all the
relevant facts before it. Furthermore, I have been told that the General
Counsel's office has refused repeated requests to conciliate the situation
even with all the relevant facts before it. Therefore I request that the
Commission examine the record in this matter before ruling on the motion
to quash. Such an examination, I should believe, will remove any lingering
doubts as to the necessity of furt her examinations and aid the Commission
in developing appropriate sanctions against the General Counsel's office
which appears bent on an arbitrary campaign of harassment of individual
citizens who contributed to Lyndon LaRouche.

Please inform me promptly by letter of the Federal Election Commission's
action.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Robinson, M.D.



f FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION0 * WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Diane Philios
Sweet Air Road
Baldwin, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Philios:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Diane Philios
Sweet Air Road
Baldwin, Maryland

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 3:00 p.m. on July 9, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

- the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

Tr lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

'- matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

Jo .Mary hifa

ATTEST:

Sar jqrt W. Emnionmsmiss
Sectagry to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John Halimen
2077 Old Westminister Pike
Sandymount, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Hallmen:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-

Nr tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
N, investigation being conducted by the Commission, the

confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
conLirm your attendance at the deposition.

S .in-c,.r' IyX

Ge4neral Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN(TON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John Hallmen
2077 Old Westminister Pike
Sandymount, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Hallmen:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: John Hallmen
2077 Old Westminister Pike
Sandymojnt, Maryland

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 2:15 p.m. on July 9, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

ATTEST:

Secr 4 ry to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William Hayden
2600 Round Rd. Apt. B-3
Baltimore, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Hayden:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26

TI Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

- You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely/ >'/

General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William Hayden
2600 Round Rd. Apt. B-3
Baltimore, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Hayden:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: William Hayden
2600 Round Rd. Apt. B-3
Baltimote, Maryland

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at noon on July 9, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including
r8

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

r designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

ATTEST:

Marjor4, -W. Emmon s
Secre Wry to the Commnission



I FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

SJune 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Melanie Miscall
P.O. Box 1423
Easton, MD 21601

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Miscall:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an

investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney

present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so

represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,

the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Since, .el

/e .N. 7.-s

General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena
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I FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Melanie Miscall
P.O. Box 1423
Easton, MD 21601

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Miscall:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Melanie Miscall
P.O. Box 1423
Easton,..MD 21601

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 11:15 a.m. on July 9, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

Fediral Election Commission

ATTEST:

Secrejo yV t W. EmmonsSecre V tothe Commisso



pA.UZ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. DC. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL June 19, 1981

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Walter M. Thylor
Peach Blossom Estate
Easton, MD 21601

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Taylor:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given Th
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney

present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so

represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

s ince.-r

General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



aFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Walter M. Taylor
Peach Blossom Estate
Easton, MD 21601

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Taylor:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given In
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Walter M. Taylor
Peach Blossom Estate
Easton-,..MD 21601

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 10:30 a.m. on July 9, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

jFeer~~lcinCm'so

ATTEST:

Marjor W. Emmons
Secrety to the CommissionV-



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
U .Y WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Edward St. John
Harper House
Baltimore, MD 21210

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. St. John:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigration
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

S i n c v: r,,e 1/

General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Edward St. John
Harper House
Baltimore, MD 21210

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. St. John:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Edward St. John
Harper House
Baltimore, MD 21210

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 9:00 a.m. on July 9, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

S lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

... matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

Joh V~. NcTarrf, Ca-irm n
Fed ral Election Commission

ATTEST:

MarjOr W. Enuons
Secr VAry to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Arthur Murjhy
3205 Abell Ave.
Baltimore, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Murphy:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition. /-

Sin , 

General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Arthur Murphy
3205 Abell Ave.
Baltimore, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Murphy:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorner
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Arthur Murphy
3205 Abell Ave.
Baltimore, MD

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 9:45 a.m. on July 9, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

/W

Fe ral Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjor W. Emmons
Secre qry to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WI 1UJ WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Diana Sayoun
613 St. Anne Avenue
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Sayoun:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Si nce l,"/

( b . 7 ... " -'. /,

Chatles N. S'e1e
General Counsel

Enclosure
? ubDne na



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Diana Sayoun
613 St. Anne Avenue
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Sayoun:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure J
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Diana Sayoun
613 St. Anne Avenue
Baltimore, MD 21218

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 3:45 p.m. on July 9, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

J

Fedtra EetoCommission

ATTEST:

Marj ~io t EmmosSecre rryto the Commission



WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

June 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mary Cavanaugh
Village of Crosskey
Baltimore, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Cavanaugh:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney-
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Since re.)y, ,

C' "les N.' Steee
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mary Cavanaugh
Village of Crosskey
Baltimore, MD

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Cavanaugh:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investiga-
tion being conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena
and order which requires you to appear as a witness and give
sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(12)(A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits any person from making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the express
written consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation
is made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in
this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and
address of your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please
call Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this accompanying subpoena to
confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure I9
Subpoena
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Mary Cavanaugh
Village of Crosskey
Baltimore, MD

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lom-

bard St., Baltimore, Maryland, at 9:00 a.m. on July 10, 1981,

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158 with regard to contributions to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 18th day of June 1981.

Fe eral Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjyr e W. ETDiLons
Secr ary to the Commission



( . FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K SIR1 II N.W.
WASHINGION,D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTER .

DATE: JUNE 18, 1981

SUBJECT: SUBPOENAS REGARDING MUR 1158

The attached subpoenas regarding MUR 1158, which

were Commission approved on June 11, 1981 by a vote

of 6-0, have been signed and sealed this date.

Attachments:
Subpoenas (18)
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 1158

Citizens for LaRouche )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on June 11, 1981,

the Commission approved by a vote of 6-0 the General

Counsel's recommendation to authorize the issuance of

subpoenas to the following in MUR 1158:

Flora Hurley Diana Sayoun
James Parthemos Diane Philios
Constantine Philios John Hallmen
Rustom Ghandi William Hayden
Robert A. Robinson Melanie Miscall
Belinda F. deGrazia Walter M. Taylor
Steven G. Warm Arthur Murphy
William Salisbury Edward St. John
Mary Cavanaugh
Vivien Raney

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson

and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

T)ate Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 6-8-81, 3:54
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 6-9-81, 11:00



June 8, 1981

MEMOANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emons

FROM: Phyllis A. Kayson

SUBJECT: UR 1158

Please have the attached Memo to the Commission

distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.

Attachment

cc: Bogin



SbNSITIVE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463 J I3: 5

June 8, 1981

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele I
General Counsel -ki() \

SUBJECT: Authorization to Issue Subpoena in Connection
with MUR 1158 (80)

Attached for Commission approval are deposition subpoenas
directed to various individuals whose purported contributionssubmitted by Citizens for LaRouche for matching funds raise
questions as to their validity to be matched. Money orders
in the name of John Hallmen, William Hayden, Diane Philios,
Edward St. John, Rustom Ghandi, Arthur Murphy, Constantine
Philios, James Parthemos, Robert Robinson, Belinda de Grazia,
Steven G. Warm, William Salisbury and Mary Cavanaugh, based on
a preliminary review of the handwriting, demonstrate the same
pattern of irregularity found in previous money orders analyzed
in this matter under review.

Checks written by Melanie Miscall and Walter M. Taylor
appear to have identical handwriting including the signature
line. The deposition of Diana Sayoun is necessary to confirm
her contribution to CFL evidenced by a third party check made
payable to her husband David Sanders. Documentation accompanying
the contribution attributed one half of the contribution to his
wife, Lenore. Testimony by David Sanders did not adequately
explain this discrepancy.

Flora Hurley and Vivien Raney are selected for depositions
because their checks submitted as contributions include notations
that may indicate that their checks were payments for subscriptions
and various publications. Questions thus arise as to whether
these payments should be construed to be contributions properly
matchable.



Memorandum to the Commission
Page Two
Authorization to Issue Subpoena in Connection with MUR 1158 (80)

Recommendation

Authorize the following subpoenas:

Flora Hurley Diana Sayoun
James Parthemos Diane Philios
Constantine Philios John Hallmen
Rustom Ghandi William Hayden
Robert A. Robinson Melanie Miscall
Belinda F. deGrazia Walter M. Taylor
Steven G. Warm Arthur Murphy
William Salisbury Edward St. John
Mary Cavanaugh
Vivien Raney

Attachments

Authorization Form
Sample Subpoena and cover letter.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

SAMPLE LETTER

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

RE: MUR 1158

Dear

The Federal Election Commission established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26 Internal Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the attached
subpoena and order which requires you to appear as a witness and
give sworn testimony and other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) (A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investiga-
tion conducted by the Commission without the express written
consent of the person with respect to whom the investigation is
made. You are advised that no such consent has been given in this
matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert Bogin,
the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000. Please call
Mr. Bogin upon receipt of this letter and accompanying subpoena
to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE SUBPOENAS

The Commission hereby authorize the issuance of

subpoenas to the following people in connection with

MUR 1158:

Flora Hurley Vivien Raney
4615 Dustin Road 1324 S. Charles St.
Burtonsville, MD 20730 Baltimore, MD 21230

James Parthemos Diana Sayoun
514 S. Oldham Street 613 St. Huus Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland Baltimore, MD 21218

Constantine Philios Diane Philios
Sweet Air Road Sweet Air Road
Baldwin, Maryland Baldwin, M

Rustom Ghandi John Hallmen
4 Mars Road 2077 Old Westminister Pike
Baltimore, MD 21221 Sandymount, MD

Robert A. Robinson William Hayden
314 Broxton St 2600 Round Rd Apt. B-3
Baltimore, MD 21212 Baltimore, MD

Belinda F. deGrazia Melanie Miscall
310 Ridgemede Rd P.O. Box 1423
Baltimore, MD Easton, MD 21601

Steven G. Warm Walter M. Taylor
310 Ridgemede Rd Peach Blossom Estate
Baltimore, MD Easton, MD 21601

William Salisbury Arthur Murphy
3205 Abell Ave 3205 Abell Ave
Baltimore, MD Baltimore, MD

Mary Cavanaugh Edward St. John
Village of Grosskup Harper House
Baltimore, MD Baltimore, MD 21210



Authorization to Issue Subpoenas
Page Two
MUR 1158

John W. McGarry Thomas E. Harris
Chairman Commissioner

Frank P. Reiche Robert 0. Tiernan
Vice Chairman Commissioner

Joan D. Aikens Vernon W. Thomson
Commissioner Commissioner



SAMPLE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO:

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a) (3)

and (4), to appear at

Baltimore, Maryland. at a.m./p.m. on

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the _ day of June 1981.

John W. McGarry, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

May 28, 1981

MEMORANDUM

TO: The File

FROM: Beverly Kramer

SUBJECT: MUR 1158

Pursuant to the Commission's directive of August 8, 1980,
the Audit Division analyzed the entire CFL submission with
respect to money orders and cashiers checks. In addition,
the Audit Division performed a 100% review of CFL contributions
in the threshold states of Maryland, Virginia, Ohio, Oregon,
and Missouri. The findings of the Audit Division were
referred to the Office of General Counsel in a February 27,
1981 memorandum entitled "Citizens For LaRouche - Matching
Funds Submissions',"

Based on the General Counsel's review of the audit
findings, we have determined to incorporate the attached
exhibits into MUR 1158.



MARYLAND MONEY ORDERS

Exhibit Contributor - Issuing Serial Date of Amount Applied

Number Occupation Institution Number Instrument Amount Towards Eli blit

Anne Taylor - 1/ American Express 55-466-938-411 11-21-79 $150.00 N/A

J(l) Arthur Murphy - American Express 55-466-938-416 11-21-79 100.00 N/A
Student f
Ernest Pulsifor - 2/ American Express 55-466-938-424 11-21-79 150.00 N/A

David Sanders - 3/- American Express 55-467-316-467 01-08-80 25.00 N/A

3(2) William Hayden - American Express 55-467-316-478 01-08-80 35.00 N/A

Unknown
Robert Ptimack - 4/ American Express 55-467-316-494 01-08-80 50.00 N/A

3(3) John Hallmen - American Express 55-467-614-354 01-08-80 50.00 N/A
Unknown

J(4) Diane B. Philios - Federal Express 119691495 Unknown 250.00 N/A

liousewife
Constantine Philios - 5/ Federal Express 119691496 Unknown 225.00 N/A

J(l). (2) and (3)

The style of handwriting which completed the payee line of the above three instruments

bears, in some combination, several common characteristics and may have been completed by the same

hand. The characteristics common to the instruments are:

- the m" in Citizens is printed in the same style and often resembles the number 5.
(Also noted in instrument J(4)).

- the "F" in For is always capitalized.

- the "r* in For is printed in a style that resembles the letter "v" (see A(5) (6) (7) (8)

and (9)). TAso noted in instrument J(4)).

- the word LaRouche is nearly identical on the three instruments.

Three of the instruments (J(1),(2), and (3)) also exhibit serial number patterns and

display a common place and time of purchase. It was also noted that part of the address (city)

appearing on the money order from John Hallman (J(3)) varied from the address on the accompanying
signed contributor statement (see Exhibit J(3)).

I/ through 5/ Contributors previously included in the February 6f 1980, referral of receipt
irregularities and subsequently incorporated into HUB 1158. The money orders
are included to display patterns of serial numbers and instrument dates. Other
irregularities noted in the 2/6/80 referral have not been included.

t ~:. : ,



. (

Maryland Money Orders

J(4)

The style of handwriting completing this money order is si ilar to the
handwriting irregularities appearing in other Maryland money orders which vere referred
to the Office of General Counsel on February 6, 1980, and included in aR 1158. One
of the contributors included in the referral was a Constantine Philios who appears to be
related to this contributor. In addition to the common last name, both.contributors
reside at the same general address (Sweet Air Road). 'Further, the instrument referred
(M/O# 119691496) and this instrument were purchased from the same issuing institu-
tion and consecutively numbered.
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/\' business groups ~e sought to help Computron expand tls
L)ndon H. LaRouchc, 0 business and seclditional capital. These offers weg made

December 15, 1960 by capable persons who wished to help enterprises of my
friends, and who have been most efficiendy helpful in other
mattes. Acting under the influence of the illusion of grat

Because some members have been behaving as well-meaning financial coups, Andy and other representatives of Computron
damnfed fools. I have been forced to take an action I have been made themselves ridiculous in the eyes of these business

'voiding- to orinlize CosuaS Kalimtgis's temporamspeASion circles-each of whom has confided, independentiy, of one
from executive duties, pending his recovery from a mental another, the same general complaint of Andy's obsession with
disassociation correlated with his recent and curent condition "moonbeams," rather than sticking to the sound busie
of phystcal healh. wnich Computron is.

I report as much of the bard fact as it is discreet to put into The problem of mismanagement of the ICLC has been
Wriing. Costas' growing obsession with the delusion that Andy .us

My fur.: indication of a deterioration of Costas' mentl c - about to pu off a financial miracle outside of regular Corn.
putron business. The national adminst-ation of the NCLC,

tion cme when he acted to colapse the European orgitioU, most emphatically, was directed according to the delusion that
and attempted to excuse that action b) diversionary w hu m everything had to be subordinated, and sacrificed if necessary,
libels against Uwe Friesecke, Helgp. and the European orgalnia- to the assumption that Andy was some sort of maician about
tion generally. to 'put over a world-resounding financial miracle.

My first reacion was to calm Costas down by telephone, In fac Andy's approac to the ovJsms and certai other
assuming that tha: ira al outburst was simply a product of promotons (osie Computron's specialize, ors derinry
his overexer-ion under the unusual added stress of certain prmotons (td optron pcile exttbordinar
critical administrative problems. When the same mental abera. ccmpeence) had violated every sound principle in the book.

tion rt-urred, I moved into the situation. I had no inkling of the This has ontinued in defance or advice of experts with long,

seven:y of the situation until Costa erupted in a psychotic-like ice to And. and othien rs i. this, s mmo i.c
ep;:ode during the course of a National Executive Committee

f- meeting on the eve of the recent National Committee meeting. Instead of pressing Andy to stop highrpriced pursuit of
moonbens, and to get down to the business for which he had

eprover, compmence. Costas and others ran the ornintion's

The problem is simply that CosLas is extremelY M v ._ affairs on the assumption that Andy was a "world super.

ucm l" , ini: an a an outgrowth of the accumlated magcian" whose outlook must be adopted as a model by the
si-tis, he his suffered sin=e an roxmately September-October ICLC. Morth after month, Computron's mismanag ement of itss9"9e extracicular activities agravated the problem. Ineviably, the

ene,-my forces took advbanage of this, and struck to produce the
whhout going into prii-jegd detaiis of the matter, the Corn- crisis.

putron connection to Cos:.as' problems is essetially as follows. It was not Computron's crisis which prompted Costas to

Computron Softvare is the leading micomputer programm- choose to collapse the European pranization. That later deai-
ing and software entity in the United States, and perhaps the sion was made weeks before the first warning of the crisis at
w'orld today. This success is significantly to the credit of the Computron. The origin of the latter decision was the repeatedly-
leadership that effort supplied by Andy Typaldos up into about stated commitment to sacrifice anything for the pursuit of
Se:rembe:-October 1979. It is also the result of the dedication moonbeams.
and sacrifice; of alented Labor Committee membe s wo hamve Althouh mos of the "internationa" and other xtacur--
provided the firm with capabilhies and dedication of a quality Alcu gh moo wee aixtero in d te j mnt a
whi:h no employer could have found otherwise. ricul3r promotion! were a mixture of incompetent judgment and

outright delusions, there was one element of these extracur-
The actions of the F-gle.Srar-centered grouPing of theAnglc-_ ricular projects which had a certain soundness, if the project

Canadian SOE crowd, attempting to ruin Computron by were approached in the right manner, and with the proper
de:am'a:on and rerated methoids ot financial wartare, had a fin.ncial suppor" prior to high-ticket expenditures on its ac-
grave initial impact on software sales, although that has been count. I was to supply one of the crucial parts in a sound ap.

marginal problem over the course of lg~n proach to this, a tactic which has not been followed through to

There has been serious mismanagement of Computron's af. the present dat.

fairs. a mismanagement whose reality has been covered over by To remove cause for any simplistic misinterpretation of the
exaggerated and sometimes downrightly mythological assump- fans: Computron was. not the direct cause of the problems of
tions that the Labor Committees or the recent campaign were in the organization d-uring the recent period. Rather, the problems
some -, ay the principal cause of Computron's difficulties. of Computron ar a mere predicate of a broader disorieptation:

The c%!n:ra! point of the- mism~nazmen is a wr-,ong.headed the sam rnismana.,rnen: w'hich has d.mrinated Computron's
T-rpi fhn iexitra-,rmcular vcn:ure! ove: the past pe-i,'d was introduced as

I "cef. s Fnificantly nurtured by Costa! and some others, thatbelf na philosophY of gross mismanagement into the administrative
%.ndy is a ".usincss marician." ,,iN i ulion has resulted in in-

and rcialed affairs _f the NCLC. Costas built And) up in his, .,'-n n c a !a r z*i a r: o u n , o f n o .,-,. o f~ w a r e cx p ,e n se -b u rd e n fo r a c . w ; r ; a i c o n e r t n A c y s m n s w l ) arnngowr,. mind (and iC, so~ne deg.ree in Andy's mind as well) a.s a
:iv;ie.. in which And, was a sardine s% imming among sharks. In " ortd-clss op-rative," and aggravzted this by using Costas'
.,her w'ords, And' was encouraged to gc outside of the area of d.".ded conceptior of Andy's stature as a "world class
his spec:fi7 compet!nzies in business into areas in which he is c. to ipos what Ccstas imagined to be Andy's genius
cste-1,' a fumbing amateur. As of this ooint. that is the oniy o:h ii*ial and ac:ninsrative :nana.emnn; of the organiza-
Ca ,,t Of Compiron s recc-'n; and .nt ng probl-rns. Without tion.
thosc ;rave po1ic-errcrs, Cornpuiron .%ould not have suffered
th, re'ent difficulties in the form or seventy with which they oc- According to Costas' own report, as confirmed by others,
curTed. soamt.ime, not later than immediately following the New Hamp.



shire primary, Costas developed the "bug in his he that the broadly true, although- L have subsequently discovered-not
European organization was in some way responsib r various in exactly the wa Cos ppresented it. The Olympians have
important difficulties of the organization as a wfiole--that reduced the directly aveute actions against Computron Wle
Europe was somehow "disloyal" to the U.S.A. organization, over the recent period. The problem has been the mismanage-
What Costas recently described as his March 1980 hatred against ment aggravated by Andy's efforts to adapt to the
Europe generally, and Helga in particular, is corroborated by psychologically-controlled environment of the Olympians who
some others to whom Cosas confided this private view. The have been targetting his mind with knowledge of the weak
"bug in his head" was pure paranoia--especially to those of us points of his psycho-profile. He has been chasing a carrot
who know Uwe Friesecke as the most outspoken American na. around the world, a carrot which remains just close enough
tionalist of Europe. within reach to remain attractive to him.

Costas' role has been to feed Andy's misdirection, and to iam.This "bug in his head" erupted overtly at the point he acted
to collapse the European organization. '%hen I remonstrated pose the mythology, the obsessions associated with that delusion
(by telephone) with him aganst collapsing the European on the organization generally.
organization, Costas replied with a paranoid litany about the The Mismanagement of the NCLCdisloyalty of the European organization as the reason for his ac-
tions. Later, in the psychotic-like outburst the night before the Costas is no "devil," no "scpegoat." Others played ther
National Committee meeting, Costas cane out into the open part in contibuting to the obsessions causing the mismanage
with a vile, slanderous, altogether lying attack against ment of both Computron and the organikation. Costas is simply
Helga ... the same Helga who, out of dedication to our efforts, a person whose mental balance broke under combined physical
endured, if sometimes restively, being kept in a virtual "cage" and psychological stresses. The problem has been the way
month after month as her duty to the U.S. campaign-effort. various persons interacted with Costs' problems to institu-

This paranoid hostility against Europe was extended to the tionalize them.
National Executive committee, and later against the National Costas' problem should be isolated. A person who had
Committee broadly and to others. Increasingly, the attitude was become as a son to me has gone "bonkers" under stress. If well-
that the members were merely plastic figures who were failing to meaning meddlers do not reenforce Costas' attachment to his
fulirjltheir duty to serve business-like demands. delusions, he will probably recover. We have had sorre repeated

experience with this sort of paranoid problem developed underIt is not so simple. On the one side, on many occasions, stress. One must, in such cases, confront the victim of the
CosW continued to make co-.et observations about the paranoia with the truth in the most uncompromising way, and
political process. These were, in practice, increasingly lip- then provide a protected envionment in which they w pro-
service. Not that Costas' sincerity is to be doubted: rather,'Nmverthos poiti~ pn~pl conlictd th te osess'. bably recover by their owan means. Cortas is a hilgh-lrade per-
whenever those political pnnciple conflicted Aith he obsesive sonality, after all, not a weak personality such as Bob Cohen or
was instomcted t suffer. Eric Lemer. The prognosis is good, if well-meaning meddlers do

rl-- not encourage Costas to cut himself off from his inner mooring
Immoral, yes. Costas of 1979 or earlier 'would have been the to sanity, an inner mooring he locates essentially with me.

firt t lead in condemning such immorality. Was Costas con-sciosh-imm ral I oubth. o cmmitimmralacts itwasThe task is to take the pressure away from Costas while
needi"ry for him to become almost insane. to hide reality from isolating his problem. Bunglers and busy gossips have been
hmefr ehim so b.ee amost p antoshideorealitydifromworsening his condition after it had been significantly stabilized.
himself behind a screen of paranoid obsessions, to direct
parai'id obsessions of hatred against those % hom he was acting What do the bunglers wish to dc? Make Costas anti-political.
to injure. It was divided ioyaries which broke Costgu. in order to make him non-political, more business-oriented? If

f- . -you-succeed in such bungling meddling, you will destroy him.
This was not Andy's fault. Andy knows almost nothing of Costas' entire identity is political; undermine that and you

real'politics, has never organized politically, and tends to defend destroy him. That is precisely how the mythology invoiving a
himself by deprecatint political organizers as intellectually in- fantasy-image of "Andy and the world-class business
feriar to "successful businessmen." This problem is com- operative" weakened Costas to ,he point this problem could
monplace among those whose daily a.i,ity centers on the have developed in the first place.
manipulative business of :elling "important business
executives." It is a classical p-ychoogical tendency among The "interesting problem" is the process of n.meractions
sal-smen. This is aggravated by the faci that he has lately which institutionalized the suicidal policies of mismanagement.
mistaken his special competenries in some aspects of business as The inweresting thing is the way in which various circumstances
evidence that he is a good businessman in general-which he is and persons fed the problem, reenforcing it.
not. This occurred because the circumstances of the campaign cut

The problem is that Andy became a :.ythological figure me off from day to day supervision of administrative and
within Costas' growing fantasies. It is no: the real, living. reiated policies. The principal responsibiity %as given to Costas
oreathin. Andy u, o cornna s Cosa-s" dc'usion, bu: a purely- a&, rny surrogate, on the assumnoton most of us shared, that he
:nyhoog:ai .n&, uithin Costas' rA"z.n.-deveiopin fantasy- ',as best capable of such all-around responsibilities. However.
life. When AnvC st-eaks. Cosas does no: J,:3- ihe 3:.ual Aniy: Na:ionai Ewecune Committee and National Committee
,' e 'e~s .,< a.s the rarnatn , :e :a,. n 'no exss:s nmerr.m ". -,.re eacd out of all poh,-maklnr deliberations of
,)n;\ in Cos.:as' dc ision. Thus, if t 7C2i1.:fe And% sa.s any pracntca imnponance. After the August Dermocatic Con-
,')methin. whiz:2 is o:tiicaLiy ornp-:e.:. r.,naes an obv:0 t %roetn. Nxia.ona Executive Committee memrers were pro-

C'O S2, Iss 3ak-. thIS UTier1nC7 e a; O'M1171an wndorn. as hibit; from access to the informaiton concerning the most
mo!: an infailiiie pronounceient. ruc, masers of financiai an: operamng roiic, and practice.

Thcn. the word '.a, spreac tha" various NEC and NC persons
Hence, when I responded to Costas' tele honic ad',ice that \%e:- fow'-draacers. blocked. inep-relaiive to the 'orid-c!asr.

'tie "OKympians" were killing Com-u-ron's Sai.bo:h Co~sas buminess renius Costa," increasingly disoriented mind imagined
an o RSre3 cT e i-n rrationai _r~a2te. Cos.as' staeremn -.as And\ to ht.



... ... .. / \ a-.-4%..,. i,:,w 4 i tdbic iom' as crisis we
policy-decisions which caused the prob]W. The impression was faced. He mjlstly "'preferred" to "go bonkers." rather thanspread that Computron was the paralf policy-making and face simply 0cooly the fact that a rave political error hadpractice-direly contrary to the truth: has been m h NCLC. dominated policy-making. In former times, when we faced anmembe-s in the field and in various business enterprises which corrected major errors many times, Cosas would have reacted
hav--e nii -hh -~~iis" the way with a deep sigh of relief to the fact that the problem had been
thmlh; t mportan exception, none of the recent col- identified for correction. This time, because of the power of theUW--io strcture was caused by payment of campaign or delusion dominating his mind, he preferred to "o bonkers"campapi-related debt. Rumors to the contrary have been a rather than rally himself to enjoy the process of correcting the
complete hoax. There are some few lacunae in tracing flows of error.
funds, but this in the order of probably not more than S70,00.
and all of those flows from the fieid orpnization wen .Adly The general circumstances :wich permuctd an .Insim ion-
authorized for issuance. The emire problem, three for= azed polic of mismanagement to develop around Costas are
cases aside, has been chiefly a varicy of fimancial mismanage, ciassimJ. A signifiant number of members, feeling the burdens
mert shaped under a wrong perception of poltical priorities, of old age, and tired of the ingratitude of the human race,

retreated from "Paradi.e" to "Purgatory," to a yearning for
"earthly paradise." Security and perks for family and sensual

The crux of the financial management problems has been th appetites loomed as of increasing importance, a Kantian morali-f institutionalization of a "need to know" practice which eXeludA t', a wish that one might retreat from an ungrateful human race
iead me and all but a few- of the National Executive Commnineej to enjoy at last some of the. personal creature comforts which
There is no indication of "embezzling," but only of wrong -appeared to be "only a decent recompense" for a stress-,carred
choices, including one category of expenditure made contary to veteran of many battles over a decade or longer.
my direct, explicit instructions. The problem is simply one of
mismanagement, a mismanagement of the NCLC's affairs echo- Ierestinly, this foolish desent down the mora ladder oc-
ing the con:inued mismanagement of Computrom. curred a precise!y the moment we had effected the most spec.

ta:ular accomplishment of this centur in the global impact ofThe most fundamental political error involved was the our ei.cion campagnmg. The organization had demonsuaied adegradation of the membership generally as well as the majorit. vpabilitv-which Andy (for exampk has never comprehended, a
of the NEC--including me-in particular. Certain "wise guys" capability whose lack is key to the failures of Computron'sproceeded on the correct assumption that I and other NEC inanangement. When wbe were ostensibly crushed and on the
members would have objected strongly to certain policies, had round, ve rose again and renewed the assault--through thatwe been adequately informed. Therefore, to prevent we continuing approach, continued into OC .. obe:, we rid this nation
"misguided meddlers" from opposing the *'wise guys" poicies, of the Carte administration. If the incoming Reagan ad-
ae were each given our "assignments" plus an occasional ac.- ministration fulfidls its leading promises to restore industrial
companving explanation which was in fact deliberate growth,. our effors have saved the human race from the worst
n insreptesen:aion. The purpose of this was co: consciousy ctasrophe in known history.

cked. Those involved proceeded from the assumption that
'- they wmee persons of Olympian wisdom burdened with the dty Nonetheless, the moral decline in some members' outlookof "handlin$" we less gifted folk. was understandable, if nonetheless as irrational as it was lacking

in moral worh. Personal life's demands are an insistent camor.Thus, by adopting a policy which in effect degraded the "Family responsibilities"are a more powerful moral-depressant
politically-active membership to virtual robots carrying out than individual-personal demands.
assignmen;s. the mental powers and experience of the field
ornanization and National Executive Committee as a whole Into this was introduced the myth of Andy the "world-class
were exciuded as efficiem 'factors in the situanon. As the e. business magcia.," a myth which Andy himself tended-to ab.;
hausted membership tended to become depoliticized b)- the sort as a ounwardly-projwed self-.Lnage. Computrob
"wise guys" mismanagement of affairs, the poliical "italitv of the cynosure for the morally tired. Not the actual Computron,
the organizazion was undermined, and performance lawfully bad mismanaged, bu p of the da
began to decline a! an accelerating rate. w hen Andy returned with a bag of gold from the Persian Gulf.

The mythical Computron, not the actual Computron whoseB.' olowinE the lid from this mismanagement, and giving the profitable softuare activities, its only day-to-day asset, wereorganzation back to the members-in effect, we have effected neglected and deprecated by comparison with the costly pursuit
significani. even qualitative improvements. These improvements of moonbeams.
are n.ot outwardly remarkable by comparison with summer
levels, but they are most substantial relative to the catastrophic So, the NCLC, which approaches each day with a do-or-die
decline to which mismanagement had brought us. determination and proficiency in accomplishine what others

would regard as the impossible, carried the burden, while thoseMeanwhile. ue are developing consolidated management, %%hose comfort depended upon those members dep-ecatei the
and in that process have the overwh.lming body of national members and made snide references to the lack of better pe:-for-figures and much of the region~l da:a i.nder administrative con. mance from "blocked," unsophisticated "politicals."
trol. Nov, "ke knos' more of %%h.: happened daring the ,~The roots of ih,,. co ,ack some .%.ears. Con-rutron use"J tosummer-fal' period tnat those who %ere cirecting the process at The roots fa e.se-. Cois fonsei to
tha: time. The thinc wshich stands out, horrifyingly, is simply a P?(1hihit dr-Ji briefing from its hrernis . This foolishness was

re:1ZOf M,3 -1c0us m~smanagemen:, comnbined with an admit-. intrOdUCei to Wc':ldC077 a-, the t' i zn sowed the seeds of
iecd~l? ern,-~ion aa. Co- and i nrothers othro make the ss-js prob;- of business ranacmen, 'hee. The sameMIedihnae n: ,.uezed despite itself. poson of apoliic iz.-,,ton dnriewied PM, %, ith effectS of that

,4i0l beirv carned on i.be-.' back- ,h.c'r and in the organiza-
ton otherwise. Whe:- thc contribunor, to WorldComp's cash.
fiow (for example) from marginal ,ork dropped below thatWhen the combined effects of mismanagement of the waich could have been motilized in field political deployments.

o~ranization and Compuiron prodiaced simultaneous crises in the marginal (apohtiic-) work was cherished, so that members
Octobe'. Cos-as cracked under the strain-he "flipped out." It rnmpioved there %ould not have to contaminate themselves withwas n : the siralr. %% hich caused the "flip-out," but his obsessive the unbusinesslike ",bays of the political universe.



The field produces between S200 and MO" per member ICLC InternalC dential
deployed, including almost the entirety of ncome of FEF.
Without that field-income, and without dedication and Put the ClProblem into Po uiiilPegn"fqtle
sacrifice of members working in certain entities as well as in the
regional and national offices, nothing would exist. Our field \, Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.
organization, our security organization, our intelligence December 17, 1980
organization are the only self-evident priorities of the whole.
Everything else subsists (properly) only on the basis that it The International Caucus of Labor Committees is the miracle
proves its worthiness to enjoy the support of our members, of 1980. Within the perceived limits of factitious advantage, the

It is the combined activity of our members, as a political forces associated with the continuation of the Special Opera.
organization, including our international intelligence and dions Executive have engaged over a period of more than twelve.
security-investigations resources, which is our purpose, and years in an escalating campaign to eradicate the ICLC's ex-
which -s the source of the unprecedented achievements of the istence. By our methods, including the enhancement of the
organization. potential of factitious advantage, we have not only sur.

vived-where no other organization in similar circumstances
The Quality of the Organization ever survived-but, with the aid of the 1980 election-campaigns

Recently, I have produc-d several short books. The first of in the U.S.A. and West Germany-have altered significantly for
Recetly I ave rodcedsevral hor boks. he irs ofthe better the infrastructure determining world politics.

these, concerning credit. was oriented to the needs of policy-
makers interested in receiving our elaborated statement on this This continuing struggle is not without costs. People do tend
matter. This was in response to a general need within the to wear out through "combat fatigue." The flaws in per.
U.S.A., and more emphatically in direct response to September sonalitie -which make individuals susceptible to such "combat
meetings with scores of leading figures of politics, business, and fatigue" are sex, money and family. "Sex" is uften the direct,
finance which Helga and I held. during which the need for vaseline-lubricated skid from even "Paradise" into the "Infer.
elaboration of such matter was emphasized. The other three no." "Money" is sometimes as dangerous as "sex," but is more
were directed, in each case. to a specific policy-task, but were often, like "family," a means of descent into "Purgatory,"
designed to selectively educate and recruit from certain platonic- from which point the descent into the "Inferno" next proceeds.
oriented elite strata. They were also designed as updated educa- As Brigadier John Rawlings Rees and others have documented,
tional materials for recruits to directly replenish our ranks. the kernel of British (Tavistock) psychological-warfare techni.

que concentrates on applying the principles learned in study of
These books, however, are simply an exposition of the same "combat fatigue" cases from battle-conditions to such targets

methodological approach which has characterized the o -niza- as our members.
tion since 1966. Associated with this method has been the notion
of an organization committed to truth against all odds, an That is the key to understanding Costas' present paranoid
organization not only commited to trath but possessed of the condition, including the question of whether it is possible for
method needed to discover efficiently what is truth. Costas to recover his morality under his present state of extreme

Out of that combined resource, as reflected freshly in those disasociation.

books, we have developed an organization whose knowledge of Poliically, Costas' present behavior is one of opportunistic
and commitment to action is independent of the approval or political renegacy. a political betrayal of the human race. Since
disapproval of any popular opinion or authoritative institution. Costas is incapable of such renegacy in a sane state of mind. it
I: i is that specific sort of moral quality which has enabled us to was necessary for him to go insane in order to betray what he
rise from the ground and strike back with greater and more ef- had earlier dedicated his life to accomplishing.
fective force than eve. before each time the enemy has imagined-
himself to have crushed us. That is the secret of the organiza- There are two problemr. One probiem is the personal pro-t in-an organization based on persons who have assimilated blem of Costas" present suffering. The other is the reluctance of

some to face the ugly truth of the political implications ofthat and who have found in themsei%es the moral stamina to actso despite the pressures of family responsibilities, personal Costal" mismanagement of the organ.zztion's affairs. We can.
s from a personal standpoint, excuse Costas' malfeasances on the

desires for "earthl paradise" and so forth, expiating premises that he did this under the influence of a

Ironically, those same qualities are the most admirable for march toward insanity. Although %e can be understanding and
busane. .,,anagement-as many persons from that side of compassionate toward Costa personally, we must not confuse
things have complimented us increasingly over recent times. But that compassion with the enormity of the political malfeasances
for members so steeled in the employment of certain entities, themselves.
those entities would not ha3e sunived the combined problems In particular, there has been some recent misguided argument
of externally and internaLI.-de%,eloped difficulties. The more
political one is, the better a business manager one is in the lv ui the reseot period. Ceti Cosmbttre ad
,hinch.-s indeed. in businesses %,hich are successfuly built. that % uigte!l~n eio.Cranfcs ohtu ndistorted. are used b%, some in the effort to shift their own focussarne "-ualy is alwa.- me'ni ir. a non-pc!;tica! form (usually).s %m -3aiyi lay vdn r a%%o~ia fr uuly.ay from the enrmvof '~~tCostas' actions represented inItn suc.' cas. a comr,,na')on of a poii:icai-organizing sense w itha,.yfo th ,o.".vof ,,ota'ainsrreedn
a day-.-dae, d-or-die aioa.h r uce success-in contrast consequence. It is necessar.. to pu" those mixed accurate anda da-t,-d~% do-Ord'., pc~jice sucessin ontastdis-er:ed :rmisms of 'he -^,EC into perspe¢tive.
to thc lackacascal apnroach tu.n ard dec;-sie policy-matters%hich has sometim'w_ affe-,.e.d the t?':;nets entities ,ith which First. I shall sumna:ze he v.a, n rtch 1 disc.wered Costas'
!he memoers are asso:caid. insano,, summar accoun N hi.:h bears directly on the

I am no, dere-:a:ing .nJ' a:r'treements and capabilities. I peii dlfeasances ccnse,.en, upon that menial prolem.
am s i Iy expiod:ng -he !unatl. -.- , %hir, Costas has helpe-'
io e',elop arouna And%- Anc, s effec-te, as long as he does
no lo-e siah; of hil iimitations as a business e. ecut;ve. as ,e!! as tb L:in %ith the fa,:t tha I ha, no re~evant information on the
his lack of underst ridng of the ..\BCs of the human sid. of the nature of the crisi- until Costar' refu.al to speak %ith me b\
,,ol~ci.ai-organiin process. iete-hone. a refusal sparked b. his irrational reaction to a



memorandum trnsmitted on the prc s of Conputron. I(t My first inkt f the problem' actual nature and dimensions
wa% onl from that point that 1 be.o piece together the was Costas' Usion to collapse the etire European orpania.
evidence conecrning a process which had been ongoing for tion. Costus had the data informing him that he was collapsing
months. Europe. When Uwe Friesecke confronted him with that fact$

Costas responded with a vile, lying attack against not only Uwe,
Like most memi-rs of the NEC, from February 1980 on. but much of the European organization, hinting even then that

wards, I received only piecemeal, misleading information con- he was about to unleash massive lies against Help.
cernin g a number of crucial situations. This was no: entirely im. I did not grasp even then the enormity of the problem. I at.
proper. I had delegated respcnsibiiities and authorities to tributed Costas' psychotic episode to combined phsieal and
Costas. because I judged him the .son generally accepted by ps.chological stress in terms of known factors, and concen.
the NEC as wefl as myself to be the best suited to approximate trated on calming him, reassuring hin that I would retumn m.
my overall responsibilities for the NCLC for the duration of the mediatly if he judged the situation more than he could caM .
1980 election-campaign.
However, Costas increasingly excluded the NEC member During that telephone conversation, Costas reported to me

Ho~aeve, Cotasthat the crux of the problem as a whole was the threatened col.
generally from information. It might be argued that those NEC lapse of Computron, which he reported as the result of the
members might have double-checked Costas' reports. It might laps n lockng of he ron' as Thi reprt by
be argued more competently tha: I should have been told that "Olym_pians" bockinl of Computron's sales. This rort, bn
vital information was being systematically kept from the NEC. I
should - Iso have been told of warning signs of Costas' rowing utransmitted memoranda demanding immediate counteractionshud lo aebentodo Wrin inso Csa' own against the "Olympian" agencies responsible.
insanity. I was not told of the former because NEC members
presumed that Costas was adequately informing me, and that In response to this Costas and Andy reacted violently. This
Costas wzs acting it, agreement with my policy-which Costas was my first inkline that Costas' attitude toward Computron in.
did argue on a number of occasions where he was (sincerely or volved a mentally.aberramnt obsession, rather than objectively.
not) grossly misrepresenting my authority. (This included based concern as such.
outlays for specific ventures which I had explictly forbidden be
made.) It was at that point that Costas, for the frt time, broke offco.mmunication with me. and the rst oc-arion his attacks on

This was complicated by Costas' increasingly paranoid the European organization focussed on Helga as the tarlet of
• hostility toward various members of the NEC and others. This his lying, paranoid vitriol.

created a situation in which the NEC could fulfill its respon-
sibilities oni% I-" confronting Costas and calling him to account. Later, he did relent on collapsing Eure, but the problem
It must be empnasized that these are the same NEC members worsened in other respects.
,hc ha,e recently pulled the organization back into functioning The fact of the maner. as subsequently confirmed, was that

si.are. doing .,o iargeiy b being given a goahead for doing what Cosoas had mad. a decision to =lase Euron. and had coo-
Cosias ,chiefly) prohibited them from doing earlier. cc-e the lying ittacks on European EC members and otes as

! n practice, the onll competent critcism of the NEC was that a smokescreen, a diversion of his own mind away fronm the enor.
I was not told i?. direc; inter'enton in the situation was iam. mity of the immoral decision he had made. I also discovered
pcrouve. Tho.e who have a different view of how the cNEC erred that he had acted similiarly in his deision to aila Me LtnlhjnA,
i'.-e "ei to learn the ABC's of institutional life. The best ex- behaving shamelessly toward LALC, threatening them if they
ec:i'e in an% organization gould have behaved no differently. once again attempted to lobby for not writing-off Colombia.

Carol Whie was the chief target of Costas' paranoia against The period. after my return, until his paranoid outburst at the
hc NEC. a %endeta. which drove her wild and produced in her NEC mecting, is reL-vant.
outursts %,hich were then use, to justify the vendetta. This I was to meet with Costas and Andy, to review the Com-

iayed upon her vell.known neurotic reactions concerning the putror. situation. I reviewed this matter and other matters of
one area %ke ,-ep her away from-financial crises. Except for business organizations with Costas over several hours-Andy
her t'rillian: \"orb in connection with the Ne% Dar. Ages, where was late by several hours for the appointment. Later, Andy gave
her poitti:al ieadership qualifi~ations, -Acre afforded room for a separate report, contradicting directly many things Costas had
.,tu3r,, she %kas effectively neutralized. reported. I now know that in some matters Andy was wrong,

arrer Hammran had a few private ights over issues onand in others Costas was mistaken. Both, however, were selling
',hch n! wa; righ:, and then he capitulated. me a bill of goods. Andy, for example, assured me that Com.

putron's financial situation was fully covered by credit-which
U e % as disoriented, and his weaknesses brought to the fore. was exaggeration to the point of untruth.

.Alicr. Salis-u-\. vas driven into fits by circumstances he Both attempted to assure me that the business entities, especially
rich, J!'Ae'- 25 degradirn.g him. and to which he teacted overall Com-utron, were all in stable condition, and that pnly the
,,': ' ..opra'. reseiMrn t-brimming rthdrpwal. failures of the poltical organization wet a financia! problem.

Chr, Whit, \%a, neutralized. A. ioun a, thy tnilagine. thal I ,.s abou to limit myself to cor
re:ting the nonfeasance of the fieid orgc.nizmion, there was no

C--:,-,r Zoa~c5 rIa, -.er b:-Ied Costas organizationall. :onfti:.
':: .: ":,:" , c. ' r m rTan%. nca-ff, i de:ade. aeo. lmazgne the enorrity of it all. . ,._ x-- nths inte-'ai,

Kv., D.z'c' vas ,-,s%:a:iz d and d-'rcatcd, except when his f.- d income had riser in aggreate by* .bou' $100.0M0 weekl.
,,e:;a '' crfee ne.... fo" an emergenzv. icef earnings c nth& , inc din; itc FEF. depended
o' "cora, cd s" in 'hh no redominantiv on field depioyrnens-w;:h th field subsidizing

Ic:"r e noat." F'F a.lmost ntrely. A!:hough the field performance wis drop-
onel \ r d to 'rock he h ow." Pin, icari\ a rculi of mismanage.mn from. the national

I- k,,'t. r,.: 1i,:ua-,) ,,as su:h t.ha maters could onl, con- center, the field organ;=ion's perforrmance was not the pro-
tinuc .o ,,or,cr unl I ha broughi into the picture. blem, could not be the problem.



For e':ample, EIR has reached the level ofmilliuns, the failure or success de ed upon the outcome of my Interven-
largest and fastest-growing component of ove come. This tion at a crucial poa ot only was I bypassed, but tens of
is the sale of intelligence, a component of input ich was being (N thousands of dollars were spent in an approach described as un-
cut. Certainly gross mismanagement even by the most rudimen. workable by very expert in doing business in the Middle East. I
tary business standards. gave Andy a better chance of succeeding than any of those ex.

pens, because of a political asset I hold which Andy and Costas
There was a problem in the field, which is being remedied as lately profess to overlook. Even with that added factor, Andy's

rapidly as might be hoped, but the field problem is a come. Middle-East business ventures resemble parlaying lonl-shots at
quence of mismanagement from the national center, a conse- a Las Vegas roulette. Andy might have a limited success, but it
quence of the same kind of immoral mismanagement which would occur as one of the wildest, least-earned long shots in
governed the decisions to coUapse Colombia and Europe. business history.

These two cases, Costas' decision to collapse Colombia and As far as Andy is concerned, the whole problem is merely one
Europe, are paradigmatic. There were numerous, other deci- of talking to him like a "Dutch uncle," and prompting him to
sions to the same effect with respect to the U.S.A. organization, get off this suicidal kick, to get back to business and stop all this

costly, fantasy-pornographic screwing around. The problem is
Aggravating Influences the way in which Costas has reacted to Andy's curable episode

own problems were being aggravated by a of financier-delusions. Costas, who should have straightened
sophisticated targetting of Computron executivesA especially ,ndy out, has instead become a major reenforcemcn of Andy's

Andy, by Dope, Inc. There were several approaches, which re- suicidal pursuit of "magic."

cent investigations have proven to been a coordinated deploy- Costas' Computron Syndrome
ment. Andy hired persons directly tied to circles setting up
members for physical attacks up through assassination, under WMlihisflfeen operating on Costas is not Computron, but in.
circumstances in which Andy should have recognized the con- fluences impelling him toward leaving politics for business.
nec:ion. He incurred substantial expenes. of both money and Since Computron is the only visible avenue for making such a
major sections of his energy and time-taken away from shift of loyalties, Costas has been on a "save Computroa" binge
business-beause of errors of business judgmnen made by whose motive has been protecting an avenue of escape from

-orces operating with foreknowledge and monitoring of his political life, not a realistic view of Computron's problems.
psyvchological pro'de. If Costas had been concerned to "save Computron," the first

(.% While Andy was throwing tens of thousands of dollars out the thing he would have demanded is a slash in unnecessary ex-
window on moonbeams brought to him by enemy forces, he was penses of chasing "moonbeams." He would have reamed Andy
spoiling important business opportunities of substance. I have royally for ruining imporant opportunities by attempting to con
direc, verified knowledfe of three major business opportunities out helpful friends, and would have taken assorted measures to
"'trecly ruined by Andy's discrediting mself in the eyes of pro- similar effect.
,pnent business circles which were atempting to help Com.
putron considerably as a personal favor to me. One recent case is exemplary. One of our most influential

friends made an appointment to meet Andy. Andy made a mess
There is no competcnt argument against the judgment that of it, so that the friend left the appointment early in disgust and

,Andy's management has been increasingly incompetent. The rage at Andy's efforts to "con" him rather than get.down to a
basic frm is sound, but Andy's recent policies, if continued, will truthful account of matters. Costas and Andy refuse to admit

.ruin it. that Andy's hype ruined that meeting and opportunity. As An-
dy's (illegible textobsessive in insisting that he saw the man be-There are those who insis" that Cornputron's software is notinoe-velcwthilebetxtyAd'spfran.

'profitable. That statement is totally inaccurate. I know Com. in overuhelmed with (illegible text), by Andy's performan.

putron's totai expenses. and its sale margins. If one deducts Why does Costas need to believe in the purely mythical delu-
'from Computrnn's expenses the amounts which are unrelated to sion of Andy's "maeic"' The phenomenon is not unfamiliar. I;
software, and which are largely uiid -goose chasing. the proof of is an attitude of loyalty toward one's employer, toward the
software profitability stands out immediately-and conclusive- "genius who founded this company." Costas is viewing himself
ly. as Andy's employee, to the point of sycophancy. He

There are two s cial reasons for this profitability. First, distinguishes be:%%een "insiders," who are permitted to gripe,

Computron'- productiMiyand qua ---insoftwae- are 'superior and those afe "outsiders," from which no criticism will be

to that found in any competitor, by up to an order of tolerated, even if the same criticism is fully agreed upon by

magnitude. Second. Labor Committee members and a few other leading "insiders." Anything which might tend to mar the illu-
producung persons, Labord bym Comepursnd afewothe. sion of Andy's "mira.-uous powers of business magic" is an-
producing persons employed by Computron are ... ov1M_ grily denounced as a "lie," simply beause tolerating its repeti-S 12.000_of incomes for S!,"000 .of quality __rfonric -_€._That

latter discrepancy in wages has been a margin of implicit uon might mar the delusion.
capitalization of software development costs. If proper trainin. Since Costas could not proceed toward the chance of loyalties
progra.ns A-ere resumed-armttec.v a ,o-n of capital cost-the from poit ic to buiness dire:! lv. a!] at once. he had to suppress
proouctmity "ould be ircrease . censcious recognition of the shift ir. loyalties during the initial

Granted. scme of Cornutrors deeionnt ,ntures could period su,.n a shift was de'e!o-ing. The discrepancy between
oftee Cos'as representcc as his pciitical vohucy in %tords. and theru:.:,e-d. if :nerr- rommor hai, beer :a'proazhez; on a sounc,asis, ra:h: th enn wild. ,'ponsi be sot of lon a-snot conirar. aralitical pionti es increasir,ng!y introduced to practice.

giamb~e w 1ihhar tic ul n -Ttensii:,I: sof of ditrsh 4as covered by the cusioma-,. neurotic re-resion of truths theg~a..bles 'wh-ich have cos, !o mnatN tens of thousanis of dollars.
conscious conscience would not tolerate.

Just to w ciea- ir ~ th- 1arre ,n ou! naring the He eh-::-, in destro. the Colortia organization, to marsh3ll
spe._.fi: %.entur- i,,oi,,c,"s i'n f the renurccs to -save Cnmutron." His aneer is directed not

I sta:ed to And . . aiaWin Ne,, Hampshire and later against his ovn ie:.-sion. but against ;hose LALC represen-
that a cer:am. aesirc= ouir. . arn3nperm..i :ouid , ori. idrovdd tatives who anger him b\ asking him to repeal such an immoral
I ne.otiaied the crucla! fina! r-enm the ar,-angemcn:. Tha, -. its decis:on. He elects to destroy the European organization, and



attempts to cover up that immoral ision by Inventing First, excet r personal contributions to the organization
paranoid lies against the European orgation. by officers an nployees of Computron, including personal

I I loans by Andy himself, over the past months Computon has
He Informs me by telephone that Computron is the only oan survi bAuse ov pal mo nth C ron hs

jor problem, and then calls me a liar when I react to his informa- Lab mmitteesLOhicaidini mieii ons .f
tion by proposing that the organization take concrete step to cre. This nts to hundreds of thousands of dollars of

counterpunch the "Olympians." Later, when I referred to the direct and indirect aid out of the pocket or the organization,
fact that it was he who had reported this problem to me, he calls and has been the only significant source, directly and indirect,
me a "liar." Anyone who says that Computron's management of assistance to cover massive Computron losses incurred
blunders should be corrected with at least an approximation of chiefly by uncapitalized outlays, including costly and rather
the severity with which Costas directed the "Schachtian tral- numerous and fruitless foreign trips, to cover promotion of a
ing" of the political organization for the sake of Computron is special product unrelated to Computron's software business.
called a "lar" or something equally vile even for proposing to
discuss the matter.

All of the so-called "factual issues" which Costas has been The point has been reached and passed at which we ,-n
raising in his paranoid rages are red herrings. There is not truth presently continue to subsidize Computron as was done by
to any of those "factual issues." The function of those "factual CosU-.d he p.sice New Ha_
issues" is to divert discussion away from any discussion of Com.

putron. That is, if Costas once faced the truth about Corn- The associated problem is that while the special product is

putron. which in fact he knows rather well, the entire eminently marketable, Andy T. has been induced to believe in
superstructure of his lying on all other issues would collapse. a fantastic myth concerning the way in which the financing of

high-technology corporations is actually implemented, and has
Thus, it is Andy's own misguided efforts to protect the myth refused numerous opportunities to secure equitable terms of

of his "S100 millions potential" which is the prop for Costas' capitalization because he has been encouraged to hold out for
present paranoid self.degradation. If Andy would face the truth a mythical arrangement which no investor in his right mind
and tell Costas to stop the insanity, Costas would recover, would ever offer.
Without going directly and exclusively at the issue of correcting
mismanagement (illegible text) This is complicated by Andy's stubborii refusal to face the

fact that his employment of a person linked politcall to the
Armenian Ser ruined his opportunities for business in
France. Whatever that individual's actual private beliefs and

Internal Notice commitments, he remains a point of grave danger to the
security of Computron and the Labor Committees because in-
ternational intelligemce agencies view Compu:ron s harboring

It has been reported from several locations to the National a person they ha,,e accurately linked as having a ten-year
Center that certain members have decided "not to sell Fusion" association with the political organizing providing cover and
under the excuse that by selling Fusion, one becomes victim to assistance to the terrorist organization.
the "FEF Syndrome." Any rumor coming from New York
that purports to justify this is precisely the kind of SOE-type
rumor-rfonlgering campaign that was warned against in theDec. 26 memo. Andy has mixed reality up with a misguided effort to defendwhat he regards as his ego in the matter, and tends to spew false

(Part of the 12131180 AB) statements like Wall Street ticker-tape confetti upon whomever
he accosts in this and related matters. Since Computron is essen-
tially sound, the matter could be straightened out if he would
merely face reality for once.

ICLC Internal Memorandum

The problem goes back to 1978, but became increasingly
From L. .. ouche acute after the successive publir? in of the Our Town and New
January 12, 1981 Yorkj mjinc arliae Under these conditions, espcially over the

Scourse of Mrct ofr tR93 C tw became increairalv 12sychotic, a
growing pattern of episodes which many viewed as outbursts of

Andy Still Wildly Blocking Out Reality merely irrational rag: against ane person or another. Under this
influence, over the Spring ai.d Summer, into the Fall, Costas

Since Andy T. has refused to meet with me since our last directed many imprudent actins of a sort he would never have
very bri, f raet:ing to-ether with Paul T., and has also refused tolerated had he beern fully in .-is rich, mind. These imprudences
meetinc with eiher Security, Finance cr other NEC members Aere not unde",ood as such I y maty of the persons involved at
on the • rgent crisis at hand, I am forced to rely on this face the rime. sin"e ,one of them i-ad the knowledge of other aspects
but cross-checked reports of his fa!se statements about me and :, the same oe:72 businzss IL understand ,,ha' was realiy going
Labor Commi:tee matters to Labor Committee members. on. Costas, anc to a lesser degree Andy and Chrissa, did
Since those false staements from Andy affect the morale of ne-essarly have more or less complete overiew of these in-
members of the organization, and are potentially damaging to compte~nt actions. all taken with the motivation of "saving
both Comrpuron and Andy himself. I regret that I must deal Computron" e'.en a: the e rcrs: of the basic infrastructure of
Aith this bv internal memorandum. the ora rization _,:ne."atlv.



What was being subsidized in fact was noltomputron as a ICLC Internal Secunt Memorandum-Highest Priority

software firm, but rather what was being subsidized was the By Lyndon H. LaRouche
margin of Computron's losses caused by Andy's wildly in- IX January 17. 1981
competent approach to marketing non-software products. In
this process, Andy was dealing principally with, and being International "Yelow Alert-Plus" Status
psychologically rmanipula'ed by, persons in Europe and North
America as well as the Middle East, who all turn up on the list of
key personnel tied to Dope, Inc. Andy is being psychologically The ICLC is herewith placed on security status "Yellow

manipulated by the flaw in this psychological profile, his pro- Alert-Plus" concerning probable endangerment of prominent
clivity to substitute bullshit for reality, and to imagine that the international political figures, including NCLC Chairman Lyn-
"psychology" of a fast "sales pitch" can solve all problems of don H. LaRouche. Jr.
reality, in defiance even of hard reality itself. The agencies responsible for this present state of endanger-

ment are an alliance among the "Solidarist" forces of IMEMO,
the KGB and the Socialist International, as weli as the "Libera-

tion Theologisu" per se, plus Tavistock-centered elements of

Internal Memo From L.H. LaRouche British SIS. Behind those forces ae the London financial com-
To All Members Of The NCLC January 15, 1981 munity ahnd SIS-command elements of the private houshold of

Queen Elizabeth 1I. At the top-level of this wickedness is an ag-
gregation of the private family funds of old "Black Nobility"

My investigation has shown that in the moral opinion of the families centered upon Venice and its adjunct city, Genoa.
membership, Gus, along with Andy, and with the complicity of
Chrissa. has been a liar and a thief increasingly over the last two The acuteness of the present danger is defined centmlly by the

years, and massively so. conjuncture of the inauguration of President-elect Ronald
Reagan and the threatened defeat of Socialist International.

The facts will come out in due course, but don't be surprised allied forces around Ponomarev and Suslov in the February

-by a figure of up to or more than one million dollars. conference of the Communist Party of the, Soviet Union.
Typified by the wickedness conduited through the outgoing

CCarter administration and Henry A. Kissinger, the enemy forces
mobilized behind the Socialist International's front are deploy.
ing every capability to the purpose of affecting destablizations
within and outside the United States at this juncturc.

• Tagets

New Solidarity International Press Service

?.News Release No. N-6 Obvious principal targets for possible assassination attacks in-
clude President-elect Reagan, France's President Giscard d'Es-

LARouche Reaffirms '1.5 Millions" Analysis taing, Mexico's President Jose Lopez Portillo and other promi-
nent obstacles to the "post-industrial society" policies of
Volcker and his masters associated with controllers of the

New York, Jan. 17 (NSIPS)-Former Democratic Presidential Socialist International.
candidate Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. strongly affirmed today hise arlier published statement, in which he distinguished between Every" indication is that there is something just short of a "red

,r-erlir pblihedstaemet, n whch e dstiguihedbeteenalert" security-watch around President-elect Reagan. The
an estimated one-and-a-half million. Jews killed by the Nazis r ec t inth aro f th e ! a tinand ts-under Goering "Green File" and related policies, and those record of the FBI in the matter of the J'FK assassination and its

ofnde Alfring"G re Sile" eslae-a pro . aftermath is of grave convern to us in this connection, as well as
Jews killed as part of Alfred Speer's slave-labor program. the penetration of the incoming administration by Socialist

"Although there is no doubt that Anglophile-linked Goering !nternational-controlled Heritage Foundation influences and

would have killed six million Jews or more outright," LaRouche also circles associated with the New York East Side Conservative

stated, "the fact of the matter is that most of the Jews killed by Club. Members should be on the highest degree of alert for any

the Nazis died at the hands of Speer, not Goering." LaRouched information which might require investigation and evaluation in

Added. "This point I emphasized in a published article attack- this connection.

ing Felix lEohatyn, who introduced the same policy to the " Under these conditions, there is also a high risk to the lives of
government of the City of No'e York under which Speer had ICLC leading figures. Some of the forces which are under

murdered the overwhelming majority of the Jews and other scrutiny by security agencies as potential threats to President-
slave-labor victims murdered by the Nazis. elect Reagan have LaRouche and others high on ;he list of

"There is only one conclusion to be rrade concerning those preannounced targets for assassinations.

who have obje:ed to my distinction am',ng the two categories There must be no blocking on patterns of developments of

ofr azi mu:ders. By alleging that six milln Jews were killed en- the sort to be repored to Securty. All information must ,e

tirely a a ;.suit of the "Green Fie" icy,' of Goering, those transmitted immediately :o Security in New York City. This per-
who cntic:e my distin.-nion are cove7ing" up for the man who tans not only to ostersble signs of physical menance. but ic

directei the rnuder of the malorit, of Je'-As mho died: Albert
Speer. ,uch a coverup is consistent ,ith the toleration of the any queer form of increased harassment by the FBI or others

en aainst elements of the organization, including individual
lerding members. Remember: the counterespionage element of the FBI'

l.aRouche added: "Fascist Isympathize: i therefore the only is a major poterotl source of assarnce to assassination otocks

admissable term for those ,ho ha,.e attacked my statement." bY some of the su5pect organtzahtons and persons. (Remember
wowho killed and ,ho aided in covenng up the Assassination of

End Ne~s Release No. N-6 JFK!)



FBi Links ICLC Internal Memorandum

A paradigm for the links between the Foreign Divisions of the By Lyndon H. LaRouche

KGB and the counter-espionaSe division of the FBI is provided January 17, 1981

by the case of the "Armenian Secret Army" terrorist organiza-
tiinuhjdcO -6 tion with te-C I Corretng Mismanagement Errors
Anti.DefamatiQn League, and also with theo -i XCI. An
asset of the political mother-orgtoffion oFilii iinenian
Secret Army has penetrated a firm in which members are The DPrincipa cau-_QLhcprmblen Worid Camp. and-a_.

qmployed-Computron-and constitutes several kinds of major ontributing source of blunders at PMR--a---- An._
security-threat to the organization generally, as well as a major T.'s wrekini-action conducted with f o

K. Both joined in ordcring.a depoliticization of Wod..Cona!1
personnel_and in running slander-operations and other forms

For the present period only an ignorant person or blind fool of harassment to the purpose of discrediting the status of Na-
regards the FBI's counterespionage and related operations as tional Committee members.
different in this respect than the Soviet IMEMO-KGB forces, Specifically targetted by Andy, with Costas' support, were
The two forces are co-deployed against what they regard as Ken Kronberg, Mike Mirnicino, John Sigerson, and Nancy
leading common adversaries. Spannaus. These targetted persons were the leading qualified

persons involved, and were assigned to lead in implementing
policies discussed with and approved by the NEC and its chair-

Internal Security man. As a consequence of rotten harassment and other actions -

The leading among several kno%;n risks to the internal securi- initiated by Andy and Costas, World Comp was largely

ty of the organization is the case of Costas Kaimtgis, who is disorganized and damaged during its period of initial opera-

presently in a paranoid-schizophrenic condition and is deploying tions.
against the organization with a campaign of lies aimed at con- As members wil recall from the 1978 conference, Wa..
Tusing and destabilizing as many selected members as possible. Compathia m ieof a policy I set forth at that

Ktas' state of mind is that of an evil "Mr. Hyde," who, like conference, as adopted by the body athat time.Tis-'c was
1de Robert Cohen who turned against the organization for the to seure members engaged in outside employment agaaaist the

organization's refusal to order selected members to provide him eil operations we cited as examples then; we would utilize the

with sexual gratification, has a bitter "grudge" aainst the fact that political leadership qualifications and business-

organization for catching himwi th his "hand in the ti .'" for leadership qualifications tended to be correlated. Andy, with

diverting more than S70,000 from the organizat gh support from Costas, set out to undermine that policy, using the

-- and other fraud against tne Naional Executive Commit- wholly-groundless cover-assertion that Andy T. had advancedl
tee and general membership. capitalene metWrld-Com when in fact precisely the opposite

Costas is currently a pawn in the hands of forces linked to was true.

,bpth the KGB and FBI, and, together ith Computron, has No one could have succeeded in such a deiberate subversion

been under FBI counterespionage investigation since no later o adopted policy ithout the complicity provided by Costas,

atban 1977 to the present date. The pretext for this operation and without massive lying to me by Costas on these and related
under the pretext of investigation is the continuing relationship matters on which he was formaly accountable to me.

tof his mother to a relative associated with the KGB and with a
KGB-linked operative based at the United Nations Organization The environment introduced at World Comp and spilled over

,beadquarters in New York City. into PMR and other locations was the direct principal cause for

Andy T. has been a pawn under the demoralization and misdirected performance in those locations.

manipulative control of agencies directly linked to both Dope, No one could have succeeded in such a deliberate subversion
Inc. and international terrorism since no later than late 19"78. of adopted policy without the complicity provided by Costas.

and without massive lying to me by Costas on these and related

The danger to the New York side of the organization is that matters on which he was formally accountable to me.

alien persons may attempt to exploit some fooish dupes' .The environmen, introduced at World Comp and spilled over

misplaced sympathy for Costas or Andy to gain access to int'o PMR and other locations was the direct principal cause for

penetration of security screens. Presently, Costas' evil state of demoralization and misdirected performance in those locations.

insane mind and Andy's stupidity makes either of them and This rotten policy endorsed by Costas was consistent with a
their foolish admirers ready dupes for manipulation. Although ridiculous, totallyiencorspetent and rejected memorandum of

Andy has been pproached for cooperation in seang off his about zine page in length authored by Andy in 1974. That docu-

firm's continuing links to international terrorism, ;ositive ac-
tion to that effect has yet to be completeo, mcnt from 1974 is unfortunately a source of insight into Andy's

t monst.ous mismanacement of Computron over the period since

O0-o" " 1978. In matters of business management Andy's per-
Dufration of Aler fOrance all around has been that of a "fast-talking salesman."

The present state of international alet %ill continue until the ,inually a confidence-man, who imagines t1hat he can either talk

safe and complete inauguration of President-elect Ronald his ,vay out of ever'ything or construct a mass of dubious frinan-

Reagan. at which time a ne,, evaluation will be made on the cial paper. In fact, he is a pathetic amateur, as we have seen
basis of accumulated indications, plus informaion receivcd from studying the :radl of paper which he and Costas put

from relevant sources. tozether in the course their efforts to loot the organization.



The function of this memorandum is to rturntose NC ICLC Internal Memora
members and others immorally abused by Andy costas a
at of the dignity of which they were immorally robbed. For First Steps Toward Rapid Growth of Capabilities

mysdlf, every tack of uncovering what Andy and Costas did
together, whether in financial operations or in matters such as By National Executive Committee, NCLC
this, rause me to vomit. Let us put the organization fully back January 20, 1981
together on the basis it was built, and purge the last vestige of
this pragmatic, amateurish immorality which we are uncovering
most extensively from day to day. Over the course of this week, the NEC will complete its deci-

sions on details for an initial phase of qualitative improvements
in both field and national-center operations.

I. At least two, and possibly three NC members will be
deployed to critical growth areas of field operations dur-
ing the coming fortnight.

2. In addition, five or more additional organizers will be
deployed into these growth areas.

3. Both the American Political Intelligence and Economic
Sectors of Intelligence will be substantially strengthened.

4. The rationalization of administrative functions will be
begun.

Although the measures being taken are fully justified by the
current increase in growth-opportunities nationally, it will not
and should not be overlooked that this represents a direct rever-
sal of a drift in policy of practice over a period of approximately
two years. The membership would not be able to approach new
undertakings with confidence unless the members generally were

January 19, 1981 assured that the NEC had fully confronted and corrected the
grave errors tolerated over the past two years mismanagement of
the administrative side of our operations.

To the National Executive Committee of the NCLC
Therefore, we now present our summary account of the

nature of those administrative errors, and also an accounting of

AN with sorrow that we, long-standing and loyal members of what was and what was not damaged.

the,, ,ational Caucus of Labor Committees, announce our
resignation from that organization. The memos of Lyndon H. The Kernel Problem

Laouche are a hideous, moral abomination which can only Since no later than Autumn 1979, the NEC member responsi-
destroy the ability of the organization and of its membership to ble for administrative affairs, Costas Kalimtgis, has been com-
conm4bute anything positive to the future of the human q plicit in damage to the organation one under the cover of

was bd enough that LaRouche should echn the words of a willful deceit of not only-the NEC Chairman, but the NEC and

kn. 2nN symnathizer. Willis Carto. cynically dismissing the oantinn as a ,ahlt During the period from November

trudhoror lf illn wiMh h r se ta 1979 into November 1980, this involved a massive diversionnof
" om0"' one and half million ews died. Much, much worse is r izational funds, undr Covr nf deceitr to subsidize the,
the fact that LaRouche was too small a person to admit his massive losses which a rm, Cop

mistake and retract that damaging statement, but instead sought ow n i s affr.

to wallow in its reaffirmation. That reaffirmation was the sign gross msmanagement of its own business affairs.

of a mind which has become dangerously ill, a soul which has The most criminal of the recent actions taken, from a moral

died. standpoint, in this diversion of monies ard credit to Coin-

How dare he set up Costas Kalimtgis, who has spent his entire putron, were the willful cutting-off of pa)'r.:nts to Colombia
and to European operations. In both cases, these actions

life in the humanist movement and who was our acting chief ex- ersne ots ilu ecso odsrybt raia

ectie orsomay easfo carctrassassintion, and reprejented Costas' willful decision to destroy both organiz.-ecutive for so many years, for character aasitondtions in order to free paymrents due those organizations for

perhaps wo-se, as a 'KGB agent "? How dare he villify and ar- tionsin to rp amen

range the legal frar.eup of loyal, self-sacrifcing members, diversion to Computron.

Chrissa and Andy? 17 you remain, you are complicit in this. Costas' actions to this effect are mitigated by the evidence
that he has suffered a mental breakdown of a classical paranoid-

Thee is no such tng as the "moral opinion f the member-ymn's terms, he has a double per-
ship;' when the membership has been psychologically profiled soral- alternating bet,e n a "Dr. Jekyll" personality which is
and whipped into a f-enzied, unthinking,3 mob. There is only the a weak, depressive echo of his former self, and a raging.
truth. venomous, lying "Mr. Hyde." In effect, two distinct per-

Look inside yourselves. If there is any man or woman among sonalities occupy the same flesh.

you ,ho is not a pathetic, lying coward. you must resign now. 8n with the deceitful diversion of a massive amount of

Donald Roth funds to Compuiron during Autumn 1978, the proclivity to
Alice Roth pilfer the organization in concer, with schemes provided for this

(signed) purpose by Andy T. was associate-J with an anti-political policy.



a conscious organization-wrecking ' , which Andy in- uamge Assessment
troduced, and which Costas consistertzpponed at Andy's Following ew Hampshire primary, Costas' and Andy's
instigation beginning Autumn 1978. The'Thyth employed to this policy w to reduce the campaig to relatively tokcn proportions,
latter purpose was the allegation that Andy "the world-clig permitting just enough effort to be maintained to lull the suspi-
businessons of the Chairman and others. Except for television broad
of the political organization with introduction of "sophisticated casts and literaturenjh a vtually no campaigning after New
business methods," in the name of *'professionalism." Hampshire except for Wisconsin and episodes in Texas apart

frcm t-Feiuriiy-linked tour operations! The priority was fun.
nelling a growing amount of support to Computron, a priority

In fact, from Autumn 1978 onwards, the point at which we which reached a point of crisis during Costas's and Andy's efforts
have presently conclusive documentation of the matter, except to tear ,"- cu security -in he midst ofdt2cougust'convention,
for proceeds of software sales, Computron never made a nickel at a time when an imminent terrorist attack on the presidential
except for the masses of funds diverted from the organization by candidate's party was the subject of a general security alert among
various deceitful means. Over that period, there was never any some law-enforcement agencies as well as the various security
net flow of funds from Computron to the organization-direct organizations immediately dedicated to the candidate's safety.
ly contrary to a lying myth with Andy and Costas reptedly Why the conflict? Funds diverted to Computron had been so
avowed as cover for the diversions of assets from the organiza- large tha' to cover security requirements, Andy would have to
tion. relinquish some of those funds.

Furthermore, we have received a holographic document in This crisis, concealed from 'the Chairman at the time, was the
AindyT.'s hand from a third party which outlines his long-range subject of several days of heated discussion, with Warren Ham.
plans for looting the organization. In effect, this document and merman opposing Andy and Costas, during that period, as well as
related evidence of actual practice, show that Costas and Andy a massive interference with security itself, with Andy's participa.
were proceeding as the document outlines, to strip the organiza- tion.
tion of various technological capabilities, as well as other assets,to build a T. "'empire" around a coopted group to be settled in Further'more, although poliies for the immediate period
the Riverdale area of the Bronx. This included Andy' and thereafter were discussed and adopted with participation of the
the Rivdale ara of the o n a Th is include b , d _ andChairman, all of those policies were immediately countermanded,

of--i 18 to steal eE K. ,anda nmbr o n without informing the Chairman, themafter, at the instigation of
-percent interest in an incorporated ElR ad a number of con-
crete effons to steal World Composition. , Costas and Andy.

This dirty operation was not, however, simply a joint concoc- This state of affairs came to the attention of the Chairman only

tion of the indicated witting perpetrators. In nearly all of its ac- during October and early November, as a result of a series of in-

tivities not directly related to software, Computron's manage- cidents which showed conclusively that Costas had gone effective-

ment has been under the psy:hological control of forces integral h,. insac..

to or directly allied with "Dope, Inc." Andy"s psycho-profile This series of incidents should be summarized here, since it in-
was readil-, recognized and easily manipulated, and, in some yet dicates the crucial features of the problems and how they were
undeteriined way, Costas was also corrupted. The key position finally uncovered in full.
of the Computron employee linked to international terrorism
(and. also directly to the FBI) is merely an ilustrative, integra! fIR G. _ laWovides Euopean intefgence for New York. To
feature of the overall manipulative control exerted over Andy T. cover this EIR cost, including communications cost, and also
in paricular, security costs, EIR NYC is invoiced a combined charge of about

S15,000 per week. In addition to this amount, persons in the U.S.
_ These two conducted a fairly effective operation to keep NEC had contributed about S32,OO for support of Help's election-

members .from auditing any significant features of the ad- camaigning. During late August and September, most of those
rninistrative processes. The Chairman was isolated from direct sums were withheld. Toward the last of September, funds due
audit of these matters, both bv security problems and by the Europe were diverted to Computron weekly, bringing Europe to
obligations of the presidential campaign. By consistently lying to the point of irreperable financial collapse. In October, Uwe
the Chairman, but also lying to the NEC repecting matters Friesecke attempted to communicate to the New York Office the
allegedly cleared with and reported in fuH to the Chairman, disastrous nature of the situation Costas's poli-ies had created.
Costas used his position as chief of staff responsible for ad- However, Costas already knew the nature of the damage to
ministration to keep other NEC rnernbors from exploring mat- Europe his subsidies to Computron were causing.
ters under his super'ision. SCostas spoke to both U,.ve and to Heiga Zepp-LaRouche at this

point. It was an obscene transa:lantic phone call, followed by a

This was complemented by a persistent slander and harass- repetition of the same ling, venomous obscenities aginst Uwe
ment operation against various NEC menbers, beginning with a Fnescke and other Europeans generally to the Chairman.
dirty operation which Andy and Costas jointly ran against Nan- The Chairman succeeded in calming Costas dcwn at that point,
c'" Spannaus and Ken Krorber; 'mrn-. emphatically) beginning
Octover 197. A differen, siandt" and manipu!'ion operation during an exiended con' ersation. The Chairmar a.ssurr -d at that
wa, run avains; Ca,'ol ,White, aainst Alien Salisbu, and point that Cos:a,' mental sta:e %,as essentiay a reflectic.i of stress

Chn.to,her White. As a reuit. the NEC was confined to combined wih what ,as hen mistaeny b-ie,,ed to b. primarily
politica!-intelligence and political-poicy r-.a:ers. Costas' and a problem of Costa-' ph~stzal health.
Andy's policies respecting adminitration matters could not In the conudin pc."ion of that corersation, Costas

have b."en challenged effectiveiN exccpt by NEC action to sus- described the strains on the U.S. or-ani~z:icn with a report at
pend Costa. from his duties for refusing to make competent lea.-st e,:hoing the gene"a outlines of ,he truth. sd4.ha

disclosures. The unv.illintness to organize such a challenge to aorldCom "Ind PMR were in relatie!y f:rong shapehnd th_.
Costas' ragtg dictatorsnip durinE the difficult period of the - In_ response to

eie.tior.-campiign ,as key to NEC toleraion of a situation this information, tfe Chairman wrole two memoranda outlining
whose monstrous implications it did not een suspect. proposed remedial action to deal with tne problems caused to



Computron by the parties Costas has described in ,lephone we must share that est e of Andy's dealings outside of the
conversation as the "Olympians." This included rty in . software area.
vesigation of the dirty tricks being deployed against Com-
puiron.

In response to this memorandum from Europe, Costas and What has been happening is that Andy's propositions have

Andy exploded into a rage against the Chairman and Help been turned down flat at inception by nearly all business con-

Zepp-LaRouche, refusing to speak with the Chairman by tacts he has approached, except by persons linked to "Dope,

telephone. The circumstances and Costas' beha'ior showed that Inc.," who continue to string him along, trip after trip, without

the chief of staff was clearly not competent mentally. At this ever making a definite commitment. Simple: no businessman in

point, the Chairman chose to schedule an immediate return to his right mind would accept Andy's 10%7 for $3 millions offer.

take charge of administrative affairs. They would (and have) reject him at first presentation.
However, certain interests have been stringing him along, after

After several meetings during the first twenty-four hours of all legitimate contacts have rejeced his proposition. These latter
the Chairman's return, during which both Costas and Andy T. contacts are all persons directly allied to forces which are

lied sweepingly on many crucial matters, Costas exploded in two dedicated to the stripping of the organization and its principal
successive psychotic episodes of virtual babbling during the vendors. That is the project the organization has been undecrit

cours of an NEC meeting. During the course of the second of ing! That is the end to which Costas and Andy connived to loot

those two psychotic episodes, he stormed out of the meeting, the organization by deceit.

and has never since attempted to resume active functioning.

Subsequently, as his behavior became increasingly deranged and This selt-esteemed "world-class business operator" albeit one

uncontrolled, it was necessary to suspend Costas formally for of the worst "paper-hangers" and "con-man" personalities

reason of his mental condition. known to our experience-after examining some of his business
arrangements, is nonetheless a foolish little sardine swimming

The cases of the damage to Colombia and Europe are merely among real sharks, who have been playing with him and
outstanding. Their significance is that they demonstrate in the laughing at him. because they will to perpetuate the arrange-
most concentrated way that Costas' and Andy's actions in these ment under which he and Costas were looting the organization.
cases were infamously immoral. However, in case after case, Apart from the damages traceable to out-of-pocket losses, there
rt ferial damge and psychological injury were done to one after are principally two other kinds of damage.
another element of the organization's structure. The same im-
na looting of the organization in favor of Computron being The first of these two is the loss of income. For example, but

exhibited in the Colombia and Europe cases had been practised for this swindle, three books would have been on the streeu dur-

against the organization generally. ing October and November: The Ugly Truth About Mfilton
Friedman, the Khomeini book, and the new edition of Dope,

-he out-of-pocket damage is only Fart of the picture. The Inc. Just as the looting of WorldComp back in 19M grossly

to!tz._t fw.the raanization and ;ts vendors ion- damaged the firm's operating capabi'U ties r.nd income during the.nlon over a twelve-m onth peod from November 19"9 on-
MIN o-er e eiodro Ne 1 o- following period to date, so the looting of the organization and

ls, most cits principal vendors destroyed significnt portions of income-
at-l1st a half-million was un ustified.- j eo paDrng producing capacity..

-an- ccrut ' ayments. Contrary to Costas' and
"=dy's lying, at no point was there a net postion accrued in The second class of damage is psychological.

favor of Computron in the balance of such flows. Naturally, the Our political capabilities have significantly improved over the
c&hection between accruals and payments-crises being time- course of 1980, while our influence and scope of outreach has
determined, the full impact of the crisis of unjustified accruals expanded geometrically. Both political-intelligence and security
t"Computron hit the organization and its principal vendors operations have produced outstanding accomplishments. Ex-

during the September-December period, with effects of a variety cept as essential political functions Aere looted by administrative
kuiwn to every vendor and to every part of the field or;aniza- policy, the quality of political output and effectiveness of that

tip, n. output have been greatly increased over both the two-year .

Wihout this-lootini, theren oulo have beeQ-painfuLca h- period and the 1980 period.

lowcisis during the latter hall f 1980.On balance, all of the The political problem in the organization is located in the el-

flow of unjustified payments to Computron by the organization fects of the spill-over, through Costas' direction of ad-
and its vendors was to subsidize the greater margin of cost for ministrati'e functions, of the same, immoral, apolitical policy
sheer, non-software-related mismanagement by Computron. And. maintains within Computron and attempted to impose

It should be emphasized that there never was a proper uporl both WorldCornp and PMR beginning the Autumn 1978.

business purpose involved in subsidizing Computron with un- Later, Andy attempted to move into to take effective control of

justified business payments-in the interest-free banking for FEF in the same manner, inhibited by Dr. Morris Levitt's will-

Computron by the organization and its vendors. A copy of (he ingness to tolerate only so much abuse from that quarter.

business proposal being circulated by Computron-for which Th,e center of the probiem was ir New York, where Andy and
foreign trips each costing up to tens of thousands of dollars have Costas worked toward developing a Riverdale Clique, into which
b-:e.n repeatedly madc-rcceved from a s.curce solicited by An- thcy hoped -and orked Ic introduce a corrupted attitude of

ey T., shows that he has been Pc-1d!in. a deal seeking 10"7 oi a p ed CS ar oris" t ontemp u f c ao utd ork. Ideas of

projecl forS32 miulion whizh 'as a coieti;i e value such thal 3 ,. . .... fw" pro 7-, I on,,a iirn c or, .r,, tAkih the rnvrh of "Andy' the pro-
millions would be worth not les; than 75-S5s'q interest. This vieA f"rIonal bu cor.11's genius" fi,,.red through administrative di-

is shared among a variety of prsons re resenting aggregately sins, al d son o Jcs barked with venomous, dictatorial

typical leading investors in the United States, including those s.vn, i,1d als orders ak thenmous ii l
withdecdesof xpeienc doe b~ciessin te Mddl Eat. .avaiziry, in%) many aspe::s of the organization's life. In place*,,h decades of experience doirip buiiness in the Middle East.

T-o of peiial cbjec:i,.s for deploymren,, the monetary needs ag-
The estirnaib proposition in the business community fp.Eia b,,,vsfrdpo

itht e isabi tw gravated by Andy's hun,:r for subsidie, were often decraded in-
is that he is a "vuli-shit anisi" and a -pap-r-hanger," who has to an end in itself, even to be served by any means which-ac-
been repe3tedly turned down essentially on an unfaorable ap- €omplished such ends.
praisal of his character as a businessman. That has been the con-
sistent appraisal re.ived from a number of leading busincss people. How silly. A Computron, earning in the order of S2 millions
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or more this p year has C 1W stupidity ,ad ar-
rogance to profess, out of the fulness mismanagement of Tha Rouche-Riemnn Model" Problem
its own affairs, that we who have subsidized it lack knowledge
of how to earn money! Not accidentally, wherever a local has From: Alice Roth
been hornswoggled into accepting from Costas et al. some ap-
proximation of Andy's nonsense about "sharp business prac.
tices," we have seen the fall in income which resulted. It was by no means an accident that on the same day that

That apolitical corruption is what has to be weeded out of the Costas Kalimtgis was maliciously slandered at a national office
mind of members directly and indirectly abused by Costas' ad- briefing, a memo was also issued by Lyndon H. LaRouche on
ministrative practices. the "Riemannian" model project. I viewed that memo as a

delibtrate insult not only to myself.but to the entire modeling
staff and especially to the leader of that project. Uwe Henke.

LaRouche said, "First, it should be reemphasized to all
Computron Policy members that every fundamental 'discovery' to be presented

through the vehicle of the LaRouche-Riemann 'model' was ef-

Almost entirely because of the organization's member fected decades ago by me, and was either elaborated or efficient.
employed there, Computron is the best software house of its ly identified in such sources as 'Dialectical Economics.' Nothing
kind in the nation, with the highest productivity and quality of is being done currently but to translate those relatively long-
o'put of any firm. It has other tangible assets, too. Therefore, standing discoveries into appropriate Riemannian terms of
the firm is susceptible of rational reorganization. mathematical physics."

Objectively, the deal Andy is peddling under the proprosal to If I had thought that ohere were no fundamental discoveries
give 10% for S3 millions could be cleaned up, freed of the sheer to be made in economic science, I would never have undertaken
bullshit of the extant proposal, and transformed into a viable the project. Indeed, as I learned in plunging myself into this
proposition for 33 millions at 75-85%. On paper, that would ex- work, there is much that is yet to be properly understood in this
tricate Andy from the horrible tangle he has created around area and there are few, if any, "pat answers." What was par.
himself through irresponsible business practices. ticularly annoying to me was LaRouche's pettiness in claiming

ycontinued najorty at no one could possibly surpass his "1952" accomplishment
However, no investors would give Andy'ngontnd as and that all we mere model staffers had to do was to put'it into

contro ided of manag ntroinesuch a rramle nt Anovidy hs the correct mathematical form. It's clear that there is a greatskill, provided he is controlled on a firm leash, provided he is in deal of difference between the initial formulation of an ap-
a position to take orders as necessary by persons qualified to deac f tacklng ben the tual rocess of solain
give them. Only if Andy surrenders Board of Directors positions proach for tackling a problem and the actual process of solving
gie. tem. pesony ifA nvurresrs Bardep ofa Directs oitos that problem. We may have important insights and clues concer.
to credible persons would investors accept what is othe ise a ning how nuclear fusion may ultimately be realized based on an
tound business arrangement of the sort indicated. .advanced epistemological viewpoint but we have not yet suc-

If Computron took the course indicated on those two points, ceeded in achieving fusion power. I will certainly applaud the
a painless correction of the damage done to both the organiza- person or group of persons who accomplish that feat, and
tion, its principal vendors and Computron itself could be would never dream of denigrating that accomplishment because
facilitated. "LaRouche already made all the fundamental breakthroughts

In any case, whether that or some other arrangement is to be in 1952."

adopted, we are isolating the Computron problem as a business The second point I would like to make is that for many
responsibility of the administrative functions of the national months I was struck by the fact that there was a serious flaw in
center. the model work-namely that there was no room in our modelfor the "subjective" side of the economic process. Many years

We are going to waste no more precious, avoidable effort or o t as iese o Le mbr poin tha s
ago I was impressed by Rosa Luxembourg's point that this

concern on this matter insofar as the organization generally is "subjecjve" side'that is, the credit system or fictitious
concerned. Except as we have indicated, the work of the capital-is just as ontologically real as the so-called objective,
organization is too imponant to waste any further avoidable ef- tangible side. Was that not the whole point of her devastating
forts on corrupted fools who lack the moral sense to save critique of Marx's attempt to construct a mat'iematical model of
themselves, the economic process? Essentially, the credit system and its

We have been betrayed and swindled. Let us free ourselves deveh.pment reflects the "creativity" of society's ruling public
from the aftereffects of Costas' betrayal of the human race. and private institutions in their efforts to either facilitate or
hoping meanwhile for his restoration to mental health and sabotage the development of. the prodLuctive ("objective")
morality. Simply rip out of the habits of practice all vestiges of forces. Of course, this is something which evades mathematical
Costas' mismanagement, as indicated, and move on to what is formulation just as it is impossible to model individual creative
important to be done. breakthrougt s in basic science and technology.

Bccause o'ir so-called Ricmannian model ignored the credit
sss-m, it wa. ut:erly useless for any :it'i of work involving
shont-run developments-i.e., the forecast." Yet it

Further Work -was demandcd that we constar.tiy produce such projections at a
momert:s noicc for EIR. The best the staff could d_- would be

During the penc immnediatel' anead, there will be a number to firs figure out .hat seemed to be going on poiricoily in the
of changes beyond those indicated at th. outset here. We plan to buin-ss community and amorz policy ctrcles and then attempt
increase the field deployment of trained urganizers by between to generaie compu:er graphs tta,; matched our already-arrived
M and 30 in totai, to increase the inteiligence staff significantly, at arsessmnent. I found this degrading and intellectually
and the security research functions rode:ly. This and other dshonest. We were repres.cing ourselves as one more"dephic
gains will be facilitated by rationalization of etpenditures for oracle" among other competing "delphic oracles." But the
communications and by cost-saving and income-increasing tools we were using were even less sophisticated than the
assistance to our vendors. Keynesian.Friedmanite rubbish we claimed to be replacing. The



only thing that saved the project was that oui o intuition ICC!tra eor n
occasionally was more on target than that of the petition.

What ws most significant about LaRouche's memo. Security: KGB Footprints Around Computron

however, was his insistence that "morality" wns the key to the by NEC/NCLC
model staff's problems. Yes, morality Is the keystone of any
scientific endeavor. But LaRouche issued this memo at thevery
same time that he flew into a psychopathic rage against Costas NEW YORK, Jan. 23-The folowing urgent seurty infoma-
KaimtS just because Costas hubristically took LaRouche on tion is for the knov. ledge of ICLC members only.

concerning the severe financial crisis which was threatening to

collapse the organization and demanded an international finan- Generally speaking, the time for justified anger against

Ci. plan. Kostas's and Andy's deception and looting of the organization
(over the period since October 1978) should be considered past.

Last weekend, LaRouche's rage against Costas became Too much time, too much effort more profitably devoted to

homodal as evidenced bychatehat Costas witl . , t practical work, are consumed by the labor of even those relative

..Ijm." This is evil which cannot be compromised with. At the few who must clean up the mess Kostas and Andy made of our

'moment read that memo, 1 decided to resign and i urge all internal affairs. However, in the controlling environment

7 - around Kostas and Computron there are included a predomi-
nant role by Dope, Inc., the FBI and its corrupt agents, and a
significant involvement of the Soviet KGB.

Since the IMEMO forces, which control at least predominant-
ly the Soviet KGB's foreign-intelligence operations, are current-

ly excalating their attacks aganst the ICLC internationally, it is

urgnt that members know how this is reflected in the Com-
putron situation.

4 jighlihts of KGB Attacks on the ICLC

The first known indication of an L%4EMO-KGB attack on the
ICLC dates from February 1973, the first known active phase of
the targetting of Konstantine George (Jannis) which led to his
attempted brainwashing by East Germany security officials. It is
significant that this dates the attacks to approximately one
month prior to the deployment of the CPUSA in what were in-
tended to become homicidal attacks on members in

Philadelphia. It is also relevant that the FBI was complict in
those latter attacks.

This is, as we have stated, the first defrmtely known instance
of a KGB-related attack on the ICLC. However, there were two
earlier attacks on Jannis which fit so closely the same patt:ern
that an open book must be maintained for the present on the
identity of the forces behind them. One case was a murderous
knife-attack, from behind, following a significant achievement

h&ernal Memorandum by Jannis a very brief time earlier. The other was a case of

National Executive Committee, ICLC serious food poisoning, in which Jannis and Luba were the only

January 23, 1981 restaurant patrons affected.

Following a one-day disappearance, Alice Roth distributed a For such reasons, we have classed Jannis' present, severe

two-page statement whose only explanation, from its internal ness as "suspicious," pending a change of classification of iu

contents, is that she wasbrinwibh..n some way. The state- etiology from the present "cMyptic" category.

ment attacks in an eeriely irrational way Alice's own deep corn- During a more recent period, there was a pattern of harass-

mitment to her work and the model, and concludes with the wild me;: dLected against about forty members working parr-time

assertion that LaRouche attacked Kostas because Kostas or full-time in the composition trade. Although the authorship

allegedly "confronted" LaRouche with Kostas' demand for a of this dirty operation focussed investigations on convicted Col.

comprehensive "international finance plan" for the orfaniza- Zwi Aldouby and his Dope, Inc., connections, the harassment

tion. In "I.D. Format," the abrupt personality rihange was all of one piece with the cases of Jonathan and Kathy"

represented by this pathet'c document, more or less attests the Leake. Not only did Jona:han avov, th.a the contamination of

"Chinese brainwashing ' method of attack-"thernpy" him was So,ie:, the operation was in fa:t run through a Soviet

employed by the Rabbi Maurice David L -cuit associated with a.e,, an asset which also a:-roached us with the offer to pro-

Dennis King's past. du:e Brezhne'.'s memoirs.

Kostas may have ber.n a factor in this, since in his present, The overa!l pattern cf KGB actions against the ICLC is in-

"Mr. Hyde" state of paranoid-schizophrenic rage, he would be structive.
the son of person a brainwasher of the David variety would con-
sider an appropriate tool for an "attack" group. The mentally- From Februar. 19"3 into the end of 1973, KGB actiity

disturbed Robert oohen.skaLsq involved in this, through Don against us was focussed on 'he option of assassinating
oLaRouchc, as FOIA relea:.cs indicate, and as the movements ob

Puerto Rican terrorist friends of Jose-.nu famiiy indicated

End of Internal to us then the first on the list of probable e,il-doers serving Gus



Hall's whims in the matter. From late January until Oc-.(Ti~") illusion as worn off. O few fools still take seriously the libel
tober of November 1977, there is a very low profile of threats that we are linked to the "KGB." Although our interface with
from IMEMO and related sources, and no indication of such in- personalities of the intelligence community is obvious enough,
volvement in the August 1977 targetting of LaRouche for few are silly enough to imagine that we are CIA assets, or, in-
assassination by the Baader-Meinhof gang. deed, anything other than we profess ourselves to be. For a

significant period, however, the belief of the unwitting that weAs of either October or November 1977, the IMEMO deploy- were either KGB or CIA w widespread in intelligence circles a
ment is visibly aversive, including a level and intensity of public widespread delusion which was not without significant conse-
attacks without precedents. quences for the spook world as a whole.

The pattern of attacks against the ICLC by IMEMO and So, a total National Security Agency mail and telecom.
allied sources correlates with the ebb and flow of IMEMO's suc. munications surveillance was placed over the ICLC world-wide.
cesses in bringing Soviet foreign policy into congruity with both Our intelligence was tapped daily, chiefly in this way, and larger
Widly Brandt's Socialist International and relevant elements of or more concise excerpts were relayed from NSA to scores of
British intelligence and finance. This intersects the ebb and flow authorized recipients daily.
of the factional situation inside the East Bloc. This aspect of the
matter is generally understood clearly enough by most members.
and need not be restated here in further detail.

A "dog and pony show" was arranged to cause the Soviets toThere is a second dimensionality to this business, of which presume that we must be a very special quality of CIA opera.
members are generally aware, at least in broad terms, but tion. The relevant smiling gentlemen in the intelligence com.
perhaps not in sufficient detail. It is to that second matter that munity then sat back waiting to see how the Sovieu would react
we turn focus of attention next. to this deception. This was particularly significant during the

period the Carter Administration was destroying most of the
2. Caught Between Spooks bridges built up between the U.S.A. and Soviet intelligence and

Our Autumn 1975 evaluation of the implications of the Hilex military communities over the years. We appeared to be the
'A NATO exercise had two immediate effects. Generally, potential open channel to which a Soviet representative or news
within the intelligence community, it produced a startled serice could pass policy-relevant information into high-level

.tion of our unusual quality of intelligence-evaluations channels of the U.S. intelligence community. Indeed, always out
capability. The 'FBI exploited that fact to argue that we could of the blue, so to speak, we were passed that sort of information
not conceivably have discovered such an accurate assessment of on Soviet initiative. We transmitted it from Europe or elsewhere
Hilex '75 unless we had either purloined "Cosmic" documents to Ne- York, knowing that the NSA would have passed the in.
frtm NATO Brussells headquarters, or had such information formation to the relevant circles in the official intelligence.
slipped to us by the Soviets. The FBI used that argument to run community before it reached Nancy Spannaus's hands in
p op-secret, international harassment operation against the editora. On a number of occasions, there were early reactionsp%..p- under codername "Kwate toak." delivered to us from the intelligence-community side which pro-

ved without doubt that the NSA tzlecommunrications intercept
The second result is more interesting. Knowing that the FBI had been made and forwarded in exactly the manner we suppos-

operation against the ICLC was nonsense, that there was no ed.
KGB control over us, some of these gentlemen began evolving a Naturally, there were occasional efforts to "play us." We
grand game. made it clear that we would under no circumstances follow a

Since we represented an extraordinary private political- policy with which we did not independently agree, and the ef-
Giellgence capability, it was not difficult for certain gentlemen forts to "play us" stopped in the main. The essential point, on
intthe intelligence community to convince the Soviet leadership the game-master's side, was that it was neither useful nor
tiat we were a CIA operation, and to conince credulous, un- necessary to attempt to bring us under control for the purpose
witting members of the Western intelligence-community that we of the game being played. As long as some siow-tninking folk
"'must be KGB." Although this two-way deception-operation believed that we were CIA, and some other foolish folk believed
did contribute to the containment against the ICLC, there was that we KGB, our mere continuing our own policy of indepen.
another purpose, other than containment, involved, dent intelligence-work kept the game on the field.

In brief the Soviet KGB responded to us out of their induced There was only one qualifiction to this. Some folks who
conviction that the ICLC was a special, high-level kind of CIA were witing of the gane asiessed Kostas and Andy as "poten-
asset or operation, and to cause information to be transmitted it. tial KGB assets." Unlike the FBI's meatheads, these gentlemen
our direction on the assumption that our address was a special knew the truth about Kostas. How'ever, they did assess Kostas
channel for communicating policy relevant information to top and Andy as the tvo p:rscns in the organization's influential
policy-making circles of the U.S. intelligence community. circles who might, under some circumstances, be influenced by
Naturally, since we always evaluate and put our own construc- the KGB. Therefore, they viewed the clasification of Kostas
tion on any interesting poliy-relevant information gathered, and Andy under "cou. .respiona g/fore:gn/KGB/Athens" as
lea .ing policy-making circles of the intelligence-communit: merely a considerably e::a2-e:ated evaluation of a mere poten-
co-vld read our assessment of such information gathered in New rial tilt.
So';da ity or the Executive Inelligence Review, and obtain the
ra-A information through the massive National Security Agency Kc:a~ aid Andy w e ofcial gnifae e yere
tap on all our mail and telecommunic2tions internationally Vie, as peose, oh ,iah seek Te a er,,iz.wed an persons A h-,, toc-:her, nnight see+k to open a certain

In view of the fact that the quality of our performance in kind of contac to the KGB under certain kinds of cir-
political-intelligence work corresponds, at least, to the quality of c-irstanc-cs. No: be,:a ;se Kos:as was viewed as having a witting
the best private or official agencies-if not in quantity, it was intent to do so, but be-:aue the potentiality for developin3 such
not difficult to convince the Soviets that we "must be CIA," or an intent was estimated to be included in their overall
to convince unwitting members of the western intelligence com- psychoprofile and their KKE-oriented sense of "Greek family
munity that "they must be KGB." More recently, much of the identity."



That would not be a idiculous assessment pointials. whatever mixture of truths and outright lies will. according
As long as Kostas continued to be morally sele ined within to the fantasy, talk tW victim into doing what Andy desires.
the body of the NEC and NCLC more generally, this potentiali. Reality for Andy is the reality of being able to tell wild stories
ty was nullified. However. most intelligence agents are, virtually which can swindle dupes who believe such stories into doing as
by definition, apolitical persons. They are political only in the Andy wishes.
sense of "family loyalties," rather than independent olitical
process of judgment. A former Communist, raised in a Com- Over the recent two years, that mental problem of Andy's has
munist family, but turned apolitical, and concerned with mat-
ters of "earthly paradise" is the sort of personality the KGB There are three key features of the overall pattern by which
could "control," whereas independently political people, who Andy has plunged himself into his present embarassments. 1.
can not be such dutiful zombies, are intrinsically unstable under Relying-on-looting oN_ CLCi a a major urcrcaL _
control. forsh ditures,ober 1978. Ady has been dipi

That, we must assume, would also be the assessment of in.- to the resources of NCLC to fund his investment i_
Kostas' and Andy's potential from the side of KGB recruiters. If developing and promoting a word-processor Rather than facing
such recruitment has not occurred, it remains ,kely that an at-
tempt at recruitment would be made. If such a recruitment were Andy. with Kostas'complicty has beeme addicted to dipping in-
attempted, it would occur with the blessings and environmental to the resources of the ICLC to cope with each emergency caus-
assistantce of the FBI. ed by his gross mismanagement of Computron. His moral
..s.. ane... .defense'of such practices is that what he has extracted from the

This, apart from the special case of Kostas and Andy, defines ICLC, chiefly with Kostas' complicity, falls into the category of
broadly the second dimensionality of IMEMO-KGB interest in "lawful prey." His last defense against the charge of using
running operations against the ICLC. We are currently still decczion to loot the ICLC is caveat emptor. 2. He had
viewed by the KGB as an important, special sort of asset of developed a fantasy concerning himself, that he is a "world-
either the CIA or of some section of the military side of the U.S. class business operative," in the footsteps of Onassis or Niar.
intelligence community. They will tend to act against us accor. chos. He is, in such matters, really a poor little sardine preten.
dingly. ding to be a shark. No amount of evidence of his incompetence
- in management, or of his dubious nature of the devices by which

3. KGB Links To Computron he paints himself a brilliant operator, dents the delusion that he
*'The KGB has a twofold significance for Kostas and Com. is the equivalent of a "world-class yacht." 3. In keeping with his

putron. Fust, the characterization of Kostas and Andy as sub- obsessive fantasy-life, he has been peddling a proposition which
of " counterespionage!foreign/KGB /Athens," is the only every honest investor rejects immediately, but which Dope,

3jcts of "t er ship hic! isBdAchente s stil Inc.-linked adverseries of the organization continue to gog.pect of the ICLC membership which is documented as still

subiect to such an aversive classifitation. This means that the through the motions of encouraging him to pursue with them.

FBI, ONI, et a]., can "legally" run dirty operations at and The crux of the d.i is this. According to a proposal outlined
around Kostas and Computron which are outlawed under pre- by Andy and presented to a member of the notorious Triad
sent guidelines against all other targets associated with the group over the sieature of "Special Proi ' Director a
NCLC. It is true that the FBI does run dirty operations against Kas rian," Andy has been soliciting $3 millions to purchase
,Oe NCLC through its officially-classified "agent in place," the l-M0 interest in project, for which the probable value would be
Angiopagan Defecation League (ADL), but in that case the at least 7Sro of the project, out of which Computron software
ADL does its evil under private cover. The KGB is also a very vould be paid about SI millions rnd would also have a 15-25%,0
real problem for Computron in its own right, as well as a pretext interest in the shares of the endeavor. Naturally, every honest
f6r the FBI-ADL operations being deployed, prospective investor has turned him down promptly. The Dope,
.--One employee._ai,.cular, is a nr r..ohf .ititaL Inc./-linked crowd teases Andy along, playing him like a yo-yo.
cover organization for the.Armenian Secret Army. This mother. Numerous trips costing tens of thousands each for Andy and
c organization's orith An -Sian S -ere rm .sther- other Computron representatives, have be.n thrown down the
orgsink-hole in this lunatic pursuit of an obsession. In net, the
joint-assets of the FBI and KGB. Another instance, in Paris, in NCLC paid for this Out of resources looted from the ICLC with

tersecting both Computron and this particular employee, is a Kostas' complicity.

private front-organization of long-standing for the KGB.
There are other aspects of this overall matter which the 1'nECAlthough Andy' has already been deli.,ered conclusive evidence a osinttorotcefyorheaeofAdadohr

of the existence of this problem as a problem, no significant ac-

tion has been taken to deal ith this on his side up to this time. more innocent owne-s and employees among Andy's and

This and related problcnis have bern stalled for approximately a Kostas' dupes in this matier. It is fair to say, that no investor

month and a half. with business experience would make any investment of any
kind in Computron as long as Andy remained President of the

This KGB contamination is only a d;rty part of a picture that is firm or a majority stockholder. Andy's track-record, as shown
L-.mersely soiled all over. Anmong all Andy's active contacts by any reasonable audit of transactions, would lead any e-
outsid • software matters, he is teing played like a yo-yo by pe.ienced investor to insist that Andy's executive control over
finanLai l and other in:erests ,hich are either witting, Dope, the company and ,inani! holdings be generously subordinated
Inc., :-dersa.-is of ours, or equ3ll- -evil allies of Dope., Inc. in as a precondition for assurtance.
respect to terrorism and other filth. Apat from softva:e, Computron has no: a single honest pro-

The reason for this is largely explained by the old saw, to the spe-:t of business or invesiment, and he is operating amid the
effect that the best target for a sA.1ndle is a confidence-man. In shards of his agra-ated mismanazement in an environment
busin-.s matters, Andy is, on rec.ord, a completely irnmorai controlld 1by Dop-, inc., the FBI, Roy M. Cohn, and the Soiet
chiseller and worse. In such matters, his mind is never able to KGB. On the banis of la:k of manifest morality in business tran-
ackiiov, .cde ihe exstence of reali,, except form the depths of a sacttons, his refusni to make peace even with the friends he has
manic-depressive's dcpressi'e cycle. He operates on the basis of looted by d.:ception when that is offered, the probable course of
fantasies, fantasies directed to bamboozling persons w6ith events is that Andy would godow, n in the shattered piecesofone



last grand scar-effort rather than com r is senses to adopt a January 24
sane course of action. Unfortunately. i curs ain an environ- The National. cutive Committee
ment In which all sorts of adversaries of ours. including the National Caucus of Labor Committees
KGB. would be easily capable of pulling poor Andy's string. At
this point. Kostas would encourage that-since the ICLC is no It is with great sadness that I am submitting this resignation
longer willing to be scammed, and the FBI would Igo hito from the International Caucus of Labor Committees. I have
whatever passes as a substitute for fits of laughing with joy delayed this action until now in the hope that, somehow, the
where the KGB to be approached in that way. NEC would find the courage to deal with the LaRouche pro.

the NEC must act not only on the basis blem. It is clear to me now that this will most probably never
In this circumstances, th E utatntol ntebsshappen and that the organization is currently morally bankrupt.

of the ugly, immoral picture documented before it. it must also
act or. the basis of the obvious security-contingencies embedded What morality can remain in an organization which permits
in the situation. one man to scapegoat his closet collaborator for carrying out

those policies which he himself initiated? What possible excuse
4. Kostas As A Security Risk can be made for allowing Costas Kalimtgis to be crucified by a

j ment re howling mob of looted members, in order that a catharsis couldsthee ofntl d state is asibly degenerating rapidly, reached be safely directed away from the man whose policies had caused
the level of deat-threats against several named NEC members.the fst place.

-Thiis s in keeping with te--oedal rage he has acted on in her
past in brutal beatings of his son. Since the manic-depressive cy- No one can any longer remain in the ICLC who is not a
de is based on oedipal rage. and since Kostas is currently in a coward, a sycophant, a liar, a fool, or some combination
downward spiral of paranoid-schizophrenic degeneration of his thereof. Mr. LaRouche has insisted that the membership accept
personality, the oedipal rage will increase in intensity, and in as true what they know cannot possibly be true. They must deny_.
shaping his judgment. The KGB is an oedipal cathexis for th e uitence of an article in the August 22, 1978 issue of New
Kostas. A well-defined security risk exists presently on that ac- Solidaiity as an oath of personal loyalty to Mr. LaRouche. Tne-y
count. must accept as plausible that %Ir. LaRouche can know as his

closest collaborator for a decade a man who becomes a moral
imbecile over a period of more than two years, and that this can
totally escape his notice, while at the same time proclaiming Mr.

LaRouche to be posessed of the greatest psychological acumen
of any person alive. If no other evidence was presented, the tim.
ing of this Jacobin catharsis alone- follovwing Election Day and
preceding Inauguration Day-would cause any person with a
mind to wonder at the convenience of the period chosen to ef-
fect this operation.

Fo anyone' to repiicate the drivel arising from Mr.
LaRouche's recent series of "memos," either because he forces
himself to believe it or because he feels that circumstances force
him to mouth it for expendiency sake, is to degrade him or
herself to such a degree as to render him or her unfit to be called
human.

ITam ready at any tLne to rejoin this, or any cther. organiza-
tion which can deal with this problem. I have but scant hope,
however, that this organization can do so.

Sincerely,
Eric Nelson

(signed)



January 26, 1981 0 0 (1/26/81)

To: The National Executive Comrmittee, and NCLC membership7
From: Anne-Marie Vidal Savicky Open Letter To L')-don H. LaRouebe, Jr.

I joined the National Caucus of Labor Committees in Dear Lyndon:

January 1973. 1 was originally motivated to join because of an Las week I received an abusive phone call from Jeff
intense intellectual atmosphere which was concretized in pro- Steinberg who in the course of the discussion harrangued me
grammatic organizing to build a classo-wide movement. I have about Bob Cohen's "pimping" (for me!) and my "factionaliz-
always considered myself a loyal cadre and a good organizer. ing." My vife has also becen repeatedly confronted with such
Like any other NCLC member, I have endured physical and abuse. I wish to reassure you and others that I w never
financial difficulties during my membership. These I neither degrade mayself by allowing myself to become the instrument or
regret or bemoan; I never fooled myself that being a Labor e.e eos to demoralize or destroy the embe of the
C o m m i t t e e m e m b e r w o u ld b e e a s y . o n i -z a t t " - .1 i ln o r d -- ' y e i n r s h fodi n g .

organha tiWwhthrtspent lom-any ye~lars in .
I did, however, expect that as an LC member that reason and I shall always retain for you the same respect I had in 1968

morality would be the guidelines in any internal or external when in the course of a single lecture you communicated the
political discussion. The recent series of memos written by Lyn- connection between creative mentation and the lawfulness of ex-
don LaRouche are a violation of reason. LaRouche has sub- panded 'reproduction in a way that resolved for me the most
jected Costas Kalimtgis to a trial by memo, having pronounced crucial problems that I had been grappling with for several
Costas guilty without bothering to produce evidence. years. Furthermore, your independent discovery, which allowed
LaRouche's tactics would make Mao'.s Cultural Revolutionaries you to develop economics as a science and the further elabora-
blush. But more seriously, LaRouche has cynically destroyed tion of that discovery through a political process which you in-
that very moral and intellectual atmosphere he sought to create. itiated is a matter of history. These accomplishments are not
At the present, an LC member in good standing must swallow subject to opinion or to rejection on my part due to ephemeral
whole LaRouche's claims that Costas is a paranoid disagreements on other matters. If, therefore, others, be they
ictlizophrenic, Andy T. is a thief, and Alice R. has no indepen- misguide. individuals or agents, choose to "rall around" my
dent mind. person, I hope that you will spare me the humiliation of ascrib.

It is hardly original for a leader of an organization to deal ing to me the responsibility for such an occurence.

with inquires or skepticism by sounding the alarm of "in. I must nevertheless inform you that I have been under con-
telligence agency's dirty tricks" to inspire the membership to tinuous pressure to respond to your memos by very responsible
Coiplete obedience. This has been the case in totalitarian members who interpreted my silence as a sure sign of guilt. They
organizations before; it is the case in the Labor Committees could not understand, nor did I dare to explain to them that I
pow. had realized from early on that any attempt on my part to de-

.,There is a hideous immorality in LaRouche's manipulation of fend myself would be met by the most virulent outpouring of

the NCLC membership. There is an cowardly lack of morality in McCarth~te-like indictments. I concluded that once such a pro-

Ae NEC's response. If I were to accept LaRouche's lying asser- cess was unleashed, the ICLC would become prey to a variety of

tions of Costas' insanity or Andy's thievery, I would have to ad- operations despite our intentions.

mk that the NEC stood by and watched themselves be robbed. My worst fears of what could happen should I have defended
This would hardly be indicative of worid historic leadership. If myself were nothing compared to the harm you did without the
Andy and Gus are being slandered-which I emphatically benefit of any response or provocation from my quarter. I shud-
believe-the NEC is cowardly in not informing the membership der to think what may have ensued if I had allowed myself to be
W. the truth. swayed by those members who demanded that I either defend

Because the NCLC no longer exists as a humanist organiza- myself or in silence be round guilty.

tion capable of building a poli'ical movement, I resign. This has Lately I have been repeatedly amazed at your miraculous
been a difficult decision but the only appropriate one under the ability to weave rumors, lies, facts, half-truths and international
circumstanc-s. I urge all m-embers to take the same action. developments to suit your purpose of the day.

Anne-Maric Vidal Sawicky It is the same disregard for truthful facts that characterizes
(signed) every piece of filth that you have circulated about me. You ac-

cuse me of attempting to strip your security during the
Democratic convention even though you knew full well that I
was incapacitated at the time. vth absolutely no power to deter-
mine policy even if I had chosen to. Again you lie when you
charge that I chased business ven','res and used the organization
to that end when you possess all necessary knowiedge of how I
repeatedly tried to sell off future business assets, and business
venures to met our irmmcdiae political and security needs.

find it too tediou. ar.d demeaning to defend myself against
-ery new 1i. which you ard your minions concoct on a daily

basis. I have lived rmy eniue life according to a dedication to
humanity hich my pare.-, instiiled me with. I have been active
politica!l y toards that m d since I was 12 years old. I have never
b-zefitte. nor have I sought benefits according to the standards
of banalized society. Under no circumstances would 1, or could
I be influenced into making political decisions based upon
"family, sex or money" consideration. I would prefer suicide



veiore resoring to such 0egradatiOn. aid indeed my record in I am not bitter, depressd or aistentiWlly enraged as I follow
the organization is a testament to that o matter how much each day's st of slanders that paint me as the ne Satan
slander you circulate in order to oblitce that truth. for theene! the gullible. Nothing that you write Lyn can

hurt me or surprise me any longer; for once the corruption ofYour actions over the pat two months have proven to me malice and Des spreads, It creates an environment from which no
that even though you are of great accomplishment in the realm good can come. I am only deeply distressed at the effect this has
of science and philosophy you are deficient in statesmanship. on the membership whose power of judgisent 1the fost impor.
You lack an indispensible quality Plato calls 'sophrosene,' a o th asset of the human race. We ,tat e_ rt_ ithr.
term usually mistranslated as 'temperance.' You have made an as f the han rae.d te

yourself a prisoner of a cult of infallibility around your person, orreason of the ctizene v, nwh&! . .v p owltimately ncr-

and you have manufactured a chain of security rationalizations development of I ----------
to prevent discussions on any matter, even on the most inconse- dpns
quential detail, whenever such a detail threatens to pierce the Once the members believe that our financial difficulties dur.
cult of your infallibility. ing and immediately after the campaign resulted from thievery;

or that the poor NEC was destroyed by me beginning in 1978;On any such occassion you resort to alternatively bludgeoning that there was no campaign because evil Kostas was sitealing

(and stroking) the individuals involved until they submit, often mnyt th e mmbaip ese itas wil save
by uingthemos depicbleode ofpsyholgicl mnipla.money .... ..then the membership despite its greatness will haveby using the most despicable .rodes of psychological manipula, committed mora suicide.

tion. Despite your commitment to truth in other matters, you

find it appropriate on those occassions to rewrite history and to I wish you the best and hope for the successful impl'menta.
lie lest you be proven wrong. That is why you did not have the tion of the principles and policies of the ICLC.
capacity to retract the les you uttered when you returned from
Germany. Though I gave you no occasion to find fault with my Good-bye
conduct-since I remained silent and isolated-you became Kostas
even more obsessed and wrote memo after memo and thus (signed)
became prisoner to your own lies. Each new memo with its fresh
findings was written-not to me, but in response to some
member who had been foolish enough to express some doubt; Report on Status of National Organization
doubt which was then reported to security and which you felt
compelled to respond to by inventing more extravagant slanders Lyndon H. LARouche, 'Jr.
and crimes. First, you called me a lar, a thief, classified me as January 29, 1981
clinically insane and because there was still doubt in the
membership it was only natural that the next step was to connect
me to some form of age,:ry. You have thus created a situation Since it is physicaly (i.e., financially) imepssible to convene a
which has left no alternative for me but either accept your in- delegated national convention at this time, some brie summary
fallible falsifications-accept tha: I am insane, immoral and report of the current state of affairs is in order.

r- have been so since the fall of 1978-cr to resign from the On receiving conclusive evidence of Kostas' deranged state of
organization. mind, I returned to the United States from urgent work in

I have chose to resign, because it is my responsibility to do so. Europe, announcing that I was assuming direct responsibility
I can not allow you to create a precedent whereby anyone can be for administrative affairs. My frst actions were to assemble the
subjected to charges of insanity, and backroom frameups National Committee, and on the basis of that action to reassem.
because they choose to disagree with you in an honorable and ble the National Executive Committee as a functioning
proper way. Funhermore , I will not fall into the trip oLdfen- deliberative body in respect to administrative, as well as political
ding myself against charges which could put memberandiye, affairs.-Vour fi ls e ardy. Apart fr'o, th dono

,,-a ard1 y. .d Apart from the fact that wie have suffered very serious finan.
myself that "even if I were put before 10 grand juniej.L .guld cial damages as a result of worsening mismanagement of ad.tell them that I knew .nothing...'-rto'n-iie-jected every ap- ministrative affairs over many months, and apart from a
pro piate forum within which I could have presented ever' sen- relatively tiny proportion of members who still refuse to accepts i.e fact. You also knew that I was not about to make a public the implications of very clear and ultimately simple facts, the

tauon, of material thacould irrefutably clear meof direction of the national organization is presently in better con." your malicious ch0 hm CA,?.e_,-u w uld utimatlIy b t.,-Ad a ri dition than ever before, an improved quality significantly evok-
harm to n,,my m'.mbers and to the organization. ed by the sensed need to responi to w at was potentially a very

If I had chosen to folow your method and to irresponsibly serious, extensive damage to tL, organization.
react out of honor, pique or self-righteousness that is what I Although it has been necessary to deal with the concrete
would have done. However, over the years I have acquired, no destruction wrought by Kostas K., the necessary focus upon that
doubt indequ.te!, approximations of that quality concrete problem and its immediat, correlatives must not
'sophrosere' whi':h you totally lack. I have alsc learned to cou- obscure the fact that these deve'opments were caused by a still-
pie that qr alty '. th a decp respvt for people who dc:pite their continuing operation coordinated thro Ph the Fabian Bureau ofproblems, nave n,.ade sac'ifices to the organiz.tiun-(unlike you Investigation-which has been deplo; -d against the organiza.
Lyn, .Aho out of ,erso.na! vendc-ta can %,ithin : I hours degrade tion, according to FOIA ecords, sin(z 1%8. The role of the
such people and liable ,hem thiev.es, traitors, and agents.) A.._.L%.hich began its operations against us openly in 1974, is

In that sense, de-ptte your greatness you could not have and has been essentially a reflection of its current official status,founded the .menican Pepublic, nor could you have risen to the as an "agent in place" of the FBI. The o'erall background toouhe he Aerincain's Rt~epubnlic,.. no coul d harseto te this matter is adequately summarized in the public attack on the
heights of Lincoin's statesrnan nlp. I arn afraid that you w*ill CiaoSnTmsnever dne',elop those qualities ben-ause of your psy:hological need Chicago Sun-Times.
to surround yourself with pCople who must at all time feel com. To understand the FBI's part in this one mus peek at
pdled to pay homage to your infallibility, and to even amplify highlights of the dossier on the FBI being assembled by the
your errors in these matters despite their better knowledge. security staff.



Although the FBI has adopted criminal-j functions, It is the same etc f the FBI and corrupt coilaborating
even the substance of such "gang-busters" a sfies has been elements of the Dep Oent of Justice which destroyed the
chiefly a matter of making credible a certain needed drug-enforcement and related capabilities of the Federal govern.
camouflage, the manufacture of a certain public-relations im- ment-as well as every other aspect of Federal law-enforcement
age, whose function was to conceal what the Bonaparte 001 set which has been co-opted by the FBI.
out to be from the beginning, a "right-wing," social-democratic
"Gestapo" in the 'United States. It is the FBI which led in the effort to cover up the Permindex

. connections to the assassination of President JFK. the same FBI
and ONi whose "SIS" operations of the past were coordinated
by the same Major Louis M. Bloomfield who headed the Per-

This continuing, underlying character of the (text illegible) by mindex organization in cooperation with Hitler protege Ferenc
the "Federal Witness Invention Program," and the deployment of Nagy.
that FBI-dirfcted branch of organized crime in the abortive effort W know the relevant elements of the FBI to be as treasonous
to smear Secretary of Labor-designate Donovan, with naked corn- -...

plicity of Senators Kennedy and Eagleton and a leading foul role as Benedict Arnold and Aaron Burr, accomplices of the same
by FBI-trained Walter Sheridan. Presently, the FBI is working master as Arnold and Burr in their time. We know the FBI to be
in collaboration with the Ramparts-Mother Jones Collective the principal official predicate of the betrayal of our nation as
gang, including the familiary Bo Burlingham and Andrew well as the official conduit for every dirty operation run against
Kopkind, in spearheading the William Satre-initiated "mafia" us with complicity of official institutions since 1968.
reagangate effort through the corrupt news media. Although the Reagan administration has numerous Trojan

Robert Cohen, enraged by his wife's inability to endure his horses within, including the Heritage Foundation asset of the
semi-psychotic fits of brutality any longer, repeatedly admitted Socialist International, Kissinger such as Haig and Allen. and
his collaboration with "Gay" Edgar Hoover crony Roy M. the Kemp-Wanniski "deiphic" crowd self-implicated in the ef-
Cohn in conjunction with the Nev York Times and Our Tn, _ fort to launch "Reagangate," it is the role of the traitorous
admitting that he helped to deeop many of the specific lies us- elements of the F1B,, 6_'ice Deprirrent which is the key
ed by those corrupt publications. Recently, Kostas has been in pn in -at ,hp mait oertio-n 2foot

Pollaboration with Robert Cohen, as well as with Cohen It is urgent that the sensuous immediacy of the internal
associate, former LC drop-out and "sleeper," Don Roth. This sabotage effected by Kostas not distract our attention and
,ftlerely exemplifies that what Kostas has done against the energies from deploying to clean up the enemies of the U.S.A.
organization he has betrayed was done in an environment con- hiding behind the status of the FBI.
trolled by the FBI and the FBI's %%icked accomplices.

The NEC is more cr less fully aware of this nature of our
larger problems and is focussing its efforts accordingly. The

Unlike Don Roth, this betrayal of the organization increas- shaping of policy-decisions and related practices in respect to
rdp&, over many months, created an increasingly irresoiveable what might appear otherwise as isolated matters is governed by

conflict in loyalties within Kostas. ,ho went insane under such that perception.
increasing stress. Granted, various corrupt, imnmoral private agents such as the, The point is this. Although it is necessary to deal appropriate- ADL are most visible in wickedness deployed against us. The of-
"ly in practice with the damage done by Kostas' betrayal of the ficial mother of that wickedness is not those private agencies:
organization, this must not caus: us to lose sight of the fact that those private agencies, like FBI official "agent-in-place," the
that betrayal has been merely a predicated, rclatively ephemeral ADL and its "Irwin Sewage," are essentially fronting for the

,feature of the continuing problem represented by the virtually F Edgar Hoover.
treasonous FBI.

In fact, the FBI is the enemy of the United States and its Con-
stitution.

It was the FBI, together with the ONI, which collaborated
with assets of the Socialist International to destroy the effec.
tiveness of "Gay" Edgar Hoover's long-standing and dangerous
competitor, the Central Inteliigence Agency. The business is
more complicated, as the report on the Chicago Sun-Times il-
lustrates, but the direct and witting complicity of the FBI, ONI,
IPS, and the Kennedy crowd, as w .1l as Kissinger and Haig, is
specific and undiluted, despite the larger context of those ac-
tivities.

It was this same crowd Ahich engineered "Watcrgate" from
bcginning to end.

It is the exact sare cru-wd, in.2udiic the enp!mies of the
United States within the FBI, Awhi:h is currertly er-ginecring the
attempted "mafia inks" Peagangate operaion.

Together with FBI ve inc!ude the heritage of attorneys-
-. neraI Ramsey Clark and N;cholas d,:Soer Katzenbach and
Benjamin Civiietti, as weil as Ed Le,.%, la:r:k Murphy, et ai.
This is the combination, coliaborawing with tl' forces of Wiyu%
Brandt's Socialist International, " hi.h formed the crucial
betrayal of the United States in connection with the Khomeini
coup and the seizure of U.S. hostages.



Memorandum of Agreement ICLC Internal Memorandum

(Undated, issued approximately January 30, 1981) Z Budgetary and Financial Policy

The Chairman of the National Caucus of Labor Committees. New York. Feb. I-Financially, the organization is passing out
Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., has issued a number of Internal of the seasonal short-fals of the year-end with two continuing
memoranda to members of the International Caucus of Labor problems. The first of these, the "objective" problem, is the ef-
Committees. He has done so on the basis of information and fect of the looting of the organization's funds and infrastructure
facts which Andy Typaldos, President of Computron Tech- at the direction of a man who was going progressively insane,
nologies Corporation, believes to be partial and to include Kostas K. The second of these, the "subjective" problem, is the
misinformation and with interpretation he disagrees. difficulty some members experience in coming to grips with the

implications of the hideously immoral acts Kostas conductedFurthermore, Mr. LaRouche has repeatedly stated his wish to during the post-November 197/7 spiral of his growing insanity.
assist Computron insofar as this does not conflict with hisduigteps-ombr17sialfhsgownisnty
rspnsis lities o spu hnsof thsoe Ntonflctwihis of LApart from external dirty tricks against the organization, it is
responsibilities as Chairman of the National Caucus of Labor the second problem which is. the principal cause for an ag-

Committees. There have been disagreements between Mr. tha aced robl hich in te incme.

Typaldos and Mr. LaRouche concerning the best choice of gravated marginal shortfall in field income.

course of action ir. the mutual interests of both organizations. Under these conditions, the clear and uncompromisable

Any written statement contrary to the foregoingstatements is budetary and financial policy is that the production and
implicitlydentr ement toteseararyte nteorestosnofstbtetendistribution of intelligence through the medium of distribution

ipltly andteatintal o ucus te s arateoitrt Cof , b to of publications is a matter of absolute, uncompromising priori.
puron and the National Caucus of Labor Commitees, two ty. To illustrate the principle, if it were necessary to eliminate
friendlyv but properly and legally independent organizations, every regional telephone-expense in the organization in order to

Mr. LaRouche wishes to emphasize the proper reading of his deliver subscription Uterature on time, that cutting of telephone

meaning in the memoranda in order to avoid derogatory outlays would be done without any entemt'ning of discussion.

character interpretations, while Mr. Ty',Wdos also wishes to em. At present, we have eliminated the theft and mismanagment
phasize that he deplores the use of misguided defenses of his formerly occurring at Kostas' direztion. The financial neanage-
character and his actions to fashion attacks against the organiza- men: is overall excellent, within the limits determined by tem-
tion that he supports and continues to belong to. Mr. Typaidos' porary seizure of blockheadness in some parts of the organiza.
disagreement with Mr. LaRouche on political and tion and associated entities. At present, the sole determinant of
methodological questions regarding their common organization, the amount of funds available is the level of saes performance
the %;CLC, which they both care to defend ard protect, have in the fieid. That performance is running S25,000 a week below
been discussed with .Mr. LaRouche, and may at Mr. Typaldos'
option be subject of an internal memorandum to add to the in. what it would be %ithout marginal blocking in the field, and

ternal discussions of the organization. S15,000 a week below what is tolerable for balance.

The national must balance o%erall priorities, and will not be
Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. drawn into debates concerning pleas for individual exceptions to

(signed) budgetary and financial priorities. Either the overall income-
performance is increased, or regional telephone outlays will be

Andreas Typaldos drastically cut as a beginning of the process of trimming outlays
(signed) to the level of sales performance by the field.

Granted, it is paradoxical that such a discussion of policy
should be required in view of the massive expansion of the
political openings generated by the 19S0 campaign. Nonetheless,
because a margin of the membership has been reluctant to face
the full truth of Kostas' playing NC members against NEC
members, and one NC member against another, a certain por-
tion of the memberhip corrupted into aiding such dirty games
against NEC me.nbers or other NC members has lost a margin
of moral confidence in itself. It is the lingering corruption
associated with past complicity with a Kostas going insane which
is clearly the principal cause for the margin of poor perfor-
mance.

The Chairmar ha. stated, in this conr,-ion, that in the case
any mentber 's found r-peating Kostas' ties against
memb-rs-inciu.ir, Carol 'Vhie, Ch.nio~her White,, Fernan.
do Quiianc. AI!.n Salisbury., Criton Zo ..- ,r against EC or
CEN members-he will introduce prompt, disciplinary-action
resolutions, no matter ,'ho that offe"dr is. Perhaps a few such
painful mcasures %ill. unfortuna3tely, provc necessary to shock
the orfanization in:o I -b-ratIn. itsclf conmpletely from the evil,
degraded influence Kostas exeried on many over the period
since November 1977, since the i',EMO-KGB launching of its
accelerated attacks on the organization internationally.

In brief, the effect of Kostas' resort to the old bureaucratic
"KGB methods" -,b- iined-from KGB coordinators is the



direct and indirect cause of the internally-cau'4Wancial and Each has charged in 8 t public appearances *that the Soviet
budetary problems of the present period. If there is any com- Union is mastermindin every aspect of international terrorism
plaint to be made over the necessary implementation of "7 and that "linkage" must be established on this issue to the
budgetary and financial priorities, blame the sustained poor SALT negotiations.

margin fo field performance. For the.poor field performance- Reagan described the Soviet Union as bent on "world revolu-
margin, there is only one significant cause: the failure to come

fully to grips with Kostas' "divide and conquer, KGB methods" lion and a one-world Communist state .... The only morality.
for preventing any interference in his looting and wrecking of they recognize is what %ill further their cause, meaning they

reserve to themselves the right to commit any crime, to lie, to
the organization. cheat in order to attain" their goal. Brezhnev responded

We repet: the absolute and unarguable priorities are: the through TASS that the President "spoke in an unseemly man.

rnamtienenc of;ce od -tproduction-(iri-tligence, .editornalmposi- ner .... Such words can only mean that the people in

tion, printing, binding) and distribut ion.. of- publications. ith Washington apparently cannot understand the meaning of the
su !on--e ig t- re latie-priority. of. _distribution.' changes taking place in the world (which) are not dependent
Everything else, except security and other essential matters of either on the United States or the Soviet Union." In other
the political structure of the political organization as a political words, there arc a lot of indigenous socialist and nationalist
organization, has automatically and non-arguably a lower movements in the world over which the Soviets do not have
relative budgetary and financial priority. much control (which is probably a fortunate thing in our estima.

Therefore, each region and local must immediately increase ion. too).

gross income by 10 percent, beginning today, or the conse- To be blunt, the Reagan administration is plunging the nation
quences of the continued shortfall in performance must in- into a new Cold War. If not opposed, this will be followed
evitably begin to be felt in the regions generally. Get out there .,within months by a massive military buildup and a reorganiza-

and fight politically against attempted cotainment; take no tion of the U.S. economy along "sunrise-sunset" industry lines

nonsense we should not tolerate from any source. Counter- for this purpose. To give just one indication, Caspar

punch; be security-alert for rumor-mongering and other "moral Weinberger has just announced that the administration plans to

factors" attacks on the membership. Memorialize Gerry Rose to build the neutron bomb and deploy it in Western Europe, and
0oduce good FBI jokes, plus a few good Rostas jokes. Em- will look into stationing U.S. troops in Israel.

phasize, please, that we mean good okes. Granted, the Soviet Union's foreign policy during the last two

Enough said. Get at it. years has been despicable, particularly in regards to its
pragmatic adaptation to the Khomciniac fascists in Iran. The
NCLC was right when it belatedly condemned the Soviets for
this. But does that mean that the NCLC must fuel "anti-red"
hysteria in the U.S., which merely reinforces the Suslov

lro the NCLC Membership: February 3, 1981 hardliners and compels the Soviets to funher their own military
buildup? The pro-detente faction in Western Europe no longer

A Method In The Madness? has any room in which to maneuver. Reagan's tirades mean that
Helmut Schmidt's days are probably numbered. The world
strategic situation has taken a dramatic shift for the worse and

,--We are issuing this statement because we feel that the NCLC the NCLC's role in this affair has been substantial.

'membership has become overly fixated on the long overdue in- We expect that the membership %ill be told that a military
,Wcrnal crisis in the organization and has aU but ignored the fun- We eally ta th bership will be tolgiat a ia
damental shift in the external political practice and policies of buildup is really all nght because it will have technological spin-

t4e organization in recent months. The reader should be offs that will aid the economy. This is nonsense as the actual
feoranditat wnh et follows s. e rowniewpoit so d historical experience of the U.S. and Soviet Union has shown. A
forewarned that what follows is sciely our own viewpoint and military buildup necessarily favors only a few, selected in-

should not be attributred to Gus, And', or any of the in- dustries while scrapping all others, since it gobbles up most

d Poi available capital goods and other resources. Rosa Luxemburg's
organization in protest. We do not agree with these individuals devastating critique of military statism has been proven correct
on some points and they should issue their own statements, against all other so-called economists.
when and if they deem it proper to do so.

In our view, the crux of the probiem has been LaRouche's 'A military buildup will a!so require extreme!y harsh austerity
propitia:ion of the extreme rightwing of the Reagan machine, ithe ess Hems-oe CorsLibny obb sid ofReaan.Themeasures and the destruction of the living standards of the

tholem asesse eiall o Coorsirth lobysidgee of eaeanAmerican population. For this reason, the Reagan administra.
problem was especia~y manifest in the closing weeks of the Ne ini lnigFdrlbde us hc ntewrso

tion is planning Federal budget cuts, which in the words of
Hampshire campaign but it became evecn more acute when Reagan advisor John Rutledge "will role Eke a panzer division

LaRouche decided to swing the organ1z. .;ion behind Reagan's a, r.oss the deset." Certain Sc-ca', Se..:u,"iy programs, uncrnploy.
campaign two weeks before Ele:tion Da. . The membership %%as men: benefits, food starnp programs, student scholarships. and
then re-galed with fzntasy-ladcn ta!-s of LaRouche's and the farm price supports are siz~ed for the chopping block.
NEC's "successful" trip ;o Washingion. The Reagan ad-
ministration %,as said to have ,u:jmied to the obvious The NCLC's response to ,"caar's au~ter.i:y d;ie has been a

superiority of the NCLC's idea, and -",:"grams, despite the fact politically impotent campaig. "aganst high interest rates." The

that we had faild to mobilize a mas constituency capable of Reagan administration's retponse to this has been: "Sure. Me
pre,aring the ad,ninistrarior to dehivcr on ans" pronnse, want to louer interest rates. We ,% ill do so, as soon as we finish

e4c reait %%as quize different. What zually happcned wa wrincing thc fat out of the ezcnom,. P% the wZy, our only pro.

that LaRouche"! "KGB agcents urnier cve- beci" campaign con- bk'u with Paul Vol Aer is th-t hes beentoo soft in applying his
menetarist philosophy."

tributed to a McCarthite hysteria atnor, Reagan layers in
Washington. Since the inauguration, -he New Sohdarzry Certain indiiduals on the NCLC intelligence staff proposed

headlines of December and january hae found their way into that the organization extend its "anti-tight money" campaing to

the mouths of Reagan, Alexander Haig. and Henry Kissinger. a fight to rebuild Chrysler and the auto industry, perhaps
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machinery or mass transit equipment. a campaign might "clinically nm1 and a KGB agent," that Andy is "an
have mobilized UAW and other trade utW ayers and put some embezzler," tw on is a "sleeper," and that Alice is "brain.
muscle behind the NCLC's anti-austerity rhetoric. This proposal washed," the warning of the great humanist poet John Keats
was ignored by LaRouche and the NEC. because it would have , should be sufficient:
proved too offensive to the Reagan forces they were catering to,
both to those rightuinger$ who oppose any government in. " 'Beauty is truth, truth beauty,'-that is all
tervention into the economy as a matter of principle and those Ye know on earth, and all ye need to know."dirigists" who believe Chrysler should be building tanks. We further demand that, if LaRouche is serious about the

It is still possible to reverse the Reagan administration's drift charges that he has made about us, he pubiush these in ew
into Cold War and a vicious military buildup-austerity policy. ch ar that he has peo t slhe this i the inurts
But it can only be done by mobilizing the traditional Democratic Solidarity and we will promptly resolve this in the courts.
labor and minority constituencies. We believe that under the
present, degenerated leadership, the organization is Sincerely,
tionally incapable of playing such a positive role, and that in
fact LaRouche is opposed to doing this. Alice RothDon Roth

The crucial question is: Why has the NCLC membership (signed)
tolerated this for so long? A clue can be found in LaRouche's
Feb. I internal memorandum on "budgetary and financial
policy." The reader need only substitute "Lyndon L." for
"Kostas K." throughout this memo to get a proper appreciation
of whatr has been going on. LaRouche has merely employed the ICLC Internal Memorandum
old bureaucratic trick of making someone else take the rap for
hios own political crimes. Immediate Policy Against Enemy Moles

, LaRouche's use of "jokes" has been an important tool for
psychological manipulation of the membership. For years, New York, Feb. 10-For" NCLC members have been subjected to sick "Jewish" and Nw YrFb 10orreasons of very importantother "ethnic jokes." This has been used to create a n developments today, which will not be repcrted at this particulartelheim syndrome" among particularly the Jewish and "e time, it is the obligation of the National Executive Committee todelei ndro meam o particar ly b teoned an -redti meet its fiduciary responsibilities to the membership by

-dICnper habX="'members, .who were bludgeoned into rejecting stipulating a set of ground-rules which will equip the member-every aspect of their parents; and their own political past, no ship with efficient instruments to dealing appropriately with a
matter how valid. This led to a moral anaesthetization of the network of "moles" developed in the organization under the
members, a splitting of their intellectual and emotional lives, so KGB methods which koe as employed in a concerted way over a
that they were capable of taking political actions which violated p eod appoxma elyt oye to h concious pro of

P. their most basic sense of morality. (For example, one "joke" period of apprekmately two yea to the conscious purpose of• attempting to wreck the ICLC from %i-hin.
that circulated went: "How many Jews can you ft In-
Volkswagen?" "One hund.-ed. Four on the seats and n,'.---x First, since every member has been given and has absorbedI- iii the ashtray.") overwhelming evidence of the hideous character of Kostas' of-

As a result, members were able to tolerate LaRouche's state- fenses (if not all his offenses), ay expression tO the effect of
ment in an August 1978 New Solidaritalng that Kostas has been unus i. by th.Lj, mnt n a Augst 978New oliori, aricl tht "oly"onewill be treated summarily as a lie by the person who makes it on

and a half million Jews died in the Nazi holocaust. This state- -illbe _teate _sum aril _as ____by _t e _peson _ho _mkes _to

r- ment was extremely damaging to the political credibility of the that spot and i

organization, particularly in the Jewish community here some There will be no extended debates over that matter The only" layers might otherwise have TaenMIed with teN NC's Middle discussion permitted under those circumstances at that moment
East development program as well as with certain of its domestic is the report by the person repeating the lie of the identity of the
proposals. LaRouche's statement set the organization up for the person who transmitted such false information, and on what oc-
vicious attack by Our Town and the New York Times. If enough casion and under what circumstances. If the person perpetrating
members had confronted LaRouche on this question and in- the lie refuses to discuss such matters in a frank manner, thensisted on his retracting the statement, the damage could have the immediate official body shall conduct immediate "t
been containe I. In fact, some members did call for a retraction ceedings," offering the rerson i second chance to make
but they did no: bring the matter before the general membership " disclosure of the influences causing him or her to perpetrate
and were qukkly isolated through LaRouche's psychological such a lie. If the person in question refuses to make disclosure,
smear campaigns. We can only conclude tht LaRouche's reaf- that person shall be iznrnmdi__eiy Wsu_ snf r.om membership,.
firmation of the one-and-a-half millions stat :men is designed to and the case shall be immediately referred to both the NEC and

-.keep the membership in a controlled parar, Jid environment, to se'.urity headquaners in New York City.
Finatty, we must state that there are many fire individuals, These are stringent proredures but under the known cir-

our fcrmer nfiends, who feel they must remain within the cumstances of the present period, .ich stringent procedures are
c.'gaization :nd who suffer under the illu.ion that they will be necessary at this pani. ular phase -)f developments.
changin; it for the better. We believe that under the present
leadership, this is impossible. Indeed, we fear that these in- Funhemore, we sall reouire that any busines or equivalent
dduals % ill be compelled to use their considerable talents in entity whose employee or other active associate circultes such ly-
the commission of political crimes which they would not even ing representations on those premises or in any other manner
have drear.e of committing even two months ago. which migh: be reasonably construed as the activities of that en.tity shall be summarily disciplined by the management of thatTo those who remain, to those who accept the radical bifurca- entity, or other 'ise shall risk immediate appopriate ,Ction by
tion of their intellectual and emotional being, to those who are the ICLC according to the cause for offense given.



This 'nagging" disease of putative "sympa ers" of Kostas security meeting at ich members of the staff compared ex-
K. will be stamped out as of this date. True, i ns have a right periences face to fin 1osr.s had given cause for summary ex.
to honest differences of opinion; they do noqtve the right to pulsion by the timt he 1980 election-campaign began. His
knowingly spread malicious and damaging falsehoods. Since the .- .... removal from the NEC would have been moved immediately by
conditions have been more than fully established that any per. q the Chairman back during the Spring of 1974 if the whole truth
son of the indicated categories repeating the indicated about the OTS operations had been fully disclosed by members
falsehoods is knowingly lying maliciously, there is not the of the security staff ordered to conduct a KGB-style brain-
slightest color of injustice in the simple, clean source of hygenic washing operation against the NEC and others at OTS.
action prescribed. Over the course of the period of his conscious treachery,

Additional Facts To Be Made Known Kostas concentrated on attempting to destroy certain persons,
or at least to isolate and discredit them with aid of lies, while at

As Uwe H. restated his own information on this matter dur- the same time constructing a network, predominanty of
ing a recent NEC meeting, Kostas K. had been engaged in con- women, in the legal, financial, and entities' staffs in New York
structing a network within the organization, as an integral part City. This was supplemented by a special operation of
of his wrecking-operation, manipulative lying and related measures against the Detroit

There are two general phases to this problem. One phase repon.
covers the period from Kostas' return from Germany, up to the This attempt to build a "KGB-network apparat" of women is
beginning of his overt treachery. The second phase, of more im. an aspect of the process reflecting an infantile-oedipal side of
mediate practical concern, 'dates from no longer than the sum- this personality, the same flaw which triggered paranoid-
mer of 1978. and it is strongly indicated that it dates from as ear- schizophrenic mental degeneration under the increasing stress
ly as October or November 1977. %hich Kostas' treachery inflicted upcn him. It has been subse-

quentl. determined that Costas' degree of apparent illness lastThroughout the earlier period, Kostas had to be caught up early summer was highly exaggerated. The most alarming syrup-

short for his lapse into the KGB organizational methods (in ton was ot f t aea suppor t as in san

which he had been trained earlier). The hideous ego-stripping ton was not found to have any supporting basis in illness and
orgyconuve atthe197 loal metig a Ne Yok Uivesi-was reported to have been voluntary-e.g., psycho-somatic.

orgy conducted at the 1973 local meeting at New York cniversi- Moreover, his degree of activity from his convalescence, in-
_pyc was only the discovered expression of the evil practices of cluding rage-filled orders to endanger the Chairman's life and
"psychological conditioning" in "l hio h Kostas and others had his curring the newspaper mailings (and then blaming this on

.s.en engaged during the "Mop Up" security period. The oTs Uwe H. aftervards), typify the evil scheming with which he was
school was another case of Kostas' resont to KGB methods of actually occupied, and at a considerable level of activity con-
-attempted "Korean brainwashing." The Chairman and NEC on "
these and other occasions sharply corrected such abuses and sidering the repor put out concerning his reduced condition.

.-. Kostas whenever this sort of evil practice was discovered. Some persons in the networks Kostas was building in legal,
se as done to the organization by security, finance, entities' management, and in a scattered wayAdmittedly, serious inju.r"ya on oteogaiainb around the field, became witting "moles" i.n more or less witting

Ph Kostas's use of such methods, and his effo-t. to induce similar seu'ice f ecame wttn g onolin oe or ar

~.practices by others. This is one of the reasons the EEC ha service of the same acencies controlling the NAG group around
....lprateys te t ion tte asof d body theareason the asEric Lerner controlled by the D.K. Ludwig interests, the New
always tended to functson better a Ks a deberatgve bo than the York Times, and Roy Cohen's clients. Others, unable to face
r NEC. The poisonous effects of Kostas' KGB organizational the wall of psychological pain separating them from recognizing

methods, too often echoed by others, promoted precisely the the form of "Koeanse ra ing to whc they ha
..sort of heteronomic ferment such methods are designed to effect the form of "Korean -sr,le" brainwashing to which they had

whset of h themi oert sbeen subjected, became foolish accomplices of the NAG opera-
when used by the KGB proper. . tion, chiefly because they could not muster the moral strength to

It well known that for reasons not yet precisely determined, face the simple truth which confronted them.
- but probabiy bearing on the early 1974 Lower Saxony campaign

and the confrontation with the Club of Rome at Buchatest later
that year, that the Venetians and their underlings have a special
hatred against Helga. The case of Venetian terrorist-linked Tony
Rissotti is an early example of this. It usually makes no sense in Although the foregoing is merely a small fraction of the whole

the immediate cases this is encountered, except from the stand- picture, it should prce helpful to members---especially those
fmaster's dog. manipulated by Ko.tas' Lies and related KGB organizational

point of the barking of the methods-in becoming self-conscious of the evil experience
It is consistent with that that every phase of Kostas' known ihrough which we have recently lived, and becoming self-

wilful efforts to wreck the organizaion since the summer of conscious, getting on top of the problem, they will more readily
1978 coincided and often even pivoted upon a campaign of free themselves from the psychological wounds inflicted by this
filthy rumors, and otherwise immoral degenerate's attacks evil combination of wre-king and KGB-network building.
against Helga. For example, those persons deemed insufficiently The ultimate points of control of this problem the members
"cold" to Helga on the security staff %ere systematically 'ic- P' t
tir.zed on orders from Kost.s. This do~ener~te wretch's vencrt taircady knowk. It it- Taistock, e, al.. including the circles of
ainste on oer a s fromeKtapl This dinr- e rtch's o endin Noam Chomsky an. Maior Louis S1. Bloomfield, who happen
against Hlga was e-rely the leading-edge cf a corraspondir- to be interiocked i, th- other mat.ers. It is the same crowd
malicious falehood-spreadin2 aga;-s, tie European organizna. %hih ran the "oavarin" operation during 199-1970. It is the
tion gene-allv.

sa1me crs which depiced Mc,:hacl Vae and which created the
What camne out into the open when Kosta.s was confronted by NAG group around Robern Dillon, Anhur Cate, Alice Weitz-

the Chairman in the midst of Kostas' efforts to wreck the Euro- man. Lauren Goldner, an' the operations involhing the famous
pean organization comnplicly, ear!% t ,. October. had ben con. renal inkfrmer, Jose Torres of the ,ell.known Puerto Rican
ducted throuh dupi:ity ver a pcrioJI of more than a year terro-.ist Torreses. It is ,he nest of Fabian horrors based in the
prececling. This has now come out into the open through a University of Chicazo.



NCLC Internal Diseussion vsruwent This past ripsaw the issuance of Andy's and Lyn's joint
statement. Lyls us that we are not to apply any type of per-

Paul Teitelbaum jorative interpretation into his statements. Isn't that a little too
February 1, 1981 much? But I've actually seen people say to my race that "thief

doesn't really mean thief, liar really doesn't mean liar." Nor are
the phrases "immoral chiseller" and "fast talking two-bit

Throughout the recent "discussion," making reference to salesman" perjorative. How can any of you repeat this son of
those few courageous and dignified statements made by in- double talk without feeling very sick?

dividuals unable to swallow the excrement dished out for them And there's so much more. As you well know. When has the
and greedily devoured by the overwhelming majority of the rest enemy ever been handed so many weapons to use against u$ as
of the organization, the letter of resignation submitted by Eric he has through Lyn's memos over the last two months? Massive
Nelson deserves particular attention. The reason for this is that divergence of funds from the campaign into a private business?
Eric correctly locates the most significant problem in a way Among other things. Isn't that just a little more illegal than any
which has not otherwise been explicitly stated, number of scandals that have destroyed political careers and

Specifically, Eric does not address himself to LaRouche. The movements in recent memory? If it were true, and it's not, how
question he asks is whether the NEC, and, by extension, the much would the enemy pay to be able to prove it? Lyn has
membership at large, you, would "find the courage to deal with been telling us for years about how much money the enemy has
the LaRouche problem." That's the right question. invested to that end. Now he seems to be determined to provide

Let's state some facts. Most of us joined the organization for them with a return on their investment. This is sheer insanity.

good reasons. Long before we enshrined the word "reason" as a I've talked to several people who've said that the question of
ja.gon term with a capital "R", we understood the purpose of particular facts and so on and so forth is not the question. The
the organization as being the means to allow for the existence of question, they say, must be posed politically. If there was a
a human race which would deliberately and deliberatively deter. consistent pattern of mismanagement and bad decisions which
mine its own destiny based on the scientific understanding of its reflected a systematic flaw in the thinking of the decision
own self interest. And that this conception included the highest makers, then this must be rooted out.
notions of art, integrity, and intellectual achievement of which Well, that's fine. I believe that serious, mistakes have been
men and women are capable. And most of us put our money made and that mismanagement has occurred. But the above
where our mouth is. For the last six years, eight years, ten years, cited people are wrong. The lies ore the point. The character
and so on.ciepepeaewog htisaetepitThcartr

assassinations ore the point. And most importantly, your
During the course of putting our money where our mouth is, hysterical refusal to see what the evidence adds up to is the

some of us learned that the test of adulthood, the test of per- point. How will you act if someone puts a gun to your head
sonal strength, is the ability to deal with the painful truth, the and demands that you join the pogrom? Do you think that you

ability to find that part of you which forces you to do what you will have integrity when you can't find your courage now? You
should do, as opposed to what you want to do. We've frequent- laugh at Nick's description of the Greek peasant with the high

ly heard, and spoken, the word "ruthlessness." Right now, Lyn IQ. Will you behave like the peasant's peasant father who was
is not piaying with a full deck. It's really very obvious. Can you not a member of any humanis: organization but took a gun

. face it? and fled to the mountains? Will you act like the woman who
ran dynamite to the resistance, or will you act like the man

Back when this thing started, how many of you heard David who accuses that same woman' of being an agent of the KGB
Goldman accuse Gus of being an embezzler during a National while he rewrites his autobiography to hide- the fact that he

Office briefing? Two weeks or so later, how many of you heard was in a Conscientious Objeor Camp while she was fighting

Lyn say that, not only was it untrue that Gus was an embezzler, the Nazis?

but furthermore, Godman could not have soid it, and anyone

who claimed that the statement had been made was a liar! When Look at your leaders. What a disgusting spectacle. Nick.
Mary said that she was there when Goldman made that par- Disgusting. Nancy, not surprising to me, but still disgusting.
ticuiar statement and had confidence in the ability of her ears to Uwe, watching Bruno burn while he kisses the pope's ring - if

hear and her mind to remember, Lyn switched gears, changed we compare Gus' mother with Gaiileo on a moral scale, where
the subject. and told us that money diverted into Computron do we put Uwe? One must point out that Galileo, at least, was

%as not really the issue, that Gus had single-handedly destroyed in peril of his life. Paul Goldstein. Jeff and Michele Steinberg,
the entire national organization, that Andy cold own five per- people who maintain their silence while Gus is accused of strip.

cent of a computer selling for S14,000 and make S7,000 per unit, ping Lyn's security and failing to counterpunch against Roy
that Lyn invented the software business in general and on-line Cohn, what a bunch of swine. And the rest. At the same time,
validation in particular, and much more. Ho%% many times did since %e are all entitled to play by the same rules, let me take
the same thing happen during the course of this one meeting? the opportunity to assure you that the abce statements are for
Do you think that Goldman developed the ";mbez Jer" for- informational purposes oniy and are not to be misinterpreted
mulaticn hirmse!lf Where the hell do you think he go, it? as being perjoratio ag3inst individuals.

Then there's the famous one and one half million Jevs. Read
the god.damrned article. New Soidari.v,. August 22, 1978; I'll be Las: 5.turcv. sc-:ne '2e A ho shou,, kr,,, bettr told me that
glad to furimsh copies. There's nothing in there about Schacht or he knew Gus %h_- insane b-cuo.e Gus nadc a statemen: to the
Speer or the usciess eaters poiiv versus another policy. It simp- effec, t1hat the organization vas, at this moment, fascist. He
ly, baldly, states that the Nazis only killd on, and a half million weni on to say that Gus %as not. in fact., insane at the point that
Jews. Furthermore. N ou, as a lov'.a member, are ordered to con- LN, nsisteniy an, rezatcdi:. denounced Gus as such to the
sider me. and treat me, as a cons:ious agent of Roy Cohn merely mmbership, and that it was Lyr's ve. a:::'v i y which drove
for pointing this out. Doesn't that bother you? It's not such a Gus insane! The a.:onisin conclusion 'khizh he reached from
big deal for a person to retra.t an irresponsible statement. Con- this is that, hen consrdern( ur, a particular statement

sider the enormity of Lyn being unable to do even to do even reported to him b. third pary'as sufficient for him to con-

this. elude that Gus had gone o~er the deep end. When considering



Lyn, who has just been charged with falsely accusing his closest ( which variously insult and threaten the field orpnization,
collaborator of ten years of insanity and thereby causing this to reflects Lyn's realization that many members are not swallowing
occur, one discards all such vulgar predicates. One defends these enormities but are instead silently and sullenly Soing
Lyn's most recent statements with no reference to the way in through their day to day mncqons.
which these statements contradict Lyn's previous statements.
One's duty i to Inore all of the evidence which points to Lyn's Three evenings ago I had a discussion with a longs-time friend
unbalanced state 9f mind, despite the fact that many, many peo. and coleage of mine who, like many of you, has kept his
ple know that the evidence I've alluded to is merely the tip of the mouth shut during the current period. This person told me. as I
iceberg. had so often in the past told myself, that the briefing and Lyn's

contributions in particular are often looney, and that it isOne last comment. Some time ago, Lyn returned from an ex- necessary to tune out the discordant notes in order to appreciate
tended stay in Europe and gave a public presentation in New the harmony of the music. This same person had attended a
York. Some of our German members were present. At the end public briefing given by the NEC the night before during which
of the speech, the claque initiated the chant of "Lah' Rouche, Uwe Friesecke had told us the one about "What's the difference
Lah' Rouche, Lh' Rouche, Lah' Rouche..." My reaction at between Kostas and Judas? - Judas didn't spend the money."
this and all subsequent occasions is difficult to describe. Suffice When asked how he felt about this the fellow admitted that "it
it to say that one's hair really does stand up on one's neck. turned my stomach." So why didn't he say
We're all guilty of a disservice to the human race, and to Lyn in anything? Why didn't he protest? Well, "the aversive climate in
particular, for playing "hear no evil, see no evil, speak no evil" the organization makes it impossible for me to speak up." Un-
with this. We all bear responsibility for Lyn's slide into SuuS,. pf course. I and others have not found it "impossible" to
megalomania, repeatedly publicly and privately confront Lyn on his lies. What

this person really meant to say is, "the aversive climate in theIn summation: I de-mand that Lyndon LaRouche be suspend- organization makes is impossible for me so speak up without

ed from an policy and decision making functions in the saizacin t a es a sentmeta ear op the
-organization, for his own good and for the good of the human sacrifiing the warm feelings and sentimental remrids of the

race I emad tht or ohemie gfte peole indthefrothing dogs and cringing jackals who presenty comprise the
race. I demand that our othha e ise gifted people find the leadership of the ICLC." When asked what he thought might
likelybrate tha they hacuet misplace. cofiscated ryourealze thappen if a hundred people like him suddenly found the courage
likely fate of this document is to be confiscated by our zealous to speak up, he replied that this would destroy the organization!
Security officurs while the few copies that slip through provoke Isn't that unbelievable? The organiza:ion can only survive based
some contemptuous giggling in the National Office, as was the on a conspiracy to maintain immoral silence by all members

.ase of the eloquent statement written by Gus. If you act in this who have even a moderate sense of decency? And by default, to
fashion, if you betray this trust, then the characterization of the leave everything we have fought for in the hands of the variously
organization as fascist will become irrevocable, wish all that you wild-eyed, wide-eyed, and shifty-eyed peopie who have commit-
know that this i-npies, ted themselves to the cult of LaRouche's infallibility? For those

Postscript. Febmruy 11, 1981 of you whose "stomachs turn," you'd better realize that a
o1massive public outpouring of protests and/or resignations is the

last chance that you'll have to even try to deliver a shock to br-

After having decided to postpone publication of this docu- ing the organization to its senses.
ment, today's Internal Memo calling for the institution of the I hereby formally resign my membership in the National'New Inquisition has made the question of whether or not I Caucus of Labor Committees and disassociate myself from all
choose to resign a moot point. It should be obvious that this organizations under the control or influence of Lyndon
h"iysterical piece, which follows logically from the earlier pieces LaRouche.



Open LettertotheNCLCO bershi Further, *uche pursued a policy of capriciousbrinksmanshiptainst certain leaders in the entities, further

February 14, 1981 lowering productivity and making even more precarious thesurvival of the entire collection of entities. (Has the member-
ship considered the practical repurcussions of a failure of one

I am writing this letter to the NCLC membership in response of these entities? We can only assume that Mr. LaRouche
to the actions of my friends, some of whom have resigned, knew of these practical considerations, which makes the
some who have resolved to go through fire and water with "politics" of his tactics untenable).
LaRouche, and some who have resigned themselves to remain To what end was all this grandstanding aimed? First,
with the LC, at least until the next affront to their consciences. LaRouche had to force Andy and Gus to reply to hib charges,

The flurry of memos from LaRouche since mid-December, since the membership would - on the whole - agree with
the subsequent letters of resignation and the consequent LaRouche's charges with few reservations once either or both
,security" memoranda issued in reply to the resignations, rose to "defend themselves against Lyn." LaRouche may alsohave raised questions somewhat larger than the specific have been counting on their reluctance to defend themselveshaesandnde raised questiossomehat largsmersc .with facts which would damage both the Chairman and the en-

chares and slanders raised at various members. tire organization: this would be the mark of someone who has

Theoretically, the cadre participates in the selection of the placed himself "beyond." The fact that hysteria-induced at.
organization's leadership - i.e., those political and ad. tacks on Gus escalated to the'point of practically threatening
ministrative executives who are, hopefully, most qualified to his life, and that then and only then did Gus say anything
initiate and develop the new strategies required as the publicly, should give the membership some food for thought
organization achieves- or fails to achieve - its goals. In prac- in an otherwise-starved period.
tical terms, the selection of leadership necessarily involves The second, and ultimate aim of the campaign involved
trust. it is not faith (the belief in someone or something ir-
respective of or despite knowledge) but trust- rational belief playing down the NEC as helpless given Gus and the cir-
based in knowledge - which is the basis of the cadre's implicit there is no: only one Lyn, but only one truly competent
or explicit mandate to political and intellectual leadership. leader-period. B giving the NECan ou'. for the recet past,

Developments folloing the elaboration of the "elites" and by announcing "trials and purges" of anyone who doubts
. organizing perspective have placed a heavy burden on the that Gus poisoned Alexander the Great, LaRouche has one.

membership's trust in its leadership, and necessarily so: the upped George Orwell in showing how to close ranks at the top
membership is often necessarily distanced from certain to carry on as usual.
negotiations and decisions made on its behalf. Each member must examine the current political situation,

it is in this context that the membership should review the the present political direction of the organization, 'the
present situation. Whether or not initiated by LaRouche, and "ecumenical" nature of certain Sunbelt ventures formed
whether or not known to LaRouche, primitive accumulation rien iy, an the psychological c'mate emerging in the
against the membership and infrastructure was carried out organ -a-U- r.
over a protracted period. Members most directly affected The handling of "security" is an efficient "crucial experi.,, worked in intolerable conditions. and continued to do sobecaue w ore i e iolral cndi"obectios a ontinud o de s - ment" in assessing LaRouche's motives. If the current "scan.because of the political and "objective" portrayal of the situa-da"asdhteiislerudtoicuagpltclan
tion. .- dal"-based hysteria is later used to discourage political and

strategic discussion within the membership, how will proper

One would expect of a responsible leader a careful evalua- intelligence (for example) ever be gathered, let alone acted on?
tion of the scope and de:ais of the situation once learned of, If the membership has lost the right to question or recall an
and the %ritten dissemination'of only that information suffi- executive, on what bss does the organization operate? What
cient to"get back on the track." Instead, LaRouche, upon kind of humanism can be cited to support the present situation
learnin; of the economic holocaust ostensibly for the first (no of uas appp re?
time, launched a cynical campaign to "blow the scandal." (no Borgias need apply)?
placing the organization and a significant number of members If the criteria for continued membership ceases to be trust
in political and legal jeopardy. The sheer amount Of crap plac. (and how can the knowledge required for trust be obtained
ed in %riting - includir-g the "moral opinion of the majority" without free discussion?) and becomesfealtv, what will emerge
posturing - reflects a complete abandonment of prudence, and that is distinguishable from Scientology or the Sicilian family
a de facto breach of trut as Chairman. business?

D. Phillips

(signed)
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- Jews quit LaRouche cult
Anti-Semitic 'ashtray joke' and denial of Holocaust cited .

By DENNIS KING I M FIIWT

a After years of blind loyalty to the anti-Semitic politics of of which Typaldos was the president, Kalimtgis the "foun-
tho National Caucus of Labor Committees (NCLC), Jewish der," and Kalimtgis' wife the office manager.
cult-followers of NCLC chairman Lyndon LaRouche are LaRouche disagreed with the salvage scheme, and several
beginning to see the light. clashes took place, resulting in the suspension of Kalimtgis

Recent discussion documents and letters of resignation by from his longtime post as NCLC chief of staff. .'
several Jewish members (Jews comprise about 20 percent of Infolmed sources say that about 20 Jewish and non-Jewish
the organization) reveal a deep anger over LaRouche's bigotry NCLC members came forward to support Kalimtgis and -

-" ' and his authoritarian methods of leadership. Typaldos after LaRouche produced a series of memos ac-
The authors of these documents have not yet broken fully cusing the Greeks of financial dishonesty and ideological .' 'Si- with the LaRouche world view. They continue to call laxness... . unde

i themselves "humanists" (in the LaRouchian sense), and they The anti-Semitism issue surfaced in mid-January when -" make
still regard the outside world as "the enemy." NCLC put out a news release, "LaRouche Reaffirms-'.5 - Ol WI

N h 's Millions' Analysis," which underscored and refined a. ;.&ThlS
Nevertheless, their documents are a strong critique of the previous well-known LaRouche statement that only- 1.5 "trea

tactics and goals of LaRouche, who launched NCLC as a far- million "Je*s had been killed by the Nazis in World War Two. New
lend organization in 197 and gradually led it to the opposite The earlier statement had been contained in an NCLC article SUs

dof the political spectrum, where it linked up with similar to the propaganda'of the Li6erty Lobby, a far-right
traditional anti-Semitic, neo-Nazi and Klan fanatics, organization led.by LaRouche ally Willis Carlo. (The Liberty CEN1

The current unrest inside NCLC has its origins in a dispute
over money between LaRouche and two of his top aides. Zionists to gain world sympathy.) " hmedit

i Konstandinos Kalimtgis and AndreasTypaldos. LaRouche's latest version of the 1.5 million thesis was -luxuri
As described in last week's Our Town, Kalimtgis and relatively mild compared to many of his previous statements . I !',cce

Typaldos wanted to use NCLC funds to prop up an ailing on the Jewish question, but it came at a critical moment for
party business front. Computron Technologies Corporation, members of the pro-Kalimtgis faction and apparently was the

confinued on page 14

*DeWitt fined $7 000
BY DARCY FEINGOLD

At an administrative hearing of the New York State Dept. Health Dept., there are no laws governing constant Code Fm
of Health on Apr. 1, the DeWitt Nursing Home, located on violators. Health Dept. attorney Shearer corroborated this
East 79th Street between Second and Third Avenues, agreed fact and added, "For instance, in this case under the law we N
to pay a S7,000 fine for its violations of the Public Health had to limit our investigation to only the 53."
Law and the State Hospital Code. In return, the State has In the case of DeWitt, several of the 53 violations are not WE
granted the Home a provider allowing it to operate for new situations. In a survey done in October, 1979, several PR
another year. instances of- poor drug administration were found as well as 4.

Both conditions are provisions of an agreement between the inadequate storage of food and occasional patient neglect. At
State and DeWitt in response to the Statement of Charges and that time, plans of correction were made by Lichtman for all
Notice of Hearing that was issued to Dr. A. Lee Lichtman, the deficiencies and declared acceptable pending investigation.

ome's owner, operator and administrator. earl- thi year One year and two months later. some of these conditions were s&,

Htii

! q F,



1-04O7 'L 0UCHE 'ontinuedifrom pagej 3 . lacate LaRouche. - -A

fina staw fr sme.For instance, Kalimtgis said in a letter to LaRouce (Ian. fTwo of the dissidents, Donald and Alice Roh, immediately 26): "i wish to reassure you and others that Iwould never
Tdegrade myself by allowing myself to become the Instrument-

)SY [D dashed off a letter announcing their resignation from NCLC: of enemy efforts to demoralize or destroy the membershib, of
"The memos of Lyndon H. LaRouche," they wrote, "are a the organization which I spent so many years in building."' .- "

hideous, moral abomination ... It was bad enough that Kalimtgis then praised the NCLC chairman's alleged
LaRouche should echo the words of a known Nazi sym- theoretical achievements, saying'. "These accomplishments
pathizer, Willis Carto, cynically dismissing the true horror of are hot subject to opinion or to rejection on my part due to
the Nazi holocaust with the argument that 'only' one and a -
half million Jews died. Much, much worse is the fact that .others, be they misguidedindividuals 'or agentsI, choose to* * LaRouche was too small a person to admit his mistake and ' o und' y psoIe that ow a e me t -MODELc thtdmgn ttmnbtisedsuh owlo rally around' my' person, I hope that you will spare me th*
retract that damaging statement, but instead sought to wallow humiliation of ascribing to me the responsibility for such an

bANS in its reaffirmation. That reaffirmation was the sign of a mind occurrence." - .. - :,- -.' ' ~w hich has becom e dangerously ill .. .. . . .wh hats ecomloe dgusly ill... Computron chief Typaldos was even more conciliatory to' :
LaouANeThe Roths followed up with a more detailed letter analyzingupon

V the relationship between bigotry and brainwashing in NCLC. him. In tate January, Typaldos and LaRouche both signed a
! The letter cited, as a prime case, how NCLC members are "Memorandum of Agreement" which stated that Typaldos

subjected to sick 'Jewish' and other 'ethnic jokes'." "deplores the use of misguided defenses of his character and
(Example given: "How many Jews can you fit into a his actions to fashion attacks against the organization
Volkswagen?" "One hundred. Four on the seats and ninety-. [NCLCI that he supports and continuies to belong to.'!,- ........

l e? six in the ashtray.") aoch'usofuhjke"as Informed sources say that, two months later, Kalimtgis and -According to the Roths, LaRouche's use of such jokes "has Typaldos continue to avoid attacking LaRouche. And thebeen an important tool for psychological manipulation of the other dissidents continue to honor the wishes of the twomembership." The jokes. the Roths charged, help to generate Greeks by not going public (outside NCLC circles) with their
Student self-hate among Jewish party members, as part of a process important revelations about the inner life of the LaRouche -by which members are psychologically "bludgeoned" into cult. 0 0

rejecting their parents and their previous values. Eenter The entire process had resulted in a "moral EAST 53RD ST@ continuedfrom page).,'-
anaesthetization," the Roths recalled, so that NCLC mem- for prostitution on the premises of an establishment have beenit -at bers became "capable of taking political actions which made, the Public Morals Division can then bringcivil action
violated their most basic sense of morality." against the establishment. Ds. can the -c a
, The resignation of the Roths from NCLC was followed by In the first pan of February, two arrests were made- in
that of Computron executive Paul Teitelbaum (among Cowboys and Cowgirls, a bar at 244 E. 53rd St. The bar was
others). Ten days before resigning, Teitelbaum wrote an then closed for several days, and after alterations, reopened
"NCLC Internal Discussion Document" which gives a vivid under a new name. The East Five Three. The bar is still
picture of the totalitarian atmosphere inside the party. -. catering to maie prostitutes, Officer McGregor said.- "

"Some time ago," Teitelbaum recalled, "(LaRouche) Civil action charges against Cowboys and Cowgirls will bi.
RCONDITIONED returned from an extended stay in Europe and gave a public heard in court in two weeks. If the judge finds sufficient
VILLE presentation in New York. Some of our German members evidcaice, he then can decide to close the establishment Or towere present. At the end of the speech, the claque initiated the let it remain open under restrictions. In addition, if illegal
AARKET chant of 'Lah'Rouche, Lah'Rouche, Lah'Rouche, action is proven, the New York State Liquor Authority can

Lah'Rouche ... ' My reaction at this and all subsequent revoke the liquor license. Dallas, a bar across the'street fromoccasions is difficult to describe. Suffice it to say that one's The East Five Three, is also under investigation. -ATURDAY hair really does stand up on one's neck.. "The area has been cleaned up," said McGregor, "'but
M-5 PM Teitelbaum concluded with a demand that LaRouche "be (prostitutes) just move to other areas." When the extra police
;t 74th St. suspended from all policy and decision making functions in officers are removed, they will come back, he added. - ..the organization, for his own good and for the good of the Arrest is not a deterrent because of the inefficiency of theervations human race." If the NCLC membership should fail to im- criminal justice system, according to Sgt. Shields. A 13 yearation Call plement this demand. Teitelbaum said, "then the charac- old male prostitute he arrested as released without bail and
5235 terTzation of the organization as fascist will .become went to Massachusetts before his trial took place, Shields

irrevocable, with all that you know that this implies." said.
The forthright statements of the above and other "Although the conviction rate is extremely high for

dissidents contrasted sharply with the vacillating tactics of the prostitution." Shields explained. "the court lets them go.
nominal leaders of the dissidents, Kalimtgis and Typaldos. They plead guilty and get a sentence of time served. They're

\etief Services' Sources close to Computron say the two Greeks urged their out there the next night."
on WPIX-TV supporters not to go public against LaRouche, because it But the ultimate responsibility belongs to the public, he
PM to 2 AM. might upset attempts at a reconciliation and also jeopardize said. "If we could do away with (prostituion, we would,"
ict June Carter the Chapter I reorganization of Computron. Shields continued. "We have put a dent in it, but we haven't
additional in- In addition, NCLC documents show clearly that Kalimgtis controlled it to the extent we want. Lots of people want the

and Typaldos have not really broken with NCLC's political services of male prostitutes."
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lb. 2n Street V ofer I'm r s um t o lla
PublIc speaks on Rupper plansd

SConcers are nous; Bd. 8 eliminates one of four plans for elderly
By PAUL KELLOGG 

o f site 4B; and the NY City Foundation for Senior Citizens. By far the most clear-cut public rclatiois ca nipaig of the
whose proposal for site 4C would use the same contractor evening was waged by C.I. Mortgage and I ishlinai R, alv and
(Tishman Construction Corp.) and architect (Davis Brody & Construction. A sumber of Speakers pushed the Plan par.

Last Thursday night, at a public hearing held at P.S. 198 Assoc.) as the C.l. Mortgage proposal for site 4B.

concerning the development of the largest remaining site of _ 
~h 

dtepa "p rthe Ruppert Urban Renewal Area, a profusion of speakersfrom. various community groups propounded their ideas ite battles -go on
reading the future of the site. .+.P stal sit ba le onCommunity Board 8, which called the hearing to determine

general community feeling, is presently reviewing plans 

By ROGER W. GlROy

recently submitted by private developers through HPD (the 
-

City's Department. of Housing Pretervation and Develop- 

yRGRW I.O

aently Departe n o ing deersatou a Pd te 
Alleging collusion and misuse of federal funds, aboti a

me ant) 

hundred demonstrators last Thursday called for an in-

These plans include eight proposals for housing on site 4. 
vesigaion into the impending sale ol the Murray 111s1

L : '



on ..ee..ressman n caing on the Acting Comptroller
General or the United States to investigate the sale, members
of the Murray Hill Post Office Site Tenants Association urged
that the sale be held up pending an investigation.

The site, bounded by Lexington and Third Avenues and
31st and 32 nd Streets, has been an arena in which the various
forces and influences affecting land use in New York City
have jousted since 1963 to achieve their respective goals. A'
winner may finally be emerging from the 18 year old struggle.

On Feb. 23, the United States Postal Service accepted a bid :
on the property of $ 17.111,000 from the Mastic Development
Corporation.

The Postal Service had acquired title to the block in 1963
through eminent domain. Its intention was to build a larger- ,
facility on the site. The program was never carried out. This
was due, at first, to political intervrntion on behalf of the

site ad ommuni resdets picketed the Murray Hill Pow tenants by then Congressman Ed Koch and others. Eligible siOffice asking that the sale of the square-block site be hlled. tenants were eventually covered by the Uniform Relocation
Photo by PUCCI LARUCCI and Assistance Real Property Act of 1970. The Postal Service

continued on page 12

Bankruptcy petition isled.
byComputron.
Software firm's problems spark political

~ ~;.*extremist infighting
1 By DENNIS KING

Computron Technologies Corporation, A multimillion dollar computer software frm
- . " -. linked for many years to the ultrarightist National Caucus of Labor Committees (NCLC),

has filed for reorganization under the Chapet I I provisions of the Bankruptcy Act.In a debtor's petition filed on March 3 in the United States District Court for the Southern
District of New York, Computron lists assets of S2,139,000 anid liabilities of $2,95,000. The
petition seeks protection from creditors while the Manhattan-based corporation, which also

68 from the Long Island city operates in Europe and the Persian Gulf, reorganizes its affairs under court supervision. f
oly s1tru to Madison Squr Computron rose to prominence among New York systems houses in the late 1970s as anm from Apr. I through May result of its cooperation with Wang Laboratories, a rapidly expanding computer hardware

- ~o by AL LAPRESTO firm which does high security work for the U.S. intelligence community, the State Depart- ;Photo y A A ment and leading defense contractors. , - . continued on page 12

fes and prayers for a rapid recovery 2
scretary James Brady, Police Officer ;"
SAgent 77m McCarthy.,' -1 rc 1
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COMPUTRON ----hundreds of thousands of dollars allegedly had been diverted payments and accruals in excess of paymenlat, y 1CO P T O continued from page I 
exes of pawt":aM t

from NCLC into Computron, to prop up the ailing firm. In Costas'and Andy's lying. at.nop.oint was there a nbi pow=m
Thanks in part to referrals from Wang, Computron 'addition, the memos attacked Typaldos as-  a baleful. accrued in favor of Computron in-the balai suc, a flow."IT developed a software vendor business with revenues of over ideological influence on Kalimtgis. u w , an.in fo m ,cbe the-

=0 $5 million per year. As of last fall, Computron claimed in- Our sources say the two Greeks "hunkered down," hoping payments as "interest-fre an fo Copto by the* stallation of over 200 systems for a list of clients which in- the Chairman would relent. But LaRouche's action had sent organization and its vendors.". ,--eluded Mobil Oil, AT&T, Colgate Palmolive, and the In- shock waves through the organization, and friends of Careful reading of ; the aOuiiuentL, o thestitute of International Education. Kalimtgis and Typaldos began to raise questions.! LaRouche/Kalimtgis dispute reveals ta both .act-ion are inThe link between Computron and the NCLC was first LaRouche responded by sharpening his attack, accusing tacit agreement that a large cash flow took place-both wiys
uncovered by Our Town in a Sept. 9, 1979 article. The Kalimtgis of "willful.deceit" and of having his "hand in the over an extended period between NCLC anid Conputron. Thefollowing month, the New York Times noted the connection till."difference between the factions is over w thea, in a frontpage expose of NCLC. Both articles reported The suspended chief of staff could no longer remain silent, from this two-way flow during the past year. -"allegations by NCLC defectors that Computron revenues had In an "Open Letter" to LaRouche, dated Jan. 26, he denied In a sense, it doesn't matter which side is telling the truth,been channelled into the party's political activities, the charges and claimed that, far from using NCLC funds to since either way the results may be devastating to both, :'-Since then, defectors have released a report on NCLC subsidize party-linked businesses, he had actually attempted If LaRouche's version is true, then Computron mut ex-finances estimating that 20 percent of the party's annual to do the opposite: plain in Bankruptcy Court why the so-called interest-freebudget (as of 1979) came from its "business ventures, "You lie." he told LaRouche, "when you charge that I bankers (NCLC and its vendors) were not listed amongprincipally Computron." and that the total amount skimmed chased business ventures and used the organization to that end Computron's creditorsin the March 3 debtor's petition, adfrom Computron was "certainly in excess of $750,000." The when you possess all necessary knowledge of how I repeatedly why the alleged massive loans were not litted among thereport quotes a party leader as saying the amount ranged from tried to sell off future business assets and business ventures to firm's liabilities. In addition, LaRouche himself may have to$5,000 to $10,000 per week. meet our immediate political and security needs." answer to the Federal Election Commission (FEC) about"These funds were directly paid from the Computron Kalimtgis declined, however, to "make a public presen- possible diversion of his Presidential campaign funds (seeaccounts into the (NCLC) accounts, with" money being tation of material that could irrefutably clear me of all your above).recorded as wage payments in Computron tax records," the malicious charges, but would ultimately be used to bring harm If Kalinftgis' version is true, then both Computron andreport says. to many members and to the organization" (he also referred LaRouche may face a FEC investigation into the possibility ofComputron has officially denied any skimming, but the to LaRouche's own possible "legal jeopardy"). illegal and unreported corporate donations to LaRouche'sfirm's Chapter I I petition is rather vague about the current Nevertheless, Kalimtgis left open the option of going public campaign.financial crisis, merely stating that "the debtor incurred at a later date: "Unlike you, Lyn, I do not say to myself thatsubstantial operating losses.. .as a result of expansion and 'even if I were put before ten grand juries I would tell them POSTAL SITE coninuedfrom page Idiversification which proved to be nonprofitable as well as an -that I knew nothing...' You have rejected every appropriate was then responsible for finding suitable, comparable housingte hntrdcn on its o cratinig budget."°  rforum vithin which I could have presented every sensitive for many on site residents.
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%--uws thl' has obtained a deai 

fo-7er sensit
crisis via confidential NC LC internal docum ents a no. . th o NCLC m

terview s~... w ith form e in er a do um nt and inFt4in al y ,NCLC members. Kalimigis was not the only NCLC member to see that Fil.-sc st

LaRouche had opened a can of worn. In a Feb. I "NCLC equipment, the construction of a New York/NeJ

According to the documents, Computron suffered heavy Internal Discussion Document." atop officer of Co C ealn c fcnuin the site uail

sales losses in late 1979 and early 1980 as a result of the Our, complained 
mputro , the 

.

i n t e r n a l ~~~~~ ~ ~ i n c osus i 
o D o u e t "ot- - . t , = _ . _ . m i c e n t e rt i o m a d e . . . . . . s i eu n r t c a l L

Town and New York Times'articles. This roblem 
h o m wao sasnco t ontr et for sal. .

aggravadthe documents say, by an attempt O m 
Yeah siteas p Onhem k for

President Andy Typaldos, backed by NCLC chief of t use mon t s MAssive divetr gc ofyfn s fe vro th pe apign The saeM ast i nut ef rs b he M urray Hill PoI fIe

sir '-I 6 mpanh ? Ma sv d v r e ceo u t neM ~ i Development Cor-,p . _ Post ,.( )f' ": we : ;Stie saleLtast minute efforts by;v . .ut o has OC~ -

Costas 

Salimtgis, 

to expand into nonsofTware produc ahe man 
T s my yt b e com p etion of t e

overseas ventures without obtaining adequate financial a private business? Among other things, Isn't that just a little It is the contention of the Tenant Asio thatco.-

b a c k in g . ta ts A sso c t io n th a tWhen the cash-flow crunch came. Kelimtgis and Tv-ad " more illegal than any number of scandals that have destroyed sion and fraud were involved in the solicitation of bids and dieWhe te as-fowcrnc cael~litgs ndTyalos political careers and movements in recent memory?". award for sale by the US Postal. Service. -They -claim tat,

argued within the party for an all-out effort to save Coi- The writer hastily added that no divergence of campaign fed und wat theena

putron. (The two had founded the firm in 1973. and over the funds had actually taken place. Yet Ireno f am that the sale involved considerable loss-ofcmoney to th

years had added to their staff dozens of highly educated LaRouche had been quite epreviou statements pe. oth te dvelopr-an te xstalpenserofvcethpayer nid
• .v,, , w .n t w rk fo w---.-,,,.i-u 

oenquite explicit a, so . ,, ",;,. 
n~ e le loss of or 'otetx

stntiLy meberwo w eidsre willing-- to wrfowages sub- from NCLtor n -,.. . about massive" payments Payer. Both the develope .... the P,..osta Seric he enie

NCLC mebeswh er wasndrdsn g to or...s,--b- m NCLC to -putron (if not from the official LaRouche any wrongdoing and have expressed a willingness iodave nie

tati maan . ...y. boucw, Jr. was not in-nr 
campaign committee to Computron) during a period which facts investigated. e - a nto -' e

NLC caiman Lyndon in* L9 aoueJr.,-was not en- Overlapped with the campaign and with LaRouche's
ex- At the Mar. 26 demonstration were teans employeft of

thusiastic about the proposed salvage operation. In his eyes; pnitu. of over , in Federal matcing funds tenants, students andpaenafiliated wit two schools
..... .... . .- _--, ,, -uq o iroicaly, T naldt h , ... .... ,€ p st m nthstLana.n.s, 

enttundperets afiliaearwtnts

NCLC's financial situation in 1980 was quite dif fm "Over.the past months," LaRouche wrote in a Jan. located on the rdeners who have a community

that in 1978 (when, he recalled 'ironically, Typaildos hdmemo, "C4omputron 'has ,survived - eas f!msie organic gaden -00 the site. They marched in front of the ex-

re ur e w it a bag of gold from the Persia,,_e o o ut o 'h . . _ _.1. ste an g rd e s wher 

e g ri n G ulf.") In th 
i s 

s u v vet-e e u eio.n orp § c e ari•o h v o m m

rtunedes witaad ofu- .. .go theei ulf the financial assistance from the Labor Committees, both direct t Pt'br,, 42-154 E" ,.. .hin frnoe -

intervening period, NCLC had strengthened its other aid and massive infusions of credit. This amounts to hundr The Sale," ana read, "We Need A Park"

businesses and fundraising operations to where party income of thousands of dollars of direct and indirect aid out of the "USPd Unfair To Taxpayers," "Investigate sy B

was now well in excess of $100,000 per week. In other words, pocket of the organization and has been the only significant 
g

LaRouche no longer needed Computronat least not enough source- directly and indirect, of assistance to cover massive A reprentative of the Ma c Devel. i
to justify diverting major resources away from NCLC's Computron losses..." 

dicated that the company planned to erect "as of right"
political mission. • ...... m o that "Th e ,oa re sentand o f the t e re ct (b t oo"

LaRouclhe then stated in a Jan. 20 memo that "The total residential and commercial buildings on the site, which would

Several clashes took place between LaRouche and payments fromhe e organization and its vendors to Com- not require any exceptions from existing zoning regulation,.

Kalimtgis over Computron and rejated issues during the fall putron over a twelve-month period from November 1979 
,

of 1980. Finally. on Dec. 15, laRouche issued a memoran- onward was just under $1 millions, most conservatively, of
dum suspending Kalimtgis, who had been his closest political which at least a half-million was unjustified. This involves

associate for ten years. from executive duties in the party.

In subsequent memos, LaRouche explained his action bysaying that Kalimtgis had instigated a party policy via which
PUBLIC NOTICE DESIGNER EYEWEAR

TO ALL OCCUPANTS OF STORES, $24 COMPLETE*OFFICES, HOMES, APARTMENTS, 2BROWNSTONES 0---\ftlfeclive immediately. the New York City PoliceDepartment will not respond to those they call thechronic alarn abusers. That means after three falsealarnms, file police will ignore any further alarmsfrom your address. .unless the problem is 

0i F Titpermanently solved.
In today's climate of crime, you must be protected. ifyou need an alarm system.. if your present system 
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Washington office James F..Schoener

1015-15th Street, N.W., Ste. 1240 Counel -
Washington, D.C. 20005 (202) 70-8690

-0

March 27, 1981

Robert Bogin, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1158
MUR 1253
MUR 1236

Dear Mr. Bogin:

I wish to confirm our telephone conversation of March 23,
1981 in regard to the above-entitled matters. We anticipate
that we will be able to give you a written memorandum on the
three MUR's at the conference which we will have on Friday,
March 27, at 11:00 in the morning.

The subpoenas which you intend to issue and to take at
Portland, Oregon on the 27th of April are in the process of
being confirmed. It is my understanding that there will be

00 :21 L .



MILLEU. CANFIELD, PADDOCK AND STONE

Robert Bogin, Esq. -2- March 27, 1981

six depositions taken and that you anticipate that we can
take them all on the 27th and return to Washington on the
28th.

Very truly yours,

ames F. Schoener

JFS :mfb
cc: Ms. Barbara Boyd

NJ



itizens for LaRouche
Box 976, Radio City Station, New York, N.Y. 10019

March 26, 1981

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1158

Gentlemen:

On February 6, 1981, the Commisssion wrote a letter to
Citizens for LaRouche notifying the Committee and Felice Gelman
of a "reason to believe" finding in the above matter and
anndxing the General Counsel's factual and legal analysis.
Through counsel, CFL sought an extension of time in which to
respond to the notification, which was granted, and now responds
to the Commission's finding.

The factual and legal analysis placed before the
Commission by the General Counsel's office seriously misrepresents
the facts of this matter and its history. The notification
itself, in the context of the actual factual and legal history,
raises serious legal questions. For the reasons set forth
below, we urge the Commission to find no probable cause to
believe in this matter, or in the alternative, to mandate the
General Counsel to immediately enter into conciliation on
this matter.

On February 19, 1980, the FEC sent its original notification
letter in this matter. This letter based upon the same matching
funds submission documents which are the subject of the February
6, 1981 notification to Citizens for LaRouche, charged a
Citizens for LaRouche campaign volunteer, Debra Freeman, with
knowing and willful violations of 26 U.S.C. 9042, a criminal
violation of the law, and 2 U.S.C. 441(f). Despite the
legal and constitutional questions raised by charging a volurteer
who submitted no documentation to the Federal Election Commission
with violations of the Act regarding submissions of the campaign
committee, Dr. Freeman responded to the original MUR by suggesting
a meeting with the FEC at her counsel's office in Baltimore to
resolve any questions the Commission might have concerning her
activities as a volunteer for Citizens for LaRouche. Neither
Dr. Freeman or her attorney were contacted by the FEC concerning
a meeting to resolve the matter promptly.

-1-
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MUR 1158
March 26, 1981

On March 27, 1980, Debra Freeman called the General
Counsel's office to inquire about the proposed meeting and also
to inform the Commission that her attorney, Robert Prem was
very ill and suggested that the Commission contact someone
else in Mr. Prem's office about the proposed meeting. Either
Marsha Gentner or Kevin Smith of the General Counsel's office
refused to talk to another attorney from Mr. Prem's office and
stated to Mrs. Freeman that she should get another attorney
or represent herself in this matter and so notify the Commission.
On the same day as the Commission was notified by Mrs. Freeman
that in the opinion of the General Counsel's office, she was
without legal representation due to her attorney's illness,
subpoenas were issued for her bank account and that of her
husband in Baltimore. The General Counsel's office apparently
decided not to pursue these subpoenas.

During April and May of 1980, Mrs. Freeman's new counsel,
Peter Parker attempted on many occasions to set up a meeting
with the General Counsel's office to get a determination on
what he saw, according to his account, as a possible highly
technical violation of the law without any intent involved or
alternatively, depending on what the General Counsel's interpretation

-- of the practice in question was, no violation of the law at all.
The FEC's General Counsel's office repeatedly refused such a
meeting and its inherent approach to conciliation. Instead, on
July 7th, the Commission issued subpoenas to all the money
order contributors in question for their deposition. CFL

ell believes this was done without the Commission's knowledge that
Debra Freeman and her attorney were attempting to resolve the
entire matter informally or through a formal conciliation
agreement. Debra Freeman states that in terms of one of the
money order contributors subject to the original FEC investigation,
Dr. Harold Harrison she contacted him during this period and
informed him of the FEC investigation. He stated to her that
if the FEC ever questioned his contribution he would deny knowing
Citizens for LaRouche and deny giving any money to the campaign
committee.

On August 15, 1980 depositions of Baltimore money order
contributors known to Citizens for LaRouche to be the subject
of deposition notices took place. These persons included Charles
Clark, Ernest Pulsifer, Kevin Salisbury, Nancy Radcliffe, David
Sanders and Debra Freeman. These persons all appeared for
deposition and were fully cooperative with the Commission's
attorneys, despite the fact that what should have been a simple

verification process as to whether or not the contributor gave
the amount and money order in question was utilized to conduct
a fishing expedition on the personal lives and political beliefs
of contributors. Additionally, Attorneys for the Commission
persisted in an endless harangue about handwriting samples from
Mrs. Freeman, presumably to prove some type of forgery charge,
despite the fact that she truthfully answered that she signed

certain money orders believing there was nothing wrong with
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such a practice and,in fact,this practice was required by the
Federal Election Campaign Act and the entire intent of the
statute. Citizens for LaRouche recommends that the Commission
examine these depositions and the conduct of its counsel therein
before making any determination of this matter. Citizens for
LaRouche believes Commissioners familiar with the legislative
intent of the Federal Election Campaign Act and the U.S.
Constitution will find that this process, as we have reconstructed
it from interviews of the persons depositioned, would never
meet the approval of conscientious commissioners.

On August 29, 1980 when Debra Freeman contacted Gore
Brothers reporting service to arrange for copying of the depositions
so that contributors could review them and correct any errors
in the presense of counsel, Gore Brothers Reporting Service
told her, she states, that the depositions could only be signed
individually at Gore Brothers on orders from the FEC's General
Counsel's office. Since this instruction violated the spirit
if not the letter of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the
depositions remain unsigned and uncorrected.

On February 6, 1981 the Commission sent its new notification
letter under MUR 1158, this time naming Citizens for LaRouche
and Felice Gelman as respondents to the same factual items,
now butressed by the General Counsel's office conclusions
concerning the investigation it already conducted with Debra
Freeman as the respondent. There has been no notification to
Debra Freeman as to whether the original charges concerning her
conduct are closed, despite the fact that she did not have the
legal responsibility for submitting documentation to the Commission
in the first place--the Committee did and it was the Committee
which should have been named in this MUR in the first place.
CFL believes the General Counsel's office chose the prior course
in order to directly harass CFL contributors in a legal process
which could and should have been handled by letter and certified
statement and to attempt to make out a case for violations which
could have been readily resolved in the first instance by CFL.
Now with CFL named as respondent to an investigation involving
the same factual matters, it is unclear to us whether the
General Counsel's office intends to expend more time and money
re-investigating the same factual matters already before it in
the hopes of substantiating charges against the Committee. We

find this entire process to be totally dubious from a Constitutional,
due process and procedural standpoint and from the standpoint of
the Commission's own practices and procedures. With this
background taken into account we now address the de minimus factual
situation which has given rise to all of this time and expense.
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In its February 6, 1981 Factual and Legal Analysis the
General Counsel's office states that Ann Taylor and Harold
Harrison have provided the Commission with information
indicating they did not make the contributions submitted by
CFL to the Federal Election Commission.

Citizens for LaRouche has been unable to obtain from
Ann Taylor the verification form it utilized to confirm money
order contributions. Under the normal procedures of the Commission,
the fact that CFL is unable to verify this contribution would
result in the contribution being kicked out of the submission
for matching monies--a situation which your audit staff has
been aware of ever since the original submission of the Ann
Taylor contribution without the verification statement. Under
the General Counsel's offices procedures in this investigation
the only method for CFL and the FEC to resolve this question
would be confrontation between Ann Taylor and the CFL volunteer
who collected her contribution, apparently at a fundraiser, to
determine who is telling the truth regarding the contribution.
Our volunteers state that Ann Taylor definitely did give the
contribution in question.

As regarcb Harold Harrison, a verification statement,
apparently signed by him was submitted to the Commission along
with his cashier's check. As noted before, Dr. Harrison stated
to Mrs. Freeman that he would not become involved in an FEC
investigation and would deny giving money to CFL or knowing
CFL in order to avoid such an investigation. Due to the
contrary nature of the General Counsel's offices findings and
the CFL submission, Dr. Harrison may become involved directly
in an FEC investigation as CFL and the FEC attempt to actually
verify the record of this contribution.

In its analysis, the General Counsel's office then goes
on to state that Charles Clark, Ernest Pulsifer, Kevin Salisbury,
Nancy Radcliffe and David Sanders made contributions in cash to
CFL. CFL in turn failed to refund that portion of the cash
contribution in excess of $100.00, according to the analysis,
and instead purchased money orders with the cash and submitted
the money orders to be matched by the Commission. The legal
analysis goes on to state that the money orders contained an
"apparent" signature of the contributor although Clark, Pulsifer,

Radcliffe, Salisbury and Sanders "did not sign those money orders."

As regards David Sanders, this statement is not even
remotely close to reality. Sanders only contribution under examination

by the Commission exceeding $100.00 was, CFL believes, a Household

Finance check payable to him which was signed over to CFL by

him as a contribution. Thus, it was not a cash transaction of

any sort.



5
MUR 1158
March 26, 1981

In its analysis of the Clark, Pulsifer, Salisbury and
Radcliffe "excess cash" contributions and in the insinuations
drawn from the apparent fact that money orders were not signed
by contributors, the General Counsel's office is engaged in a
most willful distortion of the reality of the situation. CFL
has absolutely no access to the General Counsel's information
challenging the Taylor and Harrison contributions. If it is
similarhowever,to the information upon which the General
Counsel's office challenges these other contributions, it should
be dismissed outright by the Commission.

While CFL is not privy to the testimony of its contributors
in the previous investigation of Dr. Freeman and was specifically
excluded from such information and commenting upon it by the
General Counsel's office, most of the contributors have communicated
in some form what was said. Each contributor verified the

r-11 contribution to Citizens for LaRouche. Each contributor stated
that the contribution came from their own funds. Therefore
there is no question of contributions in the name of another.

Citizens for LaRouche, as opposed to the Analysis, did
not receive these contributions in cash. These contributions
were received by Citizens for LaRouche in the form of money
orders at its New York offices. The money orders were in turn
submitted to the Federal Election Commission for certification
as matching funds. In the course of the threshold submission to
the FEC's audit staff, the audit staff refused to verify unsigned
money orders and money orders not signed by contributors. Pursuant

o.* to CFR 9034.2(c)(2) and the instructions of the Audit Staff, CFL
routinely verified by verification letter all money orders
received which either by its own spot check or by rejection from
the audit staff, did not contain the signature of the contributor.
Thus, except for Ann Taylor, verification letters were submitted
on all of these questioned money order contributions to the Audit
Staff at which point the contributions were certified for matching
funds. At no time did the Audit Staff warn CFL that there was
any serious violation in this procedure--in fact the Audit Staff
certified the contributions for matching funds. The money orders
under examination themselves only contain a space for the name
and address of purchaser and in most cases, no signature space or
requirement.

The testimony in the previous investigation of Dr. Freeman
demonstrates, we believe, that a CFL volunteer was approached
by an individual who had cash and who wished to give more than
$100.00 to Citizens for LaRouche. The volunteer insisted that
CFL could not receive and she could not receive cash contributions
for CFL in excess of $100.00. At that point either a money order
was purchased by the contributor and filled out by the volunteer
or, depending on the exigencies of the situation, a money order
was purchased and filled out for the contributor. These contributions
were subsequently verified via written instrument containing the

signature of the contributor. Thus, the General Counsel's office
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makes criminal mountains and regulatory violations out of the
following analysis of the law:

(a) Under the most technical interpretation of the
Act, it is appropriate for a volunteer to accept only those
money order contributions in which the contributor has previously,
in circumstances totally unknown to the volunteer, purchased a
money order and physically filled it out and hands it to the
volunteer.

(b) CFL is responsible for criminal violations of the
Act because it did not check into the circumstances of each and
every money order contribution with its volunteers before its
submission to insure that it complied with the reading of the
law contained in (a) and because it relied on the practice of
the Commission's own audit staff in telling it how to document
money order contributions for matching funds purposes without
knowledge that the General Counsel's office was interpreting
the statute pursuant to (a) and without knowing that its
volunteers in their good faith efforts to comply with the Act
may have been violating the General Counsel's ruling on the
law pursuant to (a).

The volunteer converted a cash"contribution" to a
money order for purposes of complying with the act either by
telling the contributor to purchase a money order or by arranging
the purchase of a money order with the contributor's funds and
processing it. But at what point here is a contribution a cash
contribution? CFL did not receive funds in cash. The volunteer
did not even ultimately receive funds in cash. Additionally,
every effort was made to substantiate unsigned money orders by
the signature of the contributor.

The total amount of contributions in dispute here is
a little over $2500.00. When the Sanders contribution is
subtracted from this sum as a clear written instrument, the
amount in dispute is a little over $1500.00. The cash contribution
prohibition was established to prevent large sums of cash from
flowing, unaccounted for, into political campaigns. The fact
that a volunteer's good faith efforts to meet every letter of
legal and legislative intent known to the volunteer are now used
to concoct charges against the volunteer and the Committee is
a perversion of the Federal Election Campaign Act.

For all of the foregoing reasons, Citizens for LaRouche
respectfully requests that the Commission find no probable cause
to believe in this matter and close it. In the alternative, the
Commission must mandate conciliation which should have been its
approach at the beginning of this lengthly proceeding.

Sincerely,

e



DATE: March 18, 1981

TO: Federal Election Commission

FROM: Citizens for LaRouche

RE: Appearance of Counsel

Please take notice that Citizens for LaRouche does
hereby designate James F. Schoener of the firm of
Miller, Canfield, Paddock and Stone as its attorney and
counsel for any and all matters, communications, notices,
subpoenas and service of process that your Commission
may have concerning our Committee.

The present address for Mr. Schoener is Suite 1240,
1015-15th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20005, and his
telephone numbers are 789-8690 and 822-9333.

This notice of representation and appearance shall
continue until revoked in writing.

Citizens for LaRouche

Patricia Dolbeare,
Treasurer

9P, :0 I I



DATE: March 18, 1981

TO: Federal Election Commission

FROM: Citizens for LaRouche

RE: Appearance of Counsel

Please take notice that Citizens for LaRouche does
hereby designate James F. Schoener of the firm of
Miller, Canfield, Paddock and Stone as its attorney and
counsel for any and all matters, communications, notices,
subpoenas and service of process that your Commission
may have concerning our Committee.

The present address for Mr. Schoener is Suite 1240,
1015-15th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20005, and his
telephone numbers are 789-8690 and 822-9333.

This notice of representation and appearance shall
continue until revoked in writing.

Citizens for LaRouche

By ____________

Patricia Dolbeare,
Treasurer

9P :0IV LZT"; I'
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JzNKxs, NYSTROM & STERLACCI, P. C.
MERLE R, JENKINS* 2033 M STREET, N.W. OF COUNSEL

DENNIS H NYSTROM*
MICHAEL A. STERLACCI

'  
WASHINGTON,O C 0038 JOHN B. CONAN

JAMES F, SCHOENER*
STEPHEN J. HITCHCOCK (202) 293-2505
CHRIS M. PARFITT MICHIGAN OFFICE

GARY J. NYSTROM 15009 WEST TWELVE MILE ROAD

CHARLES M. LOWTHER SOUTHFIELD, MICHIGAN 48076

MICHAEL A. MURPHY*
' "  (313) S-2826

JAMES M. SCHOENER February 25, 1981
GERARD P. PANARO 

+  *ADMITTED IN D.C.

JANIS B. DcGENNARO ADMITTED IN VA.

ROBERT J. DcLUCIA* +ADMITTED IN MD.
RICHARD A. PEARSON*
MICHAEL J. TAUSCHER

Robert Bogin, Esquire
c/o Charles H. Steele, General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W. __. 4!
Washington, D.C. 20463

-O
Re: MUR 1158

, Dear Mr. Bogin: C..,

Your notice dated February 6, 1981 in the above-entitled MUR was

received by my clients on February 13, 1981. It was forwarded to my
office, arriving February 18, 1981. I called you this morning concerning
this matter and protested the fact that your office continues to ignore
the general appearance I have filed in behalf of the respondent, Citizens
for LaRouche, Inc. If a general appearance is of no use to your Commission,
I would appreciate knowing it; I assumed under 11 C.F.R. 111.23 that I
would at least receive a copy of matters addressed to my clients.

Please advise if you will or will not respect my appearance as
counsel in the future!

Very truly yours,

Zw s F. 'Schoener

JFS:djb //7 -
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HAND DELIVERED

Charles Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MURs 1186 and 1158, F.E.C.
audit, and all other 1979-
1980 Citizens for LaRouche,
Inc. activities

Dear Mr. Steele:

For well over a year and one-half, the F.E.C. has been
engaged in unending investigation of the campaign finances of
the Citizens for LaRouche, Inc. As you are well aware, it has
been our consistent position that the investigation has focused

- on de minimis, technical violations. Even more important, it
has been conducted in blatant disregard of the due process

r provisions of the Constitution, as well as the procedural safe-
guards and requirements of the Federal Election Campaign Act
and the Commission's own regulations.

After countless attempts to get the Commission to voluntarily
cease its illegal activities, the Citizens for LaRouche, Inc.
was forced to seek legal redress last October. We obtained an
injunction from Judge Flannery of the United States District
Court for the District of Columbia in the case of Felice M.
Gelman v. F.E.C., Civil Action No. 80-2471. That injunction
prohibited the F.E.C. from conducting any further investigation
of the C.F.L. Committee until the F.E.C. first complied with the
procedures set forth in S437g(a)(2) and 11 C.F.R. Part 111.
This included giving notice to the C.F.L. before issuing subpoenas
to, or otherwise inquiring into contributions by, contributors and
fundraisers for the C.F.L. The F.E.C. did not appeal this order.
Consequently, we assumed that the F.E.C. would cease its illegal
activities and would conduct any further investigations in
accordance with the provisions of Judge Flannery's order.



Charles Steele
Page 2
February 13, 1981

Our trust that the F.E.C. would abide Judge Flannery's order
has been misplaced! Behind our backs, with no notice to the
C.F.L. committee, and in flagrant disregard of Judge Flannery's
order, the F.E.C. has proceeded to issue subpoenas to the same
contributors and fundraisers who were involved in the investigation
that Judge Flannery had ordered halted. Specifically, the F.E.C.
has again issued subpoenas to Sam and Antoinette Kahl, William
Jennings, Robert Musmansky, and John Billows to appear in Portland,
Oregon on February 26, 1981. In addition, a subpoena has been
issued to a Mr. Martin Simon of Los Angeles for the following
day. Undoubtedly, there are other subpoenas that are presently
outstanding, but given the F.E.C.'s continuing failure to give
notice to the C.F.L. and its counsel, we have only learned of the
five (5) subpoenas that we itemize above.

Of course, we could go into court at this stage and have the
subpoenas quashed, and possibly obtain a contempt order against the
F.E.C., and you and Mr. Bogin in particular. The grounds for this
relief were spelled out by Judge Flannery in his order:

"...the defendant Federal Election Commission, its
agents and employees, be and hereby are, permanently
enjoined, from conducting any investigation of,
including contacting by mail or telephone and
issuing: subpoenas to, contributors to and volunteers
for Citizens for LaRouche, Inc., unless plaintiffs
are given prior notice of such investigatory actions,
including, but not limited to detailed description
of the factual allegations and staff report, as
required under 11 C.F.R. Part 111."

Neither, we as counsel, nor anyone at the C.F.L. has received
the notice that Judge Flannery's order mandates.

In consultation with our client, we are willing to postpone
another trip to court in a desire to conclude these matters. It
is simply hightime that this fruitless fishing expedition by the
F.E.C. come to an end. From what we have been able to discern,
the total amount of contributions that have been scrutinized in
all of these investigations and audits has never exceeded even
$1,000.00. Yet in dogged pursuit of this minimal amount, the
F.E.C. has easily expended ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00) and
is on the verge of spending thousands more by flying at least two
of its ace attorneys out to the West Coast to ask questions of the
harassed contributors. While it is unconscionable that the F.E.C.
would so recklessly consume and waste the public treasury on this
idiotic search, the real tragedy of this entire affair has been
the immense costs that the C.F.L. has been put through. C.F.L.
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has had to respond to each of these attacks by the F.E.C. and has
seen thousands of dollars of its contributors' funds consumed in
legal and accounting costs and related expenses.

Let us call a halt to this farce! Accordingly, we propose
that the F.E.C. and the C.F.L. enter into conciliation negotiations,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C S437g(a) (4) (A) (i), immediately. As a first step,
the F.E.C. would withdraw the subpoenas that it has issued to the
five (5) persons listed above (as well as any other subpoenas
that may be outstanding and relating to the C.F.L. and its contributors
and fundraisers). In return, the C.F.L. will refrain from going
into court to obtain a contempt order against the F.E.C. from Judge
Flannery.

The conciliation negotiations, and eventual agreement, must
encompass all matters relating to the 1979-1980 activities of the

" Citizens for LaRouche, Inc. Anything less would do an injustice to
everyone. We must finally resolve the various allegations which
the F.E.C. has been raising. To try and do so on a piecemeal basis
would simply generate more of the unending litigation which is
consuming the resources of both the F.E.C. and the C.F.L. at a time
when both parties are facing pressures to cut costs.

Consequently, counsel for C.F.L. requests that, by the end of
business on Thursday, February 19, 1981, the F.E.C. inform the
Committee, via the undersigned counsel, that it has withdrawn the
subpoenas discussed above, and is willing to enter into conciliation
negotiations. Otherwise, the F.E.C. can be assured that on Friday,

- February 20, 1981, the C.F.L. will bring this matter before Judge
Flannery and request that the F.E.C. be held in contempt of court
and that the appropriate civil sanctions be imposed. In addition,
the C.F.L. will take whatever further legal actions are necessary
to prevent the undeniably illegal depositions.

We eagerly await your response.

Very truly yours,

/James F. Schoener

JFS:djb .

cc: Chairman John McGarry
Commissioner Frank Reiche
Commissioner Joan Aikens
Commissioner Thomas Harris
Commissioner Robert 0. Tiernan
Commissioner Vernon Thomson
Mr. Robert Bogin
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. \ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

February 6, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Felice M. Gelman, Treasurer
Citizens for LaRouche
Post Office Box 976
Radio City Station
New York, New York 10019

C,
Re: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Gelman:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election
Commission in the normal course of its supervisory responsi-
bilities has found reason to believe that your committee
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A summary of the possible
violations is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against your committee
in connection with this matter. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
analysis of this matter within ten days of receipt of this letter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In absence of any information which demonstrates that no
further action should be taken against your committee, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred, and proceed with formal conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
informal conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe, if you so desire.

9,4
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Letter to Felice M. Gelman
Page Two

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact Robert Bogin, the attorney assigned to this matter at
(202) 523-4000. Thank you for your cooperation.

ONWARREN cAR
Chairman

cc: Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures

2~ A
4 . I
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Felice M. Gelman, Treasurer
Citizens for LaRouche
Post Office Pox 976

-, Radio City Station
New York, New York 10019

Re: MUR 1158Dear Ms. Gelman:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal ElectionCommission in the normal course of its supe visory responsi-biiities hlas found reason to believe that your committeeviolated certain sections of the Federal Election CampaignAct of 1971, as amended (the Act"). A summary of the possible- violations is enclosed.
C Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in

writing that no action should be taken against Your committeein connection with this matter. Please submit any factual or
.cLeqal materials which you believe are relevant to the CorM'issiontsanalysis of this natter within ten days of receipt of this letter.
riihere appropriate

' statements should be submitted under oath.
In absence of any information which demonstrates that no

further action should be taken against your committee, theCorimission may find probable cause to believe that a violationhas occurred, and proceed with fortial conciliation. Of course,this does not preclude the settlement of this matter throughinfornal conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause tobeiieve, if you so desire.



Letter to Felice Me Gelman
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This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437q(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the nam-e, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact Robert Bogin, the attorney assigned to this matter at
(202) 523-4000. Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

cc: Lyndon 1!. LaRouche, Jr.

1'ric los ure s

Summary ot possible Violations
Procedures

Prepared by Robert I. Bogin:ano 1/13/81 3 i3
Cleared by



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE 'ebirj-'6', i'9.81' MUR NO. 1158
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

RESPONDENT C'itizens for LaRouche .... Rbbert Bog'1'(202) 523-4000

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

This matter was generated from a referral by the Audit
Division of matters noted during its review of the third
matching fund submission for presidential primary matching
funds made by Citizens for LaRouche (CFL).

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

As a result of a referral from the audit division of matters
noted during its review of CFL's third matching fund submission,
the Commission has information that contributions submitted by
CFL for matching funds purportedly made by Ann Taylor and Harold
Harrison were not made by these individuals. In addition, Charles
Clark, Ernest Pulsifer, Kevin Salisbury, Nancy Radcliffe and
David Sanders made contributions to CFL in cash, and except for
Mr. Clark, these contributions exceeded $100. The CFL, through
its agents, failed to refund that portion of the cash contribution
in excess of $100. Furthermore, CFL purchased money orders with
the cash and submitted the money orders to the Commission to
be matched. The money orders effecting these cash contributions
contained an apparent signature of the contributor. However,
the Commission has information that Clark, Pulsifer, Radcliffe,
Salisbury and Sanders did not sign those money orders submitted
to the Commission to be matched.

2 U.S.C. S 441f states:

No person shall make a contribution in the name
of another person or knowingly permit his name
to be used to effect such a contribution, and
no person shall knowingly accept a contribution
made by one person in the name of another.

2 U.S.C. S 441g states:

No person shall make contributions of currency
of the United States...to or for the benefit
of any candidate which, in the aggregate, exceeds
$100.

A '. . . . ;
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11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2) states:

A candidate or committee receiving a cash con-
tribution in excess of $100 shall promptly
return the amount over $100 to the contributor.

11 C.F.R. S 9034.3(k) states:

A contribution to a candidate other than one
which meets the requirements of 11 C.F.R.
S 9034.2 is not matchable. Contributions
which are not matchable include contributions
of currency of the United States.

26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) states:

It is unlawful for any person knowingly and
willfully to furnish any false, fictitious

Tor fraudulent evidence books, or information
to the Commission under this chapter, or to
include in any evidence books or information
so furnished any misrepresentation of a material
fact or to falsify or conceal any evidence,

P- books, or information relevant to a certification
by the Commission...

Based on the foregoing analysis, the Federal Election
Commission has found:

r- Reason to believe that Citizens for LaRouche violated
2 U.S.C. SS 441f and 441g, 11 C.F.R. S 110.4 (c)(2) and
26 U.S.C. S 9042(c).

• o / X



January 29, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SUBJECT: UR 1158

Please have the attached General Counsel's Report

distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.

Attachment

PAxayson

cc: Bogin



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

".a O2A-DUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

PROM: MARJORIE W. EM.ONS/MARGARET CHNEYI4L -e 2

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THE COMMISSION
DATE: FEBRUARY 5, 1981

SUBJECT: MUR 1158 - Meorandum to the Commission
dated 2-3-81; Received in OCS 2-3-81, 3:12

The above-named document was circulated to the

t eComymnission on a no-objection basis at 11:00, February 4, 1981.

There were no objections to the errata regarding the

recommendation in the General Counsel's Report in MUR 1158

dated January 29, 1981.



February 3, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W., Emmons

FROMS Elissa T. Garr

SUBJECT: MUR 1158

Please have the attached Memo to the Commission

distributed to the Commission on a hour .&&&y gasis.

Thank you.

Attachment

pakayson

cc: Bogin
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

February 3, 1981

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele///
General Counsel

SUBJECT: Errata - MUR 1158

The recommendation in the General Counsel's Report in
MUR 1158 dated January 29, 1981 should be amended to delete
a proposed finding of reason to believe that Citizens for
LaRouche violated 11 C.F.R. S 9034.4(K). The recommendation
should read as follows:

Find reason to believe that Citizens for
LaRouche violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441f and
441g, 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2) and 26 U.S.C.
S 9042(c).



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 1158

Debra Hanania Freeman )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on February 2,

1981, the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take

the following actions regarding MUR 1158:

1. Find REASON TO BELIEVE that Citizens
for LaRouche violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441f
and 441g, 11 C.F.R. SS 9034.4(k) and
110.4(c)(2) and 26 U.S.C. 59042(c).

2. Notify respondent.

Commissioners Aikens, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson, and

Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 1-29-81, 11:59
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 1-29-81, 4:00



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) All: 59
MUR 1158

Debra Hanania Freeman )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

On February 12, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe

that Debra Hanania Freeman violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C.

S 9042(c)(l)(A) by falsifying contributor information and documen-

tation submitted to the Commission for matching fund payments

and by contributing $250 in the name of Dr. Harold Harrison. On

June 24, 1980, the Commission authorized the taking of depositions

of respondent and seven witnesses. The depositions were completed

in August 1980, and all subpoenaed parties were deposed except

Dr. Harrison who answered interrogatories. The transcripts of the

depositions were received in September. Progress on this matter

was delayed pending the lawsuit of Gelman v. FEC, Civil Action

No. 80-2471 (D.D.C. October 24, 1980). However, the lawsuit has

been decided, and this matter can now proceed.

I. Deposition Evidence

A. Debra Hanania Freeman

Respondent testified that she is a volunteer for Citizens for

LaRouche. Her husband is Mid-Atlantic campaign coordinator for

CFL. Respondent was asked to work on the campaign by Felice Gelman,

the treasurer of CFL. As a volunteer, respondent was involved in

the day to day operations of running the CFL campaign in the

Baltimore, Maryland, area. Respondent was active in fundraising
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and very often it was respondent who would mail the fundraising

proceeds and contributions directly to the New York headquarters

of CFL.

Respondent testified that she purchased a cashier's check for

Dr. Harold Harrison using $250 in cash allegedly contributed by

Dr. Harrison. Respondent also admitted that she bought money

orders for Ernest Pulsifer, Edward St. John, David Sanders, Charles

Clark, Nancy Radcliffe and Rustom Ghandi, and may have purchased

money orders for Kevin Salisbury, Steve Warm and Belinda de Gracia.

-_. Respondent further testified that she filled out the contributor

information card which accompanied contributions made by Ann Taylor

and Constantine Philios.

B. Ann A. Taylor

Witness testified that she never contributed to CFL and to

the best of her knowledge has not purchased money orders in the

last couple of years. When shown a money order purportedly signed

by the witness and made payable to CFL, the witness testified that

she did not purchase the money order, that she never saw the money

order before the deposition and that it was not her signature on

the money order. The witness had no explanation how a money order

with her name and address could possibly have been contributed to CFL.

C. Charles Clark

Witness testified that he made small cash contributions to CFL

usually in $5 amounts, and that Steven Warm, Debra Freeman, and

Lawrence Freeman usually received his contributions. Witness further
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testified that he did not purchase, sign or recognize money order

payable to CFL for $70. The witness did sign a document dated

February 21, 1980, which stated that he contributed $70 to CFL.

This document was presented to the witness by Steven Warm.

D. Ernest K. Pulsifer

Witness testified that he made three separate cash contributions

to CFL in the amounts of $100, $40 and $150. This money was given

to Lawrence Freeman. Witness further testified that he did not sign

or purchase money order payable to CFL in the amount of $150.

E. Kevin Salisbury

Witness testified that he gave money to Debby Freeman. Witness

further testified that he did not purchase or sign two money orders

payable to CFL in the amounts of $140 and $450 respectively. It

should be noted that this witness could be characterized as a
hostile witness and was fairly uncooperative. For instance, the

witness repeatedly testified that he could not remember various

matters concerning his contributions to CFL, including whether he

made contributions in cash, the amounts of his contributions and

whether he signed a document stating that he made a $450 contribution.

Nonetheless, he did testify that he did not purchase or sign the

two money orders relevant to this matter.
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F. Nancy Radcliffe

Witness considered herself a volunteer campaign worker for

CFL recruited by Debra and Lawrence Freeman. As a campaign

worker, the witness did some fundraising for CFL. Witness

testified that she made four or five contributions to CFL.

One of these contributions included giving $250 in cash to

Debra Freeman. Witness further testified that Debra Freeman

purchased a money order with this cash which contained witness'

name but not her signature and that Ms. Freeman presented

the witness with a paper to sign evidencing her contribution.

This document was produced at the deposition and was dated

February 28, 1980. Witness also testified that Debra Freeman

was one of several persons in charge of the CFL campaign

in Baltimore and that all contributions collected by the

witness including all cash contributions were turned over to

Ms. Freeman.

G. David Sanders

Witness testified that he endorsed over as a contribution to

CFL a Household Finance check in the amount of $1,009.58 payable to

David Sanders. Documentation accompanying the contribution which

was submitted to the Commission by CFL for matching payments, indi-

cated that the contribution was made by the witness and his wife,

Lenore. However, the name of the witness' wife is Diana Sayoun.

The witness could not explain this inconsistency. The document

accompanying the contribution attributes one-half of the contribution

to his wife. This document was given to him to sign by Debra Freeman.
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In addition, two money orders in the amounts of $25 and $45

were neither purchased nor signed by the witness. Documentation

accompanying the $45 money order was also not signed by the witness.

Witness did testify that he contributed cash to CFL from time to

time.

H. George B. P. Ward, Jr.

Witness is a vice-president of Maryland National Bank, the

bank where respondent maintains both a savings and checking account.

Witness testified with respect to the cashier's check purchased by

Debra Freeman in the name of Harold Harrison. Based on various

documents in the bank's possession including withdrawal slips and

a slip copy of the cashier's check, the witness was able to testify

that Mr. Freeman withdrew $750 from her savings account of which

she used $250 to purchase the cashier's check in issue.

II. Written Questions Under Order by Harold Harrison

In answers to various questions posed by the Commission, Dr.

Harrison asserts that he never contributed to CFL, that he does

not know an individual by the name of Debra Hanania Freeman and

that he did not purchase, or have purchased in his name, a cashier's

check from the Maryland National Bank. The witness further stated

that he was never in contact with anyone he knew to be a represen-

tative of CFL.

III. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. § 44if states:
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No person shall make a contribution in the name
of another person or knowingly permit his name
to be used to effect such a contribution, and
no person shall knowingly accept a contribution
made by one person in the name of another.

2 U.S.C. S 441g states:

No person shall make contributions of currency
of the United States...to or for the benefit
of any candidate which, in the aggregate, exceeds
$100.

11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2) states:

A candidate or committee receiving a cash con-
tribution in excess of $100 shall promptly
return the amount over $100 to the contributor.

11 C.F.R. S 9034.3(k) states:

A contribution to a candidate other than one
which meets the requirements of 11 C.F.R.
S 9034.2 is not matchable. Contributions
which are not matchable include contributions
of currency of the United States.

26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) states:

It is unlawful for any person knowingly and
willfully to furnish any false, fictitious
or fraudulent evidence, books, or information

to the Commission under this chapter, or to
include in any evidence books or information
so furnished any misrepresentation of a material
fact or to falsify or conceal any evidence,
books, or information relevant to a certification

by the Commission...

Based on the evidence on hand, the Commission has reason to

believe that CFL violated all the above-noted statutory provisions.

Testimony by Ann Taylor and Harold Harrison reveals that these

two individuals never made a contribution to CFL. Based on the

testimony of Debra Hanania Freeman, Ms. Freeman purchased the

cashier's check for Dr. Harrison and probably filled out the
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contributor information accompanying Mrs. Taylor's contribution.

At this time, it is unclear who purchased the money order that

effected the purported contribution by Ann Taylor. Nonetheless,

there is reason to believe that CFL, through its agent, knowingly

and willfully falsified information furnished to the Commission

relevant to a Commission certification for matching funds. In

addition, these facts also give rise to a violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441f. Thus, the Commission has reason to believe that the

Committee accepted contributions in the name of Harrison and

Taylor which it knew was made by another.

Testimony by Clark, Pulsifer, Salisbury, Radcliffe and

Sanders reveal that each of these individuals admitted to making

cash contributions to CFL and except for Clark, these contributions

exceeded $100. The Committee, through its agents, failed to refund

the excessive cash contributions in violation of 11 C.F.R. S 110.4

(c)(2). In addition, the Committee purchased money orders with

the cash and submitted the money orders to the Commission for

matching funds. 26 U.S.C. S 9034 and 11 C.F.R. S 9034.3(k) does

not permit cash contributions to be matched. By purchasing

money orders with the cash and then submitting the money orders

as contributions to be matched, the Committee is in effect having

cash contributions matched. Furthermore, the money orders effecting

these cash contributions contained an apparent signature of the

contributor. However, the testimony demonstrates that Clark,

Pulsifer, Radcliffe, Salisbury and Sanders did not sign those

money orders submitted to the Commission to be matched. For all
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these reasons, the Commission has reason to believe that the

Committee, through its agents, violated 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)

by knowingly and willfully furnishing fraudulent information

to the Commission and by misrepresenting material facts relevant

to a certification by the Commission for matching funds. In

addition, the Commission has reason to believe that the Committee

violated 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2) by failing to refund cash

contributions which exceeded, in the aggregate, $100. The

Commission also has reason to believe that the documentation

containing the purported signature of David Sander's wife was

frandulently produced in violation of 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c).

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Find reason to believe that Citizens for LaRouche violated

2 U.S.C. SS 441f and 441g, 11 C.F.R. SS 9034.4(k) and 110.4

(c)(2) and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c).

2. Notify respondent.

Date% Charles N. e e
General Counsel

Attachment:
Letter to Respondent
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Felice M. Gelman, Treasurer
Citizens for LaRouche
Post Office Box 976
Radio City Station
New York, New York 10019

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Gelman:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election
Commission in the normal course of its supervisory responsi-
bilities has found reason to believe that your committee
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A summary of the possible
violations is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against your committee
in connection with this matter. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
analysis of this matter within ten days of receipt of this letter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In absence of any information which demonstrates that no
further action should be taken against your committee, the
Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred, and proceed with formal conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
informal conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe, if you so desire.



Letter to Felice M. Gelman
Page Two

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact Robert Bogin, the attorney assigned to this matter at
(202) 523-4000. Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

cc: Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr.

Enclosures
r Summary of Possible Violations

Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE ... ' MUR NO. 1158
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

RESPONDENT Citizens for LaRouche Robert Bogin (202) 523-4000

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

This matter was generated from a referral by the Audit
Division of matters noted during its review of the third
matching fund submission for presidential primary matching
funds made by Citizens for LaRouche (CFL).

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

As a result of a referral from the audit division of matters
noted during its review of CFL's third matching fund submission,
the Commission has information that contributions submitted by
CFL for matching funds purportedly made by Ann Taylor and Harold
Harrison were not made by these individuals. In addition, Charles
Clark, Ernest Pulsifer, Kevin Salisbury, Nancy Radcliffe and
David Sanders made contributions to CFL in cash, and except for
Mr. Clark, these contributions exceeded $100. The CFL, through
its agents, failed to refund that portion of the cash contribution
in excess of $100. Furthermore, CFL purchased money orders with
the cash and submitted the money orders to the Commission to
be matched. The money orders effecting these cash contributions
contained an apparent signature of the contributor. However,
the Commission has information that Clark, Pulsifer, Radcliffe,
Salisbury and Sanders did not sign those money orders submitted
to the Commission to be matched.

2 U.S.C. S 441f states:

No person shall make a contribution in the name
of another person or knowingly permit his name
to be used to effect such a contribution, and
no person shall knowingly accept a contribution
made by one person in the name of another.

2 U.S.C. S 441g states:

No person shall make contributions of currency
of the United States...to or for the benefit
of any candidate which, in the aggregate, exceeds
$100.
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11 C.F.R. S 1I0.4(c)(2) dtates:

A candidate or committee receiving a cash con-
tribution in excess of $100 shall promptly
return the amount over $100 to the contributor.

11 C.F.R. S 9034.3(k) states:

A contribution to a candidate other than one
which meets the requirements of 11 C.F.R.
S 9034.2 is not matchable. Contributions
which are not matchable include contributions
of currency of the United States.

26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) states:

It is unlawful for any person knowingly and
willfully to furnish any false, fictitious
or fraudulent evidence, books, or information
to the Commission under this chapter, or to
include in any evidence books or information
so furnished any misrepresentation of a material
fact or to falsify or conceal any evidence,
books, or information relevant to a certification
by the Commission...

Based on the foregoing analysis, the Federal Election
Commission has found:

Reason to believe that Citizens for LaRouche violated
2 U.S.C. SS 441f and 441g, 11 C.F.R. SS 9034.4(k) and 110.4
(c)(2) and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c).



-8-

these reasons, the Commission has reason to believe that the

Committee, through its agents, violated 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)

by knowingly and willfully furnishing fraudulent information

to the Commission and by misrepresenting material facts relevant

to a certification by the Commission for matching funds. In

addition, the Commission has reason to believe that the Committee

violated 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2) by failing to refund cash

contributions which exceeded, in the aggregate, $100. The

Commission also has reason to believe that the documentation

containing the purported signature of David Sander's wife was

frandulently produced in violation of 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c).

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Find reason to believe that Citizens for LaRouche violated

2 U.S.C. SS 441f and 441g, 11 C.F.R. SS 9034.4(k) and 110.4

(c)(2) and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c).

2. Notify respondent.

Date Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Attachment:
Letter to Respondent
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis



RECEIPT
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

-_ - OateJ
The Federal Election Commission hja reived $ k in cash! kr the

purchase of the following: -pages @ 54; pages @
10 ; FEC Indexes or Reports; EC micr a

Public R geolds O ftice . .....

Federal EXe ina_Cbmmissio0

Purchaser understands any information copied from reports and statements shall not be
sold or used by any person for the purpose of soliciting contributions or for commercial
purposes, other than using the name and address of any political committee to solicit
contributions from such committee. 2 U. S. C. Section 438
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October 7, 1980

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
Wasliington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Robert Bogin

Re: MUR 1158
Deposition of
Ernest K. Pulsifer

Dear Mr. Bogin:

Please find enclosed my check for
$2.90 to cove- the cost of copying the
captioned deposition.

Thank you for your cooperation in
this matter.

Very truly yours,

Russell DeVoe

D.O ,v



Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street N.W. co C)

Washington, D.C. 20463 -

ATTENTION: Robert Bogin
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

HAND DELIVERED

James F. Schoener
Jenkins, Nystrom and Sterlacci
2033 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Schoener:

This letter will confirm the telephone conversations
you had with Robert Bogin and Hal Ponder on August 28, 1980.
At that time, it was agreed tha the depositions of your
clients originally scheduled for August 26 and 27, 1980,
are rescheduled for September 18 and 19, 1980. The
following schedule is proposed:

Shari Waffle September 18 9:00 a.m.
William Lerch 10:00 a.m.
John Brown 11:00 a.m.
Robert Pierce 12:00 p.m.
Victoria Lacy 2:30 p.m.
Janet Hart " 3:30 p.m.
Robert Hart 4:30 p.m.
Mitchell Hirch September 19 9:00 a.m.
Sander Fredman 1 10:00 a.m.
Elliot Eisenberg " 11:00 a.m.

In addition tthese ten individuals, the Commission
has subpoenaed four other individuals-to appear for deposi-
tions. These individuals are Theresa Seiler, Mel Klenetsky,
Paul Greenberg and Kirby Ashley. During your telephone
conversations, you stated that you would undertake efforts
to notify these four individuals of the Commission's subpoena
and have them appear for deposition. The proposed schedule
for these individuals for the taking of their depositions is
as follows:

Theresa Seiler September 19 12:00 p.m.
Mel Klenetsky " " 2:30 p.m.
Paul Greenberg " " 3:30 p.m.
Kirby Ashley " " 4:30 p.m.



Letter to James F. Schoener
Page Two

The location for the taking of these depositions is
Room 1500, 219 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Irlinois.
Please notify Hal Ponder or Robert Bogin (523-4000) by
September 12, 1980 if your clients do not intend to appear
and testify at the rescheduled time.

General Counsel

I\PI



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

MEMOR-NDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

'FROM: MARJORIE W. EM!ONS/MARGARET CHANEY/-

DATE: OCTOBER 1, 1980

SUBJECT: MUR 1158 - Interim Investigative Report #1,
dated 9-26-.80; Signed 9-29-80; Received
in OCS 9-29-80, 4:57

The above-named document was circulated to the

Cornuission on a no-objection basis at 11:00, September 30, 1980.

There were no objections to the Interim Investigative

Report at the time of the deadline.



September 29, 1980

MEMORANDUJ TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Jane Colgrove

SUBJECT: MUR 1158

Please have the attached InteJtfr Investigative

Report on MUR 1158 distributed oo the Commission on a

24 hour no-objection basis.

Thank you.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COi S lsE "
September 26, 198P * Ir'

In the Matter of ) 8OSEP29 P4: 57
) MUR 1158

Debra Hanania Freeman )

INTERIM INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #1

On February 12, 1980, the Commission found reason to

believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C.

S 9042(c)(1)(A). On June 24, 1980, the Commission authorized

subpoenas to respondent and seven witnesses. This Office has

been successful in taking the depoistion of all the subpoenaed

individuals except in one instance where we have answers to

interrogatories. Copies of the deposition transcripts were

received the first week of September. This Office is in the

process of reviewing the transcripts of the testimony and a

report will be forthcoming in about four weeks

Date ar es N. Stee e
General Counsel



WRI 9 N QUESTIONS UNDER ORDER REC v D

30AUG28 Pi2: 05
TO: Harold E. Harrison, M.D.

T t MUR 1158

In accordance with the attached Order of the Federal Election
Commission issued under the authority of 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) as
part of a lawful investigation being conducted under the authority
of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2), please submit written answers to the
questions below and have an affidavit signed by you, and notarized.

You are required to submit your answers within ten (10) days
of your receipt to these questions.

You are hereby advised of the provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(12) which prohibits anyone from making public any Commission
investigation and provides for a fine up to $5,000 for a violation
of that provision.

Please set forth your answers in the spaces provided below
each question and return this original with an original affidavit
attesting to the truth of the answers; the affidavit must be sworn
and notarized.

For the purposes of these written questions, the term
"cashier's check" refers to a cashier's check issued by Maryland
National Bank, Post Office Box 987, Baltimore, Maryland 21203,
bearing the notation "'n - " near the upper right hand
corner, also bearing the notation "' in the upper right
hand corner, and also bearing the following series of numbers
across the bottom: ' .....

1. State your full name.

la. State your current address.

~~ Al r £

lb. If you have lived a an address other than your current
address set out above, since January I, 1980, state
that address.

S/7 -1-I



Harold E. Harrison, M.D.
Page 2
Writtern Questions Under Order - MUR 1158

2. Does the name HAROLD R. HARRISON, M.D., mean anything
whatsoever to you?

2a. Do you know, or have you ever known, an individual

named Bertha Harrison or F.E. Harrison?

A/c

3. Do you know, or have you ever known an individual

named, variously, Debra Hanania Freeman, Dr. Debra

Hanania, or Debra Hanania?

/V(0

3a. If your answer to 3 above is in the affirmative, did you
ever give her any money?

3b. If your answer to 3a above is in the affirmative,
when, in what amount, in what form, and for what
purpose?

4. State your relationship, if any, with the Citizens
to LaRouche Committee.

4a. Are you in anyway familiar with the Lyndon LaRouche
candidacy for the Democratic Presidential Nomination?

4b. Have you ever been contacted by a representative of
the Citizens for LaRouche Committee for any reason
whatsoever?
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Harold E. Harrison
Page 3
Written Questions Under Order - MUR 1158

4c. If your answer to 4b above is in the affirmative, for
what purpose?

4d. Have you ever made, or authorized to be made, a con-
tribution in any form and in any amount, to the Citizens
For LaRouche Committee?

5. Have you ever purchased, or had purchased in your name,
a Cashier's Check from the Maryland National Bank in
Baltimore, Maryland, during the month of January, 1980,
in any amount whatsoever?

fVo)_ N

5a. If your answer to 5 above is in the ffirmative, w n,
in what amount, and payable to whom

Stt of Mryadarold E. Harrison, M. D.State of Maryland

City of Baltimore

The above statement has been sworn to before me this--

day of

My Commission expires on 7A

Seal
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 25, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Hyacinth Bloomfield, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
American Express Corp.
American Express Plaza
125 Broad Street
New York, N.Y. 10004

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Bloomfield:

The Federal Election Commission has issued the

attached subpoena and order which requires American Express
to provide original money orders issued to certain named
individuals.

Since this information is being sought as part of
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) (A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with respect
to whom the investigation is made. You are advised that no
such consent has been given in this matter.

Sin,..

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



SENDER: CAmplmftml.2.wWi 4T
Add ym ad6m in ** -avmm Wr

It The fonowtng service is rc*wftd (check GW3
0 Shcm to whom aW date

, a

k3 13 Show to whoon, date md addrm of 44UMV6

0 RESTRICTM DELIVERY
Show to whom and date ddi"rod ........

0 AWDELArERY.
Sh tO WhOWA. date, and addrow of

(CONSULT POSULASTER FOR -FF-M,0

L ARTICLa A008 0 TO$

Z4

0 (Akva" obt* sWwwro of WW 4W

I have wtidle &wrftd *on.

4.

L ADORM IC

M3M
L UNAMA TO DEUVER SWAUM:

*wo:



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Hyacinth Bloomfield, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
American Express Corp.
American Express Plaza
125 Broad Street
New York, N.Y. 10004

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Bloomfield:

The Federal Election Commission has issued the

attached subpoena and order which requires American Express
-to provide original money orders issued to certain named

individuals.

Since this information is being sought as part of
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) (A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with respect
to whom the investigation is made. You are advised that no
such consent has been qiven in this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA DUCE TECUM

TO: American Express Corp.
American Express Plaza
125 Broad Street
New York, N.Y. 10004

American Express is hereby ordered, pursuant to

2 U.S.C. S 437d(a) (3) and (A), to provide the following original

money orders, in connection with a lawful investigation being

undertaken by this Commission pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2),

which investigation concerns a matter designated as MUR 1158:

AMEX Money Order No. Purchase Date Requestor

55-466-938-402 November 13, 1979 Charles Clark

55-466,938,403 November 15, 1979 Edward St. John

55-466,938,409 November 17, 1979 Rustom Ghandi

55-466,938,411 November 20, 1979 Anne R. Taylor

55-466,938,424 December 4, 1979 Ernest K. Pulsifor

55-467,316,467 January 3, 1980 David Sanders
(bears the date January 3, 1979, however)

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202/523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

Wherefore, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on,;COday of August, 1980.

Max L. Friedersdorf, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST;

Marjo ie W. Emmons
SecrItary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

KVRNJM 70: CHZARLE STE

F I: ]?JOPIE W. EIMFf

DTE: AUGUST 20, 1980

SUBJ= MUR 1158: SUBPCENA

Attached is a signed and sealed subpoena in the

matter of M 1158



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 1158

Citizens for LaRouche, et al. )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on August 19, 1980,

the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the following

actions regarding MUR 1158:

1. Authorize issuance of the subpoena
to American Express/New York as
attached to the General Counsel's
August 12, 1980 memorandum.

2. Authorize the General Counsel to
send the cover letter, as attached
to the above-named memorandum, to
Ms. Hyacinth Bloomfield, Esq.,
Office of General Counsel, American
Express.

Commissioners Aikens, Friedersdorf, Harris, McGarry,

and Reiche voted affirmatively for the actions.

Attest:

Date Wrjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 8-12-80, 11:25
Circulated on a tally vote basis; 8-12-80, 4:00



August 12, 1980

msmoRu D TOt Marjorie Wf. Emmons

FRO4: Elissa T. Girr

SUBJECT: MUR 1158

Pleasehhave the attached Memo distributed to the

Comuission on a 48 hour tally basis. Thank you.

X'4



4E"41 'TARDC1 i..'r, f:), THE

FEDERAL ELECiTLON COMMISSION

d AUG 12 All:' 25
August 12, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO; The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Stee ,
General Counsem

RE: Authorization to Issue Subpoena Duces
Tecum in Connection with MUR 1158(80)

Attached for Commission approval is a subpoena duces
tecum directed to American Express in New York to obtain the
original money orders issuing from the Medical Arts Pharmacy
in Baltimore, Maryland to Charles Clark, Edward St. John,
Rustom Ghandi, Anne R. Taylor, Ernest K. Pulsifor, and David
Sanders to facilitate handwriting comparisons between respon-
dent and the above named individuals.

The original money orders sought by the subpoena will
assist us in determining whether violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f
and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A) have occurred in this matter.

Recommendation

1. Authorize the attached subpoena to American
Express/New York.

2. Authorize the General Counsel to send the attached
cover letter to Ms. Hyacinth Bloomfield, Esq., Office of
General Counsel, American Express.

Attachments

1. Authorization Form
2. Subpoena with cover letter



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Hyacinth Bloomfield, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
American Express Corp.
American Express Plaza
125 Broad Street
New York, N.Y. 10004

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Bloomfield:

The Federal Election Commission has issued the
attached subpoena and order which requires American Express
to provide original money orders issued to certain named
individuals.

Since this information is being sought as part of
an investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) (A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits any person from
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission
without the express written consent of the person with respect
to whom the investigation is made. You are advised that no
such consent has been qiven in this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE SUBPOENA

The Commission hereby authorizes the issuance of a
subpoena duces tecum to American Express Corp., American
Express Plaza, 125 Broad Street, New York, New York 10004,
in connection with MUR 1158.

Max L. Friedersdorf Thomas E. Harris
Chairman Commissioner

John W. McGarry Robert 0. Tiernan
Vice Chairman Commissioner

Joan D. Aikens Frank P. Reiche
Commissioner Commissioner



. .......... ..

August 21, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emns

FROM: Elissa T. Carr

SUBJECT: MURs 1158, 1186, 1202, 1253, A-774

Please have the attached Errata distributed to the

Commission on an informational basis. Thank you.



S.. T'- HE
C( ,i .C-, C, ,

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 AUG21 P12: 4 7

August 21, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steel1%/
General Counsel &&C4

SUBJECT: Errata - MURs 1158, 1186, 1202, 1253, A-774

For your information, the following names were mis-
spelled in the General Counsel's memorandum dated
August 5, 1980 for the above-captioned matter:

Ronald Bettag
John Brown
Gerald Pechenuk
Sander Peretz Fredman
Mathew Guice
Shari Waffle
Khushro Chandi
Therese Seiler



0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Victoria A. Lacy
4823 North Lawndale
Chicago, Ill. 60618

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Ms. Lacy:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

PYou may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

t"

Charles N. tee

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



* SENDI.H Complete items I, 2, and 3.~~Add your address in the "RETURN To" slpm anI

I. The following servie is requested (check one).
F Show to whom and date delivered ."
L] Show to whom, date, and address of delivery.
Li RESTRICTED DELIVERY

Show to whom and date delivered ..........[]RESTRICTED DELIVERY. i)'::!
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/ ADDRESS (Complete oniy if requosted)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Victoria A. Lacy
4823 North Lawndale
Chicago, Ill. 60618

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Ms. Lacy:

The Federpl Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal

-- Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure 6

Subpoena and Order



UWITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Victoria A. Lacy
4823 North Lawndale
Chicago, Ill. 60618

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at 49 ,IX /3w /4 rm
ige ,//C-a a~m9/pm% on W______

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S, 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the O day of 19800

Fed rlEetoComson a

ATTEST:

Marjr e W. Emmons
Secroary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Melvin Klenetsky
4823 North Lawndale
Chicago, Ill. 60618

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Klenetsky:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutpry duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being

.... conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and

N other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
r" with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,

please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Melvin Klenetsky
4823 North Lawndale
Chicago, Ill. 60618

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Klenetsky:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, als amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal_ Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order whichrequires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receiptof this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION- COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Melvin Klenetsky
4823 North Lawndale
Chicago, Ill. 60618

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at ia/Av lvw "i $
22 (iW -at #~taa~~.on 4?tw',VCiW

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S,9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens
a

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the, 00 day of A)1 1980.

JI W. c4Garry, Vice Cairman
F deral Election Commission

ATTEST:

Mar'o ie W. Emmons
Sec' tary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Therese M. Seiler
5637 N. Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60660 -

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Ms. Seiler:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statuttry duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign

V Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal.
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Therese M. Seiler
5637 N. Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60660-

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Ms. Seiler:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statut)ry duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTTN.: COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Therese M. Seller
5637 N. Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60660

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at GMW 0foD ff.,~ f-' 2/ J w

dA'E% go aw ,t 41w /p. m. on ofA /7 b
and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the day of 1980.

man
Fe eral Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjo e W. Emmons
Secre ary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Janice Hart
2819 W. Cullom Avenue
Chicago, Ill. 60618 "

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

N. Dear Ms. Hart:

04 The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal

- Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,

- please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Ch 1 s N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
•I WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Janice Hart
2819 W. Cullom Avenue
Chicago, Ill. 60618 -

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Ms. Hart:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal

-- T Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

ke; If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTI3N- COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Janice Hart
2819 W. Cullom Avenue
Chicago, Ill. 60618

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4),j to appear at j$~ID V''~ uP&f V .iW

,t an.m./p.m. on __ _ __ _

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the day of 1980.

Jo - r . Vi e "Cirman
Fe eral Election Commission

ATTEST:

ZX44

Marjoie W. Emmons
Sec tary to the Commission



rw 7

of FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert Hart
2819 W. Cullom Avenue
Chicago, Ili. 60618 -

RE: Matching Fund Submision
of Citizens for LaFouche

Dear Mr. Hart:

o The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal.

- Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which

N requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sinc 
eJ

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
Robert Hart
2819 W. Cullom Avenue

Chicago, Ill. 60618

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Hart:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



UNITED STATES OF AMERICAd.
FEDERAL ELECTIWN COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Robert Hart
2819 W. Cullom Avenue
Chicago, Ill. 60618

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at A0A Iro, 'Ame)w efio "J' 4whir si.
-- - ,-at __ j a /p.m. on

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the day of e1980.

Johi - McG4raa an
Fedf ral Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjor W. Emmons
Secretuy to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Shari D. Waffle
4728 North Albany Street
Chicago, Ill. 60660

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Ms. Waffle:
The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,

has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal

- Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order whichrequires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receiptof this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Shari D. Waffle
4728 North Albany Street
Chicago, Ill. 60660

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Ms. Waffle:
The Federpl Election Commission established in April, 1975,

has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal

- Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with-an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECT!ON.COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Shari D. Waffle
4728 North Albany Street
Chicago, Ill. 60625

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4),. to appear at foos /.Coo, ra~ ?f. Aw s sot

C4G,/.6W,-at 9 ./wm on ,4fort2t oo

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the day of 1980.

J hfr W. AcGarry, !ice Ch irmanFoms or,

ATTEST:

MarjorA W. Emmons
Secre ory to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert E. Pierce
4728 North Albany
Chicago, Ill. 60625

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Pierce:

C1 The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and

Nother evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert E. Pierce
4728 North Albany
Chicago, Ill. 60625

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Pierce:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,

has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal

Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
ask" conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which

requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and

other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present

with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,

please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your

attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.

Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on

toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt

of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FETDERAL ELECTIONCOMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Robert F. Pierce
4728 North Albany
Chicago, Ill. 60625

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4),. to appear at AvowJ /06. pAr-vpe A42*/AP* Z'4& Jr AWA'i4!0 If

My~vf W &W ~ ,at /0 aeme/pmuw- on 26________
and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the /14 day of A!t_1980.

J ]-F. AcGarry,., ice C airman
F(deral Election Commi ion

ATTEST:

Marjo ie W. Emmons
Sec4 tary to the Commission



R FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~ WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463 Y

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEMM" REQUESTED

William Lerch
144 Delaplain
Riverside, a1.' 60546

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Lerch:

The FedeWal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statq4ry duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971,411 amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal.
Revenue Code 4Qf 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by.,khe Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires your--4o appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidenqo has been issued.

You may tponsult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at tje deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advikh us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney pr<w -to the date of the deposition.

If you ave any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the-at1orney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free nuer 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letteit.and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William Lerch
144 Delaplain
Riverside, Ill. 60546

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Lerch:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutpry duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELBCT.DK& COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: William Lerch
144 Delaplain
Riverside, Ill. 60546

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at AA/.AW AkAh& w*&'e. V,'fJ. - P.

_______ ______ a t a a.m ./+h=* on ___ __ __ __

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the ('/day of A! l980.

Jo *7fV M ar ,Vce C ran
Felea Eet oCmmission

ATTEST:

Marjor-e W. Emmons
Secrt ry to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John H. Brown, Jr.
5815 North Wayne, Apt. 2
Chicago, Ill. 60660

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Brown:

The Federpl Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John H. Brown, Jr.
5815 North Wayne, Apt. 2
Chicago, Ill. 60660

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Brown:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutbry duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal.
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIG+-

SUBPOENA

TO: John H. Brown, Jr.
5815 North Wayne, Apt. 2
Chicago, Ili. 60660

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Am* /5' rw A, # sr.-
~E'a,1a 2~ %t 1100ui av on -44vt 26 i V

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the day of * 0980.

Jo *M arry, Vice C ai man
Fe eral Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marip ie W. Emmons
Secatary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kirby Ashley
5637 North Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60660

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Ashley:

The FederAl Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign

-~ Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidenca has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Charles N. "tee e
General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kirby Ashley
5637 North Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60660

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Ashley:

The Fedeal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Boqin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles 1. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order iW)



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTIP, COMMISSION-

SUBPOENA

TO: Kirby Ashley
5637 North Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60660

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at /ftO A #X$4 " 2/f vf

t5D.2. I hieq , at 210 amew/p.m. on ___________-fr

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the -day of 4g±/'i980.

J01111 M C a rman
Fe eral Elecn

ATTEST:

Marjo/kie W. Emmons
Sec 6tary to the Commission



*

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Sander Peretz Fredman
1103 West Grace
Chicago, Ili. 60613

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Fredman:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statuiory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal

- Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Sander Peretz Fredman
1103 West Grace
Chicago, Ill. 60613

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Fredman:

011 The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order @



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIO

SUBPOENA

TO: Sander Peretz Fredman
1103 West Grace
Chicago, Ill. 60613

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4, to appear at &Mt 34. z-A4w All

pIE~!I i4 p at abQ /peme on il

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the day of * 171980.

ATTEST:

Marjori$ W. Emmons
Secre ,ry to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONa WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mitchell F. Hirsch
1103 West Grace
Chicago, Ill. 60613

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Hirsch:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal

P-. Revenue Code of 1954. In connection-with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

-- You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

erCunsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mitchell F. Hirsch
1103 West Grace
Chicago, Ill. 60613

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Hirsch:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please, call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



ITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIO.j

t

SUBPOENA

TO: Mitchell F. Hirsch
1103 West Grace
Chicago, Ill . 60613

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at Aw& /J'. A1 l'f /9 . 21f .Ar v. ,

_____________- at a~i..m./p.m. on __ _ _ _ _

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

N to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 4 day of 4l1980.

o r ,a rman
Fe r&l Election Commiss n

ATTEST:

Marjqrie W. Emmons
Secreary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Paul Greenberg
5637 N. Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60660

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Greenberg:

The Fede;al Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statubory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal.
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Paul Greenberg
5637 N. Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60660

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Greenberg:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal

- Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your

C- attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



UVITED STATES OF AMERICA __

FEDERAL ELECTrON COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Paul Greenberg
5637 N. Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60660

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at aqcf /4" pie A /4' &. W: K--gee
T. - -afi~y 12~6, at am. on ___________

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens
I

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the day of 4 f 1980.

Jo *MGrry-, Vice Ch rman
Fe eral Election Commiss on

ATTEST:

Mar'oie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 11, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Elliot R. Eisenberg
5611 North Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60660

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Eisenberg:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Gneral Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



I "FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Elliot R. Eisenberg
5611 North Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60660

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear Mr. Eisenberg:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,

has the statutfory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

ell You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
9- ,4
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIOW

SUBPOENA

TO: Elliot R. Eisenberg
5611 North Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60660

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at 4 W /J0-0 14fMv 2/ft A'.Sw

__________at L~a.me em on ___ __ __

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S 9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens
I

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 0 day of A W-t1980.

JonW. r ce Chrman

ATTEST:

Marjr e W. Emmons
Secr ary to the Commission



August 5, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emons

FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SUBJECT: MURs 1158,1186,1202, 1253
A 774

Please have the attached sensitive mum diitributed

to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis. Thank you.

Please retvmn the ori**nal to this office.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MURs 1158, 1186,
) 1202, 1253

A-774
Citizens for LaRouche-et'al. )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on August 7, 1980,

the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the

following actions regarding the above-captioned matters:

11- An analysis by the Audit Division of
the entire CFL submission with respect
to bearer instruments.

2. 100% review by the Audit Division of
the following five threshold states:

Maryland
Virginia
Ohio
Oregon
Missouri

3. Authorize the taking of the following
depositions:

Paul Greenberg Ronald Bettog
Theresa Seiler John Braur
Robert Hart Mitchell Hirsch
Janice Hart Gerald Pecheuik
Joyce Rubinstein Kirby Ashley
William Lerch Sander Perety Friedman
Melvin Klenetsky Matthew Gruice

(Continued)



CERTIFICATION Page 2
MURs 1158, 1186,

1202, 1253; A-774-
Memorandum to the Commission
Dated: August 5, 1980

3. (Continued)

Robert Pierce Denise Ham
Victoria Lacy Linda Fisch
Elliot Eisenberg Jennifer Roe
Shaw Waffle Khaxbro Ghandhi
Roger Ham

Voting for this determination were Commissioners

Aikens, Friedersdorf, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, and Tiernan.

Attest:

N/
Date Marjorie 1. Emmons

Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 8-5-80, 10;00
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 8-5-80, 4:00
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 80 l
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

S oAugust 5, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steel
General Counsel o/

SUBJECT: Report on Various Matters Concerning
Citizens for LaRouche (including request
for authorization to issue subpoenas for
deposition); RE: A-774 and MURs 1158,
1186, 1202 and 1253.

CIn a memorandum dated April 23, 1980, the Office of General
Counsel presented a status report of the various investigations
concerning Citizens for LaRouche (CFL), the principal campaign
committee of Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. As is more fully discussed
below, an expahded review of CFL is now warranted.

New Developments

In MUR 1158 the Commission found reason to believe that an
individual representing CFL may have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f and
26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(i)(A) by falsifying contributor information
and documentation submitted to the Commission for matching and by
contributing money in the name of another. In its investigation,
this Office has evidence which indicates that representatives

C*" of CFL did indeed falsify contributor information and documentation
by submitting written instruments for matching fund payments at-
tributable to individuals who assert that they have not made
contributions to Lyndon LaRouche or who have made contributions
in cash.

In another matter referred to this office by the Audit
Division (audit referral of June 16, 1980), there exists a
factual pattern involving money orders that bears a striking
resemblence to this situation which appears to exist in MUR 1158.

In its review of CFL's books and records pursuant to 26 U.S.C.
S 9038, the audit division uncovered matters which it referred to
the Office of General Counsel. 1/ Finding C of the Audit Report

I/ Findings A and B of the Audit relating to receipt of excessive
contributions and unqualified campaign expenses will be addressed
in a General Counsel's Report.



Memorandum to the Commission-
Page 2
Report on Various Matters Concerning Citizens for LaRouche
(including request for authorization to issue subpoenas for
deposition)

(attached) presents a factual pattern strikingly similar to the
one addressed by the Commission in MUR 1158, in that a review of
money orders and cashier's checks contributed to CFL disclosed several
irregularities. -A discussion of the irregularities is supplemented
by Exhibits C, D, E, F, G, H, and I, (attached) which provide further
detail on these receipts.

The initial pattern noted during the review of photocopies of
contribution instruments was the large number of money orders issued
from two (2) Chicago banking entities which were deposited in the
New York headquarters account between December 10th and 17th.
An examination of the serial numbers and dates of purchase associated
with these money orders revealed that many instruments were conse-
cutively numbered and purchased on or about the same date (See
Exhibit C). Additional money orders with serial number patterns
or linkage to the December deposits were also noted. A total of 31
money orders received from 23 contributors were examined during this
review. The auditors ascertained that 21 of the 23 contributors
of money orders were listed as "unemployed."

1. Money Orders Purchased From Illinois Banking Institutions

The most significant facts in the pertinent part of the Audit
referral pertaining to Chicago are:

a) the similarity of handwriting on the payee lines of
most of the instruments; and,

b) signature irregularities in the instruments submitted
by CFL which bear the purported signatures of:

i. Janice Hart (Exhibit D, Nos. 1 and 7; and
Exhibit E);

ii. Robert Hart (Exhibit D, No. 21; compare to
Exhibit D, No. 1);

iii. William Lerch (Exhibit D, Nos. 2 and 15);

iv. Melvin Klenetsky (Exhibit D, Nos. 3 and 13);

v. Victoria Lacy (Exhibit H; and Exhibit D, Nos.
5 and 9);

vi. Paul Greenberg (Exhibit D, No. 6; and Exhibit
I, both compared to Exhibit D, No. 21); and,



Memorandum to the Commission
Page 3
Report on Various Matters Concerning Citizens for LaRouche
(including request for authorization to issue subpoenas for
deposition)

vii. Elliot R. Eisenberg (Exhibit D, Nos. 6 and 8;
compared to exhibits of Paul Greenberg,
supra). 2/

Recognizing that handwriting differences can be determined
authoritatively only by experts within the field of handwriting
analysis, it still appears that the purported signatures of the
above-mentioned individuals are so different that there is reason
to doubt that they were signed by the same person.

A review was also conducted by the Audit Division to determine
if any of the questionable money orders were matched. The results
of the review indicated that 23 instruments were submitted by the
Committee for matching. 3/

2. Money Orders Purchased From New York Banking Institutions

a) Chase Manhattan Bank - The handwriting style of
the date and payee lines in all four (4) instruments
bear several common traits and appear to have been com-
pleted by the same hand (See Exhibit F). This irregularity
is similar to the discussion under 1, except the style
of handwriting is that of a different hand. The
unique characteristics associated with this handwriting
style are:

(1) The "D" in the December is written in the

same open distinctive style.

(2) The use of the number "7" in 79 with a
bar, sometimes referred to as a European
7.

(3) On the payee line, the "t" and "z" in
Citizens and the 'IF" in For are written
with bars across each letter.

Other characteristics may be developed but those dis-
cussed are readily apparent to the untrained eye and
appear on all four (4) instruments.

2/ For a detailed, albeit lay, analysis of the handwriting
irregularities for the above-mentioned person, et al., see
the attached Audit report.

3/ The money orders possessed several of the characteristics which
were determined to be probative in MUR 1158, which dealt with
the third CFL submission from Maryland.
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Memorandum tq the Commission-
Page 4
Report on Various Matters Concerning Citizens for LaRouche
(including request for authorization to issue subpoenas for
deposition)

b) The Bank of New York - Three (3) contributors made
contributions by money orders drawn on the above bank
(see Exhibit G). There does not appear to be any
common characteristics in the handwriting styles when
comparing the three (3) money orders; however, the
Audit staff has noted the following:

(1) The money orders are consecutively numbered
(WE 305 180-181-182);

(2) The money orders are dated December 11, 1979;

(3) The money orders are for $200; and,

(4) "Buffalo" is written on the lower left
corner of each money order.

Furthermore, money order #WE 305-181 which bears
,the signature -Joyce H. Rubinstein - has the same
common characteristics as the four (4) Chase
Manhattan Bank money orders described in Section 2a,

r which are also from contributors living in the Buffalo
area. Committee records indicate that Joyce H.
Rubinstein is a CFL representative.

In sum, there is a suspect sameness in some documents, and,
conversely, a suspect difference in handwritings which should be
the same. In addition, the fact of sequential numbering of some
of the money orders is suspicious. At this time, the persons
responsible for the above described irregularities is difficult
to ascertain. For this reason, we are recommending that an in-
vesigation of these matters be conducted by this office pursuant
to 26 U.S.C. S 9039. To initiate the investigation we are seeking
authorization from the Commission to take the depositions of the
23 individuals involved. The results of the investigation may
point to violations of 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) and 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

In MUR 1186 the Commission's investigation is being obstructed
by CFL's refusal to turn over documents and to be questioned in
connection with the facts surrounding the submission of an Oregon
money order attributed to Harold M. Harper. Mr. Harper has stated
in an affidavit that he never purchased a money order payable to
CFL. This situation is almost identical to one of the fact patterns
uncovered in MUR 1158.

MUR 1186 developed out of Mr. Harper's response to a letter
sent by the Commission seeking confirmation of a money order purportedly
signed by Harper payable to CFL. This suspected money order was
one of twelve resubmitted by CFL to meet the threshold requirement



Memorandum to the Commission-
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Report on Various Matters Concerning Citizens for LaRouche
(including request for authorization to issue subpoenas for
deposition)

in Oregon. Of the twelve confirmation letters sent, this Office
has not received a response from six of the individuals. 4/ Thus,
this Office recommends that the Commission authorize subpoenas be
issued to the six individuals who failed to respond to the confir-
mation letter.

In addition to the failure of the six individuals to respond
to the Commission's letter, this Office has not been unable to verify
that two contributors which LaRouche submitted to qualify Ohio as
a threshold state are residents of Ohio. The post office has
returned the Commission's letters as undeliverable, and a check
of the criss-cross directory seems to suggest that no one by the
name of any of these contributors lives at the reported address.
This Office will continue its investigation to determine the
residency of these two purported Ohio contributors.

In MUR 1202 which involved a finding of reason to believe
vthat an individual made a contribution in the name of another,

this Office has some information that no violation of the Act has
occurred. This Office is awaiting further information before
proceeding.

P, Analysis

At this early stage a pattern is appearing that puts into
question many of the money orders and cashier's checks submitted
by CFL for matching fund payments. However further investigation
and review is necessary in order to ultimately demonstrate that
CFL has not met the required criteria to establish eligibility for

rmatching fund payments and to support a repayment determination
pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9038(b)(1). This section states:

If the Commission determines that any portion
of the payments made to a candidate from the
matching payment account was in excess of the
aggregate amount of payments to which such
candidate was entitled under Section 9034,
it shall notify the candidate, and the candidate
shall pay to the Secretary an amount equal to the
amount of the excess payments.

4/ See Memorandum, Analysis of Threshold Submission for Lyndon A.
LaRouche, Jr. These twelve money orders were brought into
question when they were resubmitted signed on a Monday after
being rejected on the preceding Friday for not containing the
requisite signatures.
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Report on Various Matters Concerning Citizens for LaRouche
(including request for authorization to issue subpoenas for
deposition)

If the Commission established evidence of fraudulent contri-
butions in the threshold submission which were necessary to establish
LaRouche's eligibility to receive matching fund payments, the
Commission could sustain a repayment of the entire amount certified.
Moreover, this Office is conducting further research to determine
whether the Commission could sustain a repayment of the entire
amount of matching funds certified if there was evidence of fraud
in contributions which were not necessary to establish eligibility,
(e.g. fraud appearing in subsequent submissions). The Commission
may also assess civil penalties where appropriate, including penalties
pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9042.

Proposed Action

The Commission has broad powers to conduct investigations
which it determines to be necessary to carry out its responsibilities
under the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account Act.
Committee to Elect Lyndon LaRouche v. Federal Election Commission,
613 F.2d 834, 843 n. 16 (D.C. Cir. 1979). Specifically, the Office
of General Counsel recommends the Commission authorize the following
actions:

1. An analysis by the Audit Division of the entire
CFL submission with respect to bearer instruments.

2. 100% review by the Audit Division of the following
five threshold states: Maryland, Virginia, Ohio
Oregon and Missouri. 5/

5/ According to the Audit Division a 100% review would include:

1. review of all written instruments and associated
documentation presented, including various "sorts":
dates, serial numbers, issuing institution, amounts
etc.;

2. review of all contributor list items including
various "sorts": name, address, date, amount
occupation, principal place of business;

3. interface with information gained in the fieldwork
phases of the audit;

4. interface with information gained during the
various MUR actions;
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(including request for authorization to issue subpoenas for
deposition)

3. Authorize the taking of the following depositions:

Paul Greenberg Ronald Bettog
Theresa Seiler John Braur
Robert Hart Mitchell Hirsch
Janice Hart Gerald Pecheuik
Joyce Rubinstein Kirby Ashley
William Lerch Sander Perety Friedman
Melvin Klenetsky Matthew Gruice
Robert Pierce Denise Ham
Victoria Lacy Linda Fisch
Elliot Eisenberg Jennifer Roe
Shaw Waffle Khaxbro Ghandhi

Roger Ham

It is the opinion of this Office that Commission authorization
to proceed with the above-listed actions coupled with the ongoing
investigations; arising from the confirmation letters and deposi-
tions in MURs 1158 and 1186 afford the most productive and
efficient use of Commission resources and is designed to provide
evidence that Lyndon LaRouche should not have been certified to
receive matching fund payments.

An analysis of all cashier's checks and money orders might
result in further evidence that contributions submitted for matching
were fraudulently produced or improperly attributed to individuals.
See MURs 1158 and 1186.

A 100% review of Virginia, Oregon and Missouri is proposed
because these three were resubmission states for threshold certi-
fication. A 100% review of Maryland is proposed since the violation
uncovered in MUR 1158 arises out of Baltimore, Maryland. Ohio is
proposed because of the failure to confirm the mailing addresses
of two Ohio contributors necessary to qualify Ohio as a threshold
State.

5/ Continued

5. review of selected daily deposit batches
contained in matching fund submissions;

6. Comparison of selected items to information
disclosed on Committee's disclosure reports,
for example: loans, contribution refunds made,
other adjustments to contributions received; and

7. other procedures arising out of patterns established
during review of items one through six.
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deposition)

Recommendations

1. An analysis by the Audit Division of the entire
CFL submission with respect to bearer instruments.

2. 100% review by the Audit Division of the following
five threshold states: Maryland, Virginia, Ohio
Oregon and Missouri.

3. Authorize the taking of the following depositions:

Paul Greenberg Ronald Bettog
Theresa Seiler John Braur

IT Robert Hart Mitchell Hirsch
Janice Hart Gerald Pecheuik
Joyce Rubinstein Kirby Ashley
William Lerch Sander Perety Friedman
Melvin Klenetsky Matthew Gruice

N Robert Pierce Denise Ham
Victoria Lacy Linda Fisch
Elliot Eisenberg Jennifer Roe
Shaw Waffle Khaxbro Ghandhi

Roger Ham

Attachments

Audit Finding C
Attachments C - I
Authorization
Sample subpoena and letter
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Thee initial pattern noted during the re4iew of photocopies
of contribution instruments was the large number of money orders
issued from two (2) Chicago banking entities which were deposited in
the New York headquarters account between December 10th and 17th.
An examination of the serial numbers and dates of purchase associated
with these money orders revealed that many instruments,were cans=-
r.uti-vel-y--numbqre _and-purchased on or about the same date (See
Exhibit C). Additional money orders with serial number patterns or
linkage to the December deposits were also noted. A total of 31
money orders received from 23 contributors were examined during this
review.

At this juncture, we reviewed the Committee's 1979
listing of contributions and determined that:

(a) 21 of the 23 contributors making the 31
contributions by money order were listed as "unemployed";

(b) the individuals, listed as unemployed, made
contributions by money order ranging in value from $50.00 to
$250.00;

(c) the total value of the 29 contributions from
the-21 unemployed persons was $4,425.00; and,

(d) one (1) of the individuals making contributions
- by money orders is listed in Committee records as a Committee

representative and three (3) others are listed as campaign
coordinators.

We then conducted a close examination of photocopies
of money order contributions and several additional irregularities
were apparent:

1. Money Orders Purchased From Illinois
Banking Entities

The style of handwriting which completed the date
and payee lines of 20 of the 24 instruments is extraordinarily
similar to such an extent that it may have been written by the
same hand. Several common characteristics of handwriting style
appear on the money orders which distinguish them from the other
instruments. The most prevelhnt characteristics are:

(a) The "Ci" in Citizens in 17 instances is
detached from the "t";

(b) The "t" in Citizens in 14 instances is
written as -v "



(c) The "s" in Citizens in approximately 17
instances is detached from the connected "en";

d) The "7" in 79 is generally tilted to the
right and almost touches the "9r

(e) The "f" in for is written in a distinctive style
lower-case writing; and,

(f) For 15 of the 24 money orders-a date line is
not provided. In all 15 cases the date is rubber stamped on the
money order and 12 of the 15 rubber stamped dates appear to be
made from the same stamp.

Other characteristics may be developed in a more
detailed comparison but those discussed above are readily apparent
to the untrained eye and in some combination, appear on all 24
instruments (See Exhibit D, Instruments 1-24).

Although the identity of the person(s) who actually
completed date and payee lines of the instruments is uncertain,
our review of signatures appearing on the money orders revealed
the chaL-cteristically distinctive "t" in an instrument signed
in the name of Janice Hart (See Exhibit D, Instrument 1). We
can not state Mith any degree of certainty that Janice Hart signed
the instrument because one (1) other money order (See Exhibit D,
Instrument 7) and three (3) contributions by personal check (See
Exhibit E) bear the signature -Janice Hart- in a different style
of handwriting. There appears to be a connection between
Janice Hart or the person signing the money order in Janice Hart's
name and the other 18 money orders. However, the three (3) per-
sonal checks (Exhibit E) bearing the signature Janice Hart are
drawn on tte joint account of Robert Hart and Janice Hart.
Furthermore, the same characteristics in the signature of Janice
Hart (specifically HART) on the three (3) personal checks appear
to be similar with a money order that bears the signature of -
Robert Hart (Exhibit D, Instrument 21). The common characteristics
apparent to the untrained eye in all four (4) instruments are:

(a) the "H" in Hart appears to be written
as

(b) The "r" i-n Hart is slanted and somewhat
pointed

(c) the "t" in Hart is written a

In addition, Committee records indicate that Robert Hart is a
campaign coordinator.
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2.t Money Orders Purchased From New York
Banking Entities

a) Chase Manhattan Bank - The handwriting style of
the date and payee lines in all four (4) instruments bear several
common traits and appear to have been completed by the same hand
(See Exhibit F). This irregularity is similar to the discussion
under 1, except the style of handwriting is that of a different
hand. The unique characteristics associated with this handwriting
style are:

(1) The "D" in the December is written in
the same open distinctive style.

(2) The use of the number "7" in 79 with a
bar, sometimes referred to as a European
7.

(3) On the payee line, the "t" and "z" in
Citizens and the "F" in For are written

roll with bars across each letter.

11% Other characteristics may be developed but those
discussed arereadily apparent to the untrained eye and appear on

- all four (4) instruments.

b) The Bank of New York - Three (3) contributors
Nmade contributions by money orders drawn on the above bank

(see Exhibit G). There does not appear to be any common character-
istics in the handwriting styles when comparing the three (3)
money orders; however, we have noted the following:

(1) The money orders are consecutively
numbered (WE 305 180-181-182);

(2) The money orders are dated December -
11.,. 1979;

(3) The money orders are for $200; and,

(4) "Buffalo" is written on the lower left
corner of each money order.

Furthermore, money order # WE 305-181 which
bears the signature - Joyce H. Rubinstein - has the same common
characteristics as the four (4) Chase Manhattan Bank money orders
described in Section 2a, which are also from contributors living
in the Buffalo area. Committee records indicate that Joyce H.
Rubinstein is a CFL representative.
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3." Signature Irregularities

Another irregularity observed in the instruments
involved signature discrepancies appearing on the the money orders.
Contributor signatures were examined on the 31 money orders, in
conjunction with signatures of other contribution instruments
attributed to the contributor. The examination revealed a dis-
tinctive variation of handwriting style in contributions from
the following persons:

(a) Janice Hart - See Exhibit D, Instruments
1, 7, and also Exhibit E. Previously
discussed in Section A;

(b) William Lerch - See Exhibit D, Instruments
2 and 15. The signatures on the two (2)
contribution instruments are significantly
different (presumed to be one in the same
individual since the Committee submitted both
instruments for matching as being contributed
by William Lerch;

(c) Melvin Klenetsky - See Exhibit D, Instruments
3 and 13. The signatures on the two (2)
instruments are significantly different.
Additionally, the payee lines appear to be
written by different hands;

(d) Victoria A. Lacy - The two (2) money orders
(Exhibit D, Instruments 5, 9) appear to be
written by the same hand, signature included,
but significantly different from the handwriting
on another money order and personal check bear-
ing the signature Victoria A. Lacy (Exhibit H);
and,

(e) Paul Greenberg - The payee lines on both
money orders appear to be written by the
same hand, however, the two (2) signatures
appear to be different (See Exhibit D,
Instruments 6 and 20). Furthermore, the
signature and CFL endorsement on the
reverse side of a State refund check are
significantly different from the previously
mentioned money orders (Exhibit I).

The variation in signatures appearing on these instruments exists
to such a degree that they would appear to have been written with
the stroke of a different hand.
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Another separate but related discrepancy was
noticed in connection with the signature review. The signature
and address for the money order signed in the name Paul Greenberg
(See (e) above) also bears a strong similarity to the style
of handwriting appearing on an instrument signed in the name
Elliot R. Eisenburg (See Exhibit D, Instruments 6 and 8).

The results of the review discussed above led
the Audit staff to examine contributor addresses for common
patterns of residence. It was determined that 10-of the 16
individuals associated with irregular money orders issued from
Chicago banking entities (See Exhibit C) resided at two (2)
groups of related addresses. 4/ Further, all 10 of the individuals
are listed as contributors on-money orders bearing similarities
of handwriting style discussed in Section A, and may be connected
to the Janice Ha rtsignature irregularities.

A review was also conducted to detemine --i-fgny
of the money orders were matched. The results of the review-,,
indicated that 23 instruments were submitted by the Committee for
matching.

Recommend at ion

The A,. i staff recommends that this matter be referred to
the Of fize of General Counsel for possible MUR treatment. 5/

4/ A :'related address" is a term used to describe a group
of people linked either directly or indirectly by residential
addresses. The link between individuals may be established
directly, such as when several unrelated individuals appear
to share the same address, or indirectly, such as when an
individual sharing an address with another, moves to a -
different address shared with a different individual. A
persistent link (cited here) between ten (10) individuals,
linking two (2) different groups, is the handwriting identi-
fied to money orders bearing the similarities discussed in
Section A and may be connected tb Janice Hart signature
irregularities.

5/ This matter is similar to item B in our memorandum referred
to your office on February 6, 1980. In that case, the
money orders possessed several of the characteristics
mentioned above.



L 242

Tit~ -P7a

-2 Roan

Me ar OIIA0

(44MI



m Al

I *I
2 * - -Wo

R, Lit111 -c



000

0I IED3o:



title1JI t
•.HICAGO, ILLINOIS , 3•

____... .

.q7P
I.0

%A, . 7 1.7

' ... .• •_ _(,:',...*, _ _ _.

• 5I-' U- Fj "-".,, •.' . ..

... , .,~ , ., .. .. , . - / '__ _ _

; r ., ,I'llr t, [l. ;I ,..,',' rI j tQ 5 : ii B j -ji 
u

A U

7410

7.... . .CAG... [LUNOI... . •0

.. )6 0.

T O T 1 1 1. 

"

A,,.

-. . €, 7 ] • " -i . - ".

","- 
., •- 1

• 

o).- . "I

. ... " j " " " ' -" .- s . ' -- i, 'l

t . ... ., 
,"-.... ,- ..

... .. I' i " i "'.- I °] '

?..,~ ./.



&I~~~~~~C C)- -.. rT g~C

7. 0 -- 7, 4 - .**

G. 0,, i iLNi

I~~~~ -. -/ -*

17'

.,:I O! ll

)~ )~ ~ '1?



%3O, I[-LII;OiS G-u6 3

EZ~5.. 7* -A elli ) I4%

,- .5.40

-- I[C",G.I IL i -.i C

1,9,

1. 0, ~ ..

. ., . , . -.. .o. . r , .. . • • -

*' ..: . .- .-..O 31 ,.1 1 i ' ;Q-j' r ' "- 1 j i £ - *

"* .' . " , ; .. *- / ', " ..
'. ,," T. "r'<-. t _., ," ,t " " :. .~ . A

...... .. * .".";,, -' -',., ----. .. ; 7 2 2

/ .. ,. "- --- ."' .. ,.. . . ..

• A. ..t., , - .....- " -.... .
." ", - - 5. 5 -, "i'-:- i- . . . . . - - • ; . .- - "- "

: I ".;; .' s , -; .... 2 .'/ -7 - - ""

. ................ .__.__,,_"___. ('" '" ,' I I '". { ", --

I " ":~r'If .7. ... l I ,' 0 5I i, L : flQ , -  "

. •/. . fj-Q.

_.)., .. . . .:.-.. ..-."_.. ..,

" : /-5/G O I L ~ ii i / '2 - "...:""' :

-.. i i: 7i.7;2 K- j-... . .."' . .j~ --. , -.. t..

.. ." :-"... S . : rT .i ' -  .* ,

,L. ,LJ .

. . .. . .. . .. .• ,



j N4L 7 .56T27 i
.. hx.....i .....

. ,z 7 1
'-I I-~A!. ".t.l,).' ,.& a ' ),JL E1J~g K AND rRUST CO?'.IP$A:JY Or" CIt& 

' '
4V 7 1 '- 1

i1 L L.LZF il .ILIJl \J/3
ISA

7N,- ."'. -'NL ., t -> I " ' !F t ,... -C.ll ' "
if Ik

(.! %15, , 7.""

..J... ::.... . .- , . ________.__;. .. __,___.___) , ., . , .,,, w .,.I
* '~~~ £0 7 E 'f \ J: O I ~2 D.- t, f

" -,-"" . .... *Ur '--r' ' ...... c. L. 
...... 

r": 1 
-

-... .. .. .. ' -"~.. " - ' -..... ...-" ....
S. r

_ _ '""' .... -..- 5 - -" --

CO; 'TN Th,\i. ., MA,3 • ?1o-712-7
* ): ;'1:I ; i ;L II L.IIJ 'A nID,'AL 8sA,"K ArID lmut. ' td; )" oF CF!i(C ,t; /- 7 I "

? J :: L. . L3.: .I i I. CHICAGO. 1LL; Gi,3J 2.1

I .m

fj . c /. i - S" ' z. ."-__ _ _ _ _

lI , -,' . . . , .

,,_-. -
rA<

,,- ; or .," ;? ,.. ,? . ,,U . k .. .I'. -"1

-- ,-~ Li .(i

'~~~~~l r: ; '-,:-*r..,- 22,,,iL. ...... .. (-Vi._; , .

"o' .,A, Y 0 .

~ 77

. V-I

;-o... - . . .. y-! "

,' ... . "
- I - . .' )., . I, :

-I-

%.-".-a .". ' "'""7-."" " 5.:*, t "'" "" - '. 
- -T : '' g -  ' , : : " " ' ' - * 

" ""'"-' . .'"

., ,.. ,. , 2 2 '; :'--,,-.: . . . . " "" : ", , . ,. " ..
= ... ". .:.: " " ... ..: .....

' G ."- :" ' ' ..... .- :, , :, . .. . ..._. ...._ ., .% .. , . .. . .4-/. . -- , 4



I: i A: *, K n IS CD %
0- L - , : ,. . Q ILLI NO)s66 3 C.'

Oil D' i

s. ,

- r :.'f i, ,?< AW) TRUST C.'. ?,%N
. L . U .. .. ,.., I ILLI OI L .",. • "' ..

I H

/7._o

(.4

C I .... 
..

A -.. -- AN .-" " "
CU . ... 3.

C * "" ,. L •

6H

1 I. 2•-"* -. . - /1~ f

2,: ,, l . .. _'..' . ./..LL.., b 4...S.hJ.

~IC2

7 
7 -(-

jjP : , . . .. _ . .7' - ,.. __i' ' €'li-I " / # ,L

"; '{* "/ '" 7 a geO



AL BANK O 1' "G sr577 33 9
(cOrN frIt EN TA L I LINO IS N ATIQ*U A.L ~.-  N K  A N D 'Ii .ST CU M P ,AN Y O F C11I1CA G O C 3 i 7 9.:

L L231 !ikH L LL TREET CHICAGO ILLINOIS 6j-3;1 7393231 3 O" '. " ".r" . 710

To THE. ..."...
F AJ -rq111 1I1M f I I

..1 ): .'. .. . .., -" .. .

A..S .-

ERSO•k • AC.fI[' '.ORDER .- f,. Q' - - , . -._

L; U: 7r 51 L Ea' f 0 I '~o 3m: N " !

ocITl4TA - - -: 11 L10

r -'. r1*~JA A' ' _.5,ANK AND TRUST COIMPANY OF CHICAGO D. 317

K'7 ..

..._ _ __ 2t(jK •& . .i _._____ ___.___

• ...L ' r , ' - .- ,- .. .

Ij ~ ;~Jj i LE S TiA

[ E SO ~ t M t"JE/O DE - .. -. .- -,::, ,. , , / .

4/7kMGt "5LZ.,iH r12 75OO .. -• -_ _ -- ""

* V

W NNT I? ;, I L .,A T UST OF 2 "

T231 , U H I L iN-, 069 1-_770

T?/ ,AY D 3 n
i-/ UIJ71 i

1'' / ! - /

TO T H (=f . ---"--- (" "Xi"

OF

. ... "/ 4.

F'1 !.C.:. N A I O N E Y D EV-i?_.., . ', " . IA7; .. 1
#1=

t:; ',:I ; 5L eST i:; ,C)D 7..K : - i i

"( ': L, ,' , l-[-OO -. s" It.,,,LO :. ,'/""



TINENTAL NK P579.3bb
CONTINENTAL ILLINOIS NATI(l

4 ,L, BANK AND TRUST COMPANY OF CHICAGO _• _

231 SOUTH LASALLEaSIHEET. H ILLINOIS 60693 DEC 13 17' .3

171TO THE

oi..-.OO/tz -OF"-.

01J t 
lye

-- t:!- -' ... .. •.. .. .

* - - . - . . - :. . , . -..¢P ____ o3S::qA1J7OI7 RLF .r- "r P'J~isorAL WO4y L. R j / ,,.,_AWuL

il l"

r, L:o- 

.

... .

/,. 
-~ L. -~

-7 1. V, p N.. . ;,, 
!- : s -1 5

II - . . . - I

.I Io-.5

7Z - '

.. . ... *"( , ,*

IM' 
" I

• , } 1. ':.' /;-- -1 - .- . -. •



: 141 W. JACI, SLVD. CURRENCY 1DCIANG , IE-' A
.- -. ......... 1 2 8 58

'4 . ' .... ..,, DE-C.. . . . ... . ... 3..... ..
%7 J 1 41 P:;ONc GL VU. 128585" ....,, . "WA F- lna ; :T A r E +.U+ -V S ', "CICAG. I|.LIAJOI. 6.:0,04 ,;,

.. I, ... . , . . . . ' . ..... 3 . .. ,J

,.-'---. :.:,.." - . .... . DE........DOLLARS
I __ .. . . . . .M, ' z,..'J ,x-Y EXCHANCE. ,

S . " ".CHIC;C.'. ILU-,....:S 10 . , 
-  

- '1r

: ......... . .... '. -. -- - _ _DOLR5 ,:

t, &I,.. L3 ;2 " ... S lid -- 1 11101ii L 2i ,-. 2 CH, :,i.i ,'' .cu:S -, ?:" . 7 .i 5 . ....... . , ..,,,,, qz_ _ ..

a~ ~ ~ A.. '-tE CUIRMENCY EXCHANGE. IN. j.

- "'.. . '5

"* "/ "~ " - - '. . " " " " ".IN S T . F R ;N K L im 2 - 7 4 0, . "
-. " " " ... r ....F LO-. CHICAGO" ILLINOIS --

II.. . ... . . . . . . . .a..-';•.4 - : ;'. . . . _

_ _ _o 

'.

' . . . .. .. . .. . ... @."- 3.,

_ ' A" f ---1-• • • 4* ... ..

,EC lZ CI,~t.C ' .X.IAUGF. I4C.

. L1182O L % , .- i ~ A ,: . .,Ai,. _,= = (- -. . -- .II 37 ''.. o--

'---,.:. . .-. 7 1- -0 - + -- -- -- .... ... ... -..-,+ : .... . --. ,

_ L L 0

4 ~ ~ ~ P P1 R PAI(c~43.
4 y 7- . .. . " .. A. 7 1,0 ,

• • '- .. . .'I --.I CA- -

- 1.... " ' ?r e• • X" ' J " " " ": """. ; "1 '"- "="... 2 1 + 5 :i2 *' . .. . ." - kJ

/-DOL-A 7"

if$, 
.--

t Z. - - ;

"" ~~~~x, "L '- i l,,.
• ' "" '" -" "-:" . ... ." ' ": 

"  
... ../ '

-.



J~ '~ ~ A: IN'

A' I..

r4 r

-I..,R 7 1- 14

CIIC.k CIL . *

ILL 
.

iw

* flC2T H.\IVI 
'v' r '(

i? . I C i1 A In 
r:,>



I'l?. I() to-~,'~ t..-h..J. Uesn'%-2 j( .

y rdr New York. New York 10015A

P.10 PuI5.-is 6-s

SChaaMAnhatan Ban~c 80 64 1(7

eyir r Yrk N-w York 1COIS2

(o'. ,1 1

F'd.O -.r b .'

To I

L,~J .: :O2~1U 2~'qnuts..L

nslic Orcjr "1000.S
Pur-haser's

Prr,,j 7f 10-:100 2~/

bnt- y;2t.~~ Orc:-'' I k~~t 1, -.- ' 10 1=

P&~ ~ .9



7 T7
,, '* ,'..-; , - ~~~ ~~~~.... ..... ......... .. ..., ; " .. ... C ....... ' '... . .

orsonilThe Chaso thAinhallan Ba~nk
eonal3~r ~ 89164125 210.

pay to I T r

M.

tNot valid over $1000. 00
I S, Jniacre

Purchase's .P

Address ri
MOO v.5.'av

1 :3o 2 180000 2 It 90091, SI"OQ 5 19

. 0 . - ,

T
'/ Ja .,*_? t " A a ' " ' " - " "

• . .::. .- :.. • ..- , .: . . , .... __ ...

. .. . .. .. . ...



* 1,0 1( . ... ..

?1PAY i;fdrI!,JI' 
- /

t 10T V,.L1 U -.-1 0± 
/

1:0 2 ,DODD L 1 1

P E RSONALJt-JVV

,.,,-'.,I R.-, - .z ,,. . ,; r **:.; 
-- --- Z 0

E71 
? 

J

e- 0A T ALi0 17

.. '., .3 ' 'h' . .. ... ( ) ___-,-_,,--__.,,--_.-,_,,_,__ -___,,

T. - .**

.' 0 r~A 1, " E"' i 5 1 f 8"

1 .It * Vi

is: :2 is... . ..
t tote" 

-- --. .--.- - ,,7.. .. . .

Ij 
P. tI 1

i' ' 30 ," ;O 2 :LIO O ,. ' . . ',..i'I:.,.... . .



S.0

T* 2-1. 711

,7.•2 ," " .. 2
, .. 0I II':"' " "* .. I h .- ,.AI. 'A "/- I .. . " 'A 1  ..

* •. " .,' " 7

'I . I s_/ A. "

Ix. -A r ev.,,,s

I\~It . ,.L-,,,&-,.I --,.,I.

4: ]",*_ _ _ _ _"__ _- .. Y '_ ' . . -

* R . .. •

.1 /

. | " "
I . . * • o

...

1' '

• .:.q:. .s.o s, 'ICA; f- t-"

Li



.V • i'I " " O1 .i~ ' W : " '

.. .',1***

I I

e of 0 1 z•

rip 7,: " .. " ;, ."

Al

tvLI SO

D 1%1V . V E-IIICLE P -U U T .6 1 7

2 ~ 1 'j 2- 7 1 1*1 9

"*". ..1. ." - . . '.,. . .... .',i*"

(L) 1) 0

*''" ". -i " ' . . , . . i " ;:"i

M I. -. .) .5 E I

••; .. . . .. " . .: .. . -;..:.,. . -*... . ...

* .. .. -,. .

. *. "t

* - ".- " r.• -. *."

..... .UI I .'.- i" " -'

• , .....

\., . ... . . ..

2", '.,27~ ! SOT O 3 5 " "I" ". ::"'

r• W U .. . a SI

1 .',- *l . ". .

* I



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE SUBPOENAS

The Commission hereby authorizes the issuance of subpoenas

to the following people in connection with an investigation

conducted pursuant'to 26 U.S.C. Section 9039(b):

Janice Hart William Lerch
2819 W. Cullom Avenue 144 Delaplain
Chicago, Ill. 60618 Riverside, Ill. 60546
Melvin Klenetsky Robert F. Pierce

N 4823 North Lawndale 47J8 North Albany

Chicago, Ili. 60618 Chicago, Ill. 60625

-- Victoria A. Lacy Paul Greenberg
4823 North Lawndale 5637 N. Glenwood
Chicago, Ill. 60618 Chicago, Ill. 60660

Elliot R. Eisenberg Shari D. Waffle
.'7 5611 North Glenwood 4728 North Albany Street

Chicago, Ill. 60660 Chicago, Ill. 60625

* Max L. Friedersdorf Thomas F. Harris
Chairman Commissioner

John W. McGarry Robert 0. Tiernan
Vice Chairman Commissioner

Joan D. Aikens Frank P. Rieche
Commissioner Commissioner



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE SUBPOENAS

The Commission hereby authorizes the issuance of subpoenas

to the following people in connection with an investigation

conducted pursuant-to 26 U.S.C. Section 9039(b):

Mathew C. Guice Denise Ham
298 Normal Avenue 143 Livingston Avenue
Buffalo, N.Y. 14213 Buffalo, N.Y. 14213

Linda Fisch Jennifer Roe
421 Norwood Avenue 28 Ripley Place
Buffalo, N.Y. 14222 Buffalo, N.Y. 14213

Khushro Ghandhi Joyce H. Rubinstein
421 Norwood Avenue 163 14th Street
Buffalo, N.Y. 14222 Buffalo, N.Y. 14213

Roger Ham
143 Livingston Avenue
Buffalo, N.Y. 14213

Max L. Friedersdorf Thomas E. Harris
Chairman Commissioner

John W. McGarry Robert 0. Tiernan
Vice Chairman Commissioner

Joan D. Aikens Frank P. Rieche
Commissioner Commissioner



. ' FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE SUBPOENAS

The Commission hereby authorizes the issuance of subpoenas

to the following people in connection with an investigation

conducted pursuant to 26 U.S.C. Section 9039(b):

Therese M. Seiler Ronald R. Bettag
5637 N. Glenword 5639 A.S. Kings Pighway
Chicago, Ill. 60660 St. Louis, Mo. 63109

John H. Brown, Jr. Mitchell F. Hirsch
, 5815 North Wayne, Apt. 2 1103 West Grace

Chicago, Ill. 60660 Chicago, Ill. 60613

Gerald Pechenuk Robert Hart
6344 Southwood, 2N 2819 W. Cullom Avenue

P" Clayton, Mo. 63105 Chicago, Ill. 60618

1 Kirby Ashley Sander Peretz Fredman
5637 North Glenwood 1103 West GraceChicago, Ill. 60660 Chicago, Ill. 60613

Max L. Friedersdorf Thomas F. Harris
Chairman Commissioner

John W. McGarry Robert 0. Tiernan
Vice Chairman Commissioner

Joan D. Aikens Frank P. Rieche
Commissioner Commissioner
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

RE: Matching Fund Submission
of Citizens for LaRouche

Dear

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as, amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code ofL 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Robert I.
Bogin, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4000 or on
toll free number 800-424-9530. Please call Mr. Bogin upon receipt
of this letter and accompanying subpoena to confirm your attendance
at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
Witness Fee



UNZTED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO:

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at

at _ a.m./p.m. on

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 26 U.S.C. S,9039(b), concerning contribution made to Citizens

for LaRouche.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Robert I. Bogin (202-523-4000), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the_ day of 1980.

Max L. Friedersdorf, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

August 12, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esq.
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Ward:

Pursuant to certain statements made by you contained
in your deposition which was concluded on April 17, 1980,
I would like to take this opportunity to request once again,
all documents or records of any kind evidencing the financial
transactions of Debra Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J.
Hanania, aka Debra Hanania and of Lawrence K. Freeman, from
January 1, 1979, to the present.

It is my understanding that a reason for your not complying
completely with the provision in the April 17, 1980 subpoena
regarding production of documents and records was because of the
financial burden of production. Please be assured that any rea-
sonable and necessary expenses incurred in such production of
documents and records will be entirely remunerated.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the confiden-
tiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) (A) will apply.
This section of the Act prohibits making public any investi-
gation conducted by the Commission without the express written
consent of the person to whom the investigation is being con-
ducted. You are advised that no such consent has been given
in this case.



Letter to George B. P. Wa d4 Jr-a Esq.
Page Two
MUR 1158

Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any questions,
please call Robert I. Bogin, C202-523-4000),, the Attorney assigned
to this matter.

Since

General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Xerographic copy of April 17, 1980 subpoena.
2. Xerographic copy of Certificate of Compliance

with the Right of Financial Privacy Act of 1978.



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH THE RIGHT
TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

To: Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

From: Federal Election Commission

I hereby certify that the applicable provisions of the
Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422,
have been complied with as to the attached Subpoena Duces
Tecum for the following financial records of Debra Hanania
Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka Debra Hanania, except
for those records specifically identified as pertaining to

Ktransactions of Lawrence K. Freeman:-

All documents or records of any kind evidencing
the financial transactions of Debra Hanania
Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka Debra
Hanania, and Lawrence K. Freeman from January 1,
1979, to the present, ifncluding but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit
slips, withdrawal slips, negotiable instruments
requested or purchased, copies of instruments
deposited, and instruments used for withdrawals.

Specifically, these records are being sought through the
procedure provided in 12 U.S.C. S 3405.

Pursuant to the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978,
'V good faith reliance upon this certificate relieves your

institutuion and its emloyees and agents of any possible
liability to the customer in connection with the disclosure
of these financial records.

/ /

Date Chakles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission



iTED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIOL

SUBPOENA

TO: George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3),

to appear in Room 2210, 10 Light Street, Baltimore, Maryland, at

/6'~.o 244'on and to give testimony under oath

in connection with a lawful investigation being undertaken by the

Commission pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation

concerns a matt.r designated as MUR 1158.

- You are further ordered to bring with you and produce for

- inspection and photocopying the following:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing the financial
transactions of Debra Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J.
Hanania, aka Debra Hanania, and of Lawrence K. Freeman, from
January 1, 1979, to the present, including but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit slips, with-
drawal slips, negotiable instruments requested or purchased,
copies of instruments deposited, and instruments used for
withdrawals.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed to

Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand on this day of \o1.. , 1980.

bert O Tiernan, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST :

111a'r jo W. immons
Secr ry to the Commission



TFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WWASHINGTON. DC. 20463

S August 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harold E. Harrison, M.D.
5500 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21210

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Dr. Harrison:

I am enclosing a set of written questions, and an Order
of the Commission, all directed to you. Please submit your
answers as soon as possible but in no event later than 10
days of your receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please call Robert I. Bogin
(202/523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

sinc Y" //

Enclosures :k

vi
fit

.30



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

ORDER TO ANSWER WRITTEN QUESTIONS

TO: Harold E. Harrison, M.D.
5500 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21210

RE: MUR 1158

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(l), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers

to the questions attached to this Order.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

forwarded to the Commission within ten (10) days of your

receipt of this Order.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on , 1980.

Max L. Friedersdorf
Chairman

ATTEST:

Marjoe rW. Emmons --
Secr ry to the Commission



WR I N QUESTIONS UNDER ORDER

"0: Harold E. Harrison, M.D.

RE: >UR 1158

in accordance with the attached Order of the Federal Election
Commission issued under the authority of 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) as

part of a lawful investigation being conducted under the authority
of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2), please submit written answers to the

questions below and have an affidavit signed by you, and notarized.

You are required to submit your answers within ten (10) days
of your receipt to these questions.

You are hereby advised of the provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

(a)(12) which prohibits anyone from making public any Commission
investigation and provides for a fine up to $5,000 for a violation
of that provision.

Please set forth your answers in the spaces provided below

0 each question and return this original with an original affidavit

S attesting to the truth of the answers; the affidavit must be sworn

and notarized.

For the purposes of these written questions, the term
"cashier's check" refers to a cashier's check issued by Maryland

National Bank, Post Office Box 987, Baltimore, :1.aryland 21203,
bearing the notation ' near the upper right hand

corner, also bearing the notation " in the upper right

hand corner, and also bearing the following series of numbers

across the bottom: I*'.

1. State your full name.

la. State your current address.

lb. If you have lived at an address other than your current

address set out above, since January 1, 1980, state
that address.



Harold E. Harrison,.M.D.
Page 2
Writtern Questions Under Order - MUR 1158

2. Does the name HAROLD H. HARRISON, M.D., mean anything
whatsoever to you?

2a. Do you know, or have you ever known, an individual
named Bertha Harrison or F.E. Harrison?

3. Do you know, or have you ever known an individual
named, variously, Debra Hanania Freeman, Dr. Debra
Hanania, or Debra Hanania?

3a. If your answer to 3 above is in the affirmative, did you
ever give her any money?

3b. If your answer to 3a above is in the affirmative,
when, in what amount, in what form, and for what
purpose?

4. State your relationship, if any, with the Citizens
to LaRouche Committee.

4a. Are you in anyway familiar with the Lyndon LaRouche
candidacy for the Democratic Presidential Nomination?

4b. Have you ever been contacted by a representative of
the Citizens for LaRouche Committee for any reason
whatsoever?



Harold E. Harrison
Page 3
Written Questions Under Order - MUR 1158

4c. If your answer to 4b above is in the affirmative, for
what purpose?

4d. Have you ever made, or authorized to be made, a con-
tribution in any form and in any amount, to the Citizens
For LaRouche Committee?

5. Have you ever purchased, or had purchased in your name,
a Cashier's Check from the Maryland National Bank in
Baltimore, Maryland, during the month of January, 1980,
in any amount whatsoever?

5a. If your answer to 5 above is in the affirmative, when,
in what amount, and payable to whom?



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 4 '

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
R ETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harold E. Harrison, M.D.
5500 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21210

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Dr. Harrison:

I am enclosing a set of written questions, and an Order
of the Commission, all directed to you. Please submit your
answers as soon as possible but in no event later than 10
days of your receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please call Robert I. Bogin
(202/523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosures

ij

.. fl 3 11



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY.4#"

DATE: AUGUST 6, 1980

SUBJECT: ORDER IN RELATION TO MUR 1158

The attached order in relation to MUR 1158, approved

by a vote of 6-0 on August 5, 1980, has been signed and

"4 sealed this date.

ATTACHMENT:
Order - Harrison



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 1158

Debra J. Hanania )
a.k.a. Debra Hanania Freeman )
a.k.a. Debra Hanania )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on August 5, 1980,

the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the

following actions regarding MUR 1158:

1. Authorize the Order to Harold E.
Harrison, M.D. as attached to
the General Counsel's July 31,
1980 memorandum.

2. Authorize the General Counsel
to send the letter as attached to
the above-named memorandum.

Voting for this determination were Commissioners

Aikens, Friedersdorf, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, and Tiernan.

Attest:

7ate Maerjorie W. Emmons

Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 7-31-80, 3:11
Circulated on 48 hour tally vote basis: 8-1- 80, 2:00



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K SIREt[ N.W
WASHING1ON,) C. 20463

fs7

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE r

FROM: MARJORIE W4. EVNMONS/MARGARET CHANEY -'

DATE: AUGUST 5, 1990

SUBJECT: COMMENTS REGARDING MUR 1158

Attached is a cony of Commissioner Aikens'

vote sheet with comments regarding question 2.

Cof_, VOte- h=



July 31, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emns

FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SUBJECT: MUR 1158

Please have the attached Mow distributed to the

Commission on a 48 hour tally basis. Thank you.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463P3:

July 31, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steel
General Counsel

SUBJECT: Authorization to Issue Order in Connection with
MUR 1158 (80)

Attached for Commission approval are an Order and Written
Questions directed to Harold E. Harrison, M.D., at 5500 North
Charles Street, Baltimore, Maryland, in furtherance of an in-
vestigation of the above matter.

The questions are drafted to establish that Harold Harrison,
M.D., does not live at 3900 North Charles Street, despite the
representation on the January 23, 1980 contribution verification
form, attached hereto, and that Dr. Harrison did not make any con-
tribution to CFL. We feel that written answers to the written
questions attached, will sufficiently establish that Harold
Harrison, M.D., did not contribute $250.00 to the Citizens for
LaRouche Committee on January 14, 1980 via Cashier's Check, and
that he did not sign a contribution verification form on
January 23, 1980, pursuant to our investigation of Debra Hanania
Freeman.

We have decided to proceed with written questions so that
we are assured of having the basic facts about the cashier's
check as soon as possible and without procedural delays.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Authorize the attached Order to Harold E. Harrison, M.D.
2. Authorize the General Counsel to send the attached letter.

Attachments

1. Authorization to Issue Order (1)
2. Letter (1)
3. Order to Answer Written Questions (1)
4. Written Questions Under Order





FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE ORDER

The Commission hereby authorizes an Order to Answer
Written Questions to be issued to:

Harold E. Harrison, M.D.
5500 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21210

Max L. Friedersdorf Thomas E. Harris
Chairman Commissioner

John W. McGarry Frank P. Reiche
Vice Chairman Commissioner

Joan D. Aikens Robert 0. Tiernan
Commissioner Commissioner





I I RAI EI.I ('1 I()N C()MMISSION
\\AY IINt,I()No I ( 2,4)l

CERTIFIED MAIL
IETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ihar.old E. Harrison, M.D.
5500 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21210

RE: MUR 1158

D.

C I am e !,' I Wi a set- w rL-itten questions, a ' .n. O.-Ier
the Comrmis;ireni, fall dirvected to you. Please s!Htm~it your

m,;lawers as soon as possiV).1a2 but in no event later th.-in 10
i ays of your 1 i. pL of t 'is letter.

If you harive any 1luestlions, please call Robert I. Borqin
iA)2/523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Iticlosures
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U.S. MARSHALS SERVIC I PROCESS BY THE U.S. MARSHAL" reverse of the last

PE(No. 5) copy of this form. Please type legibly, insuring
readability of all copies. Do not detac copies.

PLAINTIFF COURT CASE NUMBER

EENATFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ZU 18 .~~.
FEC Administrative Action Subpoena

SERVE NAME OF INDIVIDUAL, COMPANY, CORPORATION, ETC., TO SERVE OR DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY TO SEIZE OR CONDEMN
S David C. Sanders

ADDRESS (Street or RFD. Apartment No., City, State and ZIP Code) ,

AT 613 St. Ann Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21218

SEND NOTICF OF SERVICE COPY TO REQUESTER AT NAME AND ADDRESS BELOW Number of process to be
......................................................................................... servsdvvddwwtthtthis mForm28-

Michael A. Dymersky Number of parties to beFederal Election Commission servedK3 hiscase

Office of General Counsel ""
1325 K Street, N.W. Check for service r

1325.C 20463 orTUSAj_ ___
. . . .W-s-ho ..... C . ................................----

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS OR OTHER INFORMATION THAT WILL ASSIST IN EXPEDITING SERVICE (Include Business and Alternate Addres.es. All Teovhone

Numbers. and Estimated Times Available For Service):
Fold 

FCld

Individual may reside with one Diana Sahyoun, 613 St. Ann's

Avenue, Baltimore, Maryland 21218; Telephone No. 467-4355.

Sognature o t r t:re or other On ,nator re uesting service on behalf of PLAINTIFF TELEPHONE NUMBER DATE

EIDEFENDANT (22 2-0~ 7/22/80
. SPACE BELOW FOfUSE OF U.S. IWSHAL ONLY - DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE

I ackno *- ipt or the '-. Dstrict District Signature of Au or~zed USMS Deputy or Clerk Dare

total numb' , ss indicated of Origin to Serve
JSI 5 onl.l t S 285 it moie
than one USM 285 -, SUbrO' tedi No__ No____

I hereb, cert , ,rd return that I : ; e personally served. [ have legal evidence of ser,.-ice. hr eecuted as sh in -Remarks",

theer ndn aU.: company. corporation. etc at the aedress sho , abo tin the nd v dual. pany coroaton.
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S' , ad re
turn th I a.m unable 'o locate the individual, company, corporation. e!,; ni ed ,bove (Spe remarks below)

Na - , le r 'd -J txu set d I Shown above) I A person of suitable age and
discretion then residing in the

TOD jq U' C-D .42rdefendant's usual place of abode

Adorns ' oly if .rert b sown abve) D ofervc Tim am

f U hal or D

,c F M C, F ard arges A . . ,4 , 2. T, 
U S ' Amount of Refund-

--d--_[ta ":Ch,?cK e''"oce,

C.,'
gr, 47 5 - ~ ~~

PRIOR E Di- FTE '(~f
MAY BE U., L,, 1. CLERK OF THE COURT FORM USM-285 (Rev. 11/11/771
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U.S. MARSHALS SERVICr PROCESS BY THE U.S. MARSHAL *fthe reverse of the l! id

PROCESS RECEIPT and REIVN (No, 5) copy of this form. Please type t legibly, insurinU
readability of all copies. Do not detac copies.

PLAINTIFF l COURT CASE NUMBERFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
MUR 1158

ITYPE OF PROCESS

FEC ADministrative Action Subpoena

SERVE NAME OF INDIVIDUAL, COMPANY, CORPORATION, ETC, TO SERVE OR DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY TO SEIZE OR CONDEMNo Nancy B. Radcliffe
ADDRESS (Street or RFD. Apartment No., City, State and ZIP Code)

3215 North Charles Street, Apt. 206, Baltimore, Maryland 21218AT

SEND NOTICE OF SERVICE COPY TO REQUESTER AT NAME AND ADDRESS BELOW Number of process to be

K. ichae. .A. mersky -.. served with this Form-285--Michael A. Dymersky1

Federal Election Commission Number of partiesto be

Office of General Counsel servedinthiscase-1

1325 K Street, N.W. Check for service

L~ashington, D.C. 20463 on USeA
SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS OR OTHER INFORMATION THAT WILL ASSIST IN EXPEDITING SERVICE (Include Business and Alternate AddresE. All Teleo'mme
Numbers, and Estimated Times Available For Service):
Fold I old

Individual may reside at 308 E. 31st Street under the name
C* "N. Radcliffe;" telephone No. 889-2942r /  The telephone no. for
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

July 22, 1980

SERVICE BY
UNITED STATES MARSHALL

Nancy B. Radcliffe
3215 North Charles St., Apt. 206
Baltimore, MD 21218

el-

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Radcliffe:

In connection with an investigation being conducted by the
Commission, the attached subpoena and order which requires you
to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence
has been issued.

It should be noted, however, that as a result of problems
connected with service, we have changed the date and time on
which you are to appear to Auqust 5, 1980, at 3:00 P.M. The
location remains at Room 820, U. S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lombard
Street, Baltimore, Maryland.

Any questions concerning the attached subpoena should be
directed to Robert I. Bogin (202/523-4529), the attorney assigned
to this matter.

General Counsel

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W~ASHINCION. W) 20.461

li% July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Nancy B. Radcliffe
3215 North Charles St., Apt. 206
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Radcliffe:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information i.s being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation i! made. You
a-e advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
omith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call MIr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Since 1I

Charles .o tee

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Ord' r



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONj

SUPPOENA

TO: Nancy U. Radcliffe
3215 North Charles St., Apt. 206
Baltimore, MD 21218

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear a tf_ _?_/ . cis, /c2/ .' c/lZ
Baltimore, Maryland, at I oo-vj a ((- - on'

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concerning thii subpoena should be dOirected

to Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assicined to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the y of June 1980.

Max L. Friekdrs-:(orf, Chjirm
Federal Election Conmissio

ATTEST:

ler oy W. tevCnons
Secr t ry to the Cominission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION MUR 1158
*211M !YPC oO I s'c.

FEC administrative action Subpoena
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S Kevin C. Salisbury
ADDRESS (Street or RFD. Apartment No, City, State and ZIP Code)

AT 1909 N. Forest Park Ave., Apartment T-3, Baltimore, Md. 21207
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

July 22, 1980

SERVICE BY
UNITED STATES MARSHALL

Kevin Salisbury
1909 N. Forest Park, Apt. T-3
Baltimore, MD 21207

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Salisbury:

In connection with an investigation being conducted by the
Commission, the attached subpoena and order which requires you
to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence
has been issued.

It should be noted, however, that as a result of problems
connected with service, we have changed the date and time on
which you are to appear to August 5, 1980, at 1:00 P.M. The
location remains at Room 820, U. S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lombard
Street, Baltimore, Maryland.

Any questions concerning the attached subpoena should be
directed to Robert I. Bogin (202/523-4529), the attorney assigned
to this matter.

General Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W,'SIIINGTON D( 2046.1

iJuly 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kevin Salisbury
1909 Forest Park, Apt. T-3
Baltimore, MD 21207

RE: MU-R 1158

Dear Mr. Salisbury:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election CampaiqnAct of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 InternalRevenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation beingconducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order whichrequires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of Pn investi-cation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437q(a)(12)(A) will apply. This sectionof the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent ofthe person with respect to whom the investigation is made. Youare advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney presentwith you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
[.lease advise us, in writing, of the name and addres2 of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to 1'evin H.Smith, the attorney handlinq this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
P"lease call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter annl accompanying
ctjhpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sinc-

General Counsel

F'nclosure

Subpoena and Order
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11I1'I'FD S'TATES (F AMI:'PICA
FEI)ERAL ELECTIOT: COMMISSIOiN

SUBPOENA

TO: Kevin C. Salisbury
1909 Forest Park, Apt. T-3
Baltimore, MD 21207

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear ataWM I 6u4IseIil.ortJ~

Baltimore, Maryland, at Po ev. M on_ _ . -

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the fucrnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as tIUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Kevin 11. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assianed to this

17' matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Conmissicn

has hereunto set his hand on the 4 ay of June 1980.

rlax L. Friedersdorf, Cha,trman
Federal Election Corm-iskon

;, TTEST :

r, arjor'l W. 1-1r oFl
Secret 4dy to the Co~mmission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGION. D.C. 20463

July 22, 1980

SERVICE BY
UNITED STATES MARSHALL

Nancy B. Radcliffe
3215 North Charles St., Apt. 206
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Radcliffe:

In connection with an investigation being conducted by the
Commission, the attached subpoena and order which requires you
to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence
has been issued.

It should be noted, however, that as a result of problems
connected with service, we have changed the date and time on
which you are to appear to August 5, 1980, at 3:00 P.M. The
location remains at Room 820, U. S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lombard
Street, Baltimore, Maryland.

Any questions concerning the attached subpoena should be
directed to Robert I. Bogin (202/523-4529), the attorney assigned
to this matter.

General Counsel

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHING ION, ( 204T.;

4 July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Nancy E. Radcliffe
3215 North Charles St., Apt. 206
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Radcliffe:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election CampaignCM) Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 InternalRevenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
N conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order whichrequires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
- other evidence has been issued.

Since this information i.s being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigationconducted by the Commission without the express written consent ofthe person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

S.You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you lhave any questions please direct them to ievn H.Sr-ith, thc attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call tir. Sm. ith up;on receipt of this letter an', accowpanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the derosition.

Since -- 1

Cble M tei
General Couns'el

Er n cl os u re

Subpoena and Order
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UtELID STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTIMII COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Nancy L. Radcliffe
3215 North Charles St., Apt. 206
Baltimore, MD 21218

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear atfq . 2_/_/.,c, _

Baltimore, Maryland, at " M on

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. § 437q(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concernina this subpoena should h- directed

to Kevin H1. Smith (202-523-4529) , the attorney assiqned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto so t his hand on theoc ,,_ay of June 19,80.

4/,

MaX L. Fr.ied(.u'2(ort, Chair
Fedcral Election Comissio/

ATT EST:

-ec ry to -nSecrt/ry to L:he Qo,:::,i.2::ion
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

July 22, 1980

SERVICE BY
UNITED STATES MARSHALL

David C. Sanders
613 St. Ann Street
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Sanders:

In connection with an investigation being conducted by the
Commission, the attached subpoena and order which requires you
to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence
has been issued.

It should be noted, however, that as a result of problems
connected with service, we have changed the date and time on
which you are to appear to August 5, 1980, at 10:00 A.M. The
location remains at Room 820, U. S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lombard
Street, Baltimore, Maryland.

Any questions concerning the attached subpoena should bedirected to Robert I. Bogin (202/523-4529), the attorney assigned

to this matter.

General Counsel

Enclosure



- '  ,ED[RAL F[ECTION COMMISSION
WAAS I IINGi0 1) A2O I

July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David C. Sanders
613 St. Ann Street
Baltimore, MD 2.1218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Sanders:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
C"-' has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation beinq
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony andother evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
.ation being ccnducted by the Commission, the confidrentiality
Provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This sectionof the Act prohibits any person from making puhlic any investioation
conducted by the Commission w-ithout the express written consent ofthe person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin 1I.
Smi-th, the attorne' handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Sith upon receipt of this ]etter and accompanying
s;ubpoena to confit- your attendance at the deposition.

Sinc

CeneL-al Counsel

r:n closure

Subpoena and3 Ordar



UNITPI) SrIATl IIF ArIFRICA
FDEPAL 1,IECTIONJ COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: David C. Sanders
613 St. Ann Street
Baltimore, MD 21218

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. g 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear a'.i~tIcL~i-K

Baltimore, Maryland, a, on16 . ...y6

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, includinc

the ftanishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this

imatter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission
has hereunto set his hand on theG_0 day of June l980.

.... a of. June ,9 O

Ma'. L. r r ie d crs (oi r ,C rman

Federal Election C m wIssion

ATI E ST :

L- ) (
I ci e . oPr',-ons
Secr4{Lry to thbe Commission
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%0
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHING-ION, D.C. 20463

July 22, 1980

SERVICE BY
UNITED STATES MARSHALL

Kevin Salisbury
1909 N. Forest Park, Apt. T-3
Baltimore, MD 21207

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Salisbury:

In connection with an investigation being conducted by the
Commission, the attached subpoena and order which requires you
to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence
has been issued.

It should be noted, however, that as a result of problems
connected with service, we have changed the date and time on
which you are to appear to August 5, 1980, at 1:00 P.M. The
location remains at Room 820, U. S. Courthouse, 101 W. Lombard
Street, Baltimore, Maryland.

Any questions concerning the attached subpoena should be
directed to Robert I. Bogin (202/523-4529), the attorney assigned
to this matter.

General Counsel

Enclosure



"' t; L\ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
'AASHINGION, DC ?0463

July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kevin Salisbury
1909 Forest Park, Apt. T-3
Baltimore, MD 21207

RE: MUR, 1158

Dear Mr. Salisbury:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaiqn
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to K:evin I!.
Imith, the attorney handlinq this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
suibpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposi tiorn.

Sic e

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
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INlIT! I)STATS 'F AMERICA
FE)ERA[. 1LI CTIOtI COMIMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: R!evin C. Salisbury
1909 Forest Park, Apt. T-3
Baltimore, MD 21207

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437(3(a)(3)

and (4), to appe a r a t U. . 101 5t) [P'&yH-- ,,

B~altimore, Maryland, at / ~ ~ oJv 1

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the frnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

]awful investiqation beinq undertaken by this Commision pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as !IUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena shouldI be directed

to Fevin 11. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assoned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commissicn

has hereunto set his hand on thcv( Cay of June 1980.

'a T! .. Friccirsorf , Chatrman
Federal Election Cor:j!,is}-4on

ATTUST:

Secret L\, to 0h c .o ,,i -io
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 

- i

July 18, 1980

HAND DELIVERED

Sidney Hurwitz r",

Manage r
Mailing Requirements and

Claims Section -0
U.S. Postal Service r 3
900 E. Fayette Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21233 .

C.A

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Hurwitz:

We are currently undertaking an investigation pursuant
to the investigatory powers conveyed to the Commission by
Section 437d of the Federal Election Campaign Act, as amended.

In conformance with 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3), the Commission
has issued subpoenas, sent certified mail, return receipt
requested, requiring the attendance of certain below listed
individuals to facilitate the taking of testimony. However,
there are indications that either the subpoenas have not been

10 delivered because of inconsistencies in the addressees' names
or inconsistencies in the addressees' street addresses. There-
fore, we request that (1) the Mailing Requirements Section
determine if the subpoenas have been delivered or are un-
deliverable, and (2) initiate address verification for each
individual.

The respective individuals' names and addresses are as
follows:

Name and Address Return Receipt No.

David C. Sanders 945518
613 St. Ann Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21218



Letter to Sidney Hurwitz
Page 2
MUR 1158

Nancy B. Radcliffe
3215 North Charles Street 945517
Apartment 206
Baltimore, Maryland 21218

Kevin C. Salisbury/p,
1909 Forest Park 945516 0 A V,
Apartment T-3
Baltimore, Maryland 21207

Harold Harrison 945513
3900 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 2124r/y9

Anne R. Taylor 945519
1304 John Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21217

Charles Clark 945520
14 North Hilton Street
Baltimore, Maryland 212k9O?7

Ernest K. Pulsifor 945521
209 Second Avenue, S.E. 1/ 1i/% Qt-
Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061

Your cooperation in this matter is greatly appreciated.

General Counsel
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*RECEIVED

RUSSELL G. DEVOE
ATTORNY AT LAW '80 JUL 1 Ph 4:28

2343 POSTER AVENUE
PARKVILLE. MARYLAND 31334

TELEPHONE- SO I -4E

665-7983

July 16, 1980

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington D.C. 20463

ATTN: Hal Ponder

RE: Earnest K. Pulsifer
MUR-1158
Hearing Date July 23, 1980

Ph,

*14' Dear Commissioner Ponder:

Please be advised that I have been retained to represent
Mr. Pulsifer at the hearing scheduled in Baltimore, Maryland
on July 23, 1980 before the honorable commission.

I.-

If I may be a assistance prior to the hearing please
contact me at the above address.

Very truly yours,

Russell DeVoe77

RD/km

Oka

e6S

m-



RUSSELL G. DeVOE
a*"a POWER AVE.(f

"'AMILLSI. MD 2133I

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington D.C. 20463

ATTN: Hal Ponder
R~d 9 1 mr n,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

July 18, 1980

HAND DELIVERED

Sidney Hurwitz
Manager
Mailing Requirements and

Claims Section
U.S. Postal Service
900 E. Fayette Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21233

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Hurwitz:

We are currently undertaking an investigation pursuant
to the investigatory powers conveyed to the Commission by
Section 437d of the Federal Election Campaign Act, as amended.

In conformance with 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3), the Commission
has issued subpoenas, sent certified mail, return receipt
requested, requiring the attendance of certain below listed
individuals to facilitate the taking of testimony. However,
there are indications that either the subpoenas have not been
delivered because of inconsistencies in the addressees' names
or inconsistencies in the addressees' street addresses. There-
fore, we request that (1) the Mailing Requirements Section
determine if the subpoenas have been delivered or are un-
deliverable, and (2) initiate address verification for each
individual.

The respective individuals' names and addresses are as
follows:

Name and Address Return Receipt No.

David C. Sanders 945518
613 St. Ann Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21218



Letter to Sidney Hurwitz
Page 2
MUR 1158

Nancy B. Radcliffe
3215 North Charles Street 945517
Apartment 206
Baltimore, Maryland 21218

Kevin C. Salisbury
1909 Forest Park 945516
Apartment T-3
Baltimore, Maryland 21207

Harold Harrison 945513
3900 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21210

Anne R. Taylor 945519
1304 John Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21217

Charles Clark 945520
14 North Hilton Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21219

Ernest K. Pulsifor 945521
209 Second Avenue, S.E.
Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061

Your cooperation in this matter is greatly appreciated.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Peter Parker, Esquire
700 Keyser Building
Baltimore, MD 21202

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Parker:

On February 19, 1980, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client, Ms. Debra Hanania Freeman, that the
Commission had reason to believe Ms. Freeman may have violated
2 U.S.C. $ 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A). The Commission
has issued a subpoena and order requiring Ms. Freeman to appear
as a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence.
Copies of these documents are enclosed for your information.
The originals are being served upon your client.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Kevin 11.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter at (202) 523-4529.

Sinc e

tee e

unsel

~b

A . .'0 4j .

ff • 311

rjP
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUDPOEN"A

TO: Debra Hanania Freeman
4004 Linkwood Road
Baltimore, MD 21210

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 9 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear a t L. w. L kd9.

Baltimore, Maryland, at/" a. ./.p.- on

and to give testimony under oath and'other evidence, includino

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the .day of June 1980.

Max L. Friederdr, hi
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjoa e W. Emmons
Secre ry to the Cormmission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
M & WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Peter Parker, Esquire
700 Keyser Building
Baltimore, MD 21202

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Parker:

On February 19, 1980, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client, Ms. Debra Hanania Freeman, that the
Commission had reason to believe Ms. Freeman may have violated2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A). The Commission
has issued a subpoena and order requiring Ms. Freeman to appear
as a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence.
Copies of these documents are enclosed for your information.
The originals are being served upon your client.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Kevin 1I.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter at (202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosures (2)

Copy of subpoena and order
Copy of letter to Debra Hanania Freeman

eu



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

S its July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Debra Hanania Freeman
4004 Linkwood Road
Baltimore, MD 21210

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Freeman:

On February 19, 1980, you received notification that the
Commission had found reason to believe that you may have violated
2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(l)(A). The Federal
Election Commission has issued the attached subpoena and order
which requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony
and other evidence. Your attorney, Peter Parker, will receive
a copy of this letter and of the subpoena.

fCh e .t e
General Counsel

: 

.

WiiceTOony"
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Debra Hanania Freeman
4004 Linkwood Road
Baltimore, MD 21210

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear atl , , .2, 1(.o.,r/ .

Baltimore, Maryland, at/e. a.p./.4 on fJt 3 /
and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Kevin H. Smith (202-523-45"29), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the 9 ay of June 1980.

Max L. Friedrsof Chim
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjo e W. Emmons
Secre ary to the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Debra Hanania Freeman
4004 Linkwood Road
Baltimore, MD 21210

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Freeman:

On February 19, 1980, you received notification that the
Commission had found reason to believe that you may have violated
2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A). The Federal
Election Commission has issued the attached subpoena and order
which requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony
and other evidence. Your attorney, Peter Parker, will receive
a copy of this letter and of the subpoena.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order

cc: Peter Parker, Esquire



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ernest K. Pulsifor
209 Second Ave. S.E.
Glen Burnie, MD 21061

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Pulsifor:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order

a
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Ernest K. Pulsifor
209 Second Ave. S.E.
Glen Burnie, MD 21061

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at MO, (i.5.CA .U5- IjOQ/ L4,,

Baltimore, Maryland, at 0 | 9" C. on 7T R I'pgo

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which' investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on theA day of June 1980.

Max L. Friedersdorf, irman
Federal Election Co ssion

ATTEST:

ecre o tW. mmons
Secre 74ry to the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGiON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ernest K. Pulsifor
209 Second Ave. S.E.
Glen Burnie, MD 21061

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Pulsifor:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call fMr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

0
Sr4,sO~ ~July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Charles Clark
14 North Hilton Street
Baltimore, MD 21219

-RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Clark:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campain
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information ib being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin P.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.sinc

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
O.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Charles Clark
14 North Hilton St.
Baltimore, MD 21219

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear atlmqo, - K' lot . ,1".

Baltimore, Maryland, ato:5 avqt on - ;Z, P290

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Kevin H. Smith (202-523-45"29), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the Oja ay of June 1980.

Max t. Friedersdorf, Cha" man
Federal Election Commis ion

ATTEST:

iajo3rqw. Emmons
Secretkr to the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Charles Clark
14 North Hilton Street
Baltimore, MD 21219

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Clark:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. $ 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASH INGTON, D C 20463

i July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Anne R. Taylor
1304 John St.
Baltimore, MD 21217

-RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Taylor:

r-1 The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
__~ has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 InternalTw, Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This sectionof the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent ofthe person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin 11.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanyina
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Anne R. Taylor
1304 John St.
Baltimore, MD 21217

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear atei, . .?0 /01 W. 4& /dgt

Baltimore, Maryland, at/" ' /-p, w. on"J-i 0 (9 'O

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on theo? ,ay of June 1980.

Max L. Friedersdorf, Chair
Federal Election Commissi

ATTEST:

Mar ie W. Emmons
Sec rtary to the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Anne R. Taylor
1304 John St.
Baltimore, MD 21217

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Taylor:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
"- gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality

provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
* of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation

conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You

r are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



I I~ON C04

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David C. Sanders
613 St. Ann Street
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Sanders:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation beingconducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This sectionof the Act prohibits any person from making public any investication
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent ofthe person with respect to whom the investigation is made. Youare advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Ch ei N. S tee -

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: David C. Sanders
613 St. Ann Street
Baltimore, MD 21218

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at 9" z', t. e. t4__ t{ : /

Baltimore, Maryland, a one- 3, [e7 'o
and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on theo?&ay of June 1980.

Max L. Fridersdorf, C irman
Federal Election Comm ssion

ATTEST:

earo iEmmons
.Secr y to the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David C. Sanders
613 St. Ann Street
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Sanders:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being

tk, conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

N Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

%July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Nancy B. Radcliffe
3215 North Charles St., Apt. 206
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Radcliffe:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. 1ou
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Charles . ee

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order

4
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UITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUPPOENA

TO: Nancy B. Radcliffe
3215 North Charles St., Apt. 206
Baltimore, MD 21218

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at ,L . ,/9 t2

Baltimore, Maryland, at 3u an 3 on l--- ! I9c

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on thec day of June 1980.

Max L. Friedersdorf, Chairm i
Federal Election Commissioif

ATTEST:

Mar ta r tjo t°. n mmo n is
Secr t9ry to the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Nancy B. Radcliffe
3215 North Charles St., Apt. 206
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Radcliffe:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to beso represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



Co.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kevin Salisbury
1909 Forest Park, Apt. T-3
Baltimore, MD 21207

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Salisbury:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin 11.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Kevin C. Salisbury
1909 Forest Park, Apt. T-3
Baltimore, MD 21207

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear atzp!L%: . u-5-d, Aavse.,10W v

Baltimore, Maryland, at /'O on .1, (R on-;

and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the ay of June 1980.

Max L. Friedersdorf, Cha-fman
Federal Election Commis *ion

ATTEST:

Marjor W. Emmons
Secret~r~ to the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kevin Salisbury
1909 Forest Park, Apt. T-3
Baltimore, MD 21207

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Salisbury:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

P. Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to beso represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harold Harrison
3900 N. Charles St
Baltimore, MD 21210

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Harrison:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Flection Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of

- the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



UNITED STATES OF AMEPICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: Harold Harrison
3900 N. Charles St
Baltimore, MD 21210

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3)

and (4), to appear at?6ogm Sao u. S. -rc i .. WI- W. 4.0  4
Baltimore, Maryland, at/:0O a&.m. . flji( onw-Z_ 9',
and to give testimony under oath and other evidence, including

the furnishing of handwriting exemplars, in connection with a

lawful investigation being undertaken by this Commission pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation concerns a matter

designated as MUR 1158.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed

to Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this

matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand on the Qa ay of June 1980.

Max L. Friedersdorf, Cha man
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

j W. Emmosns
Secre &~y to the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harold Harrison
3900 N. Charles St
Baltimore, MD 21210

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Harrison:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

r" You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and acconpanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORNADUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY 0

DATE: JUNE 26, 1980

SUBJECT: SUBPOENAS IN RELATION TO IMUR 1158

The attached subpoenas (8), approved by a vote of

6-0 on June 25, 1980, have been signed and sealed this

date.

ATTACHMYENTS:
(8) Subpoenas



BEFORE THE FEDERL ELECTION COIMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 1158

Debra J. Hanania )
a.k.a. Debra Hanania Freeman )
a.k.a. Debra Hanania )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on June 25, 1980,

the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the

following actions regarding MUR 1158:

1. Authorize issuance of the subpoenas,
as attached to the Memorandum to the
Commission dated June 23, 1980, to:

a) Debra Hanania Freeman,
aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania
aka Debra Hanania

b) David C. Sanders
c) Nancy B. Radcliffe
d) Kevin Salisbury
e) Harold Harrison
f) Anne R. Taylor
g) Charles Clark
h) Ernest K. Pulsifor

2. Authorize the General Counsel to send
the cover letters, as attached to the
above-named memorandum, to Peter Parker,
Esquire, Debra Hanania Freeman, David C.
Sanders, Nancy B. Radcliffe, Kevin Salisbury,
Harold Harrison, Anne R. Taylor, Charles Clark
and Ernest K. Pulsifor.

Voting for this determination were Commissioners Aikens,

Friedersdorf, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, and Tiernan.

Attest:

-- /e- Iarjorie W. Ermnons
/Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 6-23-80, 12:27
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 6-23-80, 4:00



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

D AT: JUNE 26, 1980

SUBJC: MUR 1158 - Needed Correction

Att-h5i zo o" C--ssioner Aikens'

vote sheet -: .- as _-er- a correction in the

spelling of Mr. Pulsifor's name in the Droposed letter.

;'% . .. , . . 2 .... . :



June 23, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM. Jane Colgrwve

SUBJECT: MUR 1158

Please have the attached Memo to the Commissionoan

MUR 1158 distributed to the Commission on a 48 bour

tally basis.
Thank pou.
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S WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 8r 3P22

SE

June 23, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steel////
General Counsel

RE: Authorization to Issue Subpoena in Connection
with MUR 1158 (80)

Attached for Commission approval are deposition subpoenas
directed to respondent and to those individuals whose purported
contributions to Citizens for LaRouche may have been made by or
falsely documented by respondent and submitted to the Commission
for matching.

The testimony and handwriting exemplars sought by the subpoenaswill assist us in determining whether violations of 2 U.S.C. § 441f
and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(I)(A) have occurred in this matter.

Recommendations

1. Authorize the attached subpoenas to:

a) Debra Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania,
aka Debra Hanania

b) David C. Sanders
c) Nancy B. Radcliffe
d) Kevin Salisbury
e) Harold Harrison
f) Anne R. Taylor
g) Charles Clark
h) Ernest K. Pulsifor



Memorandum to the Commission
Page 2
Authorization to Issue Subpoenas

2. Authorize the General Counsel to send the attached cover
letters to Peter Parker, Esquire, Debra Hanania Freeman, David C.
Sanders, Nancy B. Radcliffe, Kevin Salisbury, Harold Harrison,
Anne R. Taylor, Charles Clark and Ernest K. Pulsifor.

Attachments

1. Authorization Form
2. Subpoenas (8) with cover letters (9) to Peter Parker, Esquire,

Debra Hanania Freeman, David C. Sanders, Nancy P. Radcliffe,
Kevin Salisbury, Harold Harrison, Anne R. Taylor, Charles
Clark and Ernest K. Pulsifor.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE SUBPOENAS

The Commission hereby authorizes the issuance of

subpoenas to the following people in connection with

MUR 1158:

Debra Hanania Freeman Harold Harrison
4004 Linkwood Road 3900 N. Charles Street
Baltimore, Md. 21210 Baltimore, Md. 21210

David C. Sanders Anne R. Taylor
613 St. Ann Street 1304 John Street
Baltimore, Md. 21218 Baltimore, Md. 21217

Nancy B. Radcliffe Charles Clark
3215 North Charles Street 14 North Hilton Street
Apartment 206 Baltimore, Md. 21219
Baltimore, Md. 21218

Ernest K. Pulsifor
Kevin C. Salisbury 209 Second Avenue, S.E.
1909 Forest Park, Glen Burnie, Md. 21061
Apartment T-3
Baltimore, Md. 21207

Max L. Friedersdorf Thomas E. Harris
Chairman Commissioner

-o n W. McGarry Robert 0. Tiernan
Vice Chairman Commissioner

Joan D. Aikens Frank P. Rieche
Commissioner Commissioner



1' 'Natiofrdl OrganiztL( $r Women

believes in your right to choose

PRO-CHOICE MEANS .... ,......,.,- ANTI-CHOICE MEANS .....-..- ee

* fyou want to have children, the government has no right 0antlcotraceptives
to interfere anbiOJ's.

" consenting to sterilization should not be a requirment of 0 anti-birth control pills
other procedures (childbirth or abortion) o anti-voluntary sterilization

" the government has no right to demand that your 0 anti4amily planning
* pregnancy be revealed to either your husband or parents * anti-amniocentesis
" the community and government should provide 0 anti-birth defects researchi

information and access to contraceptive information and * anti-responsible sex education
services • anti.nght to Privacy

" when all is said and done. it is the pregnant woman's * antiseparation of church and state
RIGHT to decide whether or not to terminate her * antiabortion even to save the woman's life
pregnancy * anti-woman's right to choose

" eey woman, regardless of income, has a right tomedical care during pregnancy, childbirth, or abortion
" support for research on birth defects, genetic "Rlht to Ufera'in Pennsylvania advocate death tsacounseling, birth ccntrol pro- and post. natal care. and punishment for abortion" "i

quality reproductive health care
" respect for women, our right to privacy, our right to e

religious freedom, our right to choose the number and ANTI.CHOICE IS ANTI.PEOPLE. THEY MUST BEL
the spacing of our children STOPPED!

. :ii!. V

MYTH: No one has to get pregnant in this dayand age. FACT: It costs far less to pay for abortions than to pay
Forced pregnancy is the price for being careless for forced pregnancies, support for mother and
or ignorant. child, and medical care for the victims of

botched iu. .

MYTH: We can't afford to pay for the abortions of poor -FACT: One.thrd of couples practicing birth control
women. for five years has an unwanted pregnancy. Only

men are secure in the knowledge that they can%
ot Pregnant.

MYTH: If contraceptive information and services are FACT: 5,000 women between the ages of 14 and 20
improved, it will encourage teens to have more become pregnant in Maine each year. 70% are
sexual relationships, using no method of birth control. Teen

pregnancies are an alarming reality.
Contraceptive information and access, gooda
pre- and post.natal care, and safe, legal 1
abortions are all responses to the needs of ourI
young women., I

MYTH: Anti.choice is pro-life. FACT: Four times as many women die of childbirth as
of legal abortion. Teens have the highest .
mortality and morbidity rate. When your life and
health are at stake, the choice should be yours.

• o~oooodid esoooooei you e'oeoeo know oeoeeoac ::

* S0% of Maine people support the right of a woman to 0 Maine NOW testified at every hearing concerning
choose wletner or not to terminate her pregnancy Choice in the 109th legislature

* every pro-choice incu=bant !egisiator" identified by * Maine NOW lobbied every Maine legislator on the issue
Maine anti-choice won re-eiect:on to the 109th Maine of Choice, over half in person or by phone
eg-siatJre * the Maine Legislature did not once support the pro.

" even thougn the Demccrwts support abortion funding choice position on any piece of legislation in the 109th.
and voted that support into the Maine Democratic
patfcrm, every mrce Democratic senator voted the anti.
choice position.

IWe must truly weigh what we know UP. be true. Abortion can also be an afrarmation of lif..I
Chidbithcanbe aafrmation of life or a position commitment to ourselves, and to those

resignation to it . already in our lives.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Debra Hanania Freeman
4004 Linkwood Road
Baltimore, MD 21210

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Freeman:

On February 19, 1980, you received notification that the
Commission had found reason to believe that you may have violated
2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A). The Federal
Election Commission has issued the attached subpoena and order
which requires yold to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony
and other evidence. Your attorney, Peter Parker, will receive
a copy of this letter and of the subpoena.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order

cc: Peter Parker, Esquire



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David C. Sanders
613 St. Ann Street
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Sanders:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be-so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Charles Clark
14 North Hilton Street
Baltimore, MD 21219

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Clark:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin 17.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
I•simWASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harold Harrison
3900 N. Charles St
Baltimore, MD 21210

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Harrison:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Flection Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin If.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Anne R. Taylor
1304 John St.
Baltimore, MD 21217

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Taylor:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin FT.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kevin Salisbury
1909 Forest Park, Apt. T-3
Baltimore, MD 21207

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Salisbury:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be-so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin 11.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Nancy B. Radcliffe
3215 North Charles St., Apt. 206
Baltimore, MD 21218

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Radcliffe:

The Federal Election Commission established in April, 1975,
has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 Internal
Revenue Code of 1954. In connection with an investigation being
conducted by the Commission, the attached subpoena and order which
requires you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony and
other evidence has been issued.

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits any person from making public any investigation
conducted by the Commission without the express written consent of
the person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You
are advised that no such consent has been given in this matter.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney present
with you at the deposition. If you intend to be so represented,
please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of your
attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

If you have any questions please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4529.
Please call Mr. Smith upon receipt of this letter and accompanying
subpoena to confirm your attendance at the deposition.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena and Order



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Peter Parker, Esquire
700 Keyser Building
Baltimore, MD 21202

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Parker:

On February 19, 1980, the Federal Election Commission

notified your client, Ms. Debra Hanania Freeman, that the
Commission had reason to believe Ms. Freeman may have violated
2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(i)(A). The Commission
has issued a subpoena and order requiring Ms. Freeman to appear
as a witness and give sworn testimony and other evidence.
Copies of these documents are enclosed for your information.
The originals are being served upon your client.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Kevin 11.
Smith, the attorney handling this matter at (202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosures (2)

Copy of subpoena and order
Copy of letter to Debra Hanania Freeman



Debra Hanania Freeman
4004 Linkwood Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21210

April 3, 1980

Mr. Kevin H. Smith
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street NW
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Smith:

This is to inform you that Mr. Robert Prem is no longer representing

me in the above matter. Mr. Prem was forced to withdraw from the Gase

as a result of illness.

Please be informed that I am now being represented by Mr. Peter Parker,

Keyser Building, Calvert and Redwood Streets, Baltimore, Maryland 21201. Mr.

Parker's telephone number is 301-752-2131.

I hereby authorizedyou to communicate directly with him on all matters

concerning this case.

Sincerely,

...............

Debra Hanania Freeman

cc: Peter Parker

9C :Old . dV 0L



o D.. Freeman

4004 Linkwood Rd. 
Nw

Balto. Md. 21210

Mr. Kevin H. Smith
Office Of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20463



0
UNITED STATES 0;' AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH1 THE RIGHT
TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

To: Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

From: Federal Election Commission

I hereby certify that the applicable provisions of theRight to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, 12 U.S.C. §§ 3401-3422,
havq been complied with as to the attached Subpoena DucesTecum for the following financial records of Debra HananiaFreeman, aka Dr. Debra J. Hlanania, aka Debra Hanania, exceptfor those records specifically identified as pertaining totransactions of Lawrence K. Freeman:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing
the financial transactions of Debra Hanania
Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka Debra
Hanania, and Lawrence K. Freeman from January 1,
1979, to the present, including but not limitedto bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit
slips, withdrawal slips, negotiable instruments
requested or purchased, copies of instruments
deposited, and instruments used for withdrawals.

Specifically, these records are being sought through the
procedure provided in 12 U.S.C. § 3405.

Pursuant to the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978,good faith reliance upon this certificate relieves yourinstitutuion and its emloyees and agents of any possibleliability to the customer in connection with the disclosure
of these financial records. 

-

/'

Date C ll les . Steele
Cenera! Counsol
e(tler-l1 "o}(-tion Co:-iri;sion



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 28, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert C. Prem, Esquire
929 North Howard Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Prem:

Debra Hanania Freeman has advised me that you will
be representing her in connection with the above matter.
Accordingly, I am enclosing a copy of a Right to Financial
Privacy Act Notice with subpoena attached, which documents
are being served upon your client.

Sincere

C &rles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enci-osMo"
Righ

> >

PS Fem 3811. Au4 1373



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert C. Prem, Esquire
929 North Howard Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Prem:

Debra Hanania Freeman has advised me that you will
be representing her in connection with the above matter.
Accordingly, I am enclosing a copy of a Right to Financial
Privacy Act Notice with subpoena attached, which documents
awe being served upon your client.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Right to Financil Privacy Act Notice with subpoena attached



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT NOTICE

To: Debra Hanania Freeman

Records or information concerning your transactions held
by the financial institution named in the attached subpoena
or summons are being sought by this agency in accordance with
the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following
purpose:

Investigation of alleged violations of 2 U.S.C.
S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(l)(A) by Debra
Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka
Debra Hanania, in connection with various con-
tributions purportedly made to Citizens for LaRouche
by various individuals.

If you desire, that such records or information not be made
available, you must:

I. Fill out the accompanying motion paper and
sworn statement or write one of your own stating
that you are the customer whose records are
being requested by the Government and either giving
the reasons you believe that the records are not
relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry
stated in this notice or any other legal basis for
objecting to the release of the records.

2. File the motion and statement by mailing or
delivering them to the clerk of any one of the
following United States district courts: United
States District Court for the District of Columbia,
United States District Court for the State of
Maryland.

3. Serve the Government authority requesting the
records by mailing or delivering a copy of your
motion and statement to Charles N. Steele, General
Counsel, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463.



Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice
Debra Hanania Freeman
Page 2

4. Be prepared to come to court and present
your position in further detail.

5. You'do not need to have a lawyer, although
you may wish to employ one to represent you and
protect your rights.

If you do not follow the above procedures, upon the
expiration of ten days from the date of service or fourteen
days from the date of mailing of this notice, the records
or information requested thereii will be made available.
These records may be transferred to other Government
authorities for legitimate law enforcement inquiries, in
which event you will be notified after the transfer.

Date Chl r s N. e1
General counselFederal Election Commission



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a) (3),

to appear in Room 2210, 10 Light Street, Baltimore, Maryland, at

/ot on and to give testimony under oath

in connection with a lawful investigation being undertaken by the

Commission pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (2) which investigation

concerfs a matter designated as MUR 1158.

You are further ordered to bring with you and produce for

inspection and photocopying the following:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing the financial
transactions of Debra Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J.
Hanania, aka Debra Hanania, and of Lawrence K. Freeman, from
January 1, 1979, to the present, including but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit slips, with-
drawal slips, negotiable instruments requested or purchased,
copies of instruments deposited, and instruments used for
withdrawals.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed to

Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand on this 4- day of o J- , 1980.

,0 Tiernan, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

j W. E:nmons
Secre#Jrv to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 28, 1980
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
P.O. Box 987
Baltimore, Md. 21203

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Ward:

The Federal Election Commission has the statutory duty of
enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
and Chapters 95 and 96 of the Internal Revenue Code 1954, as
amended. In connection with an investigation being conducted
by the Commission, the attached subpoena has been issued. The
Commission does not consider either you or the bank a respondent
in this matter and you are being subpoenaed as a witness only
to testify and produce documents on behalf of the bank.

Since the attached subpoena is subject to the provisions
of the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, the deposition
has been scheduled for a time and date beyond the period pro-
vided for a customer challenge to the subpoena. Depending
upon the outcome of any such challenge which might be made,
the date and time may have to be changed, the subpoena modified,
or the deposition cancelled altogether. Unless you are notified
of any such change, you should assume that the deposition will
occur as scheduled. Prior to your answering any questions or
producing any documents, you will be given a Certificate of
Compliance certifying that the applicable provisions of the
Right to Financial Privacy Act have been complied with and
absolving the bank from any liability for actions taken in
good faith reliance upon such certificate.
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Letter to: George B. P. Ward
Page 2
MUR 1158

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits making public any investigation conducted
by the Commission without the express written consent of the
person to whom the investigation is being conducted. You are
advised that no such consent has been given in this case.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney assigned to this matter, at 202/523-4529.

S i ncee ly4

General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena

II .

7"! F,. : . " J , i;
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF

DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN ))
Plaintiff, ))

v. ))
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION )

)
Defendant. )

MOTION TO QUASH ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA FOR BANK
RECORDS UNDER RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

Plaintiff Freeman, being duly sworn according to law,

hereby petitions this court to quash the attached subpoena

issued by defendant Federal Election Commission and, in

support thereof, deposes and says as follows:

1. I am a customer of the Maryland National Bank from

which defendant seeks to obtain records by means of an

administrative subpoena, a copy of which is attached hereto

as Exhibit A.

2. The records described in the subpoena pertain to my

transactions as a customer of said bank.

3. This court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

S 1331(a), the federal question being the extent of my rights

under 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422 to prevent government access to

my bank records.

4. The financial records sought by the subpoena are not

relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry stated in

the Commission's Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice (a copy

of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B) for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]
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5. There has not been substantial compliance with

the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]

6. [State any other legal bases on which you object
to the release of your records]

WHEREFORE, plaintiff moves the court to enter an order

quashing the attached subpoena.

Debra Hanania Freeman
[sign in presence of notary public]

[use this space for
notary stamp]



CE1nTIFIED MAIL
RETURIN RECEIPT REQUESTED

George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
P.O. aox 987
Baltimore, Md. 21203

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Ward:

The Federal Election Commission has the statutory duty of
enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
and Chapters 95 and 96 of the Internal Revenue Code 1954, as
amended. In connection with an investigation being conducted

by the Commission, the attached subpoena has been issued. The
r Commission does not consider either you or the bank a respondent

in this matter and you are being subpoenaed as a witness only
to testify and produce documents on behalf of the bank.

Since the attached subpoena is subject to the provisions
,-'of the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, the deposition

has been scheduled for a time and date beyond the period pro-
-vided for a customer challenge to the subpoena. Depending
upon the outcome of any such challenge which might be made,
'the dato and time may have to be changed, the subpoena modified,
or the deposition cancelled altogether. Unless you are notified

of any such change, you should assume tha!*the deposition will
occur as scheduled. Prior to your answering any questions or
produclng any documonts, you will be given a Certificate of
Compliance certifying that the applicable provisions of the
Right to Financial Privacy Act have been complied with and
absolving the bank from any liability for actions taken in
yooci faith reliance upon such certificate.



Letter to: George B. P. Ward
Page 2
MUR 1158

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-

gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality

provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section

of the Act prohibits making public any investigation conducted
by the Commission without the express written consent of the

person to whom the investigation is being conducted. You are

advised that no such consent has been given in this case.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Kevin H.

Smith, the attorney assigned to this matter, at 202/523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3),

to appear in Room 2210, 10 Light Street, Baltimore, Maryland, at

/e':3'c on /7/Y and to give testimony under oath

in connection with a lawful investigation being undertaken by the

Commission pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation

concerns a matter designated as MUR 1158.

You are further ordered to bring with you and produce for
inspection and photocopying the following:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing the financial
transactions of Debra Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J.

Hanania, aka Debra Hanania, and of Lawrence K. Freeman, from
January 1, 1979, to the present, including but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit slips, with-
drawal slips, negotiable instruments requested or purchased,
copies of instruments deposited, and instruments used for
withdrawals.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed to

Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand on this day of 1980.

bert-O . Tiernan, Chairman.
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

-arjo W. Emmons
SecreVry to the Commission



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT NOTICE

To: Debra Hanania Freeman

Records or information concerning your transactions held
by the financial institution named in the attached subpoena
or summons are being sought by this agency in accordance with
the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following
purpose:

Investigation of alleged violations of 2 U.S.C.
S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(l)(A) by Debra
Hanania Freeman, aka Dr; Debra J. Hanania, aka
Debra Hanania, in connection with various con-
tributions purportedly made to Citizens for LaRouche
by various individuals.

If you desire, that such records or information not be made
available, you must:

1. Fill out the accompanying motion paper and
sworn statement or write one of your own stating
that you are the customer whose records are
being requested by the Government and either giving
the reasons you believe that the records are not
relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry
stated in this notice or any other legal basis for
objecting to the release of the records.

2. File the motion and statement by mailing or
delivering them to the clerk of any one of the
following United States district courts: United
States District Court for the District of Columbia,
United States District Court for the State of
Maryland.

3. Serve the Government authority requesting the
records by mailing or delivering a copy of your
motion and statement to Charles N. Steele, General
Counsel, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463.



Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice
Debra Hanania Freeman
Page 2

4. Be prepared to come to court and present
your position in further detail.

5. You' do not need to have a lawyer, although
you may wish to employ one to represent you and
protect your rights.

If you do not follow the above procedures, upon the
expiration of ten days from the date of service or fourteen
days from the date of mailing of this notice, the records
or information requested therein will be made available.
These records may be transferred to other Government
authorities for legitimate law enforcement inquiries, in
which event you will be notified after the transfer.

Date Charles N. Steele-

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

iV 9

%W
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a) (3),

to appear in Room 2210, 10 Light Street, Baltimore, Maryland, at

on tand to give testimony under oath

in connection with a lawful investigation being undertaken by the

Commission pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation

concerns a matter designated as MUR 1158.

You are further ordered to bring with you and produce for

inspection and photocopying the following:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing the financial
transactions of Debra Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J.
Hanania, aka Debra Hanania, and of Lawrence K. Freeman, from
January 1, 1979, to the present, including but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit slips, with-
drawal slips, negotiable instruments requested or purchased,
copies of instruments deposited, and instruments used for
withdrawals.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed to

Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand on this day of 4*.k , 1980.

'y- 1Nbebert O..
er Tiernan, Chairman

Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

--arjo W. i-mmons
Secr qry to the Commission



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF

DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN )
)

Plaintiff,
)

V.
)

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION )
)

Defendant.

MOTION TO QUASH ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA FOR BANK
RECORDS UNDER RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

Plaintiff Freeman, being duly sworn according to law,

thereby petitions this court to quash the attached subpoena

issued by defendant Federal Election Commission and, in

-- support thereof, deposes and says as follows:

1. I am a customer of the Maryland National Bank from

which defendant seeks to obtain records by means of an

administrative subpoena, a copy of which is attached hereto

as Exhibit A.

2. The records described in the subpoena pertain to my

transactions as a customer of said bank.

3. This court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

S 1331(a), the federal question being the extent of my rights

under 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422 to prevent government access to

my bank records.

4. The financial records sought by the subpoena are not

relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry stated in

the Commission's Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice (a copy

of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B) for the following

reasons:

(state whatever reasons you may have]
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5. There has not been substantial compliance with

the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]

6. [State any other legal bases on which you object
to the release of your records]

WHEREFORE, plaintiff moves the court to enter an order

quashing the attached subpoena.

Debra Hanania Freeman
[sign in presence of notary public]

[use this space for
notary stamp]



0 0
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT NOTICE

To: Lawrence K. Freeman

Records or information concerning your transactions held
by the financial institution named in the attached subpoena
or summons are being sought by this agency in accordance with
the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following
purpose:

Investigation of alleged violations of 2 U.S.C.
S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(l)(A) by Debra
Hanania Freeman, aka Dr- Debra J. Hanania, aka

r. Debra Hanania, in connection with various con-
tributions purportedly made to Citizens for LaRouche
by various individuals.

If you desire, that such records or information not be made
available, you must:

N" 1. Fill out the accompanying motion paper and
sworn statement or write one of your own stating
that you are the customer whose records are
being requested by the Government and either giving
the reasons you believe that the records are not
relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry
stated in this notice or any other legal basis for
objecting to the release of the records.

2. File the motion and statement by mailing or
delivering them to the clerk of any one of the
following United States district courts: United
States District Court for the District of Columbia,
United States District Court for the State of
Maryland.

3. Serve the Government authority requesting the
records by mailing or delivering a copy of your
motion and statement to Charles N. Steele, General
Counsel, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463.



Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice
Lawrence K. Freeman
Page 2

4. Be prepared to come to court and present
your position in further detail.

5. You do not need to have a lawyer, although
you may wish to employ one to represent you and
protect your rights.

If you do not follow the above procedures, upon the
expiration of ten days from the date of service or fourteen
days from the date of mailing of this notice, the records
or information requested therein will be made available.
These records may be transferred to other Government
authorities for legitimate law enforcement inquiries, in
which event you will be notified after the transfer.

Date Cha'r1-N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

.

IF-n ~Jr



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3),

to appear in Room 2210, 10 Light Street, Baltimore, Maryland, at

/': O . .on and to give testimony under oath

in connection with a lawful investigation being undertaken by the

Commission pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation

concerns a matter designated as MUR 1158.

You are further ordered to bring with you and produce for

inspection and photocopying the following:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing the financial
transactions of Debra Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J.
Hanania, aka Debra Hanania, and of Lawrence K. Freeman, from

r- January 1, 1979, to the present, including but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit slips, with-
drawal slips, negotiable instruments requested or purchased,
copies of instruments deposited, and instruments used for
withdrawals.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed to

Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand on this "'. - - day of \d..- , 1980.

oer 0. Tiernan, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

1!varj 0 W. E mmon s
Secr to the Commission



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF

LAWRENCE K. FREEMAN ))
Plaintiff, )

v. )
)

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ))
Defendant.

MOTION TO QUASH ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA FOR BANK
RECORDS UNDER RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

Plaintiff Freeman, being duly sworn according to law,

hereby petitions this court to quash the attached subpoena

issued by defendant Federal Election Commission and, in

support thereof, deposes and says as follows:

1. I am a customer of the Maryland National Bank from
which defendant seeks to obtain records by means of an

administrative subpoena, a copy of which is attached hereto

as Exhibit A.

2. The records described in the subpoena pertain to my

transactions as a customer of said bank.

3. This court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

S 1331(a), the federal question being the extent of my rights

under 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422 to prevent government access to

my bank records.

4. The financial records sought by the subpoena are not

relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry stated in

the Commission's Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice (a copy

of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B) for the following

reasons:

(state whatever reasons you may have]



5. There has not been substantial compliance with

the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]

6. [State any other legal bases on which you object
to the release of your records]

WHEREFORE, plaintiff moves the court to enter an order

quashing the attached subpoena.

Lawrence K. Freeman
[sign in presence of notary public]

[use this space for
notary stamp]



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
I1325 K SIRUE I N.W.
WASHINGION).C. 2041

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEYKt.1

DATE: MARCH 27, 1980

SUBJECT: SUBPOENA IN RELATION TO MUR 1158

The attached subpoena, approved by a vote of 6-0

on March 27, 1980, has been signed and sealed this date.

ATTACHMENT:
Subpoena - Ward



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 1158

Debra J. Hanania )
a.k.a. Debra Hanania Freeman )
a.k.a. Debra Hanania )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on March 27,

1980, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take

the following actions regarding MUR 1158:

1. Authorize the subpoena to
George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire,
Vice President, Maryland National
Bank, as attached to the Memorandum
to the Commission dated March 20, 1980.

2. Authorize the General Counsel to send
the letters and notices to Mr. Ward,
Mr. Freeman, and Debra Hanania Freeman,
as attached to the above-named memorandum.

3. Authorize the General Counsel to deliver
the Certification of Compliance, as attached
to the above-named memorandum, to the
Maryland National Bank at such time as the
notice provisions of the Right to Financial
Privacy Act of 1978 have been complied with
and the challenge period has expired or any
challenges made have been resolved in favor
of the Commission.

Voting for this determination were Commissioners Aikens,

Friedersdorf, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, and Tiernan,

Attest:

Date Marjorie 1. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 3-21-80, 10:13
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 3-21-80, 4:00



FEDERAL. ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K SIRLEH N.W.
WASHINGOND.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY -

DATE: MARCH 27, 1980

SUBJECT: REMOVAL OF OBJECTION TO MUR 1158

You were advised in a memorandum dated March 25,

1980 of an objection by Commissioner Reiche to MUR 1158.

Commissioner Reiche removed the objection at 11:30,

this date, and cast an affirmative vote.

The certification of approval is attached.

A copy of Commissioner Reiche's memorandum is also

attached.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Certification
2. Memorandum
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MEMORANDUM:

TO: Marge Emmons, Commission Secretary

FROM: Commissioner Frank P. Reiche

DATE: March 27, 1980

SUBJECTS: MUR 1158

This is to notify you that I am withdrawing my objections

to MUR 1158.

I wish to be recorded in favor of the staff recommendation.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
I 25 K SIRI L I N.W.
WASHINGION, D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY

DATE: MARCH 25, 1980

SUBJECT: OBJECTION - MUR 1158 - Memorandum to the
Commission dated 3-20-80; Received in OCS
3-21-80, 10:13

The above-named document was circulated on a 48

hour vote basis at 2:00, March 21, 1980.

Commissioner Reiche submitted an objection at 4:43,

March 24, 1980, thereby placing MUR 1158 on the Executive

Session Agenda for April 10, 1980.

Attached is a copy of Commissioner Reiche's vote

sheet with his comments.

ATTACHMENT:
Copy of Vote Sheet



March 21, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SUBJECT: MUR 1158

Please have the attached Memo distributed to the

Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 20, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steel
General Counsel NZ/l/

RE: Authorization to Issue Subpoena in
Connection with MUR 1158 (80)

Attached for Commission approval is a subpoena directed to
the legal officer of Maryland National Bank in furtherance of
our investigation in the above matter.

The documents sought by the subpoena and explanatory
testimony by the legal officer will assist us in preparing for
and conducting the depositions of Harold H. Harrison, David
Sanders, Kevin Salisbury, Nancy Radcliff(e), and Debra J.
Hanania (Freeman) and will be required in order for us to make
the appropriate recommendations with respect to further action
in this matter. This subpoena will be subject to the notice
provisions of the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978.

The written questions previously submitted to the bank have
been answered. The answers reveal that the "Harold H. Harrison"
cashier's check was requested by Debra J. Hanania and was paid
for with funds then on deposit in her savings account; she also
received the cashier's check personally.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Authorize the attached subpoena to George B. P. Ward, Jr.,
Esquire, Vice President, Maryland National Bank.

2. Authorize the General Counsel to send the attached letters
and notices to Mr. Ward, Mr. Freeman, and Debra Hanania Freeman,
as indicated.



MEMORANDUM TO COMMISSION
Page 2
Authorizaton to Issue Subpoena - MUR 1158

3. Authorize the General Counsel to deliver the attached
Certification of Compliance to the Maryland National Bank at such
time as the notice provisions of the Right to Financial Privacy
Act of 1978 have been complied with and the challenge period has
expired or any challenges made have been resolved in favor of the
Commission.

Attachments
1. Authorization Form
2. Subpoena (1)
3. Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice to Debra Hanania

Freeman (1) with copy of subpoena attached.
4. Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice to Lawrence K. Freeman

(1) with copy of subpoena attached.
5. Letter to George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire (1)
6. Letter to Robert C. Prem, Esquire (1) with copies of Notice

to Debra Hanania Freeman and subpoena attached.
7. Certificate of Compliance.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE SUBPOENA

The Commission hereby authorizes the issuance of a subpoena
to the following person in connection with MUR 1158:

George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
P. 0. Box 987
Baltimore, Md. 21203

Robert 0. Tiernan Thomas E. Harris
Chairman Commissioner

Max L. Friedersdorf John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman Commissioner

Joan D. Aikens Frank P. Reiche
Commissioner Commissioner



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3),

to appear in Room 2210, 10 Light Street, Baltimore, Maryland, at

on and to give testimony under oath

in connection with a lawful investigation being undertaken by the

Commission pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation

concerns a matter designated as MUR 1158.

You are further ordered to bring with you and produce for

inspection and photocopying the following:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing the financial
transactions of Debra Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J.

rHanania, aka Debra Hanania, and of Lawrence K. Freeman, from

January 1, 1979, to the present, including but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit slips, with-
drawal slips, negotiable instruments requested or purchased,
copies of instruments deposited, and instruments used for
withdrawals.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed to

Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand on this day of , 1980.

Robert 0. Tiernan, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT NOTICE

To: Debra Hanania Freeman

Records or information concerning your transactions held
by the financial institution named in the attached subpoena
or summons are being sought by this agency in accordance with
the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following
purpose:

Investigation of alleged violations of 2 U.S.C.
S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(i)(A) by Debra
Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka
Debra Hanania, in connection with various con-
tributions purportedly made to Citizens for LaRouche
by various individuals.

If you desire, that such records or information not be made
available, you must:

1. Fill out the accompanying motion paper and
sworn statement or write one of your own stating
that you are the customer whose records are
being requested by the Government and either giving
the reasons you believe that the records are not
relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry
stated in this notice or any other legal basis for
objecting to the release of the records.

2. File the motion and statement by mailing or
delivering them to the clerk of any one of the
following United States district courts: United
States District Court for the District of Columbia,
United States District Court for the State of
Maryland.

3. Serve the Government authority requesting the
records by mailing or delivering a copy of your
motion and statement to Charles N. Steele, General
Counsel, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463.

A7-



Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice
Debra Hanania Freeman
Page 2

4. Be prepared to come to court and present
your position in further detail.

5. You'do not need to have a lawyer, although
you may wish to employ one to represent you and
protect your rights.

If you do not follow the above procedures, upon the
expiration of ten days from the date of service or fourteen
days from the date of mailing of this notice, the records
or information requested therein will be made available.
These records may be transferred to other Government
authorities for legitimate law enforcement inquiries, in
which event you will be notified after the transfer.

Date Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

You are hdreby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a) (3),

to appear in Room 2210, 10 Light Street, Baltimore, Maryland, at

on and to give testimony under oath

in connection with a lawful investigation being undertaken by the

Commission pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation

concerns a matter designated as MUR 1158.

You are further ordered to bring with you and produce for

inspection and photocopying the following:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing the financial
transactions of Debra Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J.
Hanania, aka Debra Hanania, and of Lawrence K. Freeman, from
January 1, 1979, to the present, including but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit slips, with-
drawal slips, negotiable instruments requested or purchased,
copies of instruments deposited, and instruments used for
withdrawals.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed to

Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand on this day of , 1980.

Robert 0. Tiernan, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF

DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN )

Plaintiff, )

V.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Defendant.

MOTION TO QUASH ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA FOR BANK
RECORDS UNDER RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

Plaintiff Freeman, being duly sworn according. to law,

hereby petitions this court to quash the attached subpoena

issued by defendant Federal Election Commission and, in

support thereof, deposes and says as follows:

1. I am a customer of the Maryland National Bank from 4

which defendant seeks to obtain records by means of an

administrative subpoena, a copy of which is attached hereto

as Exhibit A.

2. The records described in the subpoena pertain to my

transactions as a customer of said bank.

3. This court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

S 1331(a), the federal question being the extent of my rights

under 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422 to prevent government access to

my bank records.

4. The financial records sought by the subpoena are not

relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry stated in

the Commission's Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice (a copy

of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B) for the following*

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]
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5. There has not been substantial compliance with

the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]

6. [State any other legal bases on which you object
to the release of your records]

WHEREFORE, plaintiff moves the court to enter an order

quashing the attached subpoena.

Cr

]Debra Hanania Freeman
[sign in presence of notary public)

[use this space for
notary stamp]
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT NOTICE

To: Lawrence K. Freeman

Records or information concerning your transactions held
by the financial institution named in the attached subpoena
or summons are being sought by this agency in accordance with
the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following
purpose:

Investigation of alleged violations of 2 U.S.C.
S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(l)(A) by Debra
Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka
Debra Hanania, in connection with various con-
tributions purportedly made to Citizens for LaRouche
by various individuals.

If you desire, that such records or information not be made
available, you must:

1. Fill out the accompanying motion paper and
sworn statement or write one of your own stating
that you are the customer whose records are
being requested by the Government and either giving
the reasons you believe that the records are not
relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry
stated in this notice or any other legal basis for
objecting to the release of the records.

2. File the motion and statement by mailing or
delivering them to the clerk of any one of the
following United States district courts: United
States District Court for the District of Columbia,
United States District Court for the State of
Maryland.

3. Serve the Government authority requesting the
records by mailing or delivering a copy of your
motion and statement to Charles N. Steele, General
Counsel, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463.



Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice
Lawrence K. Freeman
Page 2

4. Be prepared to come to court and present
your position in further detail.

5. You do not need to have a lawyer, although
you may wish to employ one to represent you and
protect your rights.

If you do not follow the above procedures, upon the
expiration of ten days from the date of service or fourteen
days from the date of mailing of this notice, the records
or information requested therein will be made available.
These records may be transferred to other Government
authorities for legitimate law enforcement inquiries, in
which event you will be notified after the transfer.

Date Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore,.Maryland 21203

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3),

to appear in Room 2210, 10 Light Street, Baltimore, Maryland, at

on and to give testimony under oath

in connection with a lawful investigation being undertaken by the

Commission pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (2) which investigation

concerns a matter designated as MUR 1158.

You are further ordered to bring with you and produce for

inspection and photocopying the following:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing the financial
transactions of Debra Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J.
Hanania, aka Debra Hanania, and of Lawrence K. Freeman, from
January 1, 1979, to the present, including but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit slips, with-
drawal slips, negotiable instruments requested or purchased,
copies of instruments deposited, and instruments used for
withdrawals.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed to

Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand on this day of , 1980.

Robert 0. Tiernan, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF

LAWRENCE K. FREEMAN

Plaintiff,

V. )

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION )

Defendant.

MOTION TO QUASH ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA FOR BANK
RECORDS UNDER RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

Plaintiff Freeman, being duly sworn according to law,

hereby petitions this court to quash the attached subpoena

issued by defendant Federal Election Commission and, in

support thereof, deposes and says as follows:

1. I am a customer of the Maryland National Bank from
which defendant seeks to obtain records by means of an

7
administrative subpoena, a copy of which is attached hereto

as Exhibit A.

2. The records described in the subpoena pertain to my

transactions as a customer of said bank.

3. This court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

C" S 1331(a), the federal question being the extent of my rights

under 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422 to prevent government access to

my bank records.

4. The financial records sought by the subpoena are not

relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry stated in

the Commission's Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice (a copy

of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B) for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]
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5. There has not been substantial compliance with

the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]

6. [State any other legal bases on which you object
to the release of your records]

WHEREFORE, plaintiff moves the court to enter an order

quashing the attached subpoena.

Lawrence K. Freeman
[sign in presence of notary public)

(use this space for
notary stamp]



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
P.O. Box 987
Baltimore, Md. 21203

RE: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Ward:

The Federal Election Commission has the statutory duty of
enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
and Chapters 95 and 96 of the Internal Revenue Code 1954, as
amended. In connection with an investigation being conducted
by the Commission, the attached subpoena has been issued. The
Commission does not consider either you or the bank a respondent
in this matter and you are being subpoenaed as a witness only
to testify and produce documents on behalf of the bank.

Since the attached subpoena is subject to the provisions
of the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, the deposition
has been scheduled for a time and date beyond the period pro-
vided for a customer challenge to the subpoena. Depending
upon the outcome of any such challenge which might be made,
the date and time may have to be changed, the subpoena modified,
or the deposition cancelled altogether. Unless you are notified
of any such change, you should assume tha the deposition will
occur as scheduled. Prior to your answering any questions or
producing any documents, you will be given a Certificate of
Compliance certifying that the applicable provisions of the
Right to Financial Privacy Act have been complied with and
absolving the bank from any liability for actions taken in
good faith reliance upon such certificate.



Letter to: George B. P. Ward
Page 2
MUR 1158

Since this information is being sought as part of an investi-
gation being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality
provisions of 2 U.S.C. s 437g(a)(12)(A) will apply. This section
of the Act prohibits making public any investigation conducted
by the Commission without the express written consent of the
person to whom the investigation is being conducted. You are
advised that no such consent has been given in this case.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Kevin H.
Smith, the attorney assigned to this matter, at 202/523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure

Subpoena



* FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert C. Prem, Esquire
929 North Howard Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Prem:

-- Debra Hanania Freeman has advised me that you will
be representing her in connection with the above matter.
Accordingly, I am enclosing a copy of a Right to Financial
Privacy Act Notice with subpoena attached, which documents
are being served upon your client.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice

with subpoena attached



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT NOTICE

To: Debra Hanania Freeman

Records or information concerning your transactions held
by the financial institution named in the attached subpoena
or summons are being sought by this agency in accordance with
the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following
purpose:

Investigation of alleged violations of 2 U.S.C.
S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A) by Debra
Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka
Debra Hanania, in connection with various con-
tributions purportedly made to Citizens for LaRouche

rby various individuals.

If you desire, that such records or information not be made
available, you must:

1. Fill out the accompanying motion paper and
sworn statement or write one of your own stating
that you are the customer whose records are
being requested by the Government and either giving
the reasons you believe that the records are not
relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry
stated in this notice or any other legal basis for

o' objecting to the release of the records.

2. File the motion and statement by mailing or
delivering them to the clerk of any one of the
following United States district courts: United
States District Court for the District of Columbia,
United States District Court for the State of
Maryland.

3. Serve the Government authority requesting the
records by mailing or delivering a copy of your
motion and statement to Charles N. Steele, General
Counsel, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463.



Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice
Debra Hanania Freeman
Page 2

4. Be prepared to come to court and present
your position in further detail.

5. You' do not need to have a lawyer, although
you may wish to employ one to represent you and
protect your rights.

If you do not follow the above procedures, upon the
expiration of ten days from the date of service or fourteen
days from the date of mailing of this notice, the records

Owl or information requested therein will be made available.
These records may be transferred to other Government
authorities for legitimate law enforcement inquiries, in
which event you will be notified after the transfer.

Date Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore,.Maryland 21203

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3),

to appear in Room 2210, 10 Light Street, Baltimore, Maryland, at

on and to give testimony under oath

in connection with a lawful investigation being undertaken by the

Commission pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) which investigation

concerfis a matter designated as MUR 1158.

You are further ordered to bring with you and produce for

inspection and photocopying the following:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing the financial
transactions of Debra Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J.
Hanania, aka Debra Hanania, and of Lawrence K. Freeman, from
January 1, 1979, to the present, including but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit slips, with-
drawal slips, negotiable instruments requested or purchased,
copies of instruments deposited, and instruments used for
withdrawals.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed to

Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand on this day of , 1980.

Robert 0. Tiernan, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF

DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN )

Plaintiff, )
)

v. )
)

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION )
)

Defendant.

MOTION TO QUASH ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA FOR BANK
RECORDS UNDER RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

Plaintiff Freeman, being duly sworn according to law,

hereby petitions this court to quash the attached subpoena

issued by defendant Federal Election Commission and, in

support thereof, deposes and says as follows:

1. I am a customer of the Maryland National Bank from

which defendant seeks to obtain records by means of an

administrative subpoena, a copy of which is attached hereto

as Exhibit A.

2. The records described in the subpoena pertain to my

transactions as a customer of said bank.

3. This court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

S 1331(a), the federal question being the extent of my rights

under 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422 to prevent government access to

my bank records.

4. The financial records sought by the subpoena are not

relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry stated in

the Commission's Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice (a copy

of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B) for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]
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5. There has not been substantial compliance with

the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following

reasons:

(state whatever reasons you may have]

6. (State any other legal bases on which you object
to the release of your records]

WHEREFORE, plaintiff moves the court to enter an order

quashing the attached subpoena.

Debra Hanania Freeman
[sign in presence of notary public)

[use this space for
notary stamp]



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH THE RIGHT
TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

To: Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

From: Federal Election Commission

I hereby certify that the applicable provisions of the
Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422,
have been complied with as to the attached Subpoena Duces
Tecum for the following financial records of Debra Hanania
Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka Debra Hanania, and
Lawrence K. Freeman:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing
the financial transactions of Debra Hanania
Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka Debra
Hanania, and Lawrence K. Freeman from January I,
1979, to the present, including but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit
slips, withdrawal slips, negotiable instruments
requested or purchased, copies of instruments
deposited, and instruments used for withdrawals.

Specifically, these records are being sought through the
procedure provided in 12 U.S.C. S 3405.

Pursuant to the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978,
good faith reliance upon this certificate relieves your
institutuion and its emloyees and agents of any possible
liability to the customer in connection with the disclosure
of these financial records.

Date Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

7
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF

DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN )• )
Plaintiff, )

v. )

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ))
Defendant.

MOTION TO QUASH ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA FOR BANK
RECORDS UNDER RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

Plaintiff Freeman, being duly sworn according to law,

hereby petitions this court to quash the attached subpoena

issued by defendant Federal Election Commission and, in

support thereof, deposes and says as follows:

1. I am a customer of the Maryland National Bank from

which defendant seeks to obtain records by means of an

administrative subpoena, a copy of which is attached hereto

as Exhibit A.

2. The records described in the subpoena pertain to my

transactions as a customer of said bank.

3. This court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

S 1331(a), the federal question being the extent of my rights

under 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422 to prevent government access to

my bank records.

4. The financial records sought by the subpoena are not

relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry stated in

the Commission's Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice (a copy

of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B) for the following

reasons:

(state whatever reasons you may have)



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF

LAWRENCE K. FREEMAN )

Plaintiff,
)

v. ))
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ))

Defendant. )

MOTION TO QUASH ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA FOR BANK
RECORDS UNDER RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

Plaintiff Freeman, being duly sworn according to law,

hereby petitions this court to quash the attached subpoena

issued by defendant Federal Election Commission and, in

support thereof, deposes and says as follows:

1. I am a customer of the Maryland National Bank from

which defendant seeks to obtain records by means of an

administrative subpoena, a copy of which is attached hereto

as Exhibit A.

2. The records described in the subpoena pertain to my

transactions as a customer of said bank.

3. This court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

S 1331(a), the federal question being the extent of my rights

under 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422 to prevent government access to

my bank records.

4. The financial records sought by the subpoena are not

relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry stated in

the Commission's Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice (a copy

of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B) for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF

DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN )• )
Plaintiff, )

v. ))
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ))

Defendant.

MOTION TO QUASH ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA FOR BANK
RECORDS UNDER RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

Plaintiff Freeman, being duly sworn according to law,

hereby petitions this court to quash the attached subpoena

issued by defendant Federal Election Commission and, in

support thereof, deposes and says as follows:

1. I am a customer of the Maryland National Bank from

which defendant seeks to obtain records by means of an

administrative subpoena, a copy of which is attached hereto

as Exhibit A.

2. The records described in the subpoena pertain to my

transactions as a customer of said bank.

3. This court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

S 1331(a), the federal question being the extent of my rights

under 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422 to prevent government access to

my bank records.

4. The financial records sought by the subpoena are not

relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry stated in

the Commission's Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice (a copy

of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B) for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may havei
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5. There has not been substantial compliance with

the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]

6. [State any other legal bases on which you object
to the release of your records]

WHEREFORE, plaintiff moves the court to enter an order

quashing the attached subpoena.

Debra Hanania Freeman
[sign in presence of notary public]

[use this space for
notary stamp]



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF

LAWRENCE K. FREEMAN ))
Plaintiff, )

v. )
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ))

Defendant.

MOTION TO QUASH ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA FOR BANK
RECORDS UNDER RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

Plaintiff Freeman, being duly sworn according to law,

hereby petitions this court to quash the attached subpoena

issued by defendant Federal Election Commission and, in

support thereof, deposes and says as follows:

1. I am a customer of the Maryland National Bank from

which defendant seeks to obtain records by means of an

administrative subpoena, a copy of which is attached hereto

as Exhibit A.

2. The records descri'bed in the subpoena pertain to my

transactions as a customer of said bank.

3. This court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

S 1331(a), the federal question being the extent of my rights

under 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422 to prevent government access to

my bank records.

4. The financial records sought by the subpoena are not

relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry stated in

the Commission's Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice (a copy

of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B) for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]
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5. There has not been substantial compliance with

the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]

6. [State any other legal bases on which you object
to the release of your records]

WHEREFORE, plaintiff moves the court to enter an order

quashing the attached subpoena.

Lawrence K. Freeman
[sign in presence of notary public]

[use this space for
notary stamp]
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF

DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN ))
Plaintiff, )

v. ))
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ))

Defendant. )

MOTION TO QUASH ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA FOR BANK
RECORDS UNDER RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

Plaintiff Freeman, being duly sworn according to law,

hereby petitions this court to quash the attached subpoena

issued by defendant Federal Election Commission and, in

support thereof, deposes and says as follows:

I. I am a customer of the Maryland National Bank from

which defendant seeks to obtain records by means of an

administrative subpoena, a copy of which is attached hereto

as Exhibit A.

2. The records described in the subpoena pertain to my

transactions as a customer of said bank.

3. This court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

S 1331(a), the federal question being the extent of my rights

under 12 U.S.C. SS 3401-3422 to prevent government access to

my bank records.

4. The financial records sought by the subpoena are not

relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry stated in

the Commission's Right to Financial Privacy Act Notice (a copy

of which is. attached hereto as Exhibit B) for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]
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5. There has not been substantial compliance with

the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following

reasons:

[state whatever reasons you may have]

6. [State any other legal bases on which you object
to the release of your records)

WHEREFORE, plaintiff moves the court to enter an order

quashing the attached subpoena.

Debra Hanania Freeman
[sign in presence of notary public)

[use this space for
notary stamp]
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Debra Hanania Freeman
4004 Linkwood Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21210

March 27, 1980

Mr. Charles Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission P 
1323 K Street NU 

3
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Steele:

On February 21, 1980 1 received a letter from the General Counsel's
off.ce advising me that the FEC had found reason to believe that I may have
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A). A report was
attached.

On February 26 1 answered that letter. At that time I stated that I
had obtained legal counsel but that since I had, to the best of my knowledge
neither directly submitted nor caused anything to be submitted to the Commission,
that I was at a loss to comprehend the internally generated memorandum. I
suggested a Meeting to take place in the office of my attorney.

Since that time, I have received no response whatever from the Commission
nor has my attorney. My attorney, Mr. Robert Prem, is now ill. Marsha Gentner
and Kevin Smith have both refused to speak to me.

I strongly object to this entire affair. I am trying to cooperate with any
investigation you may wish to carry out, however, I have a right to know how
the Commission plars to proceed, particularly if I am to offer information and
facts in my own defense. If my attorney is ill, and the office of the General
Counsel refuses to speak to me, I am at a complete loss as to how I am to do
this.

I would appreciate your prompt response to this matter.

Sincerely,

Debra Hanania Freeman

cc: Robert C. Prem

01:d '
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December 28, 1979

Dear Citizens for LaRouche:

This is to certify that I did personally contribute 
$45 in the form

of a money order payable to Citizens for LaRouche on November 28, 1979.

Sincerely,

David Sanders
613 St. Ann Street

Baltimore, Maryland 
21218
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P.O. Box 976, Radio City Station
New York, N.Y. 10019 ., ,

#(212) 247-8227
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1 IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF BALTIMORE CITY

2 GRENVILLE B. WHITMAN

3 Plaintiff

4 vs. 1975/387/18960

5 U. S. LABOR PARTY

6 Defendant

7

8
Baltimore, Maryland

9
July 11, 1979

10

11 The above-captioned matter came on for

12 Supplementary Proceedings, before The Honorable PAUL REED, JR.,

13 Law Commissioner, in Room 328, Civil Courts Building, commenci

14 at 1:43 o'clock p.m.

15 APPEARANCES

16

17 PHILIP L. MARCUS, ESQ., on behalf of the
Plaintiff.

18
DAVID B. MITCHELL, ESQ., on behalf of the

19 Defendant.

20

21

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TEt

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202
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1 PROCEEDINGS

2 THE COURT: We will call the case of Grenville B.

3 Whitman versus U. S. Labor Party, in the Court of Common

4 Pleas, Baltimore City. The case reference is 1975/387/18960.

5 Petition in Supplementary Proceedings was filed --

6 well, in the absence of a date, we will say that the Petition

7 for Supplementary Proceedings was duly filed, subpoenaing

8 Debra Freeman, Lawrence Freeman, Robert Primack, George Panos

9 and Steven Warm.

10 Debra Freeman and Robert Primack were served

11 May 10th, 1979. Lawrence Freeman was served on May 28th,

12 1979, and George Panos was served on July 2nd, 1979.

13 Steven Warm, non est.

14 Now, will counsel for the parties identify

15 yourselves for the record?

16 MR. MARCUS: Philip Marcus, representing the

17 Plaintiff.

18 THE COURT: The Plaintiff, Grenville B. Whitman.

19 And for the Defendant, U. S. Labor Party?

20 MR. MITCHELL: David B. Mitchell.

21 THE COURT: Are there any other attorneys present?

CouRT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 139.6398

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 539-2459



1 MR. MITCHELL: Not that I am aware of as far as

2 this case is concerned, Your Honor.

3 THE COURT: Okay. Let me ask, Mr. Marcus, what

4 will be the thrust of your interrogation in this? There

5 seems to be quite a few people involved, 
and there Is a

6 $30,000 Judgment involved. Anything paid on the judgment,

7 by the way, any money?

8 MR. MARCUS: Paid on it? Not to my knowledge, no.

9 THE COURT: Okay.

10 MR. MARCUS: The thrust is to find out where their

11 assets are.

12 THE COURT: Whose assets?

13 MR. MARCUS: The U. S. Labor Party's.

14 THE COURT: And in doing that, will you require

15 looking into records, going through records?

16 MR. MARCUS: Well, I have requested that records

17 be produced. I am given to understand, unofficially, 
that

18 there are no records.

19 THE COURT: Well, let's hear from counsel for the

20 Defendant. Have the records been produced as 
ordered?

21 1 MR. MITCHELL: The records have not been produced,

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539-6398

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 539-2459
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1 and the reason why they have not been produced is because

2 it has been our contention, as you can see from the pleadings

3 that we filed already in this matter in an attempt to

4 quash the subpoena as far as Mrs. Freeman is concerned, and

5 Mr. Primack, is that they are not authorized officers, or

6 had no control over any records or booksthat they could

7 produce with regard to this organization. It's an unincor-

8 porated association, and they were members of the association.

9 They hold no office in the association nationally, and

10 therefore have no records of the association nationally.

11 With regard to Mr. Freeman, number one, Mr. Freeman

12 was only recently served on the 28th of May by the record

13 of the Court, and I would point out to the Court that

14 Mr. Freeman is not under any requirement to produce these

15 records since the order of the Court itself indicated that

16 service is beyond the time, and therefore the summons is

17 invalid.

18 THE COURT: What do you mean the service is beyond

19 the time?

20 MR. MITCHELL: The order of the Court required

21 that Mr. Freeman be served on or before May 23, 1979. The

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 53.e638
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Court records indicate that service was made on Mr. Freeman

2 on May 28th, 1979.

3 MR. MARCUS: May it please the Court, there were

4 reissues, and I think --

5 MR. MITCHELL: The reissues were as to Mr. Warm.

6 MR. MARCUS: That is not correct. See, if he--

THE COURT: Go ahead. What were you going to say?

8 MR. MITCHELL: In addition to that, the individuals

9 Mr. Freeman himself, if service is somehow valid as far as

10 he is concerned, Mr. Freeman serves only as a committeeman,

11 and testimony will be produced to show that he is only a

12 committeeman, one of forty individuals nationally who serve

13 as committeemen for this organization. And he has no control

14 over its records or books. He never has been a financial

15 officer, and never has been involved in nor had any authority

16 over the finances. He has no responsibility for these areas,

17 and therefore he could not produce these records. Additionallv-

18 THE COURT: Let's take them one at a time.

19 MR. MITCHELL: All right.

20 THE COURT: I notice that there has been some

21 testimony here, dated September 6, '77, before Judge Grady --

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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1 MR. MITCHELL: That was the trial of the

2 proceedings, and Mr. Marcus in response to my petition to

3 quash --

4 THE COURT: To what?

5 MR. MITCHELL: To quash service on Mrs. Freeman

6 and Mr. Primack.

THE COURT: What did Judge Grady decide, without

8 me going through this whole file?

9 MR. MITCHELL: Judge Grady was the Trial Judge

10 in the matter, and the excerpt of the transcript that you

11 have before you refers to testimony that came out in the

12 trial. Mr. Marcus excerpted that portion of the transcript

13 in his answer to our petition to quash, saying that the

14 individuals that we alleged in our petition were not

15 officers or responsible persons financially to the

16 association, he excerpted that to say that they were. The

17 Hearing was held before Judge Sodaro on whether the

18 petition to quash should be granted, and he denied the

19 motion, requiring we be present to testify today.

20 THE COURT: There are no motions before me at this

21 time.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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1 MR. MITCHELL: Not as to these two individuals.

2 THE COURT: Do you have a motion with respect to

3 Lawrence Freeman?

4 MR. MITCHELL: Yes.

5 THE COURT: And your motion is based on the fact

6 that he was not an officer and did not have --

MR. MITCHELL: No, the motion to quash the

8 subpoena served on Mr. Freeman is based upon the Court's

9 recitation -- as a matter of fact, the order of the Court

10 itself, which indicates --

11 MR. MARCUS: Your Honor, if the Court please, I am

12 going to object to the untimely making of a motion at this

13 proceeding. I'm not even sure Your Honor has the authority

14 to quash summonses, quite frankly.

15 THE COURT: I do.

16 MR. MARCUS: If you do, then I don't think this is

17 the proper time. I think it would have been proper to file

18 a motion in due course.

19 THE COURT: Well, if he had filed a motion, I have

20 authority to rule on it.

21 MR. MARCUS: He hasn't filed it.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539.6395
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THE COURT: (Continuing) Then if he wants to

2 appeal my decision, he can do so.

3 MR. MARCUS: But he hasn't filed it.

4 MR. MITCHELL: The order of the Court indicates

5 that the order was signed on the 3rd day of May, 1979,

6 commanding that these persons be served, and bring and

7 produce --

8 THE COURT: Where is that order that you are

9 referring to? I have an affidavit of service on the 30th day

10 of May, 1979, declaring that under the penalties of perjury,

i1 that Kenneth McElroy was over eighteen years of age and not

12 a party to this action; that on May 28th, 1979, at about

13 11:00 p.m., he served Lawrence Freeman with copies of the

14 Petition and Order for Supplementary Proceedings to be held on

15 July 11, 1979.

16 MR. MITCHELL: If I might, Your Honor, by going

17 to the Court's files, the original Petition for Supplementary

18 Proceedings filed with this action, included an order of

19 Court dated May 3, 1979, commanding service be made upon the

20 parties by the 23rd day of May, 1979.

21 THE COURT: All right, okay.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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1 Well, are you saying that if service would then

2 again be made, if there be a reissuance, and then we bring

3 Mr. Lawrence Freeman back in on another date, at that time

4 would you also object to him with respect to the order

5 contained in the Petition for Supplementary Proceedings,

6 requesting him to -- ordering him to produce documents,

7 papers, et cetera, of the U. S. Labor Party?

8 MR. MITCHELL: If those things did take place and

9 he was subpoenaed to be present at some other time, we would

10 contend --

11 THE COURT: You would stick to your contention?

12 MR. MITCHELL: Yes, sir. And also--

13 THE COURT: Isn't it really undue delay here, and

14 if I would deny your motion because the service was not obtain

15 within the prescribed time of the order, you would still object

16 to him --

17 MR. MITCHELL: Yes, I would.

18 THE COURT: So, then, if I would overrule your

19 objection and he would take the stand, then he would only

20 testify to what you told me, that he has no records?

21 MR. MITCHELL: That is correct, and he is not privy

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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1 to any records or --

2 THE COURT: So what is the motion before me?

3 MR. MITCHELL: One, that service upon Mr. Freeman

4 is beyond the time as indicated by the order of the Court,

5 and that there has been no extension that I saw in the file.

6 Perhaps I might have missed it, but I didn't see anything

7 in the file extending as to Mr. Freeman. There was an

8 extension for Mr. Warm.

9 THE COURT: I am going to deny that motion.

10 MR. MITCHELL: The second motion is that --

11 THE COURT: With respect to Mr. Freeman?

12 MR. MITCHELL: Yes. (Continuing) -- that he has

13 no records to produce and bring before the Court, and he is

14 not a proper party to produce those records as he only

15 serves in the capacity of national committeeman.

16 THE COURT: I will deny that motion.

17 MR. MITCHELL: The third one would be for a

18 protective order. If these records that we are talking about

19 producing from a national organization, if Plaintiff wants

20 these records brought in, they should be required to post

21 some kind of bond or some kind of cost to pay for the

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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1 expenses involved in making reproduction of these documents.

2 THE COURT: We will cross that bridge when we come

3 to it. I will have to deny that third motion, because it's

4 actually moot. At this time it's premature.

5 MR. MITCHELL: Yes, sir.

6 THE COURT: Because I already denied the first

7 motion.

8 MR. MITCHELL: Yes, sir.

9 THE COURT: So we will cross that bridge when we

10 come to it.

I1 Now, any other motions to dispose of?

12 MR. MITCHELL: No.

13 THE COURT: How long do you think this is going to

14 take?

15 MR. MARCUS: I guess an hour to an hour and a half,

16 and it really is a guess.

17 THE COURT: Well, I will say to you -- I can usually

18 tell as it goes along how long it is going to take -- but we

19 will stop at 4:00 o'clock regardless. Unless the room gets

20 too hot and it becomes unbearable, then I'll use my discretion.

21 Call your first witness.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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1 MR. MARCUS: First of all, let's --

2 THE COURT: First, let me say this to you. We

3 don't have to worry about leading questions and what-have-you.

4 We can get right to the point. We are not before a jury,

so you are not trying to impress anyone. I am only here to
on

6 rule/admissibility of the evidence that you are trying to

7 get to. So no one is going to impress me or not impress me.

8 So we don't have to be orators and all that sort of thing.

9 Let's really get the job done and get it over with.

10 MR. MARCUS: Okay.

11 THE COURT: And if there are things that I don't

12 think should be answered, or if I think there is an improper

13 question, I will then sustain the objection, even though

14 counsel may not make the objection. All right?

15 MR. MITCHELL: All right.

16 MR. MARCUS: Yes, sir.

17 THE COURT: Call your first witness.

18 I know that you have a lot of preliminary

19 information, do you not?

20 MR. MARCUS: I do, yes.

21 THE COURT: That has already been testified to,

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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1 I and unless you feel that it's necessary to go through with

2 that to lay some groundwork, then we can dispense with it.

We should really get to the meat of what you want.

4 MR. MARCUS: I will try to get to that.

5 I guess I do have in a sense a preliminary motion.

6 I would request that the witnesses be sequestered. I think

7 you can rule --

8 THE COURT: Motion granted.

9 MR. MITCHELL: The only problem with that,

10 Mr. Freeman as an officer of a party is entitled to be present

11 Mrs. Freeman and Mr. Freeman.

12 THE COURT: How about Mr. Panos?

13 MR. MARCUS: I am going to call him first.

14 THE COURT: Are you an officer, Mr. Freeman?

15 MR. FREEMAN: A member of the national committee.

16 THE COURT: Then you are just a committee member?

17 MR. FREEMAN: Yes, but that is one of the two

18 executive bodies of the U. S. Labor Party.

19 MR. MITCHELL: Then h* should be outside.

20 (Thereupon, the prospective witnesses left the

21 courtroom.)

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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1 MR. MITCHELL: Off the record.

2 (Discussion off the record.)

3 MR. MARCUS: Mr. Panos, take the stand, please.

4

5 Thereupon --

6 GEORGE PANOS

7 a Witness, produced for oral examination on call of the

8 Plaintiff, having been first duly sworn by the Notary Public,

9 was examined and testified as follows:

10

11 THE COURT: Give us your full name.

12 THE WITNESS: My name is George Louis Panos.

13 THE COURT: Your address?

14 THE WITNESS: 10706 Cardington Way, Cockeysville,

15 Maryland.

16 THE COURT: Okay.

17 DIRECT EXAMINATION

18 BY MR. MARCUS:

19 Q Mr. Panos, you are employed by The Hammerman

20 Organization?

21 A. Yes.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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1 And that company is the landlord at the Medical

2 Arts Building here in Baltimore City?

3 A. That is correct.

4 Q And one of the tenants of that building is the

5 U. S. Labor Party; is that correct?

6 A Yes.

7 Have you brought with you pursuant to the subpoena

a copy of the lease and the credit application with regard

to that tenancy?

10 A Yes.

11 MR. MARCUS: Would you hand those to the Court

12 Reporter to be marked, please?

13 Do you have any objection if he puts in photocopies?

14 MR. MITCHELL: Absolutely not.

15 (The document was marked

16 Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 1.)

17 MR. MARCUS: I have no further questions.

18 I don't know whether you are entitled to ask any.

19 Is he entitled to cross-examination?

20 THE COURT: Oh, yes.

21

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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CROSS-EXAMINATION

2 BY MR. MITCHELL:

3 Mr. Panos, Just one or two questions. You indicated

4 in answer to Mr. Marcus' question that the tenant involved

5 is the U. S. Labor Party; is that correct?

6 A. Technically, yes. It was a different name on the

7 lease.

8 THE COURT: What do you mean by technically?

9 THE WITNESS: It was a different name on the lease,

10 Your Honor.

11 THE COURT: What is the name on the lease?

12 THE WITNESS: I believe it's Campagner Publications,

13 Inc.

14 (By Mr. Mitchell) That is the tenant on the lease?

15 A. Right.

16 So it's not U. S. Labor Party?

17 THE COURT: Who paid you the monthly rent or the

18 yearly rental?

19 THE WITNESS: I believe that the tenant on the

20 lease, but then we found out that the tenant on the lease

21 has many different names. One was U. S. Labor Party, and also

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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1 the Baltimore Labor Party. This we learned after the fact

2 when we leased them the space.

3 MR. MARCUS: Do you know the name of the individual

4 who arranged to rent the property?

5 THE WITNESS: Mr. Freeman negotiated the lease

6 with my rental agent in that building.

7 MR. MARCUS: I'm sorry. I'm sorry.

8 MR. MITCHELL: We are very informal; no problem.

9 (By Mr. Mitchell) Has the rent been timely paid?

10 A. Yes.

11 Cash or check?

12 A Check.

13 Checks on whom -- whose check?

14 THE COURT: Please speak up. I have to hear you,

15 too.

16 (By Mr. Mitchell) Whose check?

17 A. I believe the name of the company that is on the

18 lease.

19 New Solidarity International Press Service?

20 A Right.

21 THE COURT: Who is it?

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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1 MR. MARCUS: It says New Solidarity International

2 Press Service, Incorporated.

3 THE COURT: Are they still tenants?

4 THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

5 THE COURT: When was the last time they made a

6 payment for the rental under this lease?

7 THE WITNESS: They should have paid their rent

8 that was due July 1st.

9 MR. MARCUS: Did they?

10 THE WITNESS: To the best of my knowledge they did.

11 MR. MARCUS: That was the first rent, wasn't it?

12 THE WITNESS: When does the lease begin?

13 MR. MARCUS: That is what It says. It says on

14 the 1st of July it starts.

15 THE WITNESS: Then it's been paid.

16 THE COURT: All right, is that It?

17 MR. MARCUS: Yes, sir. No further questions.

18 MR. MITCHELL: No further questions.

19 THE COURT: You are excused, Mr. Panos.

20 (Witness excused.)

21 THE COURT: Next witness?

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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MR. MARCUS: Mrs. Freeman.

2

3 Thereupon --

4 DEBRA HANANIA-FREEMAN

5 a Witness, produced for oral examination on call of the

6 Plaintiff, having been first duly sworn by the Notary Public,

7 was examined and testified as follows:

9 THE COURT: State your name and address.

10 THE WITNESS: My name is Debra Hanania-Freeman,

11 and I live at 4004 Linwood Road in Baltimore.

12 THE COURT: Are you married?

13 THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

14 THE COURT: Then it's Mrs. Freeman. You are

15 married to?

16 THE WITNESS: To Lawrence Freeman.

17 THE COURT: Okay.

18 DIRECT EXAMINATION

19 BY MR. MARCUS:

20 You are a member of the U. S. Labor Party?

21 A. Yes.
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1 Since when?

2 Oh, since 19-- well, since it was constituted in

3 1973.

4 THE COURT: Keep your voice up.

5 THE WITNESS: Since the Party was constituted,

6 which was I believe in 1973.

7 MR. MARCUS: If you say so.

98 (By Mr. Marcus) Have you frequently attended

9 meetings of the Party?

10 . Yes.

11 How often?

12 A. Oh, I guess just about every time the Party 
has a

13 meeting.

14 How often does it have a meeting?

15 A. Well, we have formal meetings very rarely. 
As a

r

16 matter of fact, I can't remember the 
last one.

17 When was the last informal meeting the 
Party

18 had?

19 A Last night.

20 Q Were you there?

21 A. Yes.
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1 How about the one before that? When was the next

2 previous informal meeting?

3 A. Sunday.

4 And you were there?

5 A. Umh-humh (nodding head affirmatively).

6 In fact, you go to almost every informal meeting,

7 don't you?

8 A Oh, yes.

9 Q You are a member of the Baltimore Region of the

10 Party; is that correct?

11 A. Yes.

12 How many members approximately In the Baltimore

13 Region?

14 A. Well, it's kind of hard to say. We don't keep a

15 membership list.

16 Q Why not? Why don't you keep a membership list?

17 MR. MITCHELL: Objection. That is not relevant,

18 as to why they don't keep a membership list.

19 MR. MARCUS: I think under the circumstances,

20 Your Honor, it is relevant because --

21 THE COURT: I am going to allow her to answer. If
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1 no basis develops for it at a later time, then I will grant

2 your motion and strike it from the record. You can answer.

3 A. I honestly don't know. There are no criteria for

4 membership except a broad exchange of ideas. Anyone who

5 agrees with the ideas can attend the meetings. All meetings

6 are public.

7 THE COURT: Let me get something straight in my

8 mind. The U. S. Labor Party, that is incorporated, is it

CI,9 not?

10 THE WITNESS: No, it's unincorporated.

11 THE COURT: Unincorporated?

12 THE WITNESS: As far as I know.

13 THE COURT: And what are its purposes and objectives

14 THE WITNESS: Excuse me?

15 THE COURT: Its purposes and objectives.

16 THE WITNESS: It's a political party. We function

1 primarily as an educational institution. We circulate ideas,

18 talk with people, and try to convince people of our point

19 of view.

20 THE COURT: Just like the Republican Party or the

21 Democratic Party, et cetera?
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1 THE WITNESS: Yes.

2 THE COURT: Okay. When you were talking about

3 national committeemen and everything, I thought you were

4 talking about a labor organization.

5 MR. MITCHELL: No. I'm sorry.

6 THE COURT: All right. Let me ask you this:

7 When you have meetings, don't you notify the membership

8 through mail?

9 THE WITNESS: No, we don't, Just word of mouth.

10 THE COURT: Well, how many people do you usually

11 have at a meeting?

12 THE WITNESS: Anywhere from three to fifty.

13 THE COURT: Suppose you were going to hold a

14 convention?

15 THE WITNESS: Well, we haven't held one, so I

16 really can't answer that.

17 THE COURT: Well, suppose you would?

18 THE WITNESS: I suppose we might publish a leaflet

19 or advertisement, or call people up. It wouldn't be my

20 responsibility in any case, so I couldn't answer. I am only

21 a member of the Party.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
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THE COURT: Well, I have been involved in

2 political organizations through a number of years in the

3 State, and we always kept a list of our members. And when

4 we want them to appear because there may be -- we might have

5 something involving the western portion of the State, and

6 we wanted to have some idea as to what is going on, and we

7 would call in our organization from that section. But we

8 would know who to call. Do you know who to call?

9 THE WITNESS: I would call the people who generally

10 share agreement with our ideas, but there is nothing such as

11 a card-carrying member, if that is what you mean.

12 Q (By Mr. Marcus) How many people do you think in

13 the Metropolitan Baltimore area right now share your ideas

14 and come regularly to meetings?

7e 15 A. If you want to know how many share our ideas, I

16 would say probably thousands.

17 Q And come regularly to meetings?

18 A. Fifty people.

19 THE COURT: That gets a little too general. A lot

20 of people, like he says, may be sympathetic to their

21 philosophy, that she doesn't even know about.
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1 (By Mr. Marcus) But those who come regularly,

2 you say there are about fifty of them?

3 A Right.

4Q Who chairs the meetings, by the way?

5 A It varies.

6 Q Who chaired last night's meeting?

7 A There was no chairman last night.

8 Q Just a free-for-all?

9 A Yes.

C 10 THE COURT: What was the purpose of that meeting

11 last night, to discuss this Hearing today?

12 THE WITNESS: No, discussing energy policies,

13 discussing guidelines, actually.

14 THE COURT: So if you would have come to a

15 conclusion and/or a solution to the energy problem, what

16 would you have done following the termination of that meeting?

17 THE WITNESS: Well, we didn't reach a conclusion.

18 THE COURT: Assuming that you did.

19 THE WITNESS: We don't do anything. Just a common

20 agreement. Basically it's an educational discussion for the

21 people involved.
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Q (By Mr. Marcus) Your husband, Lawrence Freeman,

2 is the Chairman of the Maryland Party, isn't that correct?

A. Yes, he is.

4Q fHow long has he been the Chairman?

5 . You know, I really don't know. I suppose probably

6 a couple of years.

7 Since before you were married?

8 A. No.

9 Q You were at one time the financial officer of the

10 Baltimore Region, weren't you?

11 A No, no. There is no financial officer.

12 Q Do you know that Mr. Primack testified under oath

13 in court that you were the financial officer?

14 A. He must have been mistaken.

15 Q You don't think he was lying, though?

16 A. Oh, absolutely not.

17 Q But you think he was mistaken?

18 A. (Nodding head affirmatively.)

19 THE COURT: How did this action arise in the first

20 place?

21 MR. MARCUS: By the publication of a leaflet, which
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1 is In one of the Court's files in the case.

2 MR. MITCHELL: It's a libel action, Your Honor,

3 in which Mr. Whitman alleged libel against the U. S. Labor

4 Party and certain membersand the matter went to trial before

5 Judge Grady, and the jury awarded a verdict of $30,000

6 damages to Mr. Whitman, or in Mr. Whitman's favor, against

7 the U. S. Labor Party only, and not the individuals.

8 (By Mr. Marcus) The headquarters of the Party

9 is In New York City, right?

10 A. Right.

11 Q What is the address?

12 A. P. 0. Box 1972.

13 4 That is not an address. Where is it located

14 physically?

15 A That is the address. That is the address that I

16 send mail to.

17 Q If I wanted to visit them, where would I go?

18 A. I don't know. I guess you would have to call the

19 number.

20 Q You are telling me you don't know the physical

21 premises occupied by a political party of which you have been
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1 a member since '73?

2A. As far as I know, we don't rent any office.

3 THE COURT: You have to answer the question.

4 THE WITNESS: I can only answer it as far as I

5 know.

6 THE COURT: The question is, are you saying now,

7 having been a member since 1973, that 
you don't know where

8 the offices of this Party are?

9 THE WITNESS: I know where to find the officers

10 of the Party, but I don't know that 
we rent offices.

11 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Then we will talk first about

12 the officers of the Party, who are?

13 A Mr. Lyndon H. LaRouche--

14 Q What is his address?

15 A. I don't know his personal address.

16 Q How about his office address?

17 A. When I want to communicate with him, 
I write to

18 P. 0. Box 1972.

19 Q Have you ever been to 231 West 29th 
Street in

20 New York City?

21 A Not recently.
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1 Have you ever?

2 A Yes.

3 Why did you go there when you did?

4 A Those are the offices of New Solidarity Inter-

5 national Press Service.

6 Q Is it also the headquarters or offices of

7 Campagner Publications, Inc.?

8 A It used to be.

9 MR. MITCHELL: Objection.

10 THE COURT: Overruled.

11 MR. MITCHELL: It has no relevancy.

12 THE COURT: Overruled.

13 THE WITNESS: It used to be.

14 (By Mr. Marcus) Not anymore?

15 A. No.

16 Where is it now?

17 A. Somewhere on 58th Street.

18 THE COURT: Let's find out whether any members of

19 the U. S. Labor Party are members of that organization.

20 MR. MARCUS: I am going to.

21 (By Mr. Marcus) As a member of the Labor Party, you
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11 have seen people handing out newspapers called New Solidarity

2 on street corners and like that, right?

3 A Right.

4Q In fact, on a street corner right near this

5 building?

6 A. Right, yes.

7Q And they are members of the Labor Party?

8 A. Yes.

9 Q And sell New Solidarity?

10 A. Yes.

11 Published by Campagner Publications, right?

12 A. Yes.

13 Q Did you ever sell copies of New Solidarity?

14 A. No.

15 Do you know the names of anybody who does?

16 A. Yes.

17 Can you tell me who?

18 MR. MITCHELL: Objection.

19 THE COURT: Overruled.

20 A. William Salisbury.

21 (By Mr. Marcus) Where does he live?

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539-6398

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 539-2459



0 0
32

1 A. He lives in Charles Village.

2 Q Do you know any closer than that?

3 A. No. I'm sorry, I don't.

4Q You don't visit him?

5 A. I have visited him.

6 THE COURT: I can't hear.

7Q (By Mr. Marcus) You have never visited him at

8 Charles Village?

9 A. I have visited him, but I don't know his address.

10 Q Anybody else?

i1 A. Arthur Murphy.

12 Where does he live?

13 A. I believe he lives with Bill Salisbury, but I

14 don't know the exact address. I'm sorry.

15 Q Anyone else?

16 A Let me think. Nancy Radcliffe.

17 Q Where does she live?

18 A. Also in Charles Village.

19 Q Where in Charles Village?

20 A. Somewhere around 33rd Street, I believe.

21 Anyone else?
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I L. Belinda DeGrazia.

2Q Spell that.

3 A D-e-G-r-a-z-I-a•

4 Q And where does she live?

5 A. In Roland Park.

6 Q Where in Roland Park?

7 A Just north of University Parkway.

8 You don't know the address?

9 A. No, I don't.

10 All right. But you say you have never sold a

11 paper?

12 A No, not never. I Just don't do it now.

13 Q You have sold the paper in the past?

14 . Yes.

15 Q How much did you sell it for?

16 A. When I used to sell them, they were a dime.

17 How much are they now?

18 A. Twenty-five cents.

19 Q How many get sold in an average week in

2 Baltimore?

21 A I really don't know.
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1 MR. MITCHELL: I am going to object at this point,

2 Your Honor. The judgment is against the Labor Party, and

3 not New Solidarity International Press Service.

4 THE COURT: I would like for you to try to tie in

5 whether New Solidarity, whatever it is --

6 MR. MITCHELL: New Solidarity International Press

7 Service.

8 MR. MARCUS: There are two names.

9 THE COURT: Let's try to tie it in with the

10 U. S. Labor Party or these people individually.

11 MR. MARCUS: I know so far that the Labor Party

12 members are selling this newspaper.

13 Q (By Mr. Marcus) You don't know how many copies

14 they sell per week?

15 A. I really don't know. I think Larry probably

16 knows.

17 MR. MARCUS: All right, I will ask Larry.

18 (By Mr. Marcus) Now, the proceeds from the sales -

19 you say it's a quarter now?

A. Yes.

21 Q What happens to the proceeds, the money you take
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in?

2 We send them to New York to Campagner Publications.

3Q Send them bags of coins?

4 A. We wire it, usually, through Western Union.

5 THE COURT: Who wires it?

6 THE WITNESS: Whoever is in the office that night.

7 THE COURT: In whose office?

8 THE WITNESS: Well, New Solidarity International

9 Press Service has that office.

10 THE COURT: With whom, with the U. S. Labor Party?

11 THE WITNESS: No, the U. S. Labor Party doesn't

12 rent an office. Mainly the people are volunteers.

13 THE COURT: Is that the same address as is on the

14 lease?

15 THE WITNESS: I didn't see the lease.

16 (By Mr. Marcus) Is that in the Medical Arts

17 Building?

18 A. Yes.

19 THE COURT: Is it the same address that is on the

20 lease from Mr. Panos?

21 MR. MARCUS: It's supposed to be.
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1 Yes, unh-hunh.

2 (By Mr. Marcus) Now, this, whatever It's called,

3 New Solidarity International Press Service, Inc., did that

4 also at one time have offices on St. Paul Street in

5 Baltimore City?

6 A. Yes.

7 About the 2600 block?

8 A 2500 block.

9 And the U. S. Labor Party also had offices there?

r
10 A. Members of the U. S. Labor Party worked out of

11 that office.

12 THE COURT: When you say they worked, you are

13 saying that no, the U. S. Labor Party did not have 
offices,

14 but members of the U. S. Labor Party worked out of that

15 office. Now, what offices did the members of the U. S.

16 Labor Party work out of?

17 THE WITNESS: Can I explain something to you?

18 THE COURT: No, no. Just answer the question.

19 THE WITNESS: Members of the U. S. Labor Party do

20 all kinds of work. Some work at Johns Hopkins Hospital.

21 THE COURT: Okay, I understand that.
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1 (By Mr. Marcus) I show you a piece of paper,

2 actually about three or four stapled together.

3 MR. MARCUS: Let's mark that first for

4 identification.

5 (The document was marked

6 Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 2

7 for Identification.)

8 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Can you identify this page

9 (handing)?

10 L Yes.

11 Have you ever seen that before?

12 A Yes.

13 Q Is your husband's name on there someplace?

14 A. Yes.

15 Q And it says U. S. Labor Party?

16 A. Yes.

17 Q And what is the address?

18 A. 2539 St. Paul Street.

19 4 Which is the same address that you told the Judge

20 was occupied --

21 A. That is correct.
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1 MR. MARCUS: I would like that received in

2 evidence.

3 THE COURT: Let me look at that.

4 (Document handed to the Court by Mr. Marcus.)

5 MR. MARCUS: Will it be received in evidence?

6 THE COURT: Yes.

7 (By Mr. Marcus) So, in other words, the headquarters

8 of the U. S. Labor Party until recently were at 2539 St. Paul

C4 9 Street?

10 A Yes.

11 Did you receive money there?

12 A. Did the U. S. Labor Party receive money?

13 Yes.

14 A. We don't receive any money.

15 THE COURT: Just answer the question. Who

16 receives money for the U. S. Labor Party?

17 THE WITNESS: I don't know. As far as I know,

18 I haven't received any money for the U. S. Labor Party.

19 THE COURT: You have not?

20 THE WITNESS: No. I can only tell you what I have

21 done.
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1 THE COURT: All right. Now, are there any

2 accounts, bank accounts, checking accounts, in existence in

3 the names of different individuals or organizations that are

4 used to provide money for the U. S. Labor Party?

5 THE WITNESS: Not in Maryland.

6 THE COURT: Well, any place? We are talking about

7 any place.

8 THE WITNESS: Well, I don't know what the situation

I.-

9 is in other places. I know the U. S. Labor Party has a

10 national treasurer.

11 THE COURT: It does?

12 THE WITNESS: Yes.

13 THE COURT: Where?

14 THE WITNESS: New York City.

15 (By Mr. Marcus) What is the fellow's name?

16 A. It's a woman.

17 I apologize.

18 A (Continuing) Her name is Spannaus, S-p-a-n-n-a-u-s.

19 THE COURT: And she is the treasurer of what?

20 THE WITNESS: Of the U. S. Labor Party.

21 THE COURT: And she keeps the money of the
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1 U. S. Labor Party?

2 THE WITNESS: Yes.

3 THE COURT: Does she give out annual reports or

4 semiannual reports on the state of the treasury?

5 THE WITNESS: No.

6 THE COURT: Well, why is she the treasurer?

7 THE WITNESS: She was elected to be treasurer.

8 THE COURT: For what reason? It must be to take

C") 9 care of the property and assets of the U. S. Labor Party.

10 THE WITNESS: I guess that is what she does.

11 THE COURT: Do you know?

12 THE WITNESS: I don't know what she does.

13 THE COURT: Are you saying -- well, go ahead.

14 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Who paid for this printed leaflet?

15 A I don't know.

16 Q Thousands of copies, it looks like.

17 A. I don't know how many copies.

18 Q Your husband signed this thing.

19 A. Why don't you ask him.

20 MR. MITCHELL: She doesn't know, but maybe her

21 husband does.
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THE COURT: Objection sustained.

2 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Has the U. S. Labor Party

3 published any leaflets in Baltimore of late?

4 A. I really don't know.

5 Q You go to every informal meeting, or practically

6 every informal meeting, and don't know what it publishes?

7 A. That's right.

8 THE COURT: When was the last one published that

9 you know of?

10 THE WITNESS: I really don't know.

11 (By Mr. Marcus) Let me refresh your memory.

12 MR. MARCUS: Can I have this marked as No. 3 for

13 Identification?

14 (The document was marked

15 Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 3

16 for Identification.)

17 Q (By Mr. Marcus) I show you Plaintiff's Exhibit 3

18 marked for Identification. Do you recognize it?

19 A. Yes, I recognize it.

20 4 When was it published?

21 A. Right after Mr. Whitman attacked me.
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1 Allegedly attacked you --

2 THE COURT: Allegedly did what?

3 THE WITNESS: He attacked me on May 28th.

4 MR. MARCUS: I won't go into that.

5 (By Mr. Marcus) That's about when it was published

6 then?

7 A. The next day or so.

8 Q How many copies were printed?

9 A. I don't know.

10 You wrote it?

11 A Yes, I wrote it.

12 MR. MARCUS: May this be received in evidence?

13 THE COURT: Let me see it.

14 (Document handed to the Court by Mr. Marcus.)

15 (By Mr. Marcus) You don't know how many copies

16 were run off?

17 A I really don't.

18 You don't have any idea?

19 A. No.

20 Q Thousands?

21 A. No, I don't think so.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539-6.39

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 539-2450



43

Five hundred?

2 A A few hundred probably.

Q How much was paid for that process?

4 I don't know.

5 Q Who did the paying?

6 L I don't know.

7 4 You are a liar, aren't you?

8 MR. MITCHELL: Objection.

9 A. No.

10 THE COURT: Sustained.

11 4 (By Mr. Marcus) Who got those materials printed

12 on Plaintiff's Exhibit 3?

13 A I don't know. I wrote them and typed them.

14 Fine. What did you do with it after you finished

15 typing it?

16 A I don't know. I went to work that evening.

17 You left it someplace?

18 A. Left it on my desk.

19 Q Where was the desk that you left it on?

20 A. At that time the desk was in the front room of the

21 office at 2539 St. Paul Street.
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1 You have no idea from then on how this got

2 printed?

3 A No, I really don't.

4 4 Does the group of Labor Party members in Baltimore

5 ever receive money from the national headquarters?

6 A. No.

7 Never?

SA. No.

9 4 Does it ever send money up to New York?

10 A. Not to the U. S. Labor Party. It does send money

11 to New York.

12 Q To where?

13 A. Campagner Publications.

14 Why?

15 A. Because they publish literature and have a

16 contractual agreement.

17 Q Where did you get the money to be used to purchase

is this material?

19 A. It's sent to us from New York.

20 The money is sent to you from --

21 A No, the material is sent from New York.
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1 Where do you get the money?

2 A. I think that's done on the national level.

3 I don't understand that.

4 A. Well, what happens is that once or twice a week we

5 are sent literature from New York, what I believe is the

6 case, and Larry would really have to clarify that. I

7 believe the National U. S. Labor Party has a contractual

8 agreement with Campagner Publications where we provide the

9 ideas for certain materials which they print. Labor Party

10 members volunteer to sell that material, because they want

11 the ideas circulated. The money for that in turn goes to

12 Campagner Publications, which publishes and pays for that

13 material.

14 Where does the money come from?

15 A. I don't know. You mean the money for the materials-

16 0 Yes.

17 A. Oh, what we sell in the street.

18 So it's from proceeds of sales, then?

19 A. What?

20 Q The money comes from proceeds of selling things?

21 A. Yes, sure.
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1 THE COURT: This is admitted into evidence.

2 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Who takes up the collection of

3 money?

4 A. Different people.

5 Being whom?

6 A. Sometimes me. Whoever is around, really.

7 4 Where is that done physically?

8 L. It's done at the office in the Medical Arts

9 Building.

10 And you take bags of money down to the bank?

11 A. Not to the bank, we take them to Western Union.

12 And you wire it to New York?

or- 13 A Right.

14 C Do you keep any record of the money that you send

15 to New York?

16 A. Yes, sure.

17 Who keeps those records?

18 A Different people each night keep them.

19 THE COURT: Different what?

0THE WITNESS: We take turn each night, whoever

21 happens to be around.
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1 THE COURT: Do you have a central file, central

2 ledger?

3 THE WITNESS: It's not a ledger.

4 THE COURT: Well, whatever.

5 THE WITNESS: Yes, there are files.

6 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Where are those files?

7 THE WITNESS: Can I ask you one question? because

8 I want to make sure I am answering correctly.

9 MR. MARCUS: Go ahead.

10 THE WITNESS: Are you talking about files of

11 U. S. Labor Party money?

12 Q (By Mr. Marcus) I am talking about, and I think

13 the Judge is talking about, when you send money 
up to

14 New York, you say you keep records of the money you 
send to

15 New York.

16 L. But that's not to the Labor Party.

17 THE COURT: You already testified to that. We

18 know that.

19 Q (By Mr. Marcus) You do keep a record of the money

20 that is sent up?

21 A. Oh, yes.
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1 Q Who keeps the record?

2 A. We Just put them in a big file cabinet.

3 Where is that big file cabinet?

4 AL In our office.

5 Q In the Medical Arts Building?

6 A. Right.

7Q Who has a key to the file cabinet?

8 A, It's not locked.

9 Who has a key to the office?

10 L Everyone.

11 Q Do you have one?

12 A Yes.

13 Q Have you brought with you today those records?

14 A No, I haven't.

15 THE COURT: Why not?

16 THE WITNESS: Because I was asked to bring with

17 me records of the U. S. Labor Party, and they are not records

18 of the U. S. Labor Party.

19 Q (By Mr. Marcus) May I ask you why they are not?

20 A. Because the money does not get taken in or sent

21 to the U. S. Labor Party.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING so.oag

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 5)9-2459



49

1 THE COURT: Well, the U. S. Labor Party has an

2 interest in this, doesn't it?

3 THE WITNESS: We have an interest in the ideas,

4 no financial interest.

5 THE COURT: I mean, the Labor Party has an interest
6 in money to promote their ideas.

THE WITNESS: We don't see the money, at least I
8 don't as a member of the Labor Party.
9 THE COURT: Well, somebody in the Labor Party

10 receives it.

11 THE WITNESS: As I said, I can't tell you anything

12 about the financial affairs of the Labor Party. I think

13 the only one that can is Ms. Spannaus. I don't know. I

14 can't tell you something I don't know.
15 THE COURT: Did you have any participation in

16 electing --

17 What's her name?

18 THE WITNESS: Ms. Spannaus.

19 THE COURT: (Continuing) -- as treasurer?

20 THE WITNESS: I voted for her.

21 THE COURT: Where was that election held?
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1 THE WITNESS: Well, actually, the way the thing was

2 held--

3 THE COURT: Just tell me where it was held.

4 THE WITNESS: I think it was held two years ago.

5 THE COURT: Where?

6 THE WITNESS: I didn't elect Ms. Spannaus. I

7 elected the National Executive Committee of which she Is a

8 member, and I believe they elected her treasurer.

9 THE COURT: Where was that election held?

10 THE WITNESS: New York City.

11 THE COURT: Where did you stay when you went up

12 there?

13 THE WITNESS: With my parents.

14 THE COURT: Where did the rest of the delegates

15 stay?

16 THE WITNESS: Well, many of them live there. I

17 don't know where they stayed.

18 THE COURT: And was that meeting held in a

19 meeting hall?

20 THE WITNESS: Held in a high school.

21 THE COURT: High school. Who paid the expenses for
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1 that meeting, travel expenses and whatever, if such

2 expenses were paid?

3 THE WITNESS: We paid our own travel expenses.

4 THE COURT: And were you reimbursed in any way?

5 THE WITNESS: No.

6 THE COURT: And people came from far and wide?

7 THE WITNESS: Yes.

8 THE COURT: As far west as where?

9 THE WITNESS: California.

10 THE COURT: As far south as what?

11 THE WITNESS: Georgia.

12 THE COURT: As far north as what?

13 THE WITNESS: Canada.

14 THE COURT: And you went on your own expense

15 money, or your money, and you were never reimbursed in any

16 way, shape or form?

17 THE WITNESS: No, sir.

18 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Are you employed, Mrs. Freeman?

19 . Yes.

20 Q Where?

21 A I am employed at a private educational center,
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1 the Stanley Kaplan Educational Center.

2 Q Where is that located?

3 . 32nd and St. Paul.

4 Q In Baltimore City?

5 A Yes.

6 Q What do you do for them?

7 MR. MITCHELL: Objection.

8 THE COURT: Overruled.

9 A. I am a teacher.

10 MR. MITCHELL: It doesn't have any relevance to

11 these proceedings?

12 THE COURT: Yes, it does. Overruled.

13 THE WITNESS: I am a teacher.

14 (By Mr. Marcus) Are you the only teacher for --

15 A. For Stanley Kaplan?

16 Yes.

17 A. Oh, no.

18 Q How many are there?

19 A. Approximately?

20 Approximately.

21 A Stanley Kaplan is not connected with the U. S.
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1 Labor Party in any way. I really don't know how many

2 teachers there are.

3Q How many other teachers are members of the U. S.

4 Labor Party?

5 A. None that I know of.

6 Q You receive a salary, then, from Stanley Kaplan?

7 A. Oh, yes.

8 THE COURT: How much is the salary?

9 MR. MITCHELL: Objection to the Court's question

10 as to the amount.

11 THE COURT: I would like to know. It has some

12 relevancy, because she does a lot of traveling at her own

13 expense, such as to New York to elect the treasurer of the

14 U. S. Labor Party.

15 THE WITNESS: It varies, depending on how many

16 classes I teach. I get paid an hourly wage of $15.00 per

17 hour.

18 THE COURT: Is that a regular public school, or a

19 private school?

20 THE WITNESS: It's an insitution that teaches

21 preparatory courses for taking the Law Boards and Medical
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1 Boards, the SAT, GMAT, those kinds of things.

2 THE COURT: Does your husband work there also?

3 THE WITNESS: No.

4 (By Mr. Marcus) Where does he work?

5 A. New Solidarity International Press.

6 Q And he receives a salary from this service?

A. Yes.

8 4 You don't know offhand now how much he gets?

9 A No, I --

10 MR. MITCHELL: Objection as to his --

11 MR. MARCUS: I will withdraw the question.

12 THE COURT: Sustained.

13 0 (By Mr. Marcus) Do you receive any salary or

14 stipend or any form of periodic payments from the

15 U. S. Labor Party?

16 A. No.

17 Q How about from New Solidarity International Press

18 Service?

19 A. Yes.

20 How much?

A It varies.
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1 How much did you receive last week?

2 A $85.00.

3 THE COURT: Last year?

4 THE WITNESS: Last week.

5 THE COURT: What did you receive last year?

6 THE WITNESS: I think about $2,500, but I'm really

7 not sure.

8 (By Mr. Marcus) How about from Campagner

9 Publications last year?

10 A No, nothing.

11 How about the National Caucus of Labor

12 Committees?

13 A. No.

14 Q You are a member of the National Caucus of Labor

15 Committees?

16 A Yes, sir.

17 Who owns Campagner Publications, Inc., do you

18 know?

19 A There is a Board. I really don't know who is on

20 it.

21 , How many members of the Board -- how many members
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1 does that Board have?

2 A. I don't know.

3 Q How many members are there on the Board that runs

4 the U. S. Labor Party?

5 A. I don't know.

6 Q Do you know any of the members of the Board that

7 runs the Labor Party?

8 A. Of the Board? You mean the National Executive

9 Committee?

10 Is that what it's called?

11 A. Yes.

12 Q Your husband is one of them?

13 A. No.

14 Q Do you know any of the members?

15 A. Yes.

16 Q How many members do you know?

17 A. All nine of them.

18 Q How many of these also serve on the Board of

19 Campagner Publications?

20 A. I don't know.

21 Q Who runs the New Solidarity International Press
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1 Service, Inc.?

2 A. I don't know the name of the person.

3 4 Is it an individual?

4 A I think it's a Board, but I don't really know.

5 Q Do you know any of the people who are on the Board?

6 A I'm really not sure.

7 Q Well, you work for it, don't you?

8 A. Yes. I know people who are associated with it,

9 but I don't know the form--

10 Q Who? Name them.

11 A. Nancy Spannaus.

12 The treasurer of the Labor Party?

13 A. Yes.

14 Anyone else?

15 A. She is the only one I know for sure.

16 Q Who hired you?

17 A. I wasn't really hired, I Just have been down here

18 for quite some time, and --

19 Q That really doesn't answer the question. Somebody

20 made a decision to pay you money to work.

21 A. Someone in New York made the decision. I really
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1 don't know who.

2Q Who informed you of the decision?

3 A Let me just think for a second.

4Q Yes.

5 A. I think Nancy informed me.

6 Q Nancy Spannaus?

A7 Yes, through my husband.

8 Now, the National Caucus of Labor Committees,

9 how is that related to the U. S. Labor Party?

10 A. The National Caucus of Labor Committees is a

11 smaller organization of people who were brought together

12 as a group in I believe 1968, and we functioned as such

13 more or less for a number of years. Then in 1973 the

14 U. S. Labor Party was formed.

15 By members of the National Caucus of Labor

16 Committees?

17 A And by others. You see, every member of the

18 U. S. Labor Party is not a member of the National Caucus of

19 Labor Committees. As a matter of fact, the vast majority

20 I would say of members of the U. S. Labor Party are not.

21 But every member of the National Caucus of Labor
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1 Committees is a member of the U. S. Labor Party?

2 A That I don't know.

3 Q Or substantially all?

4 A. Yes.

5 Q Now, Lyndon LaRouche is running for President of

6 the United States in 1980?

7 A Yes.

8Q There was no convention

9 A (Continuing) He right now is running for the

10 candidacy of the U. S. Labor Party. He hasn't been officiall

11 nominated.

12 Q He ran in '76, too, didn't he?

13 A. Yes.

14 THE COURT: Has the U. S. Labor Party made a

15 contribution to his campaign?

16 THE WITNESS: To Mr. LaRouche's?

17 THE COURT: Yes.

18 THE WITNESS: Not as far as I know.

19 THE COURT: Will they?

20 THE WITNESS: I don't think so.

21 (By Mr. Marcus) Why not?
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1A I don't think they have any money to contribute.

2 Q They don't have any money at all?

3 A I don't think so.

4 The U. S. Labor Party?

5 A. I really don't know. You will have to ask Nancy.

6 THE COURT: But they have access to money?

7 THE WITNESS: You will have to ask Nancy.

8 THE COURT: But do they have access to money that

9 they can draw from different organizations?

10 THE WITNESS: Not that I know of.

11 THE COURT: Were you not the regional financial

12 officer?

13 THE WITNESS: No, I wasn't.

14 (By Mr. Marcus) Mr. Primack made a mistake when

15 he said that?

16 A. Well, I can explain that to you. You see, we don't

17 have a regional financial office. What I did at the time

18 he made that statement, if anybody brought in a check they

19 would give it to me, and I would mail it to New York, and my

20 responsibility, I was the person who sent things to New York.

21 THE COURT: Do you have a table of organization?
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1 Do you have a big chart at your headquarters, 
the U. S.

2 Labor Party headquarters or wherever 
--

3 THE WITNESS: No.

4 THE COURT: (Continuing) -- that shows the table

of organization?

6 THE WITNESS: No. We have a constitution that
,

7 actually has that in it.

8 THE COURT: You do?

9 THE WITNESS: Yes.

10 THE COURT: Did you bring that?

11 THE WITNESS: I didn't bring it, no.

12 (By Mr. Marcus) Who has taken over your job of

13 forwarding checks to New 
York?

14 A. I still mail them.

15 You still do?

16 A. Yes.

17 Q Do you keep records of 
those checks that you mail

18 to New York?

19 A. Yes. And I can tell you, I 
haven't sent any to

the Labor Party in three 
years.

21Q 
Why not?
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1A I haven't gotten any.

2 You are really doing awful raising money, hunh?

3 L The Labor Party is not --

4 Q Your campaign did quite well?

5 L Yes.

6 Q You raised over $10,000, didn't you?

7 A Yes. I ran as an independent candidate on --

8 Originally you ran under the banner of the U. S.

9 Labor Party, isn't that so?

10 A I was an independent.

11 Do you know a Steven Warm?

12 A. Yes.

13 He was your campaign treasurer?

14 A That's right.

15 And both of you signed up to be a candidate for

16 what, the U. S. House of Representatives?

17 A. That's right.

18 4 And you signed up as a candidate of the U. S.

19 Labor Party; is that correct?

20 A. Well, when we first filed our papers there was,

21 you had to file from your campaign committee, which we did.
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1 We formed a committee. They asked if I was affiliated with

21 any party, and at the time I thought -- was I a member of

3 any party, and I said yes, the U. S. Labor Party. Subsequentl

4 I learned upon conferring with the Federal Election

5 Commission that that didn't mean that the U. S. Labor Party

6 was affiliated, and if you check the records of the F.E.C.,

7 you will see that there is a letter dated a week or so later

8 which states that I have no connection with the U. S. Labor

9 Party as a candidate.

10 Q As a matter of fact, you have your dates messed up,

11 don't you?

12 A. Well, I don't really remember the dates.

13 4 Isn't it true that you filed with the F.E.C.

14 November 15, 1977?

15 A. I don't remember. That sounds --

16 Is that about right?

17 A. Yes.

18 Q And you wrote to the F.E.C. on March 30, '78, to

19 tell them of the --

20 Did I do that, or did Steve?

21 Steve did it, right.
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1 A Steve had responsibility for the whole -- I signed

2 away any control over the campaign finances.

3 4 And that is about when he did it, March 
30, '78?

4 A. I think so.

5 Q And he was the officially designated 
treasurer,

6 is that correct?

7 A. Of my campaign.

8 Q But you actually kept the books, didn't 
you?

9 A No.

10 You filled out the forms, didn't you?

11 A. Of what? The various forms --

12 MR. MITCHELL: I object to this whole line of

13 questioning. We are going into the matter of her 
candidacy

14 for office.

15 THE COURT: Overruled.

16 Q (By Mr. Marcus) And The Committee to Elect

17 Debra Hanania-Freeman was also 
located at 2539 St. Paul

18 Street, right?

19 A. Right.

20 0, And shared the same telephone with the U. S.

21 Labor Party?
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1A Right.

2Q And with New Solidarity International Press

3 Service, Inc.?

4 A Yes.

5 Q And also with Campagner Publications, Inc.?

6 . Yes.

7 Q And were there any other committees operating out

8 of that office?

9 A. I don't think so.

10 Just those four?

11 A Well, they didn't operate out of the office per se.

12 I'm not sure exactly what you mean by operate.

I- 13 Well, they used that office as their address?

14 A Oh, yes.

15 Were there any other organizations using that

16 office as their address?

17 A. I don't think so.

18 Q But you kept the books, didn't you, for your 
own

19 campaign?

20 A No. I kept them, Steve was involved, Belinda

21 DeGrazia was involved.
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THE COURT: Who filed the returns --

2 THE WITNESS: F.E.C.?

3 THE COURT: No, the State of Maryland, to the

4 Secretary of State.

5 THE WITNESS: The Secretary of State simply has to

6 receive a copy of the F.E.C. forms and they are due like,

7 I believe quarterly. Every time we had to prepare one of

8 those things, we would all get together, myself, Steve,

9 sometimes Nancy Radcliffe, sometimes Belinda DeGrazia, to

10 kind of figure out exactly what had been done. But I

11 didn't have signature on the checks of that account.

12 THE COURT: But you filed some sort of a report

13 within a specific period of the campaign, that you had spent

14 so much money to date, that you had raised so much money to

15 date, and then there came a time that you had to file another

16 report right before the election.

17 THE WITNESS: That's right.

18 THE COURT: And what your balance was, or if you

19 owed, and then after the election was over, a certain period

20 of time elapsed and you were required by law to file your

21 final report.
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THE WITNESS: (Nodding head affirmatively.) I

2 wasn't responsible for filing anything. Steve Warm was

3 responsible. I filed an affidavit.

4 THE COURT: Yes, the treasurer --

5 THE WITNESS: Of my campaign, yes.

6 THE COURT: (Continuing) -- or the political

7 agent.

8 THE WITNESS: He was treasurer of my campaign.

9 THE COURT: What was your husband?

10 THE WITNESS: He was nothing in my campaign.

11 THE COURT: Did Steven Warm ever file those?

12 THE WITNESS: Of course he filed those.

13 THE COURT: Are they now on record?

14 THE WITNESS: Absolutely.

15 MR. MARCUS: Let me clarify perhaps a little bit,

16 Your Honor.

17 Mark this as No. 4 for Identification.

18 (The document was marked

19 Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 4

20 for Identification.)

21 MR. MITCHELL: May I see those, please?
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1 MR. MARCUS: Sure (handing).

2 THE COURT: What are they, by the way?

MR. MARCUS: The F.E.C. files.

4 THE COURT: Are they records kept in the ordinary

5 course of business?

6 MR. MARCUS: Yes. But these are copies, of

7 course.

8 I would like to have these received in evidence.

9 THE COURT: All right, they are admitted.

10 Q (By Mr. Marcus) I notice here that the money was

11 kept in the Maryland National Bank; is that correct?

12 A. Right.

13 Q Under what name?

14 A The Committee to Elect Debra Hanania-Freeman.

15 Q Who had the power to sign those --

16 A Steve Warm, Nancy Radcliffe and Belinda DeGrazia.

17 Q They are all members of the U. S. Labor Party,

18 aren't they?

19 A Yes.

20 q Where does Mr. Warm live?

21 A He lives with Belinda DeGrazia in Roland Park.
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1 O But you don't know where?

2 A. I can give you roughly where. I don't know the

3 exact address.

4Q No, that's all right.

5 I am showing you various pages of this Plaintiff's

6 Exhibit 4. This is your handwriting, is it not?

A. I'm not sure whether it is mine, or Steve's.

8 Well, is this your signature (indicating)?

A. Yes, that is my signature.

10 Q This is the statement of the candidate for

11 nomination for election to federal office, right?

12 A. Right.

13 Q You don't know whether this printing is yours?

14 A I think it is.

15 Q It looks like yours, doesn't it?

16 A. It looks like mine.

17 Q I am showing you another page from Plaintiff's

18 Exhibit 4, which is a report of receipts 
or expenditures

19 from April 1, '78, through June 30, '78. And this is

20 actually your handwriting, isn't it?

21 A. Let me just --
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1Q Just answer the question.

2 A Yes, it is my handwriting. I copied this from a

3 report that was prepared by Steve.

4Q But you didn't file his report, you filed the one

5 you wrote?

6 A He didn't write a form. You see, his time was

7 limited. He worked full-time --

8 Q Where?

9 A Johns Hopkins.

10 Q What department at Johns Hopkins?

11 A I don't know. It's at the hospital. He used to

12 work at the University.

13 Q But he was actually the treasurer, then, of your

14 campaign?

15 A. Yes.

16 Q But you kind of helped him keep the books?

17 A. No, he kept the books.

18 Q What means did you use to raise money for your

19 campaign?

20 A Well --

21 MR. MITCHELL: Objection. The campaign was an
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1 independent creature, and not related to or associated with

2 the U. S. Labor Party.

3 THE COURT: We want to find out -- the question I

4 think tends to find out whether or not it was. Overruled.

A5 I held three fund raisers, and we got some money

6 from those. And then, of course, what happened was, you

7 know, in the course of a campaign you speak at various

8 meetings, and all the meetings that I spoke at, I made it

9 very clear that my campaign needed money. And I made some

10 phone calls to people.

11 Q (By Mr. Marcus) To whom?

12 A Who did I call for money?

13 Q Yes.

14 A Everybody I knew.

15 Q Who is that? Who gave --

16 THE COURT: Objection sustained.

17 MR. MITCHELL: Thank you.

18 Q (By Mr. Marcus) According to my calculations here,

19 you raised $1,850 or more of unitemized contributions.

2 A. Right.

21Q How did you do that?
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1 A. Well, we printed a bumper sticker, 
and we took

2 contributions for the bumper 
stickers, and that item was 

a

3 significant amount of the money 
that we raised. We also

4 4 To whom did you sell those stickers?

A We sold them on walking 
tours, and then various

6 people who supported my campaign 
took bunches of them, and

7 they -- you know, you can't sell 
a bumper sticker for very

8 much, maybe seventy-five 
cents or a dollar.

9 Q These people that went around 
selling them, can

10 you name them?

11 A I can name some of them.

12 MR. MITCHELL: Objection.

13 THE COURT: Sustained.

14 A. (Continuing) Let's see, there was --

15 THE COURT: You don't have to answer.

16 (By Mr. Marcus) These people who went around

17 selling bumper stickers for 
you, how many of those were

18 members of the U. S. Labor 
Party?

19 A. In rough percentage, probably 
about forty-five,

20 fifty percent.

21 Did you do anything else 
besides selling bumper
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1 stickers?

2 L Very often I would hold campaign meetings, and they

3 would put out leaflets saying I was giving a talk about the

4 problem of Jobs in Baltimore City or something.

5 THE COURT: Did you ever receive any contributions

6 from the U. S. Labor Party, either regional, national,

7 international or whatever?

8 THE WITNESS: No.

9 THE COURT: Universal?

10 THE WITNESS: No.

11 (By Mr. Marcus) Isn't it the case that you had

12 ads on Channel 11?

13 A. Yes.

14 They were paid for in cash, weren't they?

15 A. No.

16 No?

17 A No. They were paid for by check.

18 Always by check. I guess I have my information

19 wrong.

20 THE WITNESS: You are talking about my personal ads,

21 right?
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I MR. MARCUS: Your campaign ads.
2 THE WITNESS: Yes, they were always by check.

3 (By Mr. Marcus) But there was a great deal of4 activity of purchasing reproduction services, copying service
5 which was paid for in cash, is that not correct, by the

6 U. S. Labor Party?

7 MR. MITCHELL: Objection. Could we ask if these
8 things were paid for by the U. S. Labor Party, or otherwise?
9 THE COURT: Or these other organizations.

10 MR. MARCUS: If you had listened to my question,
11 I said by the U. S. Labor Party.

12 THE WITNESS: I don't know.
13 (By Mr. Marcus) Because you never go and get

14 things reproduced?

15 A. Not for the U. S. Labor Party.

16 For your campaign?

17 A. Absolutely.

18 Q Was that ever paid for In cash?
19 L No, I don't think so.

20 Q Who Is running Mr. LaRouche's campaign in

21 Baltimore?
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1 L Well, he doesn't have a committee in Baltimore.

2 He's got a national committee set up, which I believe Elise

3 Gelman is the treasurer.

4 Is she in New York?

A Yes.

6 Do you know her address?

A I'm sorry, I don't know.

8 I might want to send a contribution, actually, if

9 you do know.

10 A I can give you the address, but it's a P. 0. Box,

11 I think 1943. But I'm not positive.

12 But if I gave you a check, you would send it up

13 there?

14 A I would find a place to send it.

15 Q How would you do that?

16 A. Actually, I would go back to my office and look at

17 the top of the Citizens For LaRouche stationery*

18 THE COURT: How much longer do you think you will

19 be with this witness?

20 MR. MARCUS: I don't know, As short as possible.

21 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Now, how about the Fusion Energy
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1 Foundation, is that familiar to you?

2 A Yes.

3 Are you a member of it?

4 A No.

5 Q Do you know anybody around here who is a member?

6 A. Bob Primack I believe.

7 There is also something called The Committee For

8 Free Elections, right?

9 A If it exists. I don't know if It still exists.

10 It was during the 1976 Presidential.

11 THE COURT: Are you a member of it?

12 THE WITNESS: No, I am not.

13 THE COURT: Anybody from the U. S. Labor Party a

14 member that you know of?

15 THE WITNESS: Not that I know of.

16 THE COURT: Is your husband a member of it?

17 THE WITNESS: No, he is not.

18 Q (By Mr. Marcus) What is the annual dues to become

19 a member of the U. S. Labor Party?

20 A. I don't know. I never paid any.

21 THE COURT: Were you given abstinence from paying
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1 dues?

2 THE WITNESS: I don't think there are any. I have

3 never been informed of any dues.

4Q (By Mr. Marcus) If I said to you right now that

5 I subscribed, hypothetically, to the tenets or political

6 positions of the U. S. Labor Party, would that automatically

7 make me a member?

8 A. Well, it might, if I thought you were telling the

9 truth.

10 THE COURT: You mean you wouldn't accept him if you

11 thought he was telling the truth?

12 THE WITNESS: Oh, if I thought he was telling the

13 truth, I would absolutely accept him.

14 (By Mr. Marcus) You have the power, then --

15 THE COURT: Why don't you join? Then you might

16 find out where they keep the money.

17 MR. MARCUS: Excellent idea.

18 (By Mr. Marcus) Would I, if I joined?

19 . Let me just explain something to you. There is, as

20 I said before -- you asked me if we keep membership lists.

21 Membership in the U. S. Labor Party is not a hard and fast
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1 formal thing. If you were a member, for instance, you

2 wouldn't really have any privileges that you don't have now.

3 If you wanted to come to our meeting on Sunday, you would be

4 perfectly welcome, and you could come whether you agreed

5 with our ideas or not. They are open public meetings. And

6 that's about all I can tell you. If you said, I agree with

7 your ideas. Can I become a member of the U. S. Labor Party?

8 Then I might, Lyndon LaRouche might --

9 4 He is the one who finally decides?

10 A. Who the members are?

11 Q Yes.

12 A. I don't think anybody --

13 THE COURT: It appears that the U. S. Labor Party

14 is something, in all probability, that in order to give

15 some clout, is probably a vehicle to get some sort of

16 articles in the paper, and the U. S. Labor Party would appear

17 to have some link to all these organizations, Baltimore City

18 organizations, the Baltimore Metropolitan Independent

19 Democratic Association or whatever, which probably has three

20 members, but as a result of their getting something into

21 the papers endorsing someone, they might get a few thousand
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1 bucks contribution from the candidate, because the candidate

2 thinks they can collar a certain amount of votes.

3 Now, I am not saying this is the situation of the

4 U. S. Labor Party, that some presidential or some congressiona

5 candidate might not give them a lot of money for support.

6 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Isn't it the case that the U. S.

7 Labor Party spent over a hundred thousand dollars running

8 ads for LaRouche in '76?

9 A I don't think they spent any money for him.

10 There was a Committee to Elect LaRouche, however, because I

11 made a contribution, and I think they paid for his ads.

12 Q In cash, isn't that right?

13 A I don't know. I wasn't there, I was in

14 Baltimore.

15 But that is possible, isn't it, that some was

16 paid in cash?

17 MR. MARCUS: Well, strike that question.

18 MR. MITCHELL: Objection -- well, all right.

19 (By Mr. Marcus) Has the subject of this

20 $30,000 judgment against the Labor Party in behalf of

21 Mr. Whitman ever come up at the local meetings?
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SA. No.

2 Never discussed it?

3 L. Well, when it happened, we announced it.

4 Unhappily, of course.

5 A. Absolutely.

6 THE COURT: Was Mr. Whitman a member of the U. S.

7 Labor Party?

8 THE WITNESS: Certainly not.

9 THE COURT: Was he ever a member of any of the

10 other organizations that have been mentioned here today?

11 THE WITNESS: I hope not.

12 MR. MARCUS: I think we can stipulate that he was

13 not.

14 THE COURT: I am asking for my own information.

15 Was Parren Mitchell a member of the U. S. Labor

16 Party?

17 THE WITNESS: No.

18 Q (By Mr. Marcus) This subject of the judgment has

19 never come up at a local meeting?

20 A. As I said, we announced it when it happened.

21 How about when the Supreme Court denied certiorari,
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did you discuss that?

2 A. We Just announced that.

3 Q So you discussed it.

4 A. There was never really a discussion, but we made an

5 announcement, you know. We tried to keep them informed of

6 progress.

7 Did you announce the intention of finally paying?

8 A. No.

9 It's the end of the road, right? No other courts.

10 A. It's the end of the road, yes.

11 Q You didn't discuss paying it?

12 A. No.

13 Why hasn't it been paid?

14 A. I don't know. I don't have responsibility for

15 that.

16 Q But the subject of paying it has never come up?

17 A. Not at a local meeting.

18 4 Let me ask you this. If the U. S. Labor Party and

19 its members and committeemen, in order to maintain the

20 integrity of the U. S. Labor Party, et cetera, got together,

21 they probably could satisfy the Judgment, couldn't 
they, if
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1 they were disposed to do so?

2 A. I don't know. We are pretty poor. I don't know.

3 You are not paying the rent on your office, right?

4 You got the New Solidarity paying that.

5 A New York pays.

6 Right. New Solidarity International Press Service

7 pays the rent on the office, is that correct, that 
your

8 members work out of?

9 A I guess.

10 THE COURT: Is that entity a member of the U. S.

11 Labor Party?

12 MR. MARCUS: It certainly smells like that, doesn't

13 it?

14 THE WITNESS: It's a private corporation.

15 THE COURT: But there are members --

16 THE WITNESS: There are members and non-members,

17 I suppose.

18 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Does the U. S. Labor Party

19 currently have any bank accounts, to your 
knowledge?

20 A. I can only answer for Maryland, and 
to my knowledge

21 not in Maryland.
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MR. MARCUS: Cross-examine?

2 MR. MITCHELL: No questions.

3 THE COURT: All right, you are excused.

4 (Witness excused.)

5 THE COURT: We will take a minute or so recess.

6 (Thereupon, a short recess was taken.)

7 MR. MARCUS: Call Mr. Primack.

9 Thereupon --

10 ROBERT PRIMACK

11 a Witness, produced for oral examination on call of the

12 Plaintiff, having been first duly sworn by the Notary Public,

13 was examined and testified as follows:

14

15 THE COURT: State your name and address.

16 THE WITNESS: Robert Primack, 3215 North Charles

17 Street.

18 THE COURT: Keep your voice up so I can hear.

19 DIRECT EXAMINATION

20 BY MR. MARCUS:

21 You are an executive officer of the U. S. Labor
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2 I am an executive.

3 THE COURT: Are you an executive officer?

4 THE WITNESS: I am a member of the executive.

5 THE COURT: What's that?

6 THE WITNESS: That's a body of three people.

7 (By Mr. Marcus) Where does that body of three

8 people meet?

9 A Humh?

10 Where does the body of three people meet?

11 A. No place special.

12 Who are the other two members of this body?

13 A Myself, and Debra Freeman and Lawrence Freeman.

14 Q What does this body do?

15 A. We discuss the Labor Party.

16 0 What about the Labor Party do you discuss?

17 A. We discuss people that are members of the Labor

18 Party, what they are thinking about, their ideas.

19 THE COURT: Let me ask one question. What is the

20 extent of your education, by the way?

21 THE WITNESS: I'm a college graduate.
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1 THE COURT: What college?

2 THE WITNESS: Haverford College.

3Q (By Mr. Marcus) Do you have a degree?

4 A A regular B.A. Degree.

5 THE COURT: Any postgraduate training or education?

6 THE WITNESS: No.

7Q (By Mr. Marcus) What was your specialization in

8 college?

9 A Mine?

10 Q Yes.

11 A Philosophy.

12 Q Now let me ask you this straightforwardly. Who

13 handles the money for the U. S. Labor Party in Maryland?

14 A. At this point, no one really does.

15 Why not?

16 A. The Labor Party does not have any money.

17 Q What happened to all its money?

18 A (Continuing) We don't have any money at this

19 point.

20 Really, I have no idea.

21 THE COURT: What happened to all the money?
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THE WITNESS: I don't know what money you are

2 talking about.

3 THE COURT: You say they don't have any money now.

4 What happened to the money they had?

5 THE WITNESS: As I previously testified, when I

6 received a check for the U. S. Labor Party -- and I don't

7 actually remember any particular one -- I would give it to

8 Debra Freeman.

9 (By Mr. Marcus) She was then the regional financial

10 officer?

1 A. I would give her the checks.

12 Is that what you meant in court when you testified

13 that she was the regional financial officer?

14 A. I meant that I gave her the checks.

15 Q You didn't say that in court.

16 A. That is what I meant.

17 Is she still the regional financial officer?

18 A If I was to get a check for the U. S. Labor Party,

19 1 would give it to her.

20 THE COURT: Why to her rather than some other

21 member of the U. S. Labor Party?
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1 THE WITNESS: That is the way we always did. She

2 mails it up to New York, she handles it.

3 THE COURT: Is she considered the top banana here

4 in Maryland of the U. S. Labor Party?

5 THE WITNESS: No.

6 THE COURT: Why not give it to Lawrence?

7 THE WITNESS: Because I have always done that since

8 I came here four years ago.

9 THE COURT: Why not give it to Steve Warm?

10 THE WITNESS: I have always given it to Debbie.

11 THE COURT: Were you instructed to?

12 THE WITNESS: When I came here four years ago, yes.

13 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Who instructed you to do that?

14 A. I don't remember.

15 Q LaRouche?

16 A. I don't remember.

17 THE COURT: From where did you come?

18 THE WITNESS: I came from New York.

19 ( CBy Mr. Marcus) You were sent down here by the

20 Party, weren't you?

21 A. I was sent down here to work, yes.
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1 THE COURT: By the Party?

2 THE WITNESS: No, not by the Party.

3 Q (By Mr. Marcus) By the National Caucus of

4 Labor Committees?

5 A No.

6 THE COURT: Who sent you here?

7 THE WITNESS: I was told by a woman in New York to

8 come down.

9 THE COURT: What is her name?

10 THE WITNESS: Carol White.

11 THE COURT: What is her address?

12 THE WITNESS: I don't know.

13 THE COURT: What was her capacity, or what was her

14 Job? What was her profession?

15 THE WITNESS: She worked in New York.

16 THE COURT: Doing what?

17 THE WITNESS: I don't know what kind of employment

18 she had. She was a member of the Labor Party.

19 (By Mr. Marcus) How much salary do you get from

20 the Party?

21 MR. MITCHELL: Objection.
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1 THE COURT: Overruled.

2 A. I don't get any.

3 Q (By Mr. Marcus) How much do you get from the

4 National Caucus of --

5 A None.

6 Ok Where do you work?

7 A. I am unemployed.

8 Q Does your wife work?

9 A. Yes.

10 Q Where does she work?

11 A In New York.

12 Q Who does she work for?

13 A. She works for herself.

14 THE COURT: What does she do? Tell us what she

15 does.

16 THE WITNESS: I don't know exactly what she does.

17 Some type of typesetting work in New York City.

18 THE COURT: When is the last time you saw your

19 wife?

20 THE WITNESS: Over the weekend.

21 (By Mr. Marcus) Does she give you money?
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SA. Presently, no.

2Q How do you live?

3 A How do I live?

4 Yes.

5 A I have savings, I have some money.

6 You are living off of savings?

A7 Yes.

8 Q Do you ever get money from the U. S. Labor Party?

9 A. No. I already said that.

10 Q Or from the National Caucus of Labor Committees?

11 A. No.

12 Q Or from New Solidarity International Press Service?

13 A. No.

14 Do you ever sell New Solidarity newspapers?

15 A Have I ever sold the newspaper?

16 Q Yes.

17 A (No response.)

18 Q Yes or no?

19 A I am thinking. Certainly not recently. Maybe

20 four or five years ago.

21 THE COURT: Let's go back -- I don't understand
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1 something -- so we can get a trend in the case.

2 What kind of work did you do in New York before you

3 came down here to Baltimore, before you were sent down here

4 by some woman -- was her name Alice?

5 THE WITNESS: Carol White.

6 THE COURT: Carol White?

7 THE WITNESS: Yes. Personally, I have been married

e for a number of years.

9 THE COURT: What kind of work did you do?

10 THE WITNESS: I do not work.

11 THE COURT: Do you come from a wealthy family?

12 THE WITNESS: Fairly wealthy.

13 THE COURT: Are you the beneficiary under any

14 trust estate where you are getting so much money a month or a

15 week?

16 THE WITNESS: Not presently, no, but my wife has

17 been employed for a number of years.

18 THE COURT: But you don't know where she is

19 employed. You Just said that.

20 THE WITNESS: She is presently not sending me any

21 money.
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1 Is that an issue?

2 THE COURT: No, no, no, that is not an issue, but

3 it has something to do with how your responses to questions

4 should be taken.

5 Why don't we clear the thing up? I want to know

6 who sent you here, why you were sent, if you got any money

7 for being sent here, and who paid you.

8 THE WITNESS: I didn't get any money for being

9 sent here.

10 THE COURT: Why did you come?

11 THE WITNESS: Because I wanted to come to

12 Baltimore.

13 MR. MARCUS: You like the Orioles?

14 THE WITNESS: No.

15 THE COURT: For what reason did you want to come

16 to Baltimore?

17 THE WITNESS: I was interested in organizing

18 people and discussing the Labor Party.

19 THE COURT: You then were a member of the Labor

20 Party in New York?

21 THE WITNESS: Yes.
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1 THE COURT: And that was your mission here, to

2 help work in the Labor Party in Maryland?

3 THE WITNESS: That's right, a volunteer.

4 THE COURT: Now, someone is at the head of the

5 Labor Party.

6 THE WITNESS: That's correct.

7 THE COURT: And then underneath that head are

8 certain other people in a supervisory or executive capacity.

9 THE WITNESS: That's correct.

10 THE COURT: Okay. Now, who was your immediate
11 executive and/or supervisor and/or leader or whatever?

12 THE WITNESS: Well, here in Baltimore?

13 THE COURT: No, in New York.

14 THE WITNESS: In New York, Carol White is a member

15 of the National Executive Committee.

16 THE COURT: Okay.

17 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Are you a member of this National

18 Executive Committee?

19 A. No, I am not.

20 Q Who put you on the local Executive Committee, or

21 whatever it's called?
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1 A. It was really done in a very informal kind of

2 way.

3 Q In other words, you are self-styled? You know

4 what that expression means, don't you?

5 A. Yes.

6 4 The three of you appointed yourselves?

7 A. Right. Essentially we function, you know, on the

8 basis that we agreed we would call ourselves the executives,

9 yes.

10 Are there other members of the Party --

11 A Other members?
Pk

12 (Continuing) -- in Baltimore besides the three

13 of you?

14 A Yes, sure.

15 Q But you appointed yourselves, you and --

16 A, I don't really remember. This is four years ago.

17 Q Has there been any election since then?

18 A No election since then.

19 Q And no money collected in, what, the last three or

20 four years?

21 A I haven't collected any money.
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THE COURT: How old are you, by the way?

2 THE WITNESS: Myself, I am thirty-four.

3 (By Mr. Marcus) And the Party right now is not

4 paying rent for its office in the Medical Arts Building, right

. I know nothing about that.

6Q You never go down to that office?

A. Yes, I do.

8 You didn't negotiate the lease, though, did you?

9 A. No.

10 Who did?

11 A. I believe that Larry did. I didn't.

12 MR. MARCUS: Okay, we will talk to him about that.

13 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Is Lyndon LaRouche running for

14 President this year?

15 A. Yes, he is.

16 Actually, next year.

17 A. (Continuing) Well, he is running for President

18 this year, and next year he is running.

19 Q Under the U. S. Labor Party?

20 A. Well, he hasn't been officially endorsed, but he Is

a member and --
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1, You are running for what, the City Council?

2 A That's right.

3 Under the U. S. Labor Party?

4 A. That's right.

5 Have you raised any money for your campaign?

6 & No.

7 MR. MITCHELL: Objection.

8 THE COURT: Overruled.

A (Continuing) No.

10 (By Mr. Marcus) Plan to?

A. I really haven't thought about it.

12 Q Where did you get the $50.00 or whatever sum --

13 A. It was my money.

14 (Continuing) -- to file?

15 A. My money.

16 And you have no plans whatsoever to raise money

17 to

1 A. I said -- that is not what I meant. I said I'm not18

sure.19

Q You are not sure?

A. I said I have not thought it out. However --21
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REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539.6396

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 539-2459
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THE COURT: What Council seat are you running for?

2 THE WITNESS: Second District.

3 (By Mr. Marcus) So you haven't yet finalized your

4 plans with respect to raising money?

5 A. No.

6 Q Have you finalized any campaign plans?

A. No.

8 Q When is the election, by the way, the 10th of

9 September or --

10 A The Primary Is the 10th of September, yes.

11 Q And you haven't got your plans worked out yet?

12 A. No.

13 Are you meeting with anybody else to make those

14 plans?

15 A No.

16 Why did you run for the office?

17 A. I wanted to run for office --

18 MR. MITCHELL: Objection. That is really not

19 relevant to the issue before the Court.

20 THE COURT: Sustained.

21 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Have you got a bank account set up

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONEREPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539.639e

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 539-2459
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for your campaign?

2 A. Yes, I do.

3Q What bank?

4A I believe It's Maryland National. And I have a

5 treasurer.

6 Q Who is your treasurer?

A Thomas Szymecko.

8 Can you spell that?

9 A. S-z-y-m-e-c-k-o.

10 Q Where does he live?

11 A He lives at 3205 Abell Avenue.

12 Q He is your treasurer, but he doesn't have any money,

13 right?

14 A. I didn't say that.

15 Has any money been raised for your campaign?

16 A. I said no.
17 How did you start the bank account at Maryland

18 National without any money?

19 A. My money.

20 Q Your money personally?

21 A. Yes.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER 
TELEPHONEREPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 

539-6390
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Q What is the name of the committee?

2 A. I believe it's the Committee to Elect Primack, but

3 I'm not sure. I take that back. I think it's Primack for

4 City Council. That's what it is.

5 4 You don't know the account number, do you?
6 A No, I do not.

7Q Can you sign checks?

8 A Excuse me?

9 Are you allowed to sign checks on that account?

10 A. Yes, I am.

11 Q How much did you put into that initially?
12 MR. MITCHELL: Objection again. It has no relevancy

13 if he says the funds did not come from the U. S. Labor Party

14 or any of these organizations.

15 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Where did the money come from?

16 A. I already said it was my money.

17 Q All you have is your money?

18 THE COURT: You say it's your money, but where did
19 you get it? Where did you get the money to put up?

20 THE WITNESS: I have some savings.

21 THE COURT: You got those savings from where?

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONEREPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539-6399

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201 539-24g9
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I THE WITNESS: My wife and I separated recently.
2 1 don't see that that is an issue.

THE COURT: Well, I will decide what Is an issue
4 and what is not an issue.

5 THE WITNESS: She went to New York about a month
6 and a half ago.

THE COURT: She came to Baltimore with you, then?
8 THE WITNESS: Yes, that's right.

9 THE COURT: Then you separated?

10 THE WITNESS: About a month and a half ago.

11 THE COURT: And she went back to New York?
12 THE WITNESS: That's right.

13 THE COURT: So you had a property settlement?
14 THE WITNESS: Well, we worked things out informally.

15 Yes, that's right.

16 THE COURT: She gave you so much money, and she

17 took so much money?

18 THE WITNESS: That's correct.

19 THE COURT: Okay.

20 Q (By Mr. Marcus) And all the money that was put

21 into that bank account for the Primack Committee came out of

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER 
TELEPHONEREPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 
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1 that savings?

2 A It was my mine, that's right.

3 Have you asked the U. S. Labor Party to give you

4 any money for your campaign?

5 A. No.

6 Q Do you expect it to?

7 A. No.

8 Q When you put down that you are a candidate under

9 the banner of the U. S. Labor Party for City Council, what

10 exactly did that mean?

11 A That means I am a member of the U. S. Labor Party,

12 and I am running as a member of the U. S. Labor Party.

13 Q Are you going to get support, are you an official

14 candidate of the Party?

15 A No.

16 THE COURT: Let me ask a question here. As a

17 member of the U. S. Labor Party, can you be both, either a

18 Democratic or --

19 THE WITNESS: No, I am registered Labor Party.

20 THE COURT: You are registered as Labor Party?

21 THE WITNESS: That is correct. If you want to --

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING ss-eas8

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 539-245S
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION'0 1325 K SIREET N.W
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 29, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: Federal Bureau Of Investigation Laboratory
Attention: Documents Section

FROM: Federal Election Commission tIAJ
Charles N. Steele, General Counsel V"

SUBJECT: MUR 1158 - In re Debra Hanania Freeman, aka
Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka Debra Hanania

Statutory violations alleged: 2 U.S.C. S 441f (making a
political contribution in the name of another; 26 U.S.C. S 9042
(c)(1)(A) (knowingly and willfully furnishing false information
or evidence to the Commission in connection with Presidentialprimary matching funds request).

Statement of the Facts: The first aspect of the request
involves contributions reported by Citizens for LaRouche as
having been made by the following individuals: David Sanders,
Nancy Radcliff, and Kevin Salisbury. Documentation filed with
the Commission as required to evidence these contributions re-
veals physical dissimilarities among various signatures attri-
buted to each of these three individuals.

The second aspect of the request involves various contri- "
butions reported by Citizens for LaRouche as having been made
by the three individuals listed above as well as the following
individuals: Dr. Debra J. Hanania, Debra J. Hanania, Anne R.
Taylor, Charles Clark, and Ernest K. Pulsifor. Some of the
documentation filed with the Commission to evidence these con-
tributions reveals physical similarities in the writing of the
words "Citizens for LaRouche".

0.k

y. .
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Evidence fl.tached:

1. Document filed with the Comission purporting to be a
co= of the back of a check #7E drawn ty FC on Contine:-tal
5an'K made payable to David Sanders; the -ac of the check bears
an endorsement of the check reading "Pay to the order of Citizens

for LaRouche David C. Sanders. and bears a sta-mped notation
reading "Citizens For LaRouche Citibank

2. Document filed with the Comrmission, dated January 22,
1980, and purportedly containing the signature of David C.
Sanders.

3. Document filed with the Coimnission, dated December 28,
1979, and purportedly containing the signature of David Sanders.

4. Document filed with the Commission purporting to be a
copy of A.nerican Express Money Order .55-467,316,467, dated
1/3/79, and purportedly containing the signature of David Sanders
at the bottom, uncer the notaticn Sanders me and Address".

5. Document filed with the Corumission purporting to include
a copy of Travelers Express Money Order #189 2926722, dated Sept.
12, 1979, and purportedly containing the signature of Nancy Radcliff

6. Document filed with the Commission including 6A and 6B:

_- 6A. Document purporting to be a copy of a personal
_check numbered 234 drawn on account number

a at The Ecuitable Trust Company, dated December 3, 1979,
and purportedly containing the sicnature of Nancy Radcliffe

6B. Document purporting to be a copy of a personal
check numbered 235 dra;n on the same ac:ount as Document
6A and purportedly containing the signature of Nancy
B. Radcliffe.

7. Document filed with the Commission purporting to be a
copy of Travelers Express Money Crder i189 2957627, dated

January 12, 1980, and purportedly containing the signature of
Kevin Salisbury.

8. Document filed with the Comm-ission containing at the
bottom a statement, dated January 21, 1980, and purportedly

containing the signature of Kevin C. Salisbury..
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--9. Document Filed with the C-7.-.isson ncluding 9A, 9B, and

%9A. [Not relevant for -resent -uroses)

9 _ . Document purpcrting tc -e a cc:v of a personal
check numbered 1077 drawn cn accoun: nu:.m .--

d V at the Maryland Natibnal Bank, dated 6 August 1979
and listing the payee as "Citizens 'For LaRouche".-

9C. Document purporting c be a copy of a personal
check num.bered 999 drawn c-. account number

at the Maryland National B-n, dated 4 Nov. 1979,
and listing the payee as "Citizens for LaRouche".

10. Document filed with the Comm.sion purporting to be
a copy of a personal check numbered 1160-drawn on account
nu.mber at the Maryland National Bank, dated Nov. 24,

1979 [partially obliterated), and ist-inc the payee as "Citizens
for LaRouche".

"-_. £i. Document filed with the Commission purporting to include

a copy of a personal check numbered 1166 drawn on the same account

as Document 10, and listing the payee as "Citizens for LaRouche".

12. Document filed with the Com.mission purporting to include
a copy of American Express Money Order #55-466,938,411, dated
11/20/79, and listing the payee as "Citizens for LaRouche".

13. Document filed with the Co-.ission purporting to include
a copy of .zmerican Express Money Order #55-466,938,402, dated
Nov. 13, 1979, and listing the payee as "Citizens for LaRouche".

14. Document filed with the Co--ission purporting to include
a copy of ;%nerican E>:press :.Money =re. 555-4E6,936,424, dated

12/4/79, and listing the payee as "Citizens for LaRouche".

-- Recuests :

I. In the opinion of the Bureau, were the signatures of
David C. Sanders on Documents I and 2 and the signatures of
David Sanders on Document 3 and on the bcttom of Document 4 all

made by the same individual and, if not, how many different
individuals are responsible for the four signatures?
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2. In the opinion of the Bureau, were the 4ignatures'
of Nancy Radcliff, Nancy Radcliffe, and Nancy B, Radcliffe,'
on Documents 5, 6A, and 6B, respectively, made by the same
individual and, if not, how many different individuals are
responsible for the three signatures? . - -

. - 3. In the opinion of the Bureau, were,-the signatures.
of Kevin Salisbury and Kevin C. Salisbury, on Documents 7
and 8, respectively, .made.by the same individual? .

4. In the opinion of the Bureau, "were the notations
"Citizens for LaRouchew on Documents 4, 5, 7, 9B, 9C, 10,
,ll 12, 13, and 14, all made by the same individual and, . .

if not, were any of them made by the same individual as
any others and, if so, which ones?

Pursuant to discussions between James Lile of your
section and Hal Ponder and Kevin Smith of this office, we
are requesting that this matter be handled on an expedited
basis. We recognize that in relying on photostats rather
than originals you may not be able to make a definite con-
clusion. However, the opinions requested need not be absolutely
definitive, since the matter will be pursued by taking signature
sample, in the manner you described to Hal Ponder and by .
obtaining the originals of the documents enclosed if your.'

. preliminary analysis indicates that such investigation might

- .Bhouldyou have any questions, ..please call Kevin H.

.. '.Smith (523-4529)'rthe attorney'assigned to this..ma.ttr..

Thank you*_... ' ....

- t * ... . .. .....~.

.. -...-. .- *j -

AP
. .

:. - - 1 . .,..", - + .,. , , -- , , " . . - . :,

... .- 4. - - -. .. ... . ..€ .+.-.. :. " -' ; : - ": ; . -'I ; . L.. .- - + .- '_ _._ _._ .., =4..• " - ?.



Debra Aanania Freeman
4004 Linkwood Roadi o %ryland 21210

February 26, 1980

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Sir:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of February 19, 1980. In
view of the fact that I have, to the best of my knowledge, neither submitted
directly nor caused anything to be submitted to your Coimission within the past
seven months (since I terminated my principal campaign committee, the Comnittee
to Elect Debra Hanania Freeman), I am at a lose to comprehend you internally
generated memorandum.

Nevertheless, I shall be happy to cooperate with any investigation. Because
of the paucity of any factual background in your letter of February 19, 1980 to
which I can respond, I suggest a personal meeting. Such meeting should be in the
office of my attorney, Robert C. Prem, 929 North Howard Street, Baltimore,
Maryland 21201.

I hereby authorize you to communicate directly with Mr. Prem as to the date
and time of the meeting and to mail to him all notification and other communications.
Mr. Prem's telephone number is 301-539-3240.

Sincerely,

Debra Hanania Freeman

cc: Robert C. Prem



Debra, lanania Freeman -.,
4004 Linkwood Rd.
Baltimore, Maryland 21210 * v

Officejo jthe 'General" ounsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW: : -'-;; '5 :Washingtong D. C. 20463
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IN THE COURT OF COP1MON PLEAS OF BALTIMORE CITY

GR1-NVILLE B. WHITMAN

Plaintiff

v. * 1975/387/18960

U.S. LABOR PARTY

Defendant *
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

REQUEST TO ADMIT FACTS

Now vomr th 1 P1aIltiiff, GruiivillP. 13. Whitman,

bL his attorney, John C. Arrmor, and asks that the Defendant,

U.S. Labor Party, admit thu follow,, .1 facts and documents,

pursuant to iMd. Rule 421:

1. That the facts seL foitf, in the attached

Memorandum of Facts are true, parag.rjh by paragraph and

sentence by sentence.

2. That the documents attached as Exhibits to

the Memorandum of Facts, and the onre Exhibit to the Motion

to Seal the Record, are genuine, P6,C by page.

Re,; s', fu. 1 y submi f ted,

'A (/
Attoritvy ftr Plaintiff

Ruxton Towers, Suite 108
841D Beilona Lane
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 821-0270

Of Coun;el:

CA:mks Philip . I arc__, Lsq.
/15/80

2617 Guilfori Avenue
....... ,Baltimore, Maryland 21218
""" ... " ..... '(301) 889-3890



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF BALTIMORE CITY

GRENV LLE B. WHITMAN *

Plaintiff *

v. * 1975/387/18960

U. S. LABOR PARTY *

Defendant *

ORDER

For good cause shown it is ORDERED this /7-day

of _ __, 1980, that the Motion to Seal the

Record, this Order, and the Motion for Receivership and all

Exhibits attached to it, in the above case, shall be sealed

immediately, and shall remain sealed until Plaintiff certifies

to the Court that these papers have been served on Lawrence

Freeman and the Department of Assessments and Taxation, at

! which time the Clerk shall immediately unseal all of these

papers.

II 'SJudge

CLERK

Liw Oftt1  is of I
Johtn " Arino, P A

Ru 1t,, 15 1lh'1,I ,nt 10

Tow~oni M,,, ,,, ' 1204 '



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF BALTIMORE CITY

GRENVILLE B. WHITMAN

Plaintiff *

v.* 1975/387/18960

U.S. LABOR PARTY

Defendant *

MEMORANDUM OF AUTHORITIES

The special relief prayed is permitted by Md. R.

628d., which provides:

Under sections a., b., and c. of this Rule the

Court shall grant relief unto said judgment

creditor by an order in the nature of injunction,

decree for specific performance, writ of mandamus,

or for the appointment of a receiver, and shall

pass such order as will subject the property or

credits of judgment debtor, either in his own hands

or in the hands of any person to the operation of

i the judgment, or other person giving him proper

opportunity to be heard by the court passing such

p as order to decree. (Emphasis added)

The Court of Appeals held, in Dundalk Holding Co.

v. Easter, 215 Md. 549, 137 A.2d. 667 (1958), that this

Court, although a Court of Law, is bound to grant equitable

relief such as is prayed as if it were a Court of Equity.

Specifically, although not a limitation of authority, a re-

ceiver may be appointed, Wolcott v. Quick, 253 A.2d

521 (1969).

In a supplemental proceeding, such as is in progressi

in this action, "*** if the title to the property alleged or

S claimed to be that of the debtor be in someone else or be

juhe. ( Aryi,. I' A [

TOw%,n rl I,nI,, .'1AU4 .i

1(( '11 i 4/0



in dispute, or if the property has been disposed of by the

debtor in fraud of creditors, in such a way as that it cannot

prozptly be reached by execution on the order of the Court,

then a receiver may be appointed at once." Clark on Receivers,

Section 221 at 333. This is entirely consonant with Md. R.

628d.

It is clearly appa,, nt from the matters set forth in

the Petition, and detailed in the Memorandum of Facts (based

upon examination of Defendant's officials under oath),

that DefeLndant has devised a scheme to insulate itself from

its wronqdoing. Without the relief requested, the Plaintiff

will be unable to collect h1is just judgiaent.

Defendant and its front organizations are head-

quartered in New York City. However, as Exhibit C plainly

shows, contrary to the sworn statements of Defendant's

local officials, substantial amounts of money are raised in

Maryland ind transmitted by Western Union to New York.

As the latest case decided under Md. R. 628 shows,

this Court cannot summaril[y determine at this point that the

Defendant has made fraudulent transfers, and alow the receiver

simply to seize (and sell) assets in apparent third party

hands for Plaintiff's benefit. The Court can, however, appoint

thte receiver to take all appropri.At, action concerning such

proerty, and allow the third parties opportunity to litigate

ri htful possession. The case, Melba Investors Atlantic, Inc.

v. Mimi S(lig Homes, Inc., is attached.

Respectfully sLbitted,
/ //

-/ A

John C. Armor
.ttorney fcr Paantiff

Of Counsel:

Philip L. r arcus, Esq.

"2-

-- - -r " r . .. .. = I
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peal Of Maryland We modify the order ppointin

a rceiver by vacating that Ir-tion of it that vests the Antiguain the receiver. We remand to the
No. 194, ,eptember Term, 1979 - Filed November 14, 1970 (ircuit court for the pamage of a

supplemental order properlyMI'I.A INVESTORS ATLANTIC, INC. ET AL. cloaking the receiver with theV. necessary powers to perform his
duties for the benefit of all theMIMI SFiIG HOMFS, INC. KT AL. creditors as well as the judgmentdebtor.

Aplwal from the Circuit Court for Worcester County. IJoyd I.,. Order affirmed in part. vacatedSimpkins, Judge. in part. and remanded for the
passame of a supplemental order
t'nsistent herewith. ('Usfs tf, heA. gued by It. Michael Ilirkson, with whom was John C. Nason tn d",nsed equally between the pthe brief. for ~.ippllants. pellants and the appellees.

Argued by M. Michael Craner, with whom were Loeaitan, Ez.rit,. - .('Cramer. West and Weinstein. Chartered on the brief. for Hppellees. oil From the record it in manifestthat Melh so a "'reature" of Hanker's
Truat of New York, the constructionArgued before GIIHFRT. C. J.; COUCH and Macl)ANIEL, J.. money lender. in short, Melha appears
to he Hanker's alter ego.M.N. 0214 Supplementary Proceedings - Property l)iputes - Receiver (2) For purposes of this appeal, theApli.llants appeal from a supplementary proceeding order authorizing the relevant portions of the declarationapicmitme t of a receiver to sell certain real property to the judgment debtor, are ex contra.tu.which had been iramnferrwl by the judgment debtor to a third party during the (3) Such service is permitted pureu-

prigreas of the litigation betweii the judgment debtir and creditor. 'rhe third ant to Md. kule 1 an6 e.party cl|aimed tatle to the property. (4) 'Me articles of Sale and Irranafer
are dated (ctober 29, 1977, and were10:1.l No jurisdiction under iupplementary proceedings to try property filed on November 16, 1977.diapul's. A receiver appointed under the rule must se-rve the interest of all 4.5) Sueh a procedure would he iam-creditors., not just the judgment creditor, proper in view of the fact the record

0rder affiried in part and vacated in part. reflects more than one creditor, andGilpKrd . ip. j a the receiver is a receiver for au therrditors not just Mimi.
THE LAW when it asserted that its record (6) Freeman explains. "ITihere is noA judgment creditor may, pur- ownership of the Antigua was a i authority conferred by statute uponeant to Md. Rule 628 a and d, sufficient intereat to warrant its the court to make any order requiringseek the appointment by a circuit prticiltion in the proceedinp, the delivery of the poseesion of suchproperty.... Il the debtor retrncourt of a receiver for the judg- ollowing a hearing on Mimi' such delivey the receiver, or aymeat debtor at anytime "after the motion for the appointment of a purchaser from him, must reot toepiration of sixty (80) days f receiver, the herin dgeeted some 0appropriate action to enfom i.

the entry of any fin judgment Md s ha receiver addiretled tlean riht Of PosMsim.lo" he
... where said judgment ham not im to ell the Antigua property Md. Rule 62M - Contempt.

been paid or tisfied. .. " The and to apply the proeeds to
ointment of the receiver by a Mimi's lien." Melba and 86th

aw court is proper even though itte appealed.
the appointipent is in the nature _Th pledinge, on their ace,of equitable relief. Wolcott v. showed that the judgment

dck. 253 Md. 543, 263 A.2d 521 gains 8th Street had remained(169); Housing Equity Corp. v. unpaid for more than sixty (60)Joyce. 31 Md. App. 18, 354 A.2d days- lid. Rule 628 a. The hear-445 (1976). ing judge propwly appointed aOnce the receiver Is appointed, receiver for te iadss of 8fth
his or her role is "to protect the 8tret he was empowered to dorights not only of the petitioning under Md. Rule 628 d. Had thecreditor but the rights of others." hearing judge done so and4 Poe. Padinm and Practice cloaked "the receiver with author-
5 707 A at 365 (6th. ed. H. M. ity to prosecute such course orSachs, Jr. 1975). No matter how courses of action as the receiver,fnumerous the proceedings within the ambit of the order
against the judgment debtor may appointing him ... deem(edlbe, the statutec gensally provide appropriate," we would have no
that only one receiver hall be hesitancy in a the orderappointed. or, in Other Words, the saa the board .-
ame person mst 1ac a receiver sqM i( COrp., sypre at 34.
in llhe C '. 0111 judge, however, did not stop with
of Executions 1419 at 2240 (1900). the appointment of the receiver.If the rule were Otherwise, the Instead, he decided that liereceivers might well find them- pendens applied to the instant
selvee at croes-purposes, generalt case and then proceeded to granting more problems than they "It'hs "W Nqu" s The "06dsolve. requested" far exceid d the scopeof Md. Rule 628 and, of perhaps" F r o m t h e t i m e o f h i s ap - m m i s " * e f a r c v r

1mm the more import, creste a reeiver
pointment, the receiver in sup- with a builtin conflict of interct.plemental ceedin repr e "relief requeted" was that:seants both the judgment
creditor and judgment debtor, "the Court ... appoint a re
and is also considered as •eiver to sell the real propertygeneral trustee for a11 the credi, in question and deecribed as:
tore of the judgment debtor. All that fee simple tract orLike other trustees, his acts in block of land situate, lying
contravention of his trut will and being bewe 85th tonot be permitted to injur the 86t Steere from the Coastalbeneficiaie." 3 Premn,8 Highway to the Atlantic
pro at 2243. (Footnote omit- Ocen, Ocean City, Worcater

-lle im' - "County, St te of M auyland;
-~eeesam moted ,fthe judgment debtors propmty sale to the plaintiff -[Mimil tovested in the receiver.., i that the extent necessary to satisfy

only which thc debtor had at the the judgment rt-ndere an favor
tm , haponmn o he o h litfMimaj herein."



receiverl The chief object of the The 4)rder is unique for several ireceivership may be to reach atl reasons. We,- the ret-eiver ti,,subject to execution property follow the command of the order.fraudulently trantoferrite." Id. at he would, of necessity, have to
2245. treat Mimi as a preferred creditor,What we have said will serve as because the order specificallybackground for a better under- directs that Mimi he paid "to thestanding cf why we shall herein extent n.essary to satisfy" itsaffirm the action of the Circuit judgmenmt against W)th Street. WeCourt for Worcester County in have alheady seen that a receiverappointing a receiver on petition serves all the creditor, not justof Mimi Selig Homes, Inc. (Mimi), the interestm. of the petiti.ingappellee, for the assets of the creditor. Hence, if the receiverappellant, MSth Street Develop- doses what the corder mays, lie mayment Company (85th Street), well find himself confronted withcurrently possessed by Melba accusations by the other creditors
Investors Atlantic. Inc.' (Melha), of derogation of duty tW pIrot -tand vacating the hearing court's their interests.order vesting title in Melba's Additionally, even if the re-receiver. ceiver could emply with the

TIlE FACTS order of court, the order makes noprovision for the disposition of(n May if), 1973, Mimi, a real the sale proceeds that are inestate brokerage firm, entered excess of a urn sufficient tointo two written contracts in the satis of Mi m i f i there beform of listing agreements with such Mimi, if ndeed there be85th Street, owner of the Antigua Further, the order usurpedcondominium then under con- the receiver's discretion by de-
struction in Ocean City, Mary- priving him of theright to deter-land. Mimi was granted the mine the bet course of acti-n toexclusive privilege to represent follow in order to protect theWth Street for the sale of condo. follow in ord toro teminiums and was to receive in right of all the creditor as wellreturn, commissions of 4%. Mimi as the judgment debtor. 3
procured several purchasers and l'Weemli. supra.incurred incidental expenses. We note thatit is'-wel-l-settledWhen the earned commissions that in the context of Supplemen-remained unpaid for alnmot three tory Proceedings the hearingyearn, Mimi filed a four-count judge is not vested with the powerdeclaration in the Circuit Court to try title to land ..See 1) Jo eph.for Worcester County.2 Over the E. Ottenheimer, ('Cdlection (ofcourse of the next five months, Money Jadgmn.,ai S ,,t MarylandMimi made attempts to serve Throu~h the Medtum of Suppe.
85th Street with procem. Finally, mentary Proceedings at 123in September 1976, service was (1956). Freeman, in his treatise oneffected by serving the State the Law of Executions, declares,Departnent of Asser mnt. and "In so far as the order seems toTaxation of Maryland.' That determine conflicting claims ofagency's effort to notify 8hth title, or to require the delivery ofStreet by ertttified mail wa property adversely held, or torebuffed by the addremee, authorize the receiver or otherofficer to take possession of it, itDefault judgment was entered is beyond the jurisdiction of theagainst 85th Street on May 25, court and void. "' §418 at1977. Meanwhile, on December 8, . 2233.1976, three months after construc. By invoking the doctrine of listive service, by way of service on pendens in an effort to recapturethe State agency, 85th Street the assets of 8,5th Street, theconveyed its interest in the An- judge effectively resolved a titletigua to Melba.4 The deed reflect- dispute regarding the Antigua ising the transfer was recorded in between Melba and Mimi, anWorcester County five days later. entirely separate legal claim onAfter the default judgment was which Melba is entitled to a fullentered, 85th Street unsuccess- plenary hearing. "If the personfully sought to set it aside. The cited to appear lintervenel deniesdefault judgment was extended that he is indebted to the judg-on inquisition and resulted in a ment debtor, or asserts an ad-judgment absolute against 96th verse claim to prperty ceon-Street in the amount of $17,136. fessedly in his profession, butMore than two months after the which is alleged to belong to suchentry of the judgment absolute, it debtor, it is doubtful whetlkr anyhaving remained unsatisfied, judge or court can hw authorized,Mimi pursuant to Md. Rule 628 i a sumnarv proceeding, and(d), filed a motion for special without giviiig di.. person mii-relief. Mimi requested ethe up- moned tintervemngl the benefitpointment uf a receiver to dispose of a trial by jury, to determine theof real property described as the issue thus presented, and, ifAntigua and belonging to 85th found against the claimant, corn-Street and to ue the poces of pI him to py the debt or deliver*the dispoition to satify, totheex- the property for the purpose of

tent necessary, Mimi's judglment satisfying the judgment." Free-Melba was allowed to intervene man, supra at 223!. •



IN THE COURT OF .O.,,0I PLEAS OF BALTIMORE CITY

GRE>VILL B. W1I,IAN

Plaintiff

v. 1975/387/18960

U.S. LABOR PARTY

Defendant

PETITION FOR SPECIAL RE',L[U'F FO JUDGVENT CREDITOR

Cronvillo B. WhiLrtlan, Pl1&ititiff, hy John C. Armor,

his attorney, petitions this Honorable Court grant him

s]pecial relief as requested in detail at the foot of this

petition, pursuant to Md. R. 628d., and alleges:

1. Judgment herein was r.ndered in the amount of

$30,000, together with interest and costs, in favor of

Plaintiff against Defendant, U.S. Labor Party, on October 4,

1977. This judgment remains unpaid despite the passage of

more than two years.

2. Defendant is an unincorporated association in

the nature of a political party adquartered in iew York City

and with branch offices in Baltimore City and about 35 other

cities in the United States.

3. Thle three orncitfl official; of Defend( int

in Baltimore (Mr. Lawrence Freeman, Yrs. Debra Freeman,

and Mr. Robert Primack) were examined under oath pursuant

to Md. R. 628a. on July 11, 1979. A certified transcript

("the transcript") of that proceeding is being filed with

the Clerk of this Court simultaneously wi, -: the filing of

this petition.

JC ': nks 4. Exani at.tLof. o t. tLr-.nscr-'- i:vuals that:
a, / .'_. )/3 w)
a. Dcteiida:-L ;M r!'( ri LC to l~ :,ntially without

.... .. funds ;



b. Defendant purports to operate in a completely

informal manner, w.ithout dues, menibershif)

lists, membership criteria, financial

records, or Maryland bank accounts;

C. Defendant conducts extensive activities in

Maryland of a political education nature,

conducts meetings, has office space, an~i

sells a twice-per-week political newspaper

known as New Solidarity;

d. Def(iidart!.Lu ;:IrLd eaiL ida L- , ; 1 :,x

various political offices (local, stat, a1J

national) in Baltimore City;

e. Local party officials' salaries, the office

rent, and other expenses are paid by

organizations ("the organizations") known

as New Solidarity International Press

Service, Inc., Campaiq]ner Publications, Inc.,

the National Caucus of Labor Committees,

the Fusion Energy Foundation, Citizens for

LaI~i,; . I s , (:( 'iru1ttI i t L 1 1' i 1.. la ii -l ,, I t-

Committee for Fair Elections, the Labor

Organizers Defense Fund, Computron

Technologies, Inc., World Composition Ser-

vices, PM1R As:;ocJ,at Lc, and othiers;

f. Fu-nd s a- .. I ; -

direCLly and daily transferred to one or

more of the orqanizations;

g. Each of the organizations is headquartered

in New York City and shares management,

office space, and other facilities with the

Defendant, and has for soic. years;

h. Each of the organizations shares office

with the Defendant in Baltimore City,

-2-



and has for some years;

i. The Defundant- li.ls, thus, by a fraudulent

scheme, attempted to shield itself and its

activities from the practical effect of

judgments, including that of Plaintiff,

arising from its libelous and other

tortious activities.

,. In addition to matters revealed by the trans-

cript, the teletype print-outs attached as Exhibit C, show

that the Defendant and its officers collect and comingle in

Maryland funds for the followincj purposes: contributions

and loans to the U.S. Lalor Party, contributions Lo LaRouche

(A Democratic Candidate for President), materials sold for

Fusion Energy Fund (an incorporated so-called charity in

New York), and Campaigner Publications, Inc. (anx incorporated,

profit-making enterprise in New York).

6. All of the matters set forth in paragraphs 4

and 5 of this petition are set forth in greater detail in the

accompanying "Memorandun of Facts".

7. By way of additional background, Plaintiff

re-alleges those matters set forth in two articles from

recent editions of the New York Times, which are annexed

hereto and collectively marked Exhibit F.

8. Plaintiff submits hficre,.ith a Memorandum of

Authorities for the relief requested in this petition.

9. Lawrence Freeman, of 4004 Linkwood Road,

Baltimore, Maryland 21218, is, as is shown in the "Memorandum

of Facts," principal official in Maryland of Defendant and

of each and all of the organizations. None of the incor-

porated organizations has a resident aqent in Maryland.

For these reasons, Plaintiff roqucsu;ts the Court

pass orders:

A. Appointing a receiver to inventory, conserve,

secuire and manage all property and credits of the Defendant,

-3-
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for the benefit of the Plaintiff and all other creditors

of rxofendant; and,

B. Empowering the receiver to take whatever steps

he considers necessary, in the appropriate legal forum, to

recover any assets of the Defendant, transferred to any

third party, in order to defraud the Plaintiff and all other

creditors of Defendant; and,

C. Directing that such Show Cause Order as may

issue hereunder be served upon Lawrence Freeman, and also on

the Maryland Department of Assessments and Taxation, with

respect to the corporations doing business in this State

through the officers and member;s of the Defendant; and,

D. Granting such other and further relief as the

circwiistances may equitably require.

Respectfully submitted,

John C. Armor
Attorney for Plaintiff

Ruxton Towers, Suite 108
8415 Bellona Lane
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 821-0270

Of Counse :

Philin . Marcus .

2617 Guilford Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21218
(301) 889-3890

-4-



THE NEW YORK TIMES, SUNDAY, OCTOBER 7, 1979

U.S4 bor Party: Cult Surrounded by Controversy
The fJllowi, arhele is based on re-

portlng by HoftVa Blum and Paul L.
Montgomery Mid was writren b.Y Mr
Monitgomer-y:

Last month In New Hampshire a mild-
looking economic theorist named Lyndon For some, the .S. far Party is one
H. LaRouche Jr. b ti his 1980campaign ofman rects a, the far frngeofu Ame-
for President at the United States, es. an. potic, .vorthy of terio atten- co e y e pe l ne. e uiv m n tion. But for opponents of tne pat who *"corted by explrenionless; security men... ,

from the U.S. Labor Party, the cult-like believe themselves the targets of system.

organization he has created over the last atiChat received 27 percent of the a votert i an a
local election In Seattle and that should

Mr. LaRouche first gamed attention be closed off from its latest goi - ge...
....... ting matching funds from the Federal

treasury for Mr. LaRouche's Presiden. o
tial campaign.during the 110 Columbia University The 57.year-old Mr. LSRmtIlh s hisstrike. When he attracted students a gen.i eratlon younger tha he and formed the operation from a closely guarded head-

Nattional Caucus of I a Committees. In quarters occupying the entire ftor of an
Sthe decade thtat M0d, he has turned office building off Columbus Circle - at

304 West 58th Street. This year, thrug
First of two articles. airpr sales of its publicatkmo, fund-k

raising drives among members and In-
',Ihat organization and its polit ai arm, come from successful compater and

the U.S. Labor Party. away fr, m Marx- printing companies, the U.L Labr Party
.,..sm to the extreme right and - despite is expected to raise more thm So million

the presence of many Jewish members - for Mr. LaRouche's varied projects.
P,, o anti-Semitism The nganization ro What folluws is bsed publC

recordsa n p Tty documents ad litera- Lvr;-/ i L.; -ouche Jr. founder of
ture and - ,..rvmews with formermem, the 1.S. .a-'r Par,v rld -ts Presi-
bers c "h- U !. Labor Party, none of d. !, :;candidate,. 11A.

longer ado.ates a workt rs* state, and its whom v4. trt- to be named. Some saidtheyfearet! fneirlivc-smsl~-;members .now dominate a mu~tnillin, hyfad,,-nhi i ,,< om adte
feared hzi-?,.-ment for themselves or FounCat..v n;ajo. . -',;.shs, and

dollar-a-year business. According to tiheir spou , l inside the party and M " . ' at r . '' r-4 .P R A,+-. ... at_ • .. . Street,
charges by former part) members in a some s,.mr'- (rrAarrassed at what they
pending lawsuit, the bu,; nvss channel- now rcgiro ay. -rother life. "'-, c as we >: ct-,u i. e work

('money to Mr. LaRouche's U S. Labor A New ' or,. Times inquiry into the ac- frd. wo
Party. tiviti s of the 1 0%-mem ber core of the ran A. , - - : i;,uit by

t,- Aiong the way - accor:!ig ts former pirtY, A o are xattered among 37 listed tw ft.r.-- - , 'i nst three
party members and, in s-rme cZat'. to offices ir North America and 26in Eurpe inL!'r. - w.::hc U.S.rand Latin Am,.-,a, nas found the follow- La-rr f-,m 1-omptronparty publicatIons, i :,-r:., p y g: L, r ". N' The unre-records and law-enforcement of~ci is -- qPa-v . e- - -e adomuiant rle .. , ,r , ,-,.." busi.

Continued on Page i;. (olumn I in thrtv Y c:ilttan cempanies that. ac, nef. 'o - ,' To. ,s a potentialoi a o I cordig to i:.rmr.nd estimates, together -,t' ; .+ acar law.
have 'eVCPULO; Of .rhaps $5 million a c.pt . -rs rm all "ree com-
year. The cown-'"te are the Computron pan -'r:,: .,s t the Labor
Tehnolo T, ion, at 810 Seventh Par! ,. ..'d request for

ontlnud From Page 1 Avenue. a prn,r - n''in g concern that In. in tr .
cludes Mol '.i Citibank, Bristol-Myers , . ' 6 "' , volun-

rn-mbers of the party have initiated gang and A.T.&- its clients; World -. " " j)orts
.-ssaults at rivals' meetings, !ake. Conpositr' ' r. . at 432 Park Ave- n ., Federal•ouresan in the use soo d ris at nue Sout}'. ch , one of the most ad- . Jr. 9C41 policeospinteueo nvsvanced c,+--.,r t>.%+:m complexes ..-, --•I.., " ;. Ue grUp at-
I- 'anti-terrorist" produ-ed in the c , '-:k for the Ford t. : ,< . . r., i_ ireligence
pnvate intelligence rep)rts on ant i-apa rt- .rembers.
te,,d groups in the Untted St.ti'; for the ;"" i, .- .r7members,
iureauof State S'cuirity of South Af r..-. ,; ',ups were

The party has also brtt;tht mesintoe!- P" ' , -:_e Shih of
f-,m it; branches in Weft ('rrranv :m,!r lr. , •t' -. ra;e.ar move-
,t.co to a farm in upq.atv New York for :t - '- : .. r compa-
..IliIlt/! in guer'llid warfa:,. Jccording ni -
former party in.,r,'r%; -- ,o say tL- - themem-

p,,,-ticypated tot,!e tra~:.::+ ' ... cs :: ;e : t h," is "tar-

.ni , to the
England,
. Council'



on Foreign Relatiors, th, Justice Delart. "I m at iohitely flou.r4d by this," said I

ment and Mossad, th.' Israeli securityi Wiltiam 1'. Bundy. who employed thei Members Arrested

agency. Recently, at lei t eight member I woman for part of her time at the Coun- In an accompanying article o wMat bw
of the party have undergone intensive ci, when told of her party connection called "Operation Couetbr" Mr.

training in I anti-terrorist" techniques at "It's like the C.I.A. getting an agent into LaRouche said: " am play t
o camp In Powder Spings, Ga., at is the Politburo." accrdij' to the following nle: My
operated by Mitchell L. WerBell 3d, an in. .Party leaders, weire -Af,..l at, oppor- rnoveswll suchtlt fahagillllbm

ternatlonal arms deaer who has rve , " occurs thc evidence lafffUhh
as adviser to Latin Amrican dictators, onr wid en to be- I

inlcuding Fulgencio Batista and Anasta. dowi e marted at Welq

sio Somoza. 
down the Carter AdminSitraUm Vft:

During World War 1I, Mr. WerBell was presently compict I in t enatlo0 telT.

a guerrilla fighter for the Office of Stratr- rori m."
gic Services and he .ays he still has close . Over the years, members of th U.S.
ties to the Central Intelligence Agency OLer ty ars deleno O ha.
At cording to Mr. WerfidI, the training at labor Varty a its p hav
his camp -costing $.\a day per per;, r, been arrsted on a variety of criminal
for six days - inolv rifle, kne , charge: -kidnapping, possesgion ofAtstoi use for (Jefe:. c:,v u s W ;=:, ,ig ,a:al - theme have been few

ist ue fOCO..victinns. The group began with pr

',;,fe..ersof the pa-, jh w 'fessicns of nonviolence and Mr. La-
rnation nearly dil . . Roy Frz.r Rouche still trequetly espousm that

houser of Reading, Pa., who cais . cau,, e, .:ing nembers act only in self.

the Grand Dragon of th Ku Klux Klan.
Pennsylvania and who has also been ac. defes. Its lm t with weapons
tive in the American Nazi Party. Mr.

Frankhotser worked briefly as - in. , talkfig and m altary4tyl maneuvers
formant for the Alcohol, bacco and w krmr OWU - tO the ier circk of the
Firearms Bureau arl1 also says he has' leadership am. e to partici.served withth C.I. A. -- , the F. BI 1 L., pate.

of both Fe ,r.. ,Accordilg 0forer members and inci.
~dnt descibe if both Feder.:ons a'gtia

not t o comment on und -r.over age:, ) d Pn P blicltlfl,, a
In i975, Mr. Fr.c,-:.scr vas. frequently used tActic -partcularly

victed in Federal couw of conspiring w e members an selt nheoup's lit.
sell a half a ton of stolen; dynarnite and r.,. org

ceived five years prob,,ton. He has a , t 5-totltaltevlolmnce
marched on Fifth Av:,i in a black Ge. through insults.

st apo uniform. On a L.r r of occ. "Those guys are really madac," said
.. LaRouche 'has. Mr Ft. one former member. -I've seen them. If

o'iaer aa"hiph ;t, :cesour. You don'! buy a paper you're a pig or
...... I smell bad or they call you a Nazi. They

, i s"-, inpart d .. .: 2 . t .t u . ..... get tw: inches from a person's face and( , l ions" inl a do.'., t: '.. tht a; ,r; ,:,.
, -: h ic le s fo r -4p r . " r ,I a - -. - T bI o P A t .S Y s y b l c u i th e re to P ie c e s . T h e y c a n g e t an y b o d y

th res that Bjr :'C ,t ee iy.,b to h ,it them in a second. They love it, get.and Zwnist I .' .-,,- t:. ting bloody. They talk about it all the

x c r ld 's n a rc o tic . " r v : - - : t, . : In g s, b u t th e ytim e .
x ,opl: listeda' m 7: L.f ', ' " r buorter teork. File Assault Charges

- r1.v rr:d ir:a:,. at n u., When members do elicit a reaction,
rf rr:i -.ion, and rr ... . ... ",,.-.'our-.-they file assault charges and include the
'>,, -harses our- mcider, in accounts of "assassination at.
tht itroups or rrgards as utn- terr p.s." Recently, when a young man
z :i',rr t,.f. . . -, . -rn : e nce revx.ter charged the party's liter-ature table at
nam ,, A-till t,. rV c. n inv, ...t:nn of the group Newark Airp -t shouting "Sieg Heil,"

Ari.'.er ;:..- we. th.vi )t,)ople living on New Solidarity, the gr-up's newspaper,L a h- r y j i I y, h , . ' eaflet inviting s. d the incident was connected with in.d.,,c - . ,. .. ,. C Party" at his ternational terrorism.

tao'r vc ,, ".. e Party has beer the subject of sur.
o,n bv ta" •' h e' to published a veillwace and investigation by a number

A.1 t. cy g .7 -.,, il assassins of law-enforerment bodies. The Federal
d,. fl', d rrr ,, - .. ,.. . , - .. t to At. I n 197 7, B u re a u o f In v estig a tion h a d a n o p en file

'..n' 0.aon . . ' . ' -'' n Wtest onr. on the group for seven years, including
fiin 4..... to be a target use of at least two informants within the
r..:r.. of ,. the parlys o-gani7ation.

t"I. Th," fot..,,, ' ', -. - r w Solidarty The case was closed by the F.B.I. in
r" 1t 4. -". • - - 4 op!,, most of 1975 under new Federal guidelines pro-

I , - witting partici, hibitirg domestic political surveillance in
,'t.1i party C --. ,dbath deploy, the absence of evidence of specific illegal

. .... - ,-, . .. b. lirve theac'-,. Mr. LaRouche and the party have a
:,Ps on"' . , . . 'nty EjiSlr, lawsuit pelding ajainst the F.B.I. and

-- 'i ;accessor to have wm 3 court order prohibiting the
. -_I conspira- bureau from discussing the party with

.... .o -e United news rrporters and also rcsc-Aing 5,000
Ar- , n 1 ',, pages; of F.B.I di.xcmenZs about rhe

I: tteA • .. group pfr-vI,;sIy :vlea,,ed und .r toe
:- F a -tt,' om of JItnrmation Art.

t' J' • :



II(. p. ity also has a suit Pending
P1,;itnst i.ie Federal Hlertion Commis. .ns
sdln, nth commission 6 nled Mr. La- ',e f,. r' ailrl i-
Rouche $110,000 in Federal matching rs' S. A are at th,,
caimpn ign funds in 1976, charging .rgu- s .(if .... p, i- ... 0, five at L1,,
Iritie; in the reporting of contrib.utis. rs are known V,-1 x'. 'i %h given rmor
v ihe, roup is aain seeking Federal tids than $iO, , (0,00 0 ': .,. : ey to uhe
!orI 1%0andsaysltalreadyhast .the d t . r

par ty during t'rhipsar, contributions from six of the re- bers routinely o - - ,.0 t.) take ,:Vut ";ut -
quired 2V states. stantial lc o d and ,,'- ,. r f mney to fth,

Wm.bers who have recently left the p rty. The patt the Ian py-
party say its full-time membership has t>,y bt if tn,, , the qua p he re-
been shrinking since its turn to the right rna ns rbt pcnz., , 'r buance - an
and anti-Semitism about three years ago. i forsrr 1 :
T1,,s, sources say the membership cm Pnc(,,v ' r c. nt'," Pr.'t.
of the party reached a high of 2AW in Often part-i ., e per:on a
195, omparedWith about 1,000 nw. De- memt-,r i' to :'. ,
s #i the turn toward anti-Semiticiasn wa,, ,s to , -), v' i rar-no'r i:;
tlicre are still many Jewish members of urdered "o hvc ;11 hn. M_ Lz;-
th grup, including high-ranking mnern. Rouche hapu,. '. psychoj,.,-
ber, rf ;,s intelligence and security sec- a t , o ,r

Link Ztnlcst and Nazs denzravaor cf ;-.,
M r. . ,, . ,Among statefments that appearinpaj.f Je's Siaart h,.,

publications or in articles written by Mr. travek -, , .d cIr s
LaRouche are such as, "Zionist circles return,-d ' ":. e
funded !h, founding and continuation of ,'r,' "C ,..
the Am erican Nazi Partv" and "Israel is l f I,. .x r,
nil!d fran Lndon a' a zombie-nation." r 1. mcr m-,
Th,, party's ic vspanper has printed that ii ,, i', , - " ' ' cotgui i;
I"only " a mia.,)n Jews d..-. in the Holo. .onc- u - , " .r.
L atISt. I:t, .c'c":: f:: -r :s reb.>ct'-ji

1For those r.side th,. s',iess structure grie ;! co ok n, ;,-
of p- .,arty. lose)i - r d psychoi . b rs 'ie. cr:,, !u th.e accounts of

0,nr 'mit. h,.i, doubt M
ou am suin,:f;o" , orc a srn 11

r-Oup ,,i , , r fears and
CI jn' . ,' I, ' iCt .',!'c "' moves from L , - . . s .

.-i te -:5 a .5 Rouche an- wi ,, pa.te:'
nuncei new piots Of .. .siinatilk or se xuaIpra1ti((I.
Iiocrming thermonuclearw-r. "Eve7Iiw In one cn'-,, t. ',r rbers said, a
weeks t crc's a new r-ahAt,, difht man was nidertid ijy Nr. LaRouche to
from the onr bcfore but j'0 '. as abolUt," ,,' op having :IXJ.xul 'I nS with his wife• said a former memberCt. "lt like tlu because he w as bctnj "politically in-

,ystern was desigiled so tnl..t people be potent"
no ij,'e to think." ....Mr. L Rouctte br'xac no queslo ('ailed 'Diabolical'

ir r: io . pr"os resl8'.$s One woman w,,4 ) '-signed from the
c-ice d he once sad i m arguingf eof group aLir :.,vr"I '.u'h sessions de-

rh, s. "'oPle w:: lJo' t bel -lethis scribe-J tirm m.., 't circulmted to
ha',te: r-esgneC. from ith n race." is merbers e ," taing toa , erc:t,,jq treqenil ' .;.tatt e nt i.- "e -,, ,, .,'t: ,, >I h rd ar~d

ri-tents, worthl':.$nZ::,.' -. , wv e that, under
Mernbr-) of 1le U S l 3b(r Party are M-. T, iRcu:;:e' CL 4 : '., t -se ion,

., to b- necatly dressed and hl;.ravkf?[ :1' re "rcrans-
, ir (. . ,- , conser- fvrrnc , I; Vving for

.rb, di . , ::i . In m any to. e;.'r-s .
, , , ... ' .. ,, n who party

L ! v - aJ-time at Out- f-, r z -i.de r
S. . ' ther pa,-*r: r; can devote full
S. - d to -.... cials & t st

i.:: --e ,.;. ec(: to :. t themselves.
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One Man Leads U.S. Labor Party

on Its Erratic Path

The A.- :n article is baulwd on re.
Porting by lowkard Blum and Paul L. cusor L. .frrus, by "alich he was known Coatinu'd Vrom Page 31
,",ontgo, pnrv and was written b .M r. in his orga;.,sa.. ,. it~ ro 75.

Muntgor- cy Mr. LaRouche was born in Rochester, .j d w',h Eigland He spent much of his,
While th, - ioosophyof the U.S. labor N.H., in 1922 and grew up in Lynn, Mass., t Ien i bat,';r:be in his New York!

1'arty has -hifted dramatically ..er the where his father was a management con- ;' artneit, surrmund,! by a security
last decade - from its roots in the ,et. sultant in the shoe industry. His mother, fc,rce. C airtons of .: an::ed food, acquiredwing student movement of the late 1960's who died last year, ran a fundamentalist for "siege" n.d ht halls.
to the cult-like right-wing political organ. Quaker meeting in the Back Bay section Upon his return !o New York, Mr. La-ization that it is today- one man has al. of Boston. Rouche annaunced to the membership,
ways been central to the party and its From 1948 to 1963, Mr. LaRouche, then without conuhdt.in with the party's ex-policy- its founder. Lyndon H. Laoouche known as Marcus, was active in the So- ecuttve)inCmitee Operation Mop-Up. It

cialist Workers Party, a Trotskyite wi' a twu-monh ,triod of violence in
The57.ylar<ld Mr. LaRouch", iepar. group. In the 1960's he appeared in v'ari- March and Api 1973, in which Labor

ty's 1980 candidate for President of the :ous mcvernents in New York as a man- .n7,tee gan)..g attacked Communist
L'ured States. rontrols the actirid if ""agement consultant. In 1969, a year after r ,'-,er F l"beZs, isrupted meetings of

lsf~iggro.ups and attempted tohe formed the left-wing National Caucus :nv ttin strikes to atet M LSecontdof twvoarticles. of Labor Committees at Columbia Uni- r..tervtne i strikes to assert Mr La-
versity, the group and its 30 members -fUChW's "ieadership" of the Left. Ac-iothe organization, which has 1,00 core were expelled from Students for a Demo- rr'g 'o formner members, some par-

members scattered among 37 listea of- cratic Society andsetout on theirown. ctpants,-a rined gums andattempts were,rid Latin America. Europe j Until 1972, the group, known familiarly miaJe to acquire a cacheof weapons.Acording rmerparty members i as the Labor Committee, was unnoticed, Guerrilla and Terrorist Trainingnd, in sme a.es, party 'ratre, and t ebers were almost exclusively this was also a period of guerrilla and
your g penple of up)er middle-class back- terrorist training, which began at a hunt-

ing lodge in Pennsylvania and was con-
tenil p~.inty dOcuznelt and law enfore, tinued at a farm the group acquired nearment officials - tpe rr members, a l Salem, N.Y., according to former mere-iunder Mr. LaRouche's leadership, have ground who believed that Mr. La. bers who led and piartlcipated in this

linitiated Sang assaults at rivals' meet. ouche's Marxist theories and attempts training. A report on the _rlla train-
gs, taken coursUU in the use of knives to organize workers during strikes and ing sessions was filed, accordng to a law.

and rifle at an "antitermorist" school the like provided the best opportunity for enforcement official, by a party member
aid produced private iitlligernce reports socialism. who was an informant for the Fdera! Bu.
on antiapartheid in the United The Labor Committee began to un- reau of lnvestigaticn.Members hav dergo dramatic changes in the middle of Casses were given by Vietnam veter-
also been trained in guemlla warfare Pt 1972, when Mr. LaRouche's second wife ans and Europca n members who had hada farm in upstate New York. left him for a young ngllsh member of military or Cornnvi:ist underround ex-

, Fed: al Electn F s Sought the party living in London. Mr. La Rouche perience. According to severl who par.iAt Frer ent the party is preparnghto spent several months in West Germany ticpated, the techniques taught included
spend on Mr. LaRouc2's 190 ca y and returned with what one former mem- garroting, knifing and booby trapping.iscr the Presdency a lrge i- of the 4 her described a a messianic vision. small-anit maneuvers and the usual toils
Illt sr esiae orieec a hdespreusly chrceiand viesLaornco.ig fremridn it s eti ed lrae ar-,,ith Whereas internal debate and discussion cf h: ot camp.l a n d i t s s e k i g F d t ~ l m a c h i g f n d s h a d p r e_;v io u s ly c h a r a c tc r iz e d t h e L a b ro r A c c r i g t c m r m m e s b u
nfor the campaign. Committee, the leader began making dic- 50 current rnemxbes of the U.S. LaborSince the beginning of his campann tatorial pronouncements. Those who dis.- Party have undertcne aspects of theMr. LaRouche has altered his biography agreed were said to be either Central In- training.to eliminate refere nces to such matter telligence Agency agents or afraid of Mr a1ouche repudiated violenceao hiis t refrenes tor sthats their mothers. Again itl '!74 and h r; persistently denit-a s h is c o rrs c ie n flo u s o b je c to r s ta tu s . La t ll h t 11 e t a n r o k p a e:,tr , nd ,.) World War IT nd his 30 Mr. LaRouche began forming ideas of th ,t ,e trainire s il5 t Ok place.,ears of-ft l . e , a vast conspiracy against him, led by the bough ,h group , ackIedgedgav-
. sloped us., nuemudonym 1 ,a, Rockefeller Lin and aithirig having .. :ad . n 'u. -med elf-defense."

Co tiued on Page B5



' c t ' huwing at the PollsahThe party, however, continues in its at-
An"."' K, : the party swung much of tempts to Ir-t attention at conservative The party's ex,,,';iveactivitieS adex-i

,1, t.oral politics. In Mr La gatherinm:g,-lrough leafleting, telephon, pensive c-1. . tra<ions - two 24-hour!

i," 6 Presidential campaign, forI ing members, asking questions at forum: rekx anJ c~t. - to the partys head-,h t claimed $180,000 in ex-, ant 5eoding representatives of its publi- quarters in Weisbaden, West Germany,,

r ,w is the ballot in 24 statesi catiors to news conferences. One recent for eximple - led critics to suppose that

ard I". n itrr t of Columbia and got internal Labor Party document, headed there was some s.cret source of funds.

40,04 votes out of 80 million cast. Vir-1  "Put LaRouche in the National Lime- 1he Left, know ing of the Operation Mop-

ginia [ -3x dci thie most votes with 7,5N, I light," advised organizing efforts at con- Up period, the. ght - arnd in some cases

fol"o.,,c L tt':w York with 5,413, Massa- ventions of the Catholic Youth Organiza- still thinks - that money must come

rhuse?"! itif' 4,22 andOhlowith4,33. tion. the Knights of Columbus and the from the F.B.I. or the C.I.A., though

!.l s" does after electoral defeat, Sons of italy and made this analysis of there was no troof.

tie fm r' y1-med voting frauds- A Corm the Catholic Daughters of America: Foreign guvemments, Such as the
mu.," -,air Elections was e.tab- "This group overlaps Daughters of the Soviet bloc or Iraq, have albo been men.

J.:h d. ;he party instituted lawsuits American Revolution membership but tioned. Mr. LaP,uche said in newspaper
o, .. ' ' iio. Wisconsin and Pe better, non-Anglophile. This is key to pet- Interviews in 1975 that he hadexpected to

SRepublica Nathaps getting before the D.A.R. nationl get money from lr.q for his activities but

Th !1i': ' o' g R epublican Natonal Cor- convention in April 19-W." never did.

t -igal effort, individual g be A Meeting WlthGenerl With the succe.- of the party's covertly

IL),., ...-... tated with coriservative M,. Gn. ohn K. Singlaub, who ac. held businesses anit Mr. LaRojche's pub-
., r contributed funds. n quired a cachet with conservative- w'en 'ic campai7n drive.;, appeals to members

.;::here the Republicajis also! he was forcpd into retirement after dso- for funds have drtielned. Fund raising

,- . tg 'cjtig irregularities, the greeirig publicly with the Carter Admiris- w al' pe.'.' -. !-1 1), directed mainly to

, j f iv joined the U.S. La bri tration's military policies, had a br f

c .' .ause it was the only state contact wth the party. He says the pr-, -.

:,uit fi;ed before the legal .ir-;o'a~h-d him to request all o-po, busmessrl. n. On,- party activity, for ex-

dEan !o'nit',' t. "brief" him on itsprogram, ample, is p; +tii,6'ion of a weekly econom.

- ab,;- Party has already, He r -,-' with two party officials at the. ics magazi:wf. . Ea..coatlve Intelli-
ra'". ': . o.: $100.000 for 1980 and hasj h o:f" , MitcelIl WerBell, an old friend, gence Review. vhose subscription price

, ,c rai F ng appeals on televi- I i -n Mra..,. WerBell is arn arins is S400a year. The.-iew, in itsbrochure.
* 'i' ,'' - wpaper advertisements.! deal:.r in. former member of the Office says that rates will also be quoted for

.; sl aternents filed with the i1 S(raeg;c ericeswhosays he still has "sjecial re.,earcl reports andapecialized

- - -ri I. ,r Commission, miost ofi d!, ties t, he C l.A. He trains memtrs confidential conrultation."

.he' expenses are payments of' h e Labor Party at his Georgia farm in e r

.. ,.: sses that are dominated1  what h described as "sophisticated anti. Revenue From Patkins

r.. moers. Thebe include pay. "err, -tt techniques." These techntr.o- Much of ,he re%,:nue for daly activities

LaRouche for President: a. coro ;g to Mr. WerBeil, include '- comes from sale of the p tons by

" ' ;t. ; ' research, services, rent atl rte, riflery and knife fighting. members -- the paty thm " -

the : :e, .: ?rs at 304 West 58th Street General Singlaub says he has since re- izrs" - at ai.,-rts and s 1011 cen -

and c,: ., jectel the organization. "It was so clear ters. Included in the offerinpi Mr. La-

A,,s ,merlcan as Apple Pie' tome after the first three or fourcontacts Rouche's analysis of Judaism as "a cult

that they wanted something from me," founded by the Babylonian" and a thick

-, ...o~ , appearances, Mr. L*- the general said. "They hounded me for paperback book charging tt Jews

Rouch" ,. jac himself "the candidate months, they flooded me with documents, dominate t "ar,,tivci trade amd Jewish
wh'i '-s'. American as apple pie" and they ,;howed up at places where I spoke." bankersr,: ,-l-t ..!;apital.

vs .,, declared war on liberalism.D
H prom c s .ver taxes, higher incomes l think they're a bunch ofkooksoftne Despite ' ,rature, the party has

anda lr-g-fri-e society, and he advocates worst form," General Singlaub went on.

nuc If f-r e r, a gold sandard and accu- "I've beer telling WerBell that if they're

.r~uati'. A devlc,,meft capital t not Marxists in disguise, they're the many Jewish members wM We Origi-
a ' "he attacks on Blee rt- worst group of anti-Semitic Jews I've en- nally recruited rom the aI move-

,S- r.:1 2 it conspiraclre that fill his cuntered. !'mrealyo)rriedaboutthese . mentsof te late l0's.

rae gys they '.et toa get some people The party's anti-Semitic tm appears
i ,, .ons a n not metionedTe g e; te e w askeifany e tl - to date from one of its a m right- ig

w The generi wan asked it any mentooit r contacts -amass circulati f
was made in his taiks of the possibility of called Spotlight, published by thLoLty
.a militry coup in the United States - an Lobby. The Liberty Lobby has bos e.

The hats beet repudiated by idea 'Lat has recently received currency gaged, as is the Labor Party, in lawsuits

man, C' r.,..:IL of the Right. includin in the party as a way to put Mr. i., against the Anti-Defamation League of
The Na Alt al R .riew and the John Br Rou, he in po ther 3'naii B'rith.
Soct"t .% frequently cited suspicion is Mlitary Thrust Suggestod In its Oct II, 1976 issue, Spotlight
that ti-., bharbors pro.Soviet beliefs. I printed a ieview of a Labor Party publi-

Th Nt'1-, Right Report, a conservative it didn't come up tn that ; rnA- cation cajied "Carter andthePrtyofln-

newso'At,., made this observation in but i. ws suggested that the thieitay ternatlo:ai Terrorism," Pa o Included

January "Many of the operations which ough. t.n in some way lead the cotmputer "gnds" by Compu-

brinn, ,-orey to IARouche cleverly on- o. '..s prohlems," General, Sinlaub re- cron of opponer of t iny Compu-

ceal 'heir origins in order to appeal to plied. "I giws; I stepped on them pretty tron of 0 ultntllirof lPar computer

...... .- "-1?rran businessmen. We find hard te'stms busireths rhat was origallly

this ' ' e "ry bit as weird ns Marxist It On,' .' , :!;t tlh;ggs that rndt .I hirood.k b a I'- t"urr members, and
Re : i .v , ''' Peo les ', ',, i ,. r .. . , f krtoka-, bumo-!:lr it th-o~ c: .l'nfiers of the u-



nesstill mainrtain c!o ties to the partv partIv were asked what kept their frie sThe review of the Labor Party book stjl: Iitx! to , . Some said it was politialwas favorable: "Althougha few readeis of! commitment, some tle psychological In.Spotlht will agree with 40 of the judg. fluence of Mr. LaRouche, some cited themn.nts that this Dook contains and many terror and disorientation that afflictsI a wender why sae of the major members who begin to doubt. Mny
sa m ft he notorious members, having given up their fmilies,tk* LINm a t includ. their education and the society of theired, it r ebens a m , Job of re. contemporanes, can find no other roots.

sesh. A young woman told about her lver

pary before both left. They had two

F ~whom shUn uppwoman ~
h reds with similar doubts, and the two,bea to nclufe Zan m -n d- --w womOM worked out a routine. They wouldin its aaye Of 0n"m , adi asomu give the men eroug money to coer theinitiated an ecrimaous carmpVaign cos of the Labor Party papers they wereagainst the AntI-Defamation League. 'supposed to sell evry day, so that theAmenS the party's efot was the fod. me. wuIid be free without risking the en.

IiznS0 orpnization calle "The ProNv . rrnj .uothe g ro up.siona Commtee to am Up B'nai -they'd throw away the papers and goB'rith." The committee s~gt funds play pool or something," the youngfrom thepubUic. wrmar recalled. "Or som ms they'dMr. LaRouce and the party insist that lust go nut to the irort and watch thet am at-Zo.t, not rtuimt., e : e Pil wishing they were anA number of former members of t e!li '- .



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS )F BALTIMORE CITY

GRENVILLE B. WHITMAN *

Plaintiff *

v. * 1975/387/18960

U.S. LABOR PARTY *

Defendant *

* ** * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

MOTION TO SEAL TIHE RECORD

Now comes the Plaintiff, GREIVILLE B. WiIITMAN, by

his attorney, John C. Armor, and says:

1. The difficulty in obtaining service on the

a( ents for the Defendant in the above case for Supplementary

Pioceedings is in large part a matter of record. Private

process servers had to be used throughout the proceedings,

ai d there were numerous non ests.

2. When the summonsef- were ;erved to bring in

tfc' officials of the U.S. Labor Party I. Maryland for

c. amination under oath, their resIpo ise was to j .le false

a. sault chargus against Mr. Whitman and the process server

wl ich were tried in the Northern District Court of Baltimore

Ci ty on 20 June, 1979. Thu case iijaiinst Mr. Whitman was

Li smissed by the Court without necessity of any defense,

aj d the case against the process servet resulted in a

i,, t guilty finding.

3. The reaction of the " ; :abor Party to the

s, rvice of the above summonses, in ad(iltion t-; the charges

r ferred to, was the issuance of vet i > tier scurrilous

sLatr .eit atac - thc ,1 ,"

iLxiiL'.i L G.

4. On information ane K -)i, f thi, U.S. Labor
Party, has any ,ea in adva~ce thw- .. attached pleadings



have been filed, and are in the process of being served,

especially if they know in, advance what the content of these

.:' ings are, the Part- j::& i oicIs I: var-land zan

be expected to do everything in their power to evade service.

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff respectfully requests the

Court to order the Clerk to seal the Motion for Receivership

and all of its Exhibits, this Motion to Seal the Record,

and attached Order beginiing at the time they are filed

with the Court, and ending immediately when the Plaintiff

certifies to the Court that the papers have been served

on Lawrence Freeman and on the Department of Assessments

and Taxation.

Respectfully submitted,

John C. Armor
Attorney for Plaintiff

Ruxton Towers, Suite 108
8415 Bellona Lane
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 821-0270

Of Counsl:

P1ilip L. Marcus, Esq.

2617 Guilford Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21218
(301) 889-3890

-2-



* Whitman Caught In Terror Assault
We warned people who Grenville Whitman was once before. We exposed his when

he was dLrect ,r of the drug-running Man Alive Methadone Maintenance Center. We

exposed his ties to convicted terrorists like Weatherman leader Bernadine Dohrn

and to the eWvo n5i-mentel terrorists who advocate blowing up nucllur power ya.w--w

We detailed thai he was run.through the same Johns Hopkins Zionist-intelliWefle
networks as every single sub-human pig now beii ll- ta-- or I t'ekidnap and

murder of Aldo Moro. W stoped Grenville Wh&,MAn fromeLn4e1ected_ to the City

Council in 1975. By 1978, when he ran for State House of Delegates people knev Who

Ie ws; S Vd''t have a chance. Now, he's washed up politically.

But he's still running the streets. And he's still in the middle of the same

filthy networks - the enviromental terrorists, the ACLU, the Maoist rifraf. And now

he's been caught for a viciaus crime. On Monday, May 28, Grenville Whitman and an

associate, Kenneth McElroy, hid for hours in a building next door to the district

office of Debra Hanania-Freeman, congressional contestant for the 7th c. d. They

were let in to the building and allowed to hide there by a Mr. Eisenberg. When

Freeman left her office at 11 Whitman and McElroy came out of the building running

at full speed and screaming. iThe'lunged at her. McElroy whom she thinks had a knife,

threw her to the ground. It was on y the quick reacti'oher husband and her f'ff ',

" hho managed to drag her back in, that prevented her from being injured more seriously,

or possibly kil/d

Why this brutal assault? Because Debra Hanania-Freeman represents a clear and

vocal force that can free this city's population, particularly its black population,

from 200 years of Zionist trade in human flesh. Whitman. like lame duck Congressman

Parrer, "litchell. isJuae#elv a lackeX for the Zjonit -ugterror ner-o r h Tun-

1 altimoe. Whitman, through drug running operations like ti't!e, she white

V'e othe Parren Mitchell goon appartus that controls the ghetto through terror and

drugs. It's no coincidence that Parren and Grenville call each other "brother"; they

share the same mother - the Zionist Lobby. Whitman, fearing that his controllers will

cut him loose now that he's worn out his usefulness, made a desperate attempt to win

back their good graces by attacking the voice that speaks most clearly against them,

their drug-running, their terror.

Whitman, McElroy, and people like them belong in prison. It is they who are
responsible for terror in the streets, for the drugs that are rampant in city schools.
Now they've committed a crime for which they've been caught. But will they go to

jail? Unfortunatelyq the reality is that we must deal with corrupt judges. A corrupt

Mar~and Judte was responsible for a $30,000 libel judgementgainst the Labor7 PIW9

i-t the behest 3 tfiv Zion st networks that also bacfatten Mitchell, when we first
exposed Whitman in 1975. A corrupt BaltimorP InAge 4as similarly responsible for hiding
evtdenc to protect Mitchell's vote -raud apparatus and refusing Debra Hanania-Freeman

access to voting machines and other election material after the 1978 election.

We must mrake sure that this ttme justice is done. Whitman and his friend committed

felonious assault. Their trial is set for Jine 20 in Northern District Court. They

should be jailed and the trail of responsibility tracked up to the top of the local f

Zionist drug-terror network which, aniong other things, controls the Parren Mitchell

machine and the ACLU, and uses Johns Hopkins University as its operational center.
Finally, the Zionist tradition of keeping the black population in backwardness will

be cleaned up w:ith the creation of a Maryiand-Washington, D.C. Regional Anti-Drug
Coalition, w'iich Debra lianania-Freeman will be central in organizing.

WHITMAN LIV17S AT "'C ELROY LIVES AT EISFINFRC LIVES AT

3133 GUILFORD AVE. 34 EAST 25 ST. 25/41 SAINT PAUL ST.
235-3530 366-5598

for further 0~fo. U. S. LABOR PARTY



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF BALTIMORE CITY

GRENVILLE B. WHITMAN

Plaintiff *

v. * 1975/387/18960

U. S. LABOR PARTY *

Defendant *
** **** **** **** * *** **** ** **** **

SHOW CAUSE ORDER

It is ORDERED, by the Court of Common Pleas of

Baltimore City, this J -day of , 19 , that

Defendant, U.S. Labor Party, and New Solidarity International

Press Service, Inc., Campaigner Publications, Inc., National

Caucus of Labor Committees, Fusion Energy Foundation, Citizens

for LaRouche, Committee to Elect LaRouche, Committee for

Fair Elections, Labor Organizers Defense Fund, Computron

Technologies, Inc., World Composition Services, and PMR

Associats, show cause, if any there be, or or before the

i 3I day of W41 l9t O, why the relief prayed

in Plaintiff's Petition for Special Relief for Judgment

Creditor should not be granted.

PROVIDED that a copy of said Petition with its

exhibits and two accompanying memoranda and a conformed or

true test copy of this Order be served upon Lawrence Freeman

and on the Maryla d Department of Assessments & Taxation on

or before the day of __

Judge

,.CLER

841b Beflhuua lane ,-- 
-

I30 I I II1 IEIIOiILD

'it



IN THE COURT OF COMMOi PLEAS OF BALTIMORE CITY

GRENVILLE B. WHITMAN

Plaintiff

v* 1975/387/18960

U.S. LABOR PARTY *

Defendant *

** ** **** **** **** ** ****** ******

MEMORANDUM OF FACTS

1. As a result of two leaflets (Exhibits A and 1),

printed and distributed by the Defendant, U.S. Labor Party,

during and just after the Baltimore City primary election

in 1975, Grenville B. Whitman recovered a judgment in the

Court of Common Pleas of Baltimore City in September, 1977,

of $30,000 together with interest and costs against the

U.S. Labor Party.

2. Defendant appealed unsuccessfully to the

Maryland Court of Special Appeals and Court of Appeals,

and, on June 4, 1979, the United States Supreme Court denied

certiorari.

3. Despite this, and despite unrelenting attempts

by the Plaintiff to collect, the judgment remains unpaid

after two years. For example, while the information contained

herein shows that the Defendant handles substantial funds,

executions directed to the eleven primary banks in

Baltimore were returned nulla bona: Case No. 1977/400/19849.

4. The U.S. Labor Party has its headquarters in

New York City and branch offices and organizations in

approximately 35 cities in the United States.

Its chairman, Lyndon LaRouche (154:14) (all

references ar;, to the page and Line of the July 11, 1979,

2/14/80 proceedings), was a presidential candidate in 1976 (59:13),



and he was expected to be a presidential candidate in 1980

(59:7), this time as a Democrat.

5. On July 11, 1979, the three principal officials

of the U.S. Labor Party in Maryland, who comprise its local

"executive committee" (84:13), were examined under oath

before Commissioner Paul Reed, Jr.

6. These persons are: Lawrence Freeman, chairman

of the U.S. Labor Party in Maryland (27:3, 104:18) and a

member of the U.S. Labor Party's 40-member National Committee

(6:12, 144:6); Debra Freeman, unofficial financial officer

for the U.S. Labor Party in Maryland (60:20, 86:18, 87:1) and

a party candidate for Congress in 1978 (63.3); and Robert

Primack, the third member of the local "executive committee"

and a party candidate for the Baltimore City Council in

1979 (96:4, 101:19) .

7. The purpose of the Supplemental Proceeding was

to discover the nature and location of the U.S. Labor

Party's assets.

8. All three party officials steadfastly maintained

that the U.S. Labor Party has no funds or other assets.

Consider three excerpts from the transcript to this effect:

1. Q (by Mr. Marcus) They don't have any money

at all?

A (by Debra Freeman) I don't think so (60:3).

2. A (by Robert Primack) The Labor Party does not

have any money (85:16).

3. Q (by The Court) This judgment, by the way,

could be paid, couldn't it?

I mean, there is money

available somewhere ---

A (by Lawrence Freeman)Not to my knowledge

(132:21).

Q --- to pay this judgment?

A To my knowledge, there is

not (132:2).
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9. In n ire detail, these party officials testified

that the U.S. 1,abe . Party ducs not pk-y salaries to them

(54:16, 89:2, 105:L), or to anyone in Maryland (111:9), does

not charge dues (77:2), does not issue formal financial

reports (40:5), has not paid its attorney to defend it in

this action (134:14), does not allocate funds to its

Maryland operations (44:6), does not receive monies from

Maryland (48:20), and does not contribute to its members'

political campaigns in Maryland (73:8, 101:15) or to its

national chairman's campaigns for president (60:1, 79:9).

Thoy furthor toatifiod that tih U.S. Labor Party

in Maryland has no bank account (39:5, 82:21, 161:3), does

not pay the rent for the offices it occupies in the Medical

Arts Building, Suites 301 and 302, in Baltimore (17:21,

29:2), keeps no formal financial records (47:16, 108:17),

has no formal financial officer in Maryland (27:11), and

wires all money which it collects to another organization,

Campaigner Publications, Inc. (35.2) in New York City.

10. Even though these party officials testified that

their orijanization is totally without funds or other assets,

U.S. Labor Party activities in Maryland are varied and

apparently extensive.

11. U.S. Labor Party members are involved in

polit ica education activities tllrough the pCerio|ic publica-

tion of eaflets (149:19), sales of the party's newspaper,

New Soliarity (31:10), bumper stickers (72:1), and other

literatuie (44:15), and lectures (139:17), meetings (23:4),

and nomiiating conventions (59:11).

12. U.S. Labor Party members have run in the follow-

ing city and state elections in recent years: Mayor of

Baltimor City, President of the Balti~aore City Council,

and Balt more City Council (1975); Seventh Congressional

District (1976) ; Governor of Maryland, Lieutenant Governor
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of Maryland, House of Delegates, aiid Seventh Congressional

Ii)s Lr ct (I9,'3) ; and 13a1Li more- City C,LIIC1' i (.1979) , a toLa I

of nine camp, igns.

13. Theirfore, though allegedly v iu'iless, the U.S.

Labor Party jai Marltand and in New York City has full-time

staff members, rents offices and teleulipones, and is involved

in extensive political activities.

14. An examination of th- LrLwAscript of tLhe Supple-

mentary Proceding shows that party ofi lcials' salaries,

the office rent, and] other expunses are i, by a group of

inLor-re lt!d nd cooperative orjani/.aLioiis which aro staffed

and operated as a Lingle en'ity.

15. In aldition to the U.S. Labor Party, these

organizations are New Solidarity International Press

Service, Inc., Campaigner Publications, inc., National

Caucus of Labor Committees, Citizens for LaRouche (75:2),

Comnmittee to Elect LaRouche (79:10), Teamsto'r Committee to

Elect LaRouche President, LaRouche Campaign Finance Committee,

Fusion Energy Foundation (76:2, 161:i, 162:2), Committee

for Fair Elections (76:9), New Benjimiin Franklin Publishing

House, Labor Organizers Defense Fund :137:20), Computer

Technologies, Inc., World Composilior' Services, PMR Associates,

et al.

16. The New Sol ,iar i+- 'n t iii t, I ;s crvicc,

pays an annual stipend to bot w Lawren:> Frei-eman (54:7)

and Debra Freeman (54:9), in approximatc amounts of $4,000

to him (105:21) and $2,5C0 to hc2 T 6). Thus, two top

officials of the U.S. Labor Party in Maryland are on the

payroll of the New Solidarity Int:rnatonal Press Service.

17. The offices used by the ._.. Labor Party in

Marviand (-I 1:18) are -%ed Ly . -< 'ibliations

(17:21) and the rent i., paid by c. o.1cd + -he New

Sofldarity International Press Serv&c (18:20). At

least 12 members of the U.S. Labor Party in Maryland have keys
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to these offices (124:20).

18. Foi at least the past four years, the U.S.

Labor Party, iew .;olidarity Internatioiial Press; Service,

and the National Caucus of Labor ConuinitLees have shared

office space in B Lltimore (126:211), at 2539 St. Paul Street

(127:17) and now in the Medical Arts hluilding.

19. The U.S. Labor Party, tc National Caucus of

Labor Committees, Campaigner Publications, and New Solidarity

International Press Service all share officts at 26 Court

Street, Brooklyn, New York, (155:13) and formerly shared

offices at 231 Wust 29th Street, Manhattan (160:21).

20. As Lawrence Freeman testified, "we share office

space here, and I would say they urobably share office

spa1e there, also" (159:3).

21. The U.S. Labor Party was originally formed

by members of the National Caucus of Labor Committees (58:17),

substantially all members of the National Caucus of Labor

Committees are members of the U.S. Labor Party (59:4),

and the National Caucus of Labor Con-mittees is the "core

group" of the U.S. Labor Party (138 13).

22. There is a contractual relationship between

the U.S. Labor Party and Campaigner Publication-, (44:16),

described by Debra Freeman as follows:

"Well, what ihipp !n; Is * -at oiic,, or twice a

week we are sent literature from New York, what I

believe is the casc, and Larry [Lawrence Freeman]

would have to clarify that. T believe the national

U.S. Labor Party has a contractual agreement with

Campaigner Publi-ations wer'. we provide the ideas

for certain matcrials wliich they nr: . Labor

I-'Ary member- vc 1unteer o s.:I- t! tt iraterial,

because they wt .L the ias c[ u]at.d. The money

for that ir '. I; goes tc Campaigner Publications,

!whicU pubiish~s and pays for the mterial" (45:4).
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23. These four organizations, namely the U.S.

Labor Party, New Solidarity International Press Service,

Campaigner Publications, and the National Caucus of Labor

Comnnittees (as well as a number of other organizations), have

a close working relationship, as shown by the following

exchange (155:4):

Q (by Mr. Marcus) In fact, isn't it the case

that Campaigner Publications

and 14ev-w Solidarity International

Press Service and National

Caucus of Labor Committees

and U.S. Labor Party are one

big organization?

A (by Mr. Freeman) Far from it.

Q I'm sorry?

A Far from it.

Q Well, they share office space?

A Yes.

Q And they exchange information?

A Yes.

Q (by The Court) They are brothers and sisters,

are they not? One compliments

the other?

A There is a relationship of

them working together,

absolutely.

24. The newspaper, New Solidarity, which is

sold by members of the U.S. Labor Party, is printed by

Campaigner Publications (106:11).

25. Lawrence Freeman, chairman of tie U.S. Labor

Party in Maryland, stated that one of his duties is to

"gath. r news, analyze it, and give it to New Solidarity in

--
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New York for articles, whatever they do with it, for

dissemination of ideas" (10b:3).

26. Debra Freeman stated she daily wires all monies

collected from sales of New Solidarity and other publica-

tions by U.S. Labor Party members to Campaigner Publications

(35:2). She also stated that she is a member of the National

Caucus of Labor Committees (55:16).

27. At least five persons identified as TI.S. Labor

Party members in Maryland (William Salisbury (31:20), Arthur

Murphy (32:11), Nancy Radcliffe (32:16), Belinda DeGrazia

(33:1), and William Sinclair (107:18)) curreitly sell copies

of New Solidarity.

28. Lawrence Freeman and Debra Freeman, who receive

stipends from New Solidarity International Press Service,

stated they operate under "marching orders" from Costas

Kalamtigis, identified as the U.S. Labor Party's "chief of

staff," and from Nancy Spannaus, identified as the U.S.

Labor Party's treasurer (39:18, 57:13, 154:4), both located

in New York City.

29. Nancy Spazinaus is trasurer if the U.S. Labor

Party and is a member of the U.S. Labor Party's National

Executive Committee (50:7). It was she who decided to

place Debra Freeman on a New Solidarity International

Prcs s Service stipend (58:7). She. is a:I ceitor of New

Solidarity (157:5) and helps to run the New Solidarity

International Press Service (57:11).

30. This whole organizational and financial apparatus

is currently involved in a national political campaign.

31. Lyndon H. LaRouche, chairman of the U.S. Labor

Party (154:14), is presently a candid te for President of

the United States as a Democrat.

32. On his "Statement .'f a Candidate for Nomination
or Election to Federal Office" submitted to the Federal

Election Commission (F.E.C.) on January 24, 1979, he listed his
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party affiliation as "U.S. iibor Pirt 1,." (For reasons

unkno\ to Plaintiff, LaRo .o-h- h.is zi I chnged his party

affiliation to "Democratic," -- at(cording to an amended

statemtent filed with the F.E.C. t N4ovend.cr 1, 1979.)

33. In a Statement of OLqm,izatiorn For a Political

Conmittee filed with the F.IL.C. oi January 24, 1979, LaRouche

designated "Citizens for LaRouche" (7,:2) to be his principal

campaign committee. Other related electoral committees

regist-ered with the F.E.C. aru-: "T#, .,;tcr Committee to

Elect LaRouche President"; "Comnmittee to Lle_-ct Lyndon

LaR(,u1011U" I and "LaRouche Campayin Fraiikcu CU±u1i t LLtO".

34. On November Z7, 1979, the Citizcns for LaRouche

applicd to the Federal Election Commission for presidential

primaiy matching funds in the amount of $194,719.61. (Exhibit D)

35. Included in this amppl[-ati~. were reported

coii r bhutioi s from the fol-iowiit-1 .2 . .... r ,,. L ty i ).r5

in NMatyland: Gerald Belsky ($250); 13(?.i i. - i)e(raziji (33:1)

(:250) ; Lawrence Freeman (transcri::. (.250) .ebra Freeman,

listd as "Debra Hanania" (trjns,-rj - ($25J); Joseph

Jennings ($230); Malcolm Pivar ($2" 9", Artihur kbirt)hy (32:11)

($2f) ; Robert. Primack (transcripL) (.'250); ,a -,. Radcliffe

(32:10) ($250); Robert Robinson k; 2 5 0, ; William Salisbury

(3].:20) ($250); Nancy Sinclair (4250)- '.-,i;Lixni 2inclair

(1 7:19) ($250 ; Thomas Szvmu.cL'-k, (;-24 . . ., - v". V'I;,

$190)

36. On October 18, 1979, tle Citiz-ns For LaRouche

("Citizens") filed its most recenl C; rl riy f inancial r.port

with tne Federal Election Commission.

37. An examinatio,i of t . : .. vcxls

e'xpendi tures and debtF relative to as follows:

a. CampaiTi r ,..r Pu, ca . . . paid

,5 ,iol.00 on account 1,y Citizens 1 ,.25 for rent

and ines, printing, advertising, ndic purchase• of literature;
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b. 'Iew Solidarit' Intern itt. nal Press Service

i>. '9"., "
, C . ,i 1 0) O i at( OUlL by. (7i j ; i j ,. 'i. . ) . " , C) 7. 'i) f

c. National Caucus of LalI(,,'ouii ltcs was owq-d

"697.50 by Citizens;

d. Jeffrey Steirnberg, wi,. t 2stififed during the

tridl of this action that he is chief of security for the U.S.

Lahor Party, paid $4,120.00 on account Iy Citizens and owed

$12,667.30 for "security servLc.2s for cUdidat2"; and

e. Carol White (88:]0, 93:i i) wj: ; pild .¢'v]..00 by

Cit i.zens for "calmapaign consultati, s,-vi.-..

38. Rcgarding paymrnitu I t( L .1o u 1. r:v.y who ham

reKoresented the U.S. Labor Party throcjihout this litigation

in Maryland (David B. Mitchell), tie followiag is kaown:

a. The U.S. Labor Party is not .p)aying him

for his services (134: L-);

b. Lawrence Freeomnv ilUr..d IiU V originally

and paid his re}taiier (137:14);

c. The National Caucus of Labor Committues

paid part of Mr. 1it-che].'s fec<s (138:7),

although Lawrenc" Freema-i stat-ed he does

not know why (143:12,.

d. It is possible, a& ori y., to Lawrence

Freeman, that Mr. Mitchell has been paid

in cash one or mom - -ijm,; ('48: 18), oo;-

sibly by Debra Fr 1an (142:2) and /ossiul'

by Robert Primac 1149:3).

39. Exhibit C, which was not av.;1,1zb]e to Plaintiff

at the time of the testimony of Ded aryland

officials, consists of true and co -rec' oo>.s of telotyoe

l,,ss(Jes sent by the National Exyrut "e Comirmt tee of Defendant,

to all local offices, including lia' 'or.

40. Attacht 24 as Exhibi L -: a coyrect translation

of all of the abbreviations and referer<ces which appear on

Exhieit C.

-9-



* ~ I 7 0

41. As indicated on Exiiibit C, middle of page 5,

all local offices, includinj Baltirtor-, are required to

report sales of materials by numi) ?r and Aitount, hours

worked, total contributions, and total mendbur.' loans,

on a daily basis.

42. As indicated in :*x1hibit C, tim,: daily inforina-

tion transmitted to the National Executive Committee is compiled

andi transmitted back in sunimary for- to all local offices,

also on a daily basis, giving the dly' j totals, the week to

date, and the previous week, for all o ..iie above information.

43. The items conceriiiq " Lo mefals loans

taken out by individual me:,ibers of t .e uIrt', which they

signed for, and which are als s ignec.. for i_\ soniL officer

of the Party. As long as the icinbrii r..mainr; loyal and active

to the Party, the Party will make the p.,ywnts on these

loans. At such time as thu meb.eW.r. l ltVc(S or defects from

the Party, th . Party then default.; o r the loan and it is

left to the member to pay it. As ,-he print-outs indicate,

the loans are a substantial port.on 0f the moticy available

to the Party, and the threat than .e rnembLr wi ll be saddled
w t-h the obligations is a major inc.ntive to keep members

active in and loyal to the Party.

44. As the print-outs ind:,'ate, monies wiich are

coiitribuLioius to the U.S. Labor .irt,', co iuLiun ; to

Citizens for LaRouche, income for s 1 c. of ,, a-:i. aIs for

the Fusion Energy Foundation, ant income for sales of materials

by Campaigner Publications, Inc., -,. as Lhtu loans of

Party members, arc all lumpnid toget ',r i a stngye funding

r1cbchuiism, transmitted to Now Yot'k, anci dis'-kursed by the

Nati onal E'xecu, tive Committ.e, acordis, to Lt; decisions.

45. The pr; t-ou .s, tlire ore, ,.,;strte that

the te;timony of the arty offic -s ,_1 Mary tnd, take at

depositions under oath , are fal-, i. .:everal iniportant respects:
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a) Contrary to tie sta -. ,ent of the local officials,

the Party does maintain very elib :r and detailed financial

records in Maryland;

b) Contrary to the statitmi nt of Party offic1Ll1A,

the Party does have substantial financial assets, and its

only basis for saying that it lack od funds to pay the judgment

entered in the above case, is the act ioms of the ilational

Executive Copuriittee i, transferri., all of thue funds raised in

Baltimore, arid in other local olf ic*., ,. to a]le.1,d~y separate

entities such as Campaigner Pueljvat i., Inc., Citizens for

LaRouc-he, and Fusion Enerqy a6uiedto,, . tit-./ irrivt in

Now York.

46. Exhibit C indicat,:s violations of the

clhar.it able organization laws of New Yc.-k vtte, 'hre the

Fus.ioyi I:eny Foundation isE reqister''d, ai.,.i also oF the

Ii).,rnRl eveniue Code on charti, - They dl'; indicate

seriouis violaftions of bolh the .FO :r ,i Election Act, and

th e Internal Revenue Code concernirv. corporate donations

to poli.tical orqanizations. And t. ,y also i:dicat,, violations

of the Fuderal Election Act in the receipt of corporate con-

t-ibutioris by both the U.S. !,abor Party anod . ' zen- for

La Rouche.

47. Lastly, since Iwer.cc Freeioavi has stated

uI,-r oat! t h.,L (t. i: t i,,- "k . 1 13 t.L " i :- :.,. Laboir Parl y i-

Maryland," and since Exhbi t C snows ,.i-,-at all- sales ma Ae, hiours

workd by members, collec'ti-on and tra-imit-tal of receipts,

and --olfection and transmittal of ci L r,"' s Lc Ae National

Execut .VU Commi'.-.tee arc h,iiftlt'd '-; a -ifl,. C )i. -..d trans-

acti er), the ;xhibit also indic.- i, must ,( act in,

'-: ";,,;uagini a .,Lt_" I u ,,e ot2r oE .fl1 - ",- 01) 1 adld activi1."

w ,'" are ine icabi. ' - :'r ' , . cC the Party

i.i 'iarvland.
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In summary, there is ample evidence to conclude

that these organizations, ovx(rate a.; an entity, and that tL11c

U.S. f.abor Party is an integral part of this cohesive whole:

a. New Solidarity Internatioaal Press Servic3

pays stipends to two top U.S. Labor Party

officials in Maryland;

b. The New Solidarity International Press

Service pays the rent for the U.S. Labor

Party's offices in the Medical Arts

Building in Baltimor-:

c. The U.S. Labor Party's office in Baltimore

is leased in the name of Campaigner Publica-

tions;

d. There is a contractual relationship between

the U.S. Labor Party and Caimiaigner

Publications;

e. All monies collected by the U.S. Labor

Party in Maryland are wired to Campaiqgier

Publications in New York City;

f. The U.S. Labor Party, Nu4- Solidarity

International Press Service, Campaigner

Publications, and the National Caucus of

Labor Conmmittees share offices both in

Baltimore and in New York, and "there is a

relationship of them working together,

absolutely";

g. Citizens For LaRouclie, the principal

campaign committee for the U.S. Labor Party

chairman's campaign for president, receives

contributions from members of the U.S.

Labor Party and pays New Solidarity Inter-

national Press Service, Campaigner Publica-

tions, the National Caucus of Labor

-12-



Committees, and key U.S. Labor Party

official.; for virj,.,us electoral s ri" ,

including off.ica: r,.nt.

h. The U.S. Labor Party's n.w r New

Solidarity, is printed 0,/ Cafmpaigner

Publications;

i. The U.S. Labor Party's nAtional treasurcr

is an editor of .New Solidarity and helps

to run the New Solidarity nt rnational

Press Service; and

J. The Wational Caucus o( dtor- Commtteus

helpaed to financ . .. lbor Part.,':;

legal defense in this presetLt litigation.

k. By combining in tho hi-inds of Maryland

officials and the Nation Executive Com-

mittee, funds allegedly Uelonginq to

profit-making corporations, and a chariLy,

the Defendant is causing those corporations,

and that charity, to make political con-

tributioas to both the Defendant, and to

LaRouche, a Defiocratic candidate for

President, contrary to laws and regulatiuns

of the I.R.S. and tie F.E.C.

1. By combinj ii, f11111s -1;l3ge \ 1 luc to
political crV" iim: a:i. *'rofi -real i-' eot-

porations with those allegedly due to a

charity, the Defendant is causing the

charity to operate outside- the laws and

regulations of New York, and of the I.P.j.

m. By using the throol- of default on loans

from Party mrnb< i, the '-efendant is con -
troilimq the a( Livi ies of arofit-malking

corporations, anO a charity, contrar to

I.R.S. and F.E.C. laws and regulations.
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In short, the U.S. Labor Party has chosen to

1i d,. It s f inaic-ia . assets hy f riAtdul.rit I y di stributin( theai

to oiie or more closely associated orqlni zatio~is, whicli, to-

gethier, form a single, un-named entity, con'rol]ed by the

Defendant's National Executive Committee, whose instructioas

,ire carried out in Maryland by the Defendant's local officials.

Respo ctful 1.7 s ubmit Led,

-1 /

Jibhh C. Arir:or
ALtrra.,-y for P!rlit- i-ff

Ruxton Towers, Suit, 108
8415 IBellona Lane
Towson, Maryliind 21204
(301) 821-0270

Of Counsel:

Pi 1I1ip 1. N4arcus, Esq. --

2617 Guilford Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21218
(301) 889-3890
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POL ITIS
OF ADDIC ION
loopN

WHO. I S tr.h

Si/Itlt0 lM A st l,'

Part L: Methadone Maintenance in Baltimore
(;r,-untllle hiftrun, from ]:is preeont slick three-piece-sguit to hie "Comminityl,

rtbtnrl, , stlnk'i of his SS hAckround. This pjruwl,~d FRANKENSTEIN was created by RAND
COnputer technology and military intelligence - probably through his own use of driigs
whll! ai lz Force Paratrooper. Whit.ni,, who if! the late 1 9 6 0's was already spreadi')
his Moist "off the pigs' verbiage, is not only an agent, but a murderer. If vour chiml
or neighbor has O'd or been sulbjected to drug induced br,irwashing, WhitmMn is respo .-

hllE. In IP68, Whitmnan ptibll-|ly organized his drug pushing with great fanfnr,. lie dir-
erted the notorious "4Mti Alive" Proersm htatter know ai "methadone maIntein,-n-"4ethadone Is Syuthettc heronjv - Onlv more addictive It wos developed I- the Nid
hranch of Rockefell.rs. itterrstionsl cartel and wt _ originally. named "Dolphined " 'frer
Adolph fitler. It was advoc ,tp.i by Brigadeer General Or. Jhn Rwlings Peen, (le.,der
of the Rockefeller and Ford Foundation - sponsored fascist think..tRnk the Tvistck
Institite of IAlrdon.) to impose a Clockwork Orange style 1964 police state with the Pid

of local and conunity he.-Jth centers like "Man Alive" and the "People's Free Medical
Center". U,'der control through methadn.e mind dulling addiction a man - like a dragged
race horse ois mre easily driven to work himself to death. The real purpose of etl,-adono. was - a'u still to - slave labor.

Gren Whitman is not mer-ly running for city council In the second district. Since
hie days with the Berrigaris Whitman has played a direct role in Baltiore's hidden gov-
ernment. Other key figures in this attempt at geatao style takeover have been "ex"
military intelligence poll--c chief Pomerleau, Poking agent Richard Pfeffer and their
public pigs Walter "the rm;iat" Orl'.neky. and Barbara "what, me a lesbian:" Mikulskl.A, investigation into W Itman's backround, which) he as a public candidate is un-willing to reveal ("this I all the public has to kno'W-) will expose the hideous un-
derbelly of Baltimiore's seer faction, involving drugs. gunu.nn, bombing, rape. etc.
roll the Labor Party with ,his, Informatio and press charges.

F L A S H 1 ! ! F T, A S H ! ! ! F L A 9 1n

Because of this ]-afl~t Crenville Ithiim~n is sueing 1,.5. La~bor Party
candidates for $40,0 'a"h. This means we hove got this creep ,,3 the run.Drive this Paranoid dope p tsher out of the 'ilti?

lkm: 3133 Cutl ford A''. 2} ,-333OCsmpgin Rsaidque-tera, 436 3 . 3lst It. 366023p0

(U.S. LABOR PAriTy TICt!rF*** BIL.L SALISRURY for MAYOI ** CA3ROL FIARThAN for CrrY COUNI[L PRESIDENT
,- AS rn H f,' r CIT'Y COUNCIL, 4th DI'RIC TU..$



AIUNSKII &;A: lt ~i l,AUNK ~CASTRJES &.

KILLS wet

3HUT DOWN )P,.

M AN ALIVE .101.4

METHADQN E
CENTER • 4.4

I I ,q F Y4,

I V1

jtqt'y ""III P['r Y.!" fOri in %k.--Y174 City Cotincil pr'sideat--is a DRUG
.' l:.o ].; ,,, , t ,- I i V ~r"r i, le r,"qt be hrought to tri.il for MURDER, BRAIN-

i ...';i[X', I ;, ln I it If, ], qe ', r .l l . ~, ,i ctitv monies. lie is a full supporter
J"I'" P) 'I itei I Ard itrs c I.i protatgonist Grenville "The Racist"
"' yI,: i'p , 41?-,Iri#iin inftit on h lra inwoshtng center MAN ALtrE.I
It !, vrjj . t 1 I I, i 1i1 1,, , V iTI!!)O1E centers Are ii matin conduit of

lll,'a.!l (Ip .... i),, Co ,. m nrtinn, etc.--ms well 'a of the "le-l" killer
etlol,,le. oe-t 'ii,, 1, t t. Il wis i rvenr-,tl I, NAZI sc tent ists in Cermnanv who named

it ADl0.It 7 r X ,1 1 r it i ,.r. lld who tised it to anesthettze concs.ttrotton coiimp
-is,t ims so, ti,'V; r.,ild paii , ,.lv work th'mqelves to death WITH'lOUT FOOD. Evett thin
it WAiS iiet '',-AlIV 9litni t," le d t, steir il ization. After World War It the crinirially
irnsanro Po, krtv1, i br otl.r'rsi broiight methadone to America for the SAME purpose--to
crCt'. A w.'aI rFdae P ,(t 91,4vr labor zornbies that would passively accept industrial ,
sp,-t4- ip ituf !- ,!, i ra ted social condit ions.

In Il i Ildlpit in , Pet roi r and San Francisco, aid particularly in Chicago
wlirre Mj,,or ind 1. is t trAde uTniOn hased machine have been blasting the city,
r, t raffIc. coirnttee r 'o top met lafon ' are bein, f ormed. If we shut dothe

!rii;' cFter-, we h ut dow th4el'et

"fit)

()~I Iri~' Iike~'Y ,tua(, r 1at 1)AI " 'the lesghiar" Mifilski, is a Paibltc
lilli4 !'IC, a ruirl'd ratiloni of IR.01timore's iidden government run out of

.1 d I,, ipi. I u l t'vnf *,,, -n~ Ow!,.:, -renttires have NO huitran identity they are
',a ,l ., v /T!;,Y" 'sTi'. "!,Pir ,1 . ,'1 f lu?. fP-i ar inre,lv a projection of that paranoia.

11. , 1-0* o,:t I , lie, t it lt, linn covered [t tip wf!i FAT. These

1- l'Ie' nr, em iolq t4 t thr Ilml'k (rini Nazi 'hictors, D~r. Torrey Brown andi
i .)y ] u 9i f'--''

1
'"4 ('iit "t Of et.1:nlaiu ' i I lict [il.

N ':' / ' !IFT 1 ' l-' Al . ADD!)ICT S

t plans ~ud " rirker. and

• ' jr ' o ,' protrrni 311 1 '#i " . (itv hospitals

~r. ,~u o l a".. I, '

I I .L'> ' " ' ; '; ' " .



5L 7 62 1293 164
LNEU 237 457

CAMPAIGNER 40 9 70 40

: LIR zZI 0 220 129

IJF9 70 195 79 149

EtR SINGLE 142 149 Z59 307

UNIVERSrTr-EVTO S 47 ' 9 ......... 48

W WORKER CONTRIBUTIONS 211 135 555 469

" OTHER CONTRIBUTIONS 792 1859 1495 Z865

LOANS' 5290 8Z50 5799 0 ..- :

INCOME WITH LOANS 10296 13895 16641 29598

INCOME WITHOUT LOANS 5006 5465 10851 1Z248

CAMPAIGNER BREAKDON
FUSION BONN CONF ELITES ENERGY POTENT

DAILY 512 373 96 937 ...-.... -- -- *-

WEEK TO DATE 1037 952 281 295

END CF-ORNtNG-BRIEFING FOR WEDNESDAY, JUNE 28, 1978
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PoSTWASTER GE'.*.AL ,IILLIA'4 F. 3c)LOCR OF U.S. LA,')R PAQrY CHARGES OF
SYSTeNATIC MA[L THEFr AND FINA,IC[AL NAPFAR O U TE I0 3 TOUGH E U.S.
POST OFFICE.

IN A LETTF To 3OL3F, CoNGRESS4AN HANLEY ' ()TES, OI THINK THE POSTALSERVICE SH)'JLt) VERY CAREFULLY INVESTIGATE THIs MATTER To D-TER1 I I-HE-
QrHER SOME SYSTF.,ArI[c INTERRUPTIoN OF 'tAIL SER/ICES To THIS ORGANIZATION

rAS OCCURRED. IF r:i FACTUAL INFORkiATION IS ACCURATE, IT IS HIGHLY UN-
LIKELY THAT THE NIfRAL ERRO)R RATE AND LOSS qArF COULD ACCOUNT FOR SUCH
SIGNIFICANT LO3SES3 AI) DELAY OF PAIL....THIS '.IATERIAL DOES NOT INVOLVE
A LOST LET'EPR Ir IIVOLVES A PAITERN OF LOSSES WH[CH SUGGESTS THE ,NF.ED
FOR A MUCi .(RE SJ33rANTIAL INVESTIGArIo,).,. S(;URCES IN THE HOUSE C)'.-
%ITI'EE HAVIE IN:DICArE,) THA" IF THE POSTkiAST.RS3 IRESPONSE IS N)T SATISFAC-
roRY THEY ARE FULLY PR4:ARED To LAUJNC" FURTHER INVESTIATIo)NS

INCo4E PARA'IETERS Fo). TUPS, FEB. 23, 1979
RON L 1AL BiL U F C Di LL j Y CR

INC 179 423 309 1434 185) 3131 1320 1439 1579 581 457 13216
SN$, - 294 413 612 d0d 1714 1979 60 68 314 - 6252
SCP 77 114 49 23 193 311 202 122 261 113 - 1715
4iTo. 25 365 625 447 4085 4845 1327 1127 160 614 250 13544
(qV.EE-To-DATE FOR ..IA FJND ONLY)

VIT1AL STATISTICS'

UT T" TF WL'J t- 4.Lqp C, 5 ( U TUF HTD -;I

540 6252 4330 15163 15654 iUSI 0.1 720 531 1907 2046
164 173 516 573 IJFE 2 70 530 245

'4NHRS 50 NA 2145 2527 EIR SOL 604 208 1278 930
UNIV ED 299 241 1107 1082

ON _ 1308 1110 359i 3532 NIKR CTR3 851 4598 2121 6267
SCMP 1715 1714 5014 5690 O(THR ' 514 144 8867 1312
SUi-TT 1831 1424 4951 4181 LOA;NS 4370 1500 4870 2900

NS 3J7 263 1197 1040
CqP 29 - 151 40 INC 1TL 13215 10946 33795 27372
E IR 410 505 1070 diO /() LNS 3346 9446 28925 24972

FUSION 05 447 1 ,260 -3
LAROUCHE 185 50.5 9,764
CHRISTIAN 102 322 2,446

CIVIL HAR 34 87 1,725
DOPE, INC. 24 117 I0,d92

END %ORNIN0 BRIEFING ri'hlkT. FE3. 22, 1979.

46h
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IT')V PAiA'l T F'M S ri) , ', Y)\)V , St*. 2 1, k 7')

/ITAL Y' "
,TAr r ' ,f}), L I') .TD L /() ! rN L, - ,I - . - )R - (FL

•.IF-1 it,),D Y 3C344 31A1 I 1 3 9511 ! ATL - 112 - 3 - 31 0
f J 143 I 1 401 15-5 ! 3A3L - 45- 2 - 154 45

.IA, : i J R5 594 )71 Io,1 N.A. ! F314 - 2 - 162 - 20 32
,3qL CS) 953 !) 2149 ?)J7 ! 3JIz - .33) - 431 - I Q - )

ry? ($) 1339 13.s1 3? 9 324') ! 'C71-3' -72;- 1lA5- 25
ALL 3,,1S 1512 I.2 'Tj 110 303) ! D;f -1' -I)I - 29O - 100

I*S. 2 ,!6 31) i53 3i1D !"H; iJ - 44,1 - '_93 - 256 - 1O
'f IS 3o 77 123 ! PIA - f)3 - 2f) - 71 - 15

15 1,) 153) 6S )! r 10- - - I_ - 75 - 41
-J I()'i 533 A4 1 3W'5 II ' ! "A - - -- 94 - 2:
[r: 2.Y) i4 231 2.i ! 1C? I 14 - 3 - 27 - 0

'I;? SI 1-L 467 1.5, 14Q 6 14 ! F L -5 / - .'' -1 33 - 553JNI[ V[ 114 b. ,53) 3*'--------A"2 ! A ;-:-------'C' ,.,4 ,5I /11 2 12- ! -- - --.; - -

)T .i2 V ,,3 :? .31 2 I - e2 B !FJ ..- : - . - j.LA' 530 3v ') 2' 5")) '!5?"', - jI -4, "A. - f A.
,' mrAL 1 / 3.3 1 74 4 10/9 !Ca'3",ri- s2 -Q13- 2 7[: - tJ).V":.- 5117 ;13.1 1i'314 233/0 !LA~aoJ-. V' - i.3;-I( ),

, i \) , i'

. -. ---. 2 .3, .TlQ - !C1- -'-,-- - -3 ------- -- -- -., -

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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I4 THE SEATTLE AREA, THE ZIONIST-CONTROLLED GEORGE JACKSON BRI3ADE
:1ECENTLY SET OFF A BOM3 AS DIVERSION FOR A BANK ROBBERY. ALSO. THE
3RIADE'S ABOVE-3%R(UND APPARATUS, THE REVOLUTIONARY UNIO)N ANID THE
REVOLUTIONARY C('4,UNISr PARTY (RCP), STAGED A PARAMILITARY DEO()N-
SrRATION IN D()ll-NTONN SEATTLE DEFENDING THE "RIGHT TO REBEL.' IN
BRITISH COLUA4BIA, THE REGION'S ANTI-DOPE LAW ENFORCEMENT B0OY,
% 2L2'J, 4AS FIRED UPON DJRING ONE NIGHT LAST WEEK, AND SEVERAL BRI-
rISH COLUMBIAN BANKS HAVE BEEN THE TARGETS (OF "ANAR%.HIST" ROB3ERIES.

IN NESTCHESTER, N.Y., THE LONG-DORgANT JONATHAN JACKSON-SAV
4ELVILLE BRIGADE BOMBED THE MVOBIL OIL BUILDING ON FEB. 27, TAKING
UP THE CAUSE OF THE NE4 YORK CITY-BASED FALN.

IN BALTIMORE, THE REVBCLUTIONARY COIUNIST PARTY AND YOUTH AOAINST
4AR AND FASCISM WEPE GIVEN HIGH PROFILE DURINJ THE FEB. 19 AND 20
"SN10 RIOTING," Et;O')URAGING PE":DLE To JOIN THE LOOTING.

* A SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA COURT DECISION OF FEB. 27 FREED SYT3I.ONESE
-"LIB--RATION ARMY TERRORIST RUSSELL LITTLE, USING A TECHNICALITY To
.FIND LITTLE NOT GUILTY OF THE 1973 4URDER OF OAKLAND SCHC)L

SUPERINTENDENT 4ARCUS FOSTER.

Il)'AE PARA'ETERS FOR TUESDAY, FEB. 27, 1979

vrTAL 3Y REIO;'
STATISTICS: TUE LTUE HTD L irD ! RE3 - INC - ONS -SCPR-sFL
>1El1 SLDRTY 4542 5252 16572 15753 ! ATL - 226- 4- 100- 50
')RQ.ZRS 180 164 581 515 1 BAL - 396- 335- 111- 25
4AN H')URS 790 590 2591 2145 1 BSN - 575- 57a- 84- 9

j C:L (S) 1064 1309 3813 3595 1 BUF - d/5- 469- 230- 0
'P. Cs) 1905 4715 5114 5014 ! COO - 2946- 713- 391- 1050
ALL SUBS 2709 1331 5899 4861 ! DET - 341- 1471- 302- 100

.. S. 363 387 1216 1197 1NYNJ - 2137- 493- 94- 795
0'PR 27 29 154 157 1 PHA - 445- 158- 130-
EIR 1340 t1) 2970 1070 ! SF0 - 1223- 98- 294- 135
FUSION 60 /20 2255 1907 ! S'A - 770- 228- 141- 30
IJFE 69 255 304 530 1 NCR - 1536- 0- 23-

EIR SINGLE 641 604 1690 1278 ! TTL -12070- 4542- 1905- 2235
JNI/ ED 679 299 128 1107 ! -------- CAMPAIGNERS---
,IRKR CTR 758 351 2790 21.21 1CMPR -'DLY - WTD - TT:,
')TH.7 CTR 545 514 2533 836-1 !FUS*5- 609 -1561 - 8936
LOANS 1125 4370 2050 4370 ICRSTN- 95 - 195 - 2912
INC TOTAL 12010 13216 29564 33795 ID OPE - 37 - 140 -11097
INC - LIANS 10945 8345 27519 28925 !CV 4R- 17 - 73 - 1876
END OF BRIEF FOq 4ARCH 1, 1979 !LARC)U- 93 - 227 -10243

It'
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VITAL STATS, MON. LAST M. W.T.D. L..T.D.

NS 3,558 4,660 10,662 12,670
ORGANIZERS 151 142 366 378
MANHOURS 635 047 1 ,64 I ,822

$ NS 851 1,200 2,469 3,120
$ CM PR 1,580 1,590 4,569 4,6)1
SU3 (ALL) 3,401 2,031 7,579 5,526
P NS 482 303 908 632

CVPR 43 20 43 99
EIR , 9125 396 2,280 3,500
FUSION 1,576 9,138 3,893 3,500
IJFE 175 174 455 279

EIR SINGLE 451 522 1 ,003 1,085
UNIV EDITIONS 688 823 1,732 1,975
WORKER CONrRIBS 776 206 2,020 1,985
OTHER CONTRIBS 906 1,035 2,493 4,130
LOANS - 150 400 950

IUNCOVE TOTAL 8,740 8,269 22,163 24,001
MANU3 L)AbNS 8,740 8,119 21,763 23,851

CAMPAIGNEP. REAKDOHNa DAILY ?IEEK-TO-DATE TOTAL-TO-DATE

FUSION * 6 362 1,110 10,218
SCHLES I5NGER 597 1 ,983 -,255

SZIONIS4 70 138 11 ,968
DOPE, INC. 130 299 15,335

,-(NOTE* REGIONS ARE REMINDED THAT IT IS NEC POLICY TO HAVE
A COMPLETE FINANCIAL REPORT EVERY DAY, WITHOUT EXCEPTIONS.)

FrIrERNAL MEWORANDUM

NEW EVIDENCE ON PALSEN-NAG OPERATIONS

THE SECURITY-COUNTERINTELLIGENCE STAFF AND THE NEC ARE PRESE= 7LY
IN POSSESSION OF A SIZEA3LE AMOUNT ()F WR!7! EVIDENCE THAT C-iJ-.K
PALSEN HAS DEPLOYED INITIALLY INTO THE LABOR COfL LEES AS AN AGE,'T
OF THE CIRCLES ASSOCIATED WITH MARGARET MEADE, THE ASPEN INSTITUTE
AND THE MK-ULTRA PROJECT.

"E SUAMARIZE THE HRITTEN EVIDENCE HERE AND THEN INDICATE THE
PRESENT PROFILE OF OPERATIONS OF THE PALSEN-LERNER-TORRES NETWORK.

PALSEN BY HIS OWN ADMISSION, HAS TRAINED AT THE UNIVERSITY OF
CHICAGO GADUATE SCH(x)L OF ANTHROPOLoGY "TO PRoFILE PE;PLE'S EAK-
NESSESN - LSD THAT.#AS HIS PRINCIPLE ASSIGNMENT DURING( HIS PERIOD
IN THE LC. SPECIFICALLY, HE "AS PART OF A S.ALL CIRCLE OF UC AA-HRO -

POLOGY GRADUATE STUDENTS fHO WERE DEPLOYED ON LONGTERM FIELD ASSIGN-
MENTS TO CREATE A VARIETY OF TERRORIST CAPABILITIES INCLUDING THE
AMERICAN INDIAN MOVEMENT, THE REVOLUTI ONARY !IION AND A NUMBER ,,F
PUERTO RICA3 TERRORIST CELLS OPERATING IN BTH PUERTO RICO Mi') THE

" CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES. JOSE TORRE5S' WIFE, JUDY STERN To: .tES,
,AS NOT ONLY A CLOSE ASSOCIATE 01F PALSE N DURING THIS PERIODi SHE
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RECRUITED JoSE IN PUERTO RICO AS HER 'TERR(RIST INF)P'MANTN AND
RELIED ON PALSEN FOLLo,ING THEIR RETURN To TH U.S. To AINTAIN JOINT
CONTROL OVER JOSE - LARGELY THROUGH SEXUAL MANIPULATIOjN AND BLACK-

MAIL. BACK IN THE U.S., PALSEN BECAME ADDITIONALLY INVOLVED IN SEXUAL

PROFILING STUDIES AND IN SPINOFF WORK OF THE ORIGINAL XK-ULTRA -'

EFFORTS. HE WAS IN PERSONAL CONTACT HITH WAROARET MEAD DURING THE

PERIOD LEADING UP TO HIS "JOINING" THE LABOR CO.V4II'EES (AT WHICH

TIME JOSE AND JUDY TORRES WERE LIVING OITH PALSEN AND HIS WIFE IN-

A COMMUNE).

LONO AFTER !NFILTRATI)N INTO THE LC. PALSEN RETAINED HIS CONTACTS

"ITH THESE TAVISToCK-ANTHROPOL(GY NETWORKS. THESE CONTACTS INCLUDED

ASSOCIATION WITH ANUlER BIDDLE-DUKE. A TOP EP!3COPAGAN OPERATIVE
DEEPLY INVQL.VED IN MK--JLTR4 AND IN THE ASSASSINATION OF SAUDI KING
FAISAL. IT I5 LIKELY THAT THE ASSO0CIATIONS WITH TH- 3IDDLE-DUKE

NETWORK EXTENDED TO THE EARLY 1960S 6HEN PALSEN WAS ON UNIV. OF

CHICAGO FIELD WORK IN PORTUGAL AT THE SAME TIME THAT BIDDLE-DUKE

WAS THE U.S. AMBASSADOR TO SPAIN AND EFFECTIVELY RUNNING ALL OPERA-
TIONS ON THE IBERIAN PENINSULA. AT THE SAME EARLY I96OS PERIOD,
BIDDLE-DUKE WAS ALSO A PRINCIPLE CO)NTA"CT P'OINT FOR I ?AELI INTEL-
LIGENCE "HIT TEANS" LED BY M ALDOUBY.

^,AT THE PRESENT TIME, PALSEN IS FUNCTIONING AS A BREng: TET-EEN TWO

RUNGS OF THE NAG NETWORKS DEPLOYED AS THE GUTTER LEVEL OF A4GLO-

AVERICAN CoNTrAINMENT DEPLOYMEITS AGAINST THE RA(),GNIZATION AND ITS

SUPPORTERS. ON THE ')NE SIDE, PAT.qEN IS W(RKING IN ACTIVE COLLUSION

WITH T-L _L 3, BC 5=EKU1L. (NHO IS PRES3NTLY el;2KING AT
..... U-- V- UN',,DER, THE ,!# M'DSF MARXIST PERSPFCTIVES EDITOR

APREN QSUJik,), QREEN. AND o)TH-RS IN A "ST DY Q_.1BLN-RECRUIT-
VENT PR.oJ+:,r MODELED ON TAVIST ...AN SEN S 1_Y _T .D _ ITE-R-
SPRECED I [iM ,ARXIST PERSPE¢C"T,7I7 RU3S3LLITE RJBBILSH. AT THE SAME
IM=, PALSEN IS RETAINING AN HISTORICAL PARTIAL CCONTRI-LLE_R RtELATION-

W IP TO JOSE TORRES - AHO IS BEING3 DEPLOYED IN A W-)RE "ACTIONN (I.E.,

TERRORIST) DIRECTION THROUGH CIRCLES OPERATING (OUT OF NEW YORK
qo IVERSITY.

IT IS TO BE EMPHASIZED THAT THIS IS A SERIOUS TERRORIST CAPABILITY

NON BEING SET IN PLACE BY THE VARY NETWORKS P E35NThLY UNDER ATTACK
BY EUROPEAN SECURITY FORCES FOR THE ASSAeINATLON CF ALDO MORO. IN
FACT, EM IN ORMATINMA'AS SURFACED IN THE PAST 24 HC)U?3 _STA3L$ISi.G.

D.Q.ECT CO)NTAtCTBETfIEE NTHE--PALSEN-LERNER GROUP AND ThE ITALIAN
TERRORISTS NOW BEHIND BARS _=I4CLUDUI-LNO:i---"QRL-

- 30 -
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C. 20463

Acknowledgement of Receipt 'F.-or a
Submission or Resubmission of a R.c'uct for

Presidential Primary MXlLching Fund"

D"' 0 P. C M'C'"er 271 ],

Col:"Mittee: Citizens for LaRouche

from
Co.mmittee Representative: __

Submission .'Io. T ResubmiSio o.: :

No. Contributors:____

Received 1y: mail oun 

X hand Date To Be Ceiied: 

(da's froi reoeim;

Assigned Lead Auditor: Bruce K. ShcItc-

Absent any communication to thu contra'--', tJis 4.mi,
was determined to be in confor:-'..anca with the Co::r isSi-n' S
Guideline for Presentation in Good Order.

/.- ,,/,. _____

// / ci.,C~ii i
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EXHIBIT E

A ALL SUBS=dollar total, subs- O,P ORGNZRS:--number of paid orqan-

scriptions izers, counted daily

ATL=Atlanta OTHR CTR=contributions other
than from workers

B BAL=Baltimore PHA=Philade lphia
BSN=Boston
BUF=Buffalo Q,R REG=reqion

C CFL=$CFL=total dollars to iti-
zens for LaRouche S SEA=Seattle

CGO=Chicago SFO=San Francisco
CMPR=CPM=Campaigner subscrip- SCHLESINGER=Campaigner tract on

tions James Schlesinger
CRTN=CIR.'STIAN=Campaigner tract SUB TTL=total subscription inco

on the true Christians
CV WR=CIVIL WAR=Campaigner T T'UE=Tuesday

tract, revising Civil TTD=total to date
War history TTL=total

D DET=Detroit UV UNIV ED=UNIVERSITY EDITIONS
DLY=daily
DOPE=DOPE, INC=Campaigner tract

on drugs in U.S. W W/O=without
WRKR CTR=worker contributions

EIR=Executive Intelligence Re- WTD=week to date
port subscriptions

EIR SGL=single report sales of X,Y
EIR Z ZIONISM=Campaigner tract on dif-

ference between Judaism and
F FREEMAN=Campaigner tract on Zionism

Debra Freeman
FUSION=Magazine of Fusion Ener-

gy Foundation i Although the Fusion Enerqy Fund
FUSION #%5, #6=Campaigner tracts established under New York and

on fusion energy TRS law as a charity, its maqa-
zine sales and income are handl,

G,11 IJFE=International Journal of throuqh the US Labor Party.
i,J Fusion Energy, lso an

F.E.F. magazine 2. Loans are a major part of Party
INC=in,'ome from all sources, by income. As noted in the Memo of

region Facts, Party officials co-sign
the loans, with the threat of de

K,L LAROU=LAROUCIIE=Campaigner tract fault as a control on members. T
on Lyndon LaRouche threat is credible since Party

LOANS=loans from workers and assets are hidden under other nar
members2  and organizations.

LMON=last Monday
LTUE=Iast Tuesday 3. The records, including the depos
LWTD=Iast week to date tion, show that LaRouche, nomina

ly a Democratic candidate for Pr,
M MB=Morning Briefing ident, receives contributions fr,

MON=Monday the US Labor Party, several prof'
MNHRS=MAN HOURS=total hours of making corporations, and one char

paid organizers and ity, in liolation of various IRS
volunteers, deleting and FEC laws and regulations.
zeros

N NCR=National Capitol region
NEC=National Executive Committee
NEW SLDRTY=New Solidarity
NJNY=New York-New Jersey region
N.S.=New Solidarity subscriptions
#NS=individual sales of New Sol-

idarity, by region
NSSL($)=dollars from slaes of

New Solidarity
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K SIREET N.W
WASHINCTOND.C. 20463

-.7E. February 19, 1980

CERTIFIED 4AIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Debra lianania Freeman
I.-_ 4004 Linkwood Road

Baltimore, MD 21210 Re: MUR 1158

Dear Ms. Freeman:

This letter is to advise you that the Federal Election
Commission, on the basis of information ascertained in the
normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities,
has tound reason to believe that you may have violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441t and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(l)(A). A report on the Commission's
finding is attached for your information.

The Commission has therefore authorized an investigation
ot these possible violations. You are of course encouraged
to submit any factual or legal materials which you believe
are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

In the event that the General Counsel decides to make a
recommenation to the Commission on whether or not there is
probable cause to believe that you have violated the law,
you will have the opportunity to review the General Counsel's
briet and will have fifteen (15) days to submit your own
briet betore the Commission votes on probable cause.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.

It you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of
representation stating the name, address, and telephone
number ot such counsel and a statement authorizing such
counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

, ..

9
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Letter to: Debra Hanania Freeman
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Marsha G.
Gentner or Kevin H. Smith, the attorneys assigned to this
matter, at 202/523-4057 and 202/523-4529 respectively.

Sincerely,

MBERT 0. TIERNAN
Clairman

Enclosures

Notification of Reason to Believe Finding
Description of Preliminary Procedures

A~ Ae

*or
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

NOTIFICATION OF REASON TO BELIEVE FINDING

MUR NO. 1158
DATE STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Kevin H. Smith
Marsha G. Gentner

Debra Hanania Freeman, aka (202) 523-4529
Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka (202) 523-4057

RESPONDENT: Debra Hanania

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Documentation submitted to the Commission as part of matching
fund submissions of the Citizens for LaRouche included numerous
documents purportedly bearing the signatures of persons other than
respondent which signatures were very similar in appearance to
writing known to be that of respondent. Specifically, signatures
attributed to David Sanders, Nancy Radcliff, Kevin Salisbury,
Anne R. Taylor, Charles Clark, and Ernest K. Pulsitor appeared
similar in appearance to the handwriting and signatures of
respondent.

Further, a aocument submitted to evidence a contribution
by Harold H. Harrison, M.D., contained typed information which
appeared to have been made by two different typewriters at two
difterent times, the latter typing having the effect of changing
the meaning of the earlier typing to indiate that an instrument
was purchased by Dr. Harrison and not by respondent.

LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Commission found that there was reason to believe that
respondent may have signed the names of the purported contributors
mentioned above and caused those documents to be submitted to the
Commission. The Commission therefore concluded that there is reason
to believe that respondent may have knowingly and willfully furnished
false statements or evidence in violation of 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)
(A).

The Commission also tound that there was reason to believe
that respondent may have altered the face of a document submitted
to tfe Commission to indicate that an instrument actually purchased
by respondent had been instead purchased by someone else and had
thus turnished talse statements or evidence in violation ot 26 U.S.C.
S 9042(c)(l)(A). The Commission also found reason to believe that
respondent may have also violated 2 U.S.C. § 441t, prohibiting
the making of contributions in the name of another, by the acts
set torth in this paragraph.
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Based on the toregoing analysis, the Federal Election
Commission had tound reason to believe that respondent has
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f and has knowingly and willfully
turnished talse statements in violation ot 26 U.S.C. S 9042
(c)(l)(A).



BEFOUE THE FEJERAL EILVICN CC24I5SICN

In the Matter of )

Debra J. Hanania, a.k.a. ) 14JR 1158
Debra Hanania Freeman, )
a.k.a. Debra Hanania )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emns, Recording Secretary for the Federal Election

Commission's Executive Session on February 12, 1980, do hereby certify

that the Ccmmission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the following

actions in DUR 1158:

1. Find reason to believe that Debra Hanania Freeman, aka
Dr. Debra J. Hanaria aka Debra Hanania, may have violated
2 U.S.C. §441f and 26 U.S.C. S9042(c)(1)(A) by falsifying
contributor information and documentation submitted to the
Comission for matching funds under 26 U.S.C. Chapter 96 and
by contributing $250.00 in the name of Dr. Harold Harrison.

2. Approve and send the letter attached to the General Counsel's

First Report in this matter.

Ccmmissioners Friedersdorf, Harris, NGarry, Reiche, and Tiernan

voted affirmatively for these actions. Cnmmissioner Aikens was not present

at the time of the vote.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission



February 11, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SUBJECT: MUR 1158

Please have the attached First GC Report circulated

for the Executive Session of February 12, 1980

Thank you.
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Dear Ms. Freeman:

~This letter is to advise you that the Federal Election

Commission, on the basis of information ascertained in the
~normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities,

has found reason to believe that you may have violated 2 U.S.C.
S W 441f and 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)()(A). A report on the Commission's

i finding is attached for your information.

~The Commission has therefore authorized an investigation
:...::of these possible violations. You are of course encouraged

tosubmit any factual or legal materials which you believe

4Wo

:- In the event that the General Counsel decides to make a
~recommendation to the Commission on whether or not there is

:,_ probable cause to believe that you have violated the law,
you will have the opportunity to review the General Counsel'srbrief and will have fifteen (15) days to submit your own

brief before the Commission votes on probable cause.

- This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

• .,: :2 u.s.c. s 437g(a) (4) (B) and $ 437g(a) (12) (A) unless younotify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to

be made public.

In your intend to be represented by counsel in this
SV matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of

representation stating the name, address, and telephone
nuber of such counsel and a statement authorizing such
counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
• beforfrom the Commission.

Thsmtewl ean ofdnia.nacrdnewt



Letter to: Debra Hanania Freeman
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Marsha G.
Gentner or Kevin H. Smith, the attorneys assigned to this
matter, at 202/523-4057 and 202/523-4529 respectively.

. Sincerely,

Enclosures

Notification of Reason to Believe Finding
Description of Preliminary Procedures

.4L,.--

.. .

'- . .,-

II
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

125 K SIREET N.W
WASHIGTOND.C.20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
___ RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Debra Hanania Freeman
4004 Linkwood Road
Baltimore, MD 21210

Dear Ms. Freeman:

This letter is to advise you that the Federal Election
Commission, on the basis of information ascertained in the
normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you may have violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(l)(A). A report on the Commission's
finding is attached for your information.

The Commission has therefore authorized an investigation

of these possible violations. You are of course encouraged
to submit any tactual or legal materials which you believe
are r e;.--at to t Ph- Comissi: : 'sz I r':ys' of this -..:t r.

In the event that the General Counsel decides to make a
recommendation to the Commission on whether or not there is
probable cause to believe that you have violated the law,
you will have the opportunity to review the General Counsel's
brief and will have fifteen (15) days to submit your own
brief before the Commission votes on probable cause.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.

In your intend to be represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of
representation stating the name, address, and telephone
number of such counsel and a statement authorizing such

.' counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
- - from the Commission.

1".
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Letter to: Debra Hanania Freeman
.-. Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Marsha G.
Gentner or Kevin H. Smith, the attorneys assigned to this
matter, at 202/523-4057 and 202/523-4529 respectively.

Sincerely,

VEnclosures

Notification of Reason to Believe Finding
Description of Preliminary Procedures

....-
.0 ..



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K STREET N.W2
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

41 Debra Hanania Freeman
4004 Linkwood Road
Baltimore, MD 21210

Dear Ms. Freeman:

This letter is to advise you that the Federal Election
Commission, on the basis of information ascertained in the
normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you may have violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(l)(A). A report on the Commission's
finding is attached for your information.

=Zt The Commission has therefore authorized an investigation
"VP of these possible violations. You are of course encouraged

to suomit any tactual or legal materials which you believe

In the event that the General Counsel decides to mtake a
recommendation to the Commission on whether or not there is
probable cause to believe that you have violated the law,
you will have the opportunity to review the General Counsel's
brief and will have fifteen (15) days to submit your own
brief before the Commission votes on probable cause.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.

In your intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of
representation stating the name, address, and telephone
number of such counsel and a statement authorizing such
counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.

-4.-

U



Letter to: Debra Hanania Freeman-,Page 2
If you have any questions, please contact Marsha G.

Gentner or Kevin H. Smith, the attorneys assigned to this
matter, at 202/523-4057 and 202/523-4529 respectively.

*j Sincerely,

Enclosures

Notification of Reason to Believe Finding
Description of Preliminary Procedures

a W71



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

S.J 1325 KSTREETNW

t; IWASHINGTON,DC. 20463.. 1325 SIRET N.W

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Debra Hanania Freeman
4004 Linkwood Road
Baltimore, MD 21210

ADear Ms. Freeman:

This letter is to advise you that the Federal Election
t WW' Commission, on the basis of information ascertained in the

_normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you may have violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(l)(A). A report on the Commission's

7? finding is attached for your information.

The Commission has therefore authorized an investigation
of these possible violations. You are of course encouraged

S!Ito submit any tactual or legal materials which you believe

In the event that the General Counsel decides to make a
Arecommendation to the Commission on whether or not there is

probable cause to believe that you have violated the law,
you will have the opportunity to review the General Counsel's
brief and will have fifteen (15) days to submit your own
brief before the Commission votes on probable cause.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.s.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.

In your intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of
representation stating the name, address, and telephone
number of such counsel and a statement authorizing such
counsel to receive any notifications and other communications
from the Commission.
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.Letter to: Debra Hanania Freeman
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Marsha G.

. ;Gentner or Kevin H. Smith, the attorneys assigned to this
matter, at 202/523-4057 and 202/523-4529 respectively.

jfl Sincerely,

i
Enclosures

Notification of Reason to Believe Finding
Description of Preliminary Procedures

.4m

q ...

I-:.



MEO TO: Federal Bureau of Investication
Page 2
MUR 1158

Evidence "tached:
1. Document filed with the Corr ission purporting to be a

Co ckportn to be'"
copy of the back cf a check - 75 drawn bv -.C on Con.tir A. ta!
Bank -.ade payabie to David Sanders; the back of the check bears
an endorsement of the check reading "Pay to the order of Citizens
for LaRouche David C. Sanders" and bears a stamped notation
reading "Citizens For LaRouche Citibank - "

2. Document filed with the Conmission, dated January 22,
1980, and purportedly containing the signature of David C.
Sanders.

3. Document filed with the Commission, dated December 28,
1979, and purportedly containing the signature of David Sanders.

4. Document filed with the Comm iss ion purporting to be a
copy of American Express Money Order #55-467,316,467, dated
1/3/79, and purportedly containing the signature of David Sanders
at the bottom under the notation "Sanders' Name and Address".

5. Document filed with the Commission purporting to include
a copy of Travelers Express Money Order r189 2926722, dated Sept.
12, 1979, and purportedly containing the signature of Nancy Radcliff

6. Document filed with the Commission including 6A and 6B:
/

6A. Document purporting to be a copy of a personal
check numbered 234 drawn on account number
at The Ecuitable Trust Company, dated December 3, 1979,
and purportedly containing the signature of Nancy Radcliffe

6B. Document purporting to be a copy of a personal
check numbered 235 drawn on the same ac:ount as Document
6A and purportedly containing the signature of Nancy
B. Radcliffe.

7. Document filed with the Commission purporting to be a
copy of Travelers Express Money Order #189 2957627, dated
January 12, 1980, and purportedly containing the signature of
Kevin Salisbury.

8. Document filed with the Commission containing at the
bottom a statement, dated January 21, 1980, and purportedly
containing the signature of Kevin C. Salisbury.....



.- .. !.E '0 0O: Federal _".reau of Investic ation
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9. Document filed with the Cc-.-ission including 9A, 9B, and
~9 c:

9A. [Not relevant for present purposes).

.. Doc,Uent rporting to be a copy of a personal
check nu=.bered 1077 drawn on account numoe, -.

at the Maryland Natibnal Bank, dated 6 August 1979
and listing the payee as "Citizens for LaRouche".-

9C. Docu-ent purporting to be a copy of a personal
check numbered 999 drawn on account number

at the Marvland National Bank, dated 4 Nov. 1979,
and listing the payee as "Citizens for LaRouche".

.0. Document filed with the Commission purporting to be

a copy of a personal check numbered 1160-drawn on account
number at the Maryland National Bank, dated Nov. 24,
1979 Epartially obliterated) , and listing the payee as "Citizens
for LaRouche".

1-. Document filed with the Co-mmission purporting to include
a copy of a personal check nurnbered 1166 drawn on the same account
as Document 10, and listing the payee as "Citizens for LaRouche".

12. Document filed with the Co.mmission purporting to include
a copy of American Express Money Order *55-466,938,411, dated
11/20/79, and listing the payee as "Citizens for LaRouche".

13. Document filed with the Commission purporting to include
-. a copy of kmerican Express Money Order 055-466,938,402, dated

Nov. 13, 1979, and listing the payee as "Citizens for LaRouche".

14. Document filed with the Co-ission purporting to include
a co-y of American Express .oney Order 55-46,938,424, dated
12/4/79, and listing the payee as "Citizens for LaRouche".

Recuests:

i. In the opinion of the Eureau, were the signatures of
David C. Sanders on Documents 1 and 2 and the signatures of
David Sanders on Document 3 and on the bottom of Document 4 all

_ made by the same individual and, if not, how many differentindvidal
"indvidua! are responsible for the four signatures?



MEMO TO: Federal Bureau of Investigation
Page 4
MUR 1158

2. In the opinion of the Bureau, were the signatures
of Nancy Radcliff, Nancy Radcliffe, and Nancy B. Radcliffe,
on Documents 5, 6A, and 6B, respectively, made by the same
individual and, if not, how many different individuals are

"t, responsible for the three signatures?

3. In the opinion of the Bureau, were the signatures
of Kevin Salisbury and Kevin C. Salisbury, on Documents 7
and 8, respectively, made by the same individual?

4. In the opinion of the Bureau, were the notations
"Citizens for LaRouche" on Documents 4, 5, 7, 9B, 9C, 10,
11, 12, 13, and 14, all made by the same individual and,
if not, were any of them made by the same individual as
any others and, if so, which ones?

Pursuant to discussions between James Lile of your
section and Hal Ponder and Kevin Smith of this office, we

0are requesting that this matter be handled on an expedited
basis. We recognize that in relying on photostats rather
than originals you may not be able to make a definite con-
clusion. However, the opinions requested need not be absolutely
definitive, since the matter will be pursued by taking signature

.samples in the manner you described to Hal Ponder and by
obtaining the originals of the documents enclosed if your

* preliminary analysis indicates that such investigation might
be fruitful.

Should you have any questions, please call Kevin H.
Smith (523-4529), the attorneycassigned to this matter.5 Thank you.

Imt 5342) h tonyasge oti atr
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(date)/

I contributed $ 5 to Ciie for la rouche on

(date)
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.AID

.

Dacerlber 28, 1979

Dear Citizens for LaRouche:

This is to certify that I did personally contribute 
$45 in the form

of a money order payable to Citizens 
for LaRouche on November 28, 1979.

Sincerely,

David Sanders
613 St. Ann Street

Baltimore, Maryland 21218

C-1:
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Januarv 21,1980
(dat )

I contributed $ 4o.00 to Citizens for Larouche on

January 21, 1980

(date)

sai -ed

( signature)

7-" (res A X 7
(addreas)
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Federal Bureau Of Investigation Laboratory-" " " .
Attention: Documents Section

FROM: Federal Election Commission .... .U.- Charles N. Steele, General Counsel .. ... ,

SUBJECT: HUR 1158 - In re Debra Hanania Freeman, aka
Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka Debra Hanania-

Stautory violations alleged: 2 U.S.C. 5 44f (making a"

polittcal contribution in the name of another; 26 U.S.C. S 9042
(c)(1)(A) (knowingly and willfully furnishing false information
or evidence to the Commission in connection with Presidential
'primary matching funds request).

Il.- , ., Statement of the Facts: The first aspect of the request
involves contributions reported by Citizens for LaRouche as

- * having beenmade by the following individuals: David Sanders,
' Nancy Radcliff, and Kevin Salisbury. Documentation filed with
the Commission as required to evidence these contributions re-
vealsphysical dissimilarities among various signatures attr-
'~ted~t each of these three individuals* *J;-'

.- . :The second ispect of the request involves Various contri- - -,9
- butions, reported by Citizens for LaRouche as having been made

tby he three individuals listed above as well as the following "

Individuals: Dr. Debra J. Hanania, Debra J. Hanania, Anne R.

" Taylor , Charles Clark, and Ernest K. Pulsifor. Some of the-
documentation filed with the Commission to evidence these con-
tributions reveals physical similarities in the writing of the
words "Citizens for LaRouchew.
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THE COURT: How about on the voting list, are you
2 registered as an Independent __

THE WITNESS: No, I am registered on the voting4 list as Labor Party. I registered as Labor Party. If you
5 go down and ask the Board of Elections, they will tell you
6 Labor Party.

THE COURT: No Democratic, Republican or Indepen-
8 dent?

9 THE WITNESS: No, sir.

10 THE COURT: That means you cannot vote, then, in11 any Primaries?

12 THE WITNESS: Like an Independent, that's right,
13 cannot vote in a Primary.

14 THE COURT: Nor can you vote In the General, can
15 you?

16 THE WITNESS: Yes, I can vote in the General.
17 Labor Party, Independent, American Party, Democratic or
18 Republican can all vote in the General.
19 (By Mr. Marcus) Are you the only Labor Party
2o candidate running in Baltimore City this year?

21 A. That's correct, as far as I know.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER 
TLPONE

EPORTER S 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING
ALTIMORE, MARYLAND 2102
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1 4 Was that a decision of the Party?

2 A No, it was my decision to run.

3 I see. Now, do you know if Mr. LaRouche has a

4 campaign committee here in Maryland?

A. No, I do not.

6 Now, when these New Solidarity newspapers are sold

like on the street, what happens with the cash that is raised

8 from those sales?

A. I do not know.

10 0 Who would know?

I I would presume Mr. Freeman might know.

12 MR. MARCUS: Witness with you.

13 MR. MITCHELL: No questions.

14 THE COURT: You are excused.

15 (Witness excused.)

16 MR. MARCUS: Mr. Freeman.

17

18 Thereupon --

LAWRENCE FREEMAN19

20 a Witness, produced for oral 
examination on call of the

21 Plaintiff, having been first duly 
sworn by the Notary Public,

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING s-63s98

EALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21201 539-2459
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was examined and testified as follows:

2

3 DIRECT EXAMINATION

4 BY MR. MARCUS:

5 Q Mr. Freeman, for the record would you state your

6 address?

7 A. My address is 4004 Linwood Road.

8 4 That is in Baltimore City, isn't it?

9 A. Yes, it is.

10 THE COURT: Keep your voice up so I can hear you,

11 and the Court Reporter can hear you and your lawyer can hear

12 you, so he will know what to object to.

13 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Now, you are a member of the

14 National Executive Committee of the U. S. Labor Party?

15 A. No.

16 Q You are not. You are, however, the Chairman of the

17 Labor Party in Maryland?

18 A Yes, I am.

19 THE COURT: Keep your voice up.

20 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Now, do you receive any salary

21 or stipend from the U. S. Labor Party?

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539.e398

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 39-2450
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1No, I do not.

2Q Do you receive any salary or stipend from the

3 National Caucus of Labor Committees?

4 MR. MITCHELL: Objection.

5 THE COURT: Overruled.

6 A. No, I do not.

7Q (By Mr. Marcus) Are you working?

8 A. Yes.

9Q For whom do you work?

10 A. I work for New Solidarity International Press

11 Service.

12 And you get money for that work?

13 A. Yes, I do.

14 Now, this New Solidarity International Press

15 Service has offices in the Medical Arts Building; is that

16 correct?

17 A. Yes, it does.

18 THE COURT: How much is your salary a year?

19 MR. MITCHELL: Objection to the Court's question.

20 THE COURT: Overruled.

21 THE WITNESS: A year? About $4,000 over a year.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539-639

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 539-2459
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(By Mr. Marcus) And what do you do in exchange for
2 that money?

31 A I gather news, analyze it, and give it to New
4 Solidarity in New York City for articles, whatever they do
5 with it, for dissemination of ideas.
6 Now, those articles are printed in the newspaper

7 called New Solidarity; is that correct?

8 A Yes, they are.

9 Q And New Solidarity is actually published by
10 Campagner Publications, Inc.; is that correct?

11 L I believe so.
12 And it is distributed, is it not, by members of the

13 U. S. Labor Party?

14 A. Yes, It is.

15 Q Including in Baltimore?

16 A Yes.

17 a Now, do you personally sell copies of New

18 Solidarity?

19 A No, I do not.

20 01 Do you know who does?

21 A. Yes.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONEREPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 
539-6399

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202
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1 Would you tell the Court, please?

2 MR. MITCHELL: Objection.

3 THE COURT: Sustained.

4Q (By Mr. Marcus) Can you tell me the names of

5 people in Baltimore, to your knowledge, who on a regular

6 basis sell by street sales New Solidarity newspapers?

7 MR. MITCHELL: Objection.

8 THE COURT: Overruled. This is for the U. S.

9 Labor Party, right?

10 MR. MARCUS: Yes.

11 A. On a regular basis there are selling the newspaper,

12 okay, William Salisbury sells the newspaper.

C 13 (By Mr. Marcus) Where does he live?

14 A In Baltimore City.

15 THE COURT: But where?

r 16 THE WITNESS: He lives on Abell Street.

17 (By Mr. Marcus) Anybody else?

18 A William Sinclair sells New Solidarity.

19 Does he live on Abell also?

20 A. No, he lives on St. Paul Street.

21 Art Murphy sells New Solidarity.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539.393

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21102 539-2459
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1 He lives on Abell Street, doesn't he?

2 A Yes, he does.

S Now, when these fellows go out and sell these

4 newspapers, they get money, right?

5 A. Right.
6 A lot of coins, and maybe some dollar bills and

7 stuff like that.

8 What do they do with that money?
9 A. They give it to Debra Freeman, and she wires the

10 money up to New York.

11 Is she always the one who sends it up to

12 New York?

13 A She may not always send it, but if she doesn't
14 send it, she will instruct someone to send it.
15 And she keeps the records of sending the money up

16 to New York?

17 A. No, there are no actual records.

18 Q There are no records kept?

19 A. Not a consistent record.

20 Isee.

21 THE COURT: What would prevent -- suppose $500 was

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER 
TELEPHONEREPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 

f39-3e98
BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 

539-2459
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1 given to her as a result of sales, what would prevent her

2 from Just sending $250 if no records are kept?

3 THE WITNESS: The honesty of our members is impec-

4 cable.

5 THE COURT: And if there are $500 worth of sales,

6 what prevents somebody from turning in Just $250?

7 THE WITNESS: Never happens in our organization.

8 We have the most moral people you would ever find.

9 (By Mr. Marcus) Let me ask you this question.

10 Are you the chief member of the U. S. Labor Party in

11 Maryland?

12 A I am the Chairman of the Party.

13 Q If anybody would know what is going on with the

14 Labor Party in Maryland, it would be you, right?

15 A. I would know certain aspects of it.

16 What aspects would you not know?

17 A. Well, I am not on top of all the day-to-day

18 functions of all the Party members. In fact, I know very

19 little about that. My primary activity is educating and

20 collaborating with the various political offices throughout

21 the area.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539-e39

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 $39-2459
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1 What about getting leaflets run off and printing

2 services, do you handle that?

3 A. No, I don't.

4 Who does?

5 A. A number of different people.

6 Q Like?

7 A. For example, Debra may be involved, Bob may be

8 involved, William may be involved, Kaye may be involved.

9 It's done at various places.

10 Q I show you Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 2. Do you

11 recognize it?

12 A. Yes, I do.

13 Q Who ran that off?

14 A I do not know.

15 Q It wasn't you, though?

16 A. I wrote it.

17 What did you do when you finished writing it?

18 A I gave it to someone in the office.

19 Name?

20 A. Well, this thing was written back in February of

21 1979, I believe. I don't know who I gave it to.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539.,3.

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 339-249



1 THE COURT: Who was working in the office with you?

2 THE WITNESS: Well, the names I read off& the names

3 I mentioned* are the names of people who work in the office.

4 We have in the office anywhere from five to fifteen people,

in the office.

6 THE COURT: They don't get paid, by the way?

7 THE WITNESS: No.

8 THE COURT: They are all volunteers?

9 THE WITNESS: Absolutelys

10 (By Mr. Marcus) You are the only one that gets

1, paid, right?

12 A No, I don't get paid from the U. S. Labor Party*

13 4 Do they get paid from one of the other --

14 A. No, they are volunteers,

15 THE COURT: How many hours a day do they put in?

16 THE WITNESS: Some people a couple of hours, five to

17 six hours, some people Just one hour a week,

18 Q (By Mr. Marcus) When they sell this newspaper,

19 they get -- it's a quarter apiece, isn't it?

A. Yes.

21 Do they get a piece of the action?

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING s9s-398

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 539-2459
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A They don't get any of that money.

2 4 It all goes up to New York?

3 A Yes.

4 q So they volunteer their services to sell this

5 newspaper?

6 A Absolutely.

7 Q Where does Mr. Salisbury work?

8 A I don't know.

9 4 Well, you have known him for at least five years?
10 A. Well, I don't keep track of his record. He used
11 to work in the Post Office at one time. I know he collects

- 12 benefits from the Army, because he is a wounded veteran. But

e 13 I don't keep track of personal records.

14 How about this, do you recognize this (handing),
-

15 Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 3?

16 A Umh-humh (nodding head affirmatively).

17 Did you prepare that?

18 A No, I did not.

19 Q Did you have it run off?

20 A. No, I did not.

21 0 Do you know who did?

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING $39-639$

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 539-2459
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1 like Debra, or Mr. Primack, they would not be capable of

2 withholding any information?

3 THE WITNESS: As far as I know, those two

4 individuals, and I have known my wife almost ten years, 
I

5 don't think so.

6 THE COURT: Go ahead.

7 (By Mr. Marcus) So you don't know who got that

8 thing printed?

9 A. No, I do not.

10 And you are Chairman of the committee?

11 A. I am Chairman of the U. S. Labor Party for

12 Maryland.

13 Now, this Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 2, how did 
you

14 make sure that that would get printed?

15 A. I gave it to a person in the office at that time,

16 and --

17 But you don't remember who the hell 
it was?

18 MR. MARCUS: I apologize, Your Honor.

19 A. As I say, I wrote this back in the 
beginning of the

2 year for the State Legislature of Maryland, and 
I don't

21 remember five months back who I gave it to.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPH4ONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539.639

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 2102 539-2459
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1 THE COURT: Did you write that letter, or Debra?

2 THE WITNESS: No, I did not.

3 THE COURT: Did she write it?

4 THE WITNESS: I believe she did.

5 THE COURT: With your sanction, approval?

6 THE WITNESS: I agree with what she wrote. I think

7 we were both quite angry at seeing her beat up.

8 THE COURT: Is that a moral type of letter?

9 THE WITNESS: That is a very moral type of letter.

10 When I see my wife beat up in front of my office, I find it

II very mild.

12 THE COURT: Not talking about as far as Grenville

13 Whitman is concerned, but I am talking about statements made

14 by other people --

15 THE WITNESS: We are stating the truth, and

16 sometimes the truth is very unpleasant to hear, but that

17 has been the case throughout history. I would have to read

18 it over, but I find it most moral as far as people who are

19 involved in physical intimidation.

20 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Now, the premises in the Medical

21 Arts Building, Suites 301 and 302, you negotiated the lease,

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING es.e.,39

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 39-2459



1 didn't you?

2 A I talked to the representative from the organization

3 about obtaining that office.

4 Q You mean from The Hammerman Organization, the

5 landlord?

6 A. Yes, though I never talked to him. I talked to the

7 representative in the building.

8Q You talked to a woman, right?

9 A Yes.

10 And when you came in there to rent space, for the

11 U. S. Labor Party, is that correct?

12 A. No, I rented space for New Solidarity.

13 Q That is not the question I asked. When you walked

14 in there --

15 A No, I didn't.

16 You said nothing about the U. S. Labor Party when

17 you walked in?

18 A. No, I mentioned it to her as --

19 Q Continue. As what? As one of the organizations

20 that was going to use the office?

21 A. No, I never said to her --

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE
REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 639.98

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 530-2459
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1 What did you say about the U. S. Labor Party?

2 A. In fact, at the time I went into the office with

3 her, I don't think it came up in the first several conversa-

4 tions.

5 4 Well, in one of the conversations it came up. What

6 did you say?

7 A It didn't actually come up, but I mentioned to her

8 at one point that I was a member of the U. S. Labor Party, and

9 that maybe mail would be coming to the U. S. Labor Party at

10 that office.

11 And it does?

12 A Absolutely.

13 A lot of mail comes for the U. S. Labor Party,

14 right?

15 A. Not as much as I would like.

16 What does come in the mail for the U. S. Labor Party

17 at that office?

18 A. Very, very few pieces of literature come in for the

19 U. S. Labor Party.

20 Q And that disappoints you. You would rather there

21 was more literature?

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING $39-e390

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 $39-2459



118

I . I don't know.

2 Q And more money?

3 AL More money I certainly would like to have.

4 THE COURT: For what reason?

5 THE WITNESS: So the organization could have money.

6 THE COURT: What organization?

7 THE WITNESS: The U. S. Labor Party.

8 (By Mr. Marcus) How much does it have now?

A I have no idea.

10 Q Who does?

11 L The treasurer of the U. S. Labor Party.

12 That woman up in New York you mean?

13 A Yes, Nancy Spannaus, the treasurer of the U. S.

14 Labor Party.

15 And there is no money down in Maryland, right?

16 . Not a cent.

17 All the money is up in New York?

18 THE COURT: Where do they keep the money, what

19 bank?

20 THE WITNESS: I don't know the bank.

21 THE COURT: This woman would know the bank?

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 153.*sS

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 539-2459
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1 THE WITNESS: She certainly would, as treasurer.

2 (By Mr. Marcus) What is the address of the U. S.

3 Labor Party in New York?

4 A. The Post Office Box --

5 Q I don't want a Post Office Box, I want to know where

6 they are.

7 A. That's the only address --

8 THE COURT: If you would go to see this lady --

9 what is her name?

10 THE WITNESS: Nancy Spannaus.

11 THE COURT: Where would you go to see her? You

12 wouldn't go to a Post Office Box.

13 THE WITNESS: No, I would meet her in New York.

14 THE C 0 U RT: Where? What house, what premises?

15 THE WITNESS: At her house, or other people's

16 house.

17 THE COURT: Well, where is her house?

18 THE WITNESS: It's in Washington Heights.

19 THE COURT: Well, suppose you went to New York on

20 the train. After you arrived in New York, where would you --

21 THE WITNESS: She moved, and I haven't been to her

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 5s9-e39e
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1 new apartment. In fact, I haven't seen her. I see her,

2 actually, I have seen her more in Washington and in

3 Virginia and so forth than I have seen her in New York.

4 THE COURT: But I think the Plaintiff is entitled

5 to the address of the treasurer, home address, office

6 address.

7 THE WITNESS: I will write and --

8 THE COURT: You will write to whom?

9 THE WITNESS: To the Post Office Box, or make a

10 telephone call to her house.

11 THE COURT: Suppose you had to make a telephone

12 call to her house, what would her telephone number be?

13 THE WITNESS: I don't have it with me.

14 THE COURT: You don't have it?

15 THE WITNESS: Not on me.

16 THE COURT: All right. It's the order of the

17 Court that the Plaintiff be furnished with the full name and

18 address and telephone number of Nancy --

19 Spell her last name.

20 THE WITNESS: I believe it's S-p-a-n-n-a-u-s.

21 THE COURT: (Continuing) -- Spannaus, on or before

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 9...,3.

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 539-2459
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1 the close of court on Friday, the 13th of July, 1979. And

2 for all intents and purposes, the close of court shall be

3 deemed to be 4:00 p.m. Do you understand that? That Is an

4 order of the Court. Failure to comply, and you will leave

5 yourself open to contempt of court action.

6 THE WITNESS: I don't think there will be any

7 problem.

8 THE COURT: Okay. I Just have to notify you of

9 that.

10 THE WITNESS: I don't think there will be any

11 problem with that.

12 THE COURT: We can dispense now with that aspect

13 of the case.

14 MR. MARCUS: Right.

15 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Now, you have that lease for space

16 at the Medical Arts Building, and the Labor Party uses the

17 space, right?

18 A. Umh-humh (nodding head affirmatively).

19 Q And International Press Services, Inc., uses the

20 space?

21 A. They rent the office.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539.*39
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Q Do they use it?

2 A Yes, I use it.

3 Q You are the New Solidarity International Press

4 Service, right?

5 A. Umh-humh (nodding head affirmatively).

6 Q Now, what Labor Party activities take place in that

7 office?

8 A. We meet, we talk to people over the phone there,

9 people come to the office and we talk about the Labor Party.

10 Q Why don't you pay the rent, then?

11 MR. MITCHELL: Objection.

12 (By Mr. Marcus) I mean, you use the facilities.

13 A. I don't pay any rent.

14 THE COURT: Sustained.

15 Who pays the rent?

16 THE WITNESS: New Solidarity International Press

17 Service.

18 THE COURT: Where does the check come from?

19 THE WITNESS: From our New York office.

2(By Mr. Marcus) You mean the address at West 58th

21 Street?
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1 A. Yes.

2 The U. S. Labor Party does not have --

3 THE COURT: Is Nancy Spannaus a member of this

4 Press Service?

5 THE WITNESS: I don't know.

6 THE COURT: How long have you known Robert Primack?

7 THE WITNESS: Bob, three to four years.

8 THE COURT: Did you know him before he came to

9 Baltimore?

10 THE WITNESS: No.

11 THE COURT: Well, when he came to Baltimore, did

12 you know he was coming? Did someone from New York notify you

13 that he was coming here?

14 THE WITNESS: Yes.

15 THE COURT: Who notified you that he was coming

16 here?

17 THE WITNESS: I couldn't possibly remember back four

18 years.

19 THE COURT: Was it a man, was it a woman named

20 Carol White?

21 THE WITNESS: It could have been Carol, but I really
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1 don't remember. That was over four years ago.

2 THE COURT: Whose decision was it to allow the

3 U. S. Labor Party to use these premises in the Medical Arts

4 Building?

5 THE WITNESS: I don't know. It must have been

6 worked out between the U. S. Labor Party and New Solidarity

7 International Press Service, but I was not the one who made

8 that decision.

9 (By Mr. Marcus) You didn't make that decision?

10 A. No.

11 Q You are the only representative of this Press

12 Service in Baltimore, right?

13 A. No, I think Debra is working for the Press Service.

14 Q Your wife?

15 A. Yes.

16 Does any member of the U. S. Labor Party have a key

17 to this Suite 301 in the Medical Arts Building?

18 A. Yes.

19 Q Who?

20 A. Well, about, about a dozen people.

21 Q You are the one who got the key originally from the
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1 landlord?

2 A Right.

3 Q Did you personally make copies?

4 A I made some.

Q To whom did you give them, all the members of the

6 Labor Party?

A. No, not by a long shot. Just to a few of the

8 members.

9 To your wife?

10 A Yes.

11 Q Bob Primack?

12 A. Yes.

13 To Salisbury?

14 A. Yes.

15 Belinda, whatever her name is?

16 A. Belinda DeGrazia.

17 THE COURT: Steven Warm?

18 THE WITNESS: Steve Warm. I don't know if I handed

19 keys to them, but I'm sure I knew that they got keys.

20 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Nancy Radcliffe?

21 A. Sure.
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1 Q And you decided that you had the right to give these

2 keys out?

3 A. Yes.

4 Because these people are members of the U. S. Labor

5 Party?

6 A. Yeah.

7Q You didn't get any instructions from New York from

8 the New Solidarity International Press Service, Incorporated,

9 that you were authorized to give copies of the key to any

10 member of the U. S. Labor Party, did you?

I A. I didn't give -- I gave keys to some of the members.

12 Members who are associated with the New Solidarity

13 International Press Service, Incorporated?

14 A I don't think there were any others, although

15 informally we had a lot in Baltimore about six, seven years

16 ago.

17 Q As a matter of fact, that office has been the

18 offices of the Press Service, the U. S. Labor 
Party and the

19 National Caucus of Labor Committees, right?

A. Yes, to the best of my knowledge, since I have been

21 here.
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1 THE COURT: Why would this Press Service be willing

2 to pay rent for other organizations to share their premises

3 or offices?

4 THE WITNESS: I'm not involved in any of those

5 discussions.

6 THE COURT: I mean, why wouldn't they ask a

7 contribution from the U. S. Labor Party or other organiza-

8 tions that share these premises, do you know?

9 THE WITNESS: I do not know.

10 (By Mr. Marcus) You are the one who made the

11 decision to give all these keys out, right?

12 A. As I said, informally I gave some keys out.
(7

13 Q And when the office was open at 2539 St. Paul, it

C- 14 was the office for the Press Service and the Caucus of

15 Labor Committees and U. S. Labor Party and whatever else,

16 Campagner Publications also?

17 A. Yes.

18 0. And you all used that?

19 A. Yes.

20 Q When did you first come to Baltimore?

21 A. Oh, I came in 19174.
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1 Q Somebody sent you down here?

2 A No.

3Q You Just decided to come?

4 No. There was a discussion, it was suggested --

5 You and who else discussed it?

6 k. At that time?

7 Q0 Yes.

8 A. You know, there were fifteen, twenty people, and

9 we kicked it around.

10 Were these people members of any organizations?

11 A. I don't know. I mean, some are members of the

12 U. S. Labor Party.

13 Q Were any of them members of New Solidarity

14 International Press Service?

15 A. I don't know.

16 THE COURT: Let me ask one more question. I'm

17 sorry to keep interrupting, but 
I have to straighten this

18 thing out.

19 Is there any reason why you are not making or you

cannot make a full disclosure of the relationship between the

21 U. S. Labor Party, the Press Service and these other
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1 organizations with which you are involved? Is there a reason?

2 THE WITNESS: I don't know. I honestly do not

3 know.

4 THE COURT: What kind of education do you have?

THE WITNESS: I graduated from college.

6 THE COURT: What kind of degree?

7 THE WITNESS: Bachelor of Arts.

8 THE COURT: Any major, or any other subject --

9 THE WITNESS: Political science and economics.

10 (By Mr. Marcus) Which college?

11 A C.C.N.Y. in New York.

12 Q That is a good school, isn't it?

13 A. Not much.

14 THE COURT: You don't know --

15 THE WITNESS: I am just running one branch office.

16 THE COURT: You don't know the organization

17 organizers or the makeup of the U. S. Labor Party and 
these

18 other organizations? You went into it blindly, or because

19 you were impressed with their ideals, without going 
any

further --

21 THE WITNESS: I do not know the involvement or any
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1 of the connections financially in this arrangement. I am

2 not privy to that.

3 THE COURT: What is the reason for your investment
4 of your time and your advice into this work?

5 THE WITNESS: Because the Labor Party's ideas,

6 right now it is essential that they be discussed if the
7 population is to turn this country away from the poliferation

8 of drugs and the economic crisis. And I agree with those
9 ideas, and fully agree that we must begin to offer an

10 alternative political picture for people to join in this
11 country, and I have volunteered my services for that purpose.

12 THE COURT: But, as I understand it from the

13 testimony from the previous witnesses, you don't do any
14 advertising per se for members, you only attempt to get

15 people interested through word of mouth. You keep no

16 membership rosters, is that correct?

17 THE WITNESS: No, we don't.

18 THE COURT: There is no mailing list --

19 THE WITNESS: That's right.

THE COURT: (Continuing) -- where you can call a

21 meeting to generate enthusiasm, so these people can spread

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONEREPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING ao-gags
BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 839-2459



131

1 Fout and bring more people in?

2 THE WITNESS: Unfortunately, because of the lack of

3 financial resources, it's a very -- it's not the type of

4 operation that I would like to run if I had more money.

5 THE COURT: Do you think that it's an exercise in

6 futility to be working as you are, or is there some method --

7 THE WITNESS: Oh, no.

8 THE COURT: (Continuing) -- some method, to coin a
9 phrase, method to your madness?

10 THE WITNESS: Oh, no. We have had a tremendous

S11 effect in parts of the State of Maryland.
12 THE COURT: And this tremendous effect was

13 generated just by this handful of people under the guise of
r- 14 the U. S. Labor Party?

15 THE WITNESS: That is actually the way it has

16 worked throughout history. A small number of people can move
17 mountains.

18 (By Mr. Marcus) But it takes money to move

19 mountains?

20 Money is a very important feature.

21 Has the Labor Party selected an official candidate
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1 for President --

2A No.

3 Q So you haven't collected any money?

4 A No.

5 The U. S. Labor Party hasn't collected any money,

6 then?

A. No.

Q Has the subject of this $30,000 libel judgment

9 come up at any meetings of the U. S. Labor Party?

10 A No. We discussed it, you know, informally at

11 meetings. I discussed it with Bob Primack when we were

12 involved in the trial.

13 But since the judgment, has there been any

14 discussion of the judgment?

15 A. Sure.

16 Q Has there been any discussion of paying it?

17 A. Sure.

18 THE COURT: This judgment, by the way, could be

19 paid, couldn't it? I mean, there is money available

somewhere --

21 THE WITNESS: Not to my knowledge.
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1 THE COURT: (Continuing) -- to pay this Judgment?

2 THE WITNESS: To my knowledge, there is not.

3 THE COURT: The U. S. Labor Party is in effect

4 bankrupt?

5 THE WITNESS: I don't know. You would have to talk

6 to the treasurer.

7 THE COURT: If they are, maybe -- that is something

8 for you to be checking on. You may not have a client.

9 (By Mr. Marcus) Well, you are paying him, aren't

10 you? You are paying Mr. Mitchell, aren't you? He isn't

11 working for free.

12 MR. MITCHELL: He doesn't work for free, and I will

13 stipulate to that.

14 (By Mr. Marcus) Isn't that correct? You are

15 paying Mr. Mitchell, right?

16 THE WITNESS: I don't know if I am required to

17 disclose my financial arrangements for paying Mr. Mitchell.

18 MR. MARCUS: I ask that he be instructed that he

19 has to answer the question.

2THE COURT: Are you paying --

21 MR. MITCHELL: I object to the question. It seems
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1 to me this involves the attorney-client privilege.

2 THE COURT: You are here representing the United

3 States Labor Party?

4 MR. MITCHELL: That's right.

5 THE COURT: This man is the top banana for the

6 U. S. Labor Party in the State of Maryland; aren't you?

7 THE WITNESS: That is one way of describing it

8 very favorably.

C%9 THE COURT: So somewhere along the line a bill has

10 to be submitted. Now, the U. S. Labor Party is going to pay

11 Mr. Mitchell?

12 THE WITNESS: As I say, I do not pay Mr. Mitchell.

13 THE COURT: I asked, is the U. S. Labor Party --

14 THE WITNESS: To my knowledge, the U. S. Labor

15 Party has not paid Mr. Mitchell.

16 THE COURT: You better pull back here a second and

17 regroup.

18 (By Mr. Marcus) Isn't it a fact that you

19 personally carried literally in a brown paper bag, a bagful

20 of money to Mr. Mitchell's office?

21 A. A brown paper --
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1 (Continuing) I remind you that you are under oath.

2 A. I don't remember carrying a brown paper bag --

3 What color of paper bag was it?

4 AL I don't remember carrying a paper bag.

5 Q Who carried it?

6 A. I don't know.

7 Was it a black plastic bag, or a--

8 A. I have no knowledge of anybody carrying a bag.

9 Q Isn't it a fact that cash money, not a check, but

10 cash money has on more than one occasion been given to

11 Mr. Mitchell in payment for his services?

12 MR. MITCHELL: I object. I don't think that is a

13 proper question.

14 THE COURT: If it was, then we are going to have to

15 find out where the money came from. If it came from the

16 U. S. Labor Party, then someone is not telling 
the truth.

17 THE WITNESS: To the best of my knowledge, I have

18 no knowledge of any person carrying a bag of money to

19 Mr. Mitchell.

20 THE COURT: Just answer the question. Did you

21 carry money to him in any container?
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I THE WITNESS: Nos I did not.

2 THE COURT: You haven't paid him?

3 THE WITNESS: I don't pay Mr. Mitchell.

4 THE COURT: Who does?

5 THE WITNESS: I don't know exactly who Mr. Mitchell

6 gets paid by, but there are ways. For example --

7 THE COURT: Oh, come on now.

8 THE WITNESS: I am being perfectly honest.

C% MR. MARCUS: He is going to be the next witness,

10 if you continue with this --

r- 11 THE COURT: Well, I move that be stricken.

12 MR. MARCUS: I apologize, Your Honor.

13 THE WITNESS: I won't accept your apology.

14 MR. MARCUS: I wasn't apologizing to you, I was

15 apologizing to His Honor.

16 (By Mr. Marcus) By whom does he get paid?

1To the best of my knowledge, he gets paid by17

18 people who want to see that 
his services are continued.

19 Who are those people?

A. I do not know the names.
20

21 Who knows the names?21
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A I think you would have to check with Nancy Spannaus.
2 Q Are you telling me that the money all comes from

3 New York directly?

4A I don't know if it comes from New York directly.
5 Q Then why would Miss Spannaus know about it?
6 A I am saying that she is the most logical one

7 because she is the treasurer.

8 Q You are speculating, then?

9 A Yes.

10 You are the one who hired Mr. Mitchell, is that

11 correct --

12 A Yes.

13 Q (Continuing) -- to represent the Party?

14 A Yes.

15 And you paid him a retainer?

16 A. Right.

17 And where did the money or the check come from

18 that you gave Mr. Mitchell at that time?

19 A. If I am correct, that one check would be from the
20 Labor Organizers Defense Fund.

21 Q Who?
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1 A. Labor Organizers Defense Fund.

2 Q Where are their headquarters?

3 A. They are in New York City, and I don't know if they

4 exist anymore.

5 I see. Where did the other checks come from?

6 A Another check may have come from -- I am

7 speculating, but I think the National Caucus of Labor

8 Committees paid Mr. Mitchell some money.

9 Q That is also a New York outfit, isn't it?

10 A. Well, it's a collection of people who --

11 It's the core group of the U. S. Labor Party,

12 right?

13 A. Right, but it's not a corporation or anything.

14 Neither group is a corporation?

15 A Right. And I think some money came through

16 Mr. --

17 THE COURT: It's beyond my imagination, Mr. Freeman,

18 that you don't know.

19 THE WITNESS: Well, if I can explain --

20 THE COURT: It's Just beyond my imagination. I have

21 been sitting on Supplementary Proceedings going on twenty
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1 years, and I am appalled that here you are the head man of

2 this U. S. Labor Party, you retained an attorney, a prominent

3 attorney here In the city, and I am sure he Is not working

4 for nothing unless he is a member of the U. S. Labor Party

and is donating his services --

6 THE WITNESS: Not to my knowledge.

7 THE COURT: (Continuing) -- which I doubt that he

8 Is donating his services. And as I understand this file --

9 it's quite thick -- that you don't know how he is being paid,

1O what he is being paid, it's appalling to me.

11 THE WITNESS: Let me explain to you. It's not as

12 difficult to understand as you might think. My activities

13 of working with people in the U. S. Labor Party in Maryland,

14 and the U. S. Labor Party in the District of Columbia and

15 the U. S. Labor Party in the State of Virginia, my activities

16 consist of talking to these people, of meeting with these

17 people and discussing ideas with these people, giving classes,

18 which I give in universities throughout the three cities,

19 takes up almost the entirety of my time. If I was required

20 also to be in charge of knowing the financial policies of the

21 organization, then I would not be able to carry on the
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1 activities that I now do. That is why the organization itself

2 has a treasurer in New York, and as far as I know all bills

3 are paid from New York City. As far as I know, all monies

4 are sent from New York City, and it's a centralized collection

5 and disbursement of money. So I would not have to spend my

6 time being involved --

7 THE COURT: Did Mr. Mitchell send you a bill, and

8 then you forwarded it to the U. S. --

9 THE WITNESS: Yes.

10 THE COURT: (Continuing) -- Labor Party in New York

11 THE WITNESS: Yes.

12 THE COURT: And then they in turn forward a check --

13 do they ever forward you a check to pay him?

14 THE WITNESS: Checks have been forwarded. Then the

15 check is picked up at the Post Office and given to

16 Mr. Mitchell.

17 (By Mr. Marcus) Whose checks were they?

18 A. I don't remember.

19 You don't know?

20 A. I don't remember.

21 Q Were they drawn against the U. S. Labor Party?
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THE COURT: You don't remember what? Don't you
2 remember if it was the U. S. Labor Party, or this Internationa

3 Press Service--

4 THE WITNESS: As I said --

5 THE COURT: What was the last check which you

6 received from New York to pay Mr. Mitchell?

7 THE WITNESS: I don't remember. There has not been

8 a check that I received from New York in several months.
9 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Because he has been paid lately in

10 cash; is that correct?

11 THE WITNESS: Not to my knowledge.

12 THE COURT: Have you ever paid Mr. Mitchell in

13 cash?

14 THE WITNESS: No.

15 THE COURT: Has your wife ever paid Mr. Mitchell in

16 cash?

17 THE WITNESS: Has my wife ever given Mr. Mitchell

18 a cash payment?

19 THE COURT: That you have knowledge of.

20 THE WITNESS: I am saying that I don't remember the

21 exact time --
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THE COURT: Well, ever?

2 THE WITNESS: It's Possible, yes.

3 THE COURT: I don't want Possibilities or
4 probabilities. That you actually have knowledge of.

THE WITNESS: I am trying to think if Debra
6 actually gave Mr. Mitchell --

7 (By Mr. Marcus) Let me see if I can --

MR. MITCHELL: Let him answer the question.
9 MR. MARCUS: I want to Jog his memory. And if you

10 can't think of the answer, I am going to call Mr. Mitchell
11 as a witness. Now I don't want to do that to a fellow member
12 of the Bar and embarrass him, but if I've got to, I am going
13 to ask him where the money came from.

14 THE WITNESS: He may know actually more in terms
15 of how he has been paid than I do, because I am not

16 involved in finances.

17 THE COURT: Suppose if he says that you paid him
18 five hundred or a thousand dollars, or two thousand or two

19 hundred or one hundred dollars?

20 THE WITNESS: I paid him? As I said, in the

21 beginning when we retained him, I gave him a check, and I may
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1 have given him one or two more checks after that.

2 (By Mr. Marcus) And you can't remember whose checks

3 they were?

4A I said that one was the National Caucus of Labor

5 Committees, and one of the checks was maybe from the Labor

6 Organizers Defense Fund. To the best of my knowledge, I do

7 not believe that I ever saw a U. S. Labor Party check that

8 paid for Mr. Mitchell's services.

9 (By Mr. Marcus) Why is the National Caucus of

10 Labor Committees paying the legal bills for the U. S. Labor

11 Party?

12 A. I do not know.

13 Q Have you asked them to?

14 A. No, I haven't.

15 Q Have you ever asked them to do that, asked

16 Mr., whatever his name is?

17 A. No.

18 You are on at least two Executive Committees of

19 the U. S. Labor Party, isn't that correct?

20 A. No, it is not.

21 Q That is not correct. Why would your wife have
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1 testified to that in court--

2 . I think she testified that I am on the National

3 Committee of the U. S. Labor Party.

4 Oh, you are on the National Committee of the

5 U. S. Labor Party?

6 A. Yes.

7 Does that meet in New York?

8 A. It has met in New York.

9 Has met in New York?

10 THE COURT: I am going to recess for three

S11 minutes to let you take him into the other room 
and talk with

12 him, counsel, to see if you can get him 
to recall -- off the

13 record.

r" 14 (Thereupon, a short recess was taken following

15 off-the-record discussion.)

16 THE COURT: Back on the record.

17 Does he now remember where 
he got --

18 MR. MITCHELL: He is prepared to answer the

19 question.

0 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Now, do you know where the money

21 came from to pay Mr. Mitchell?
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I A. Some of the money came from -- well, basically it

2 came from all categories of people. For instance, some of

3 the relatives of the members involved in the initial suit,

4 which was four people. They constituted a very large sum of

5 the payment to Mr. Mitchell for his services, and, in fact,

6 some of these people still are helping to pay the legal

7 expenses of Mr. Mitchell.

8 V Would you name those people, please?

9 A. Well, I don't want to subject these relatives to any

10 kind of harassment.

11 0 It's up to the Judge --

12 MR. MITCHELL: The relatives are not parties to the

13 judgment.

14 THE COURT: Well, let's find out whether or not

15 these people are members of the U. S. Labor Party or any of

16 these other organizations that have been mentioned during

17 this testimony. Are they?

18 THE WITNESS: Well, some of them are, and some are

19 not.

20 THE COURT: Tell me the ones that are.

21 THE WITNESS: John Ascher.
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1 THE COURT: Who?

2 THE WITNESS: John Ascher.

3 THE COURT: Where does he live?

4 THE WITNESS: He lives in Virginia.

5 MR. MARCUS: He was a Defendant, but he got out.

6 THE WITNESS: He contributed money to pay.

7 Bob Primack, he was a party to the original case.

B THE COURT: And he is a contributor?

9 THE WITNESS: I don't think he contributed himself,

10 but I know his relatives have.

11 (By Mr. Marcus) Who are not members of the Party?

12 A. Not to my knowledge. And Steven Browder.

13 MR. MITCHELL: Another original Defendant in the

c 14 case.

15 A. (Continuing) I know his father gave a great deal

16 of money.

17 THE COURT: His father lives where?

18 THE WITNESS: His father now lives in California,

19 or Nebraska. I don't remember the exact place.

20 4 (By Mr. Marcus) Someplace between here and --

21 A. Out on the West Coast somewhere. When he was told
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1 about the trial and that we needed money to pay our attorney,

2 he gave his son a very substantial sum of money.

3 These are all people who contributed prior to the

4 trial or approximately at the time of the trial?

5 A Yes. And in the meantime there have been various

6 people from all over the country who have given money and

7 said, Look, we want to see you defended. Some have been

8 members of the Labor Party, and some have not. They said,

9 We want to give you money for your defense.

10 0 Could you tell us the namesof these people, please?

11 MR. MITCHELL: Objection to the naming of the

12 people.

13 01 (By Mr. Marcus) Are they members of the Party?

14 A. Not all are.

15 Just name the ones that are.

16 A. John Ascher --

17 THE COURT: I mean, from the rest of the country.

18 Madeline O'Hare?

19 MR. MITCHELL: Madeline Murphy O'Hare.

20 THE COURT: Madeline Murphy O'Hare, rather.

21 THE WITNESS: No. The people who are members of the
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1 Party who have given money, like I Just said, John 
Ascher

2 has given money to the Party.

3 (By Mr. Marcus) On more than one occasion?

4 A. I believe on more than one occasion, yes.

5 THE COURT: The question I asked you, did you pay

6 Mr. Mitchell any money?

7 THE WITNESS: No. At various times, I think once

8 or twice, what happened, some people outside the Party 
gave

- me money, I put it in my bank --

10 MR. MARCUS: Cash, or check?

11 THE WITNESS: (Continuing) -- I put it in my

12 bank account, and I think I wrote Mr. Mitchell a check on my

13 own checking account after I put that 
money in.

14 THE COURT: Did you ever pay him in cash? 
Have

15 you paid any portion of his fee in 
cash, or was any portion of

16 his expenses involved in the prosecution 
of this case given

17 to Mr. Mitchell in cash?

18 THE WITNESS: I believe there were a couple 
of

19 times when we have given a cash 
sum of money.

20 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Who deliveredthose cash sums of

21 money?
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1 A I am trying to think back on that, because I have

2 been paying Mr. Mitchell for four years, and over a period of

3 four years, I think Bob Primack once gave Mr. Mitchell

4 money in cash.

5 Do you know where Mr. Primack got that cash money

6 from?

7 A. No.

8 Proceeds of selling New Solidarity newspapers

9 maybe?

10 A. I doubt it. It was probably cash donations. We

11 get donations of ten, twenty, twenty-five dollars, sometimes

12 a hundred, sometimes two hundred or five hundred, because

13 people are not satisfied, and particularly on this case, we

14 probably have had more support than any other legal case we

15 have been involved in.

16 THE COURT: How do you get them motivated to

17 contribute if you don't advertise?

18 THE WITNESS: We advertise -- you see, our ideas

19 get out through leaflets, out through news coverage --

20 Q. (By Mr. Marcus) You put articles in New Solidarity,

21 don't you?
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1 A. New Solidarity articles many times cover ideas and

2 campaigns for the Labor Party.

3 THE COURT: Do you ever get any money from

4 Labor orga.---.... .anizat ions?.

5 THE WITNESS: Labor organizations?

6 THE COURT: Like the Teamsters, or Ironworkers,

7 CIO-AFL?

8 THE WITNESS: No. In fact, many times we are at

9 loggerhea - ............... is with them.

10 (By Mr. Marcus) You have a lawsuit going with the

11 Auto Worke :ers, don't you?

12 I. The U.A.W., they are in trouble on that one.

13 THE COURT: That is versus the U. S. Labor Party?

14 MR. MITCHELL: The U. S. Labor Party is the

15 Defendant. and the Auto Workers is the Plaintiff.

16 THE COURT: Do you have a suit against anyone

17 else in

18 THE WITNESS: It's possible.

19 THE COURT: (Continuing) -- in Baltimore?

20 THE WITNESS: No.

21 THE COURT: In Maryland?
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1 THE WITNESS: I don't think in Maryland.

2 THE COURT: How can we find whether any suits have

3 been filed on behalf of the U. S. Labor Party against any

4 Defendant?

5 THE WITNESS: I would say talk to officers of the

6 U. S. Labor Party.

7 (By Mr. Marcus) You are an officer of the U. S.

8 Labor Party?

A. I am a member of the committee.

10 Tell me who the officers are.

I A. Well, Costas Kalamtigis.

12 Would you try spelling that?

13 A. I'm not sure I could.

14 THE COURT: Costas?

15 THE WITNESS: That would be C-o-s-t-a-s. Then

16 K-a-l-a-m-t-i-g-i-s.

17 THE COURT: m-i-t?

18 THE WITNESS: I don't think there is an "i" in

19 there.

20 THE COURT: What is it, Spanish?

21 THE WITNESS: No, it's Greek.
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1 (By Mr. Marcus) Where does he live?

2 A In New York.

3 That's a big place.

4 A. I don't know his address. He lives in Westchester.

What is his position with the Party?

6 A. I would say he is chief of staff.

7 Q Chief of staff?

8 A. Yes. He is the secretary or something.

9 THE COURT: Of the U. S. Labor Party?

10 THE WITNESS: Yes.

11 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Is Mr. LaRouche an officer of the

12 Party?

13 A He is not an active functioning officer. He is

14 the Chairman.

15 The Chairman is not an officer?

16 A No, sir. The officers are the people who hold

17 offices in the Party.

18 THE COURT: Who is President?

19 THE WITNESS: I don't know if there is a President.

20 THE COURT: Don't you get any correspondence from

21 them, any sort of literature telling 
you what has happened in
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1 California or Illinois?

THE WITNESS: We go out and gather that information.

3 THE COURT: I know, but doesn't someone write up,

4 a summary of -- like you are a committeeman. You obtain and

5 l; accumulate information and forward it to the national office,

6 and then they accumulate this information. Dort they put out

71 some sort of pamphlet or program --

8;: THE WITNESS: Yes, New Solidarity International

91 Press Service.

101 THE COURT: And doesn't that paper then show you

or indicate who the officers are of the New Solidarity

12 Press and the U. S. Labor Party?

13 THE WITNESS: Well, it names the editors of the

14 paper. The editors are named, I guess on the editorial

15 pages.

16 THE COURT: Okay. I don't have any more questions.

17 (By Mr. Marcus) All right, we have got

18 Kalamtigis and Nancy Spannaus. She is an officer, right,

19 the treasurer?

20 A Yes.

Anybody else up there that is an officer?
21
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A. I don't know. Those are the two officers that I

2 know of.

3 Q Who gives you your marching orders?

4 I talk to Costas, I talk to Nancy.
5 What is his phone number, Costas' phone number?

6 L. I can reach him at -- I have talked to him at his

7 home.

8Q What is his home phone number?

9 Well, if it's actually his home phone number, it's

10 654, on a special communications system.
11 Q In other words, he doesn't have a telephone like

12 normal human beings?

C 13 A. I don't know what you are getting at.

14 I want to call him up on the phone.

oA 15 . I can get his number for you. I mean, I can get it.

16 1 don't have it with me.

17 MR. MARCUS: If Your Honor please, we would like to
18 make that an amendment to your order --

19 THE WITNESS: It's public information.

20 THE COURT: All right, you will furnish the telephone

number.21
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1 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Does he have an office?

2 L Yes. Well, we have an office.

3Q Where is the office?

4 A. We have an office of the U. S. Labor Party

5 in Brooklyn, New York.

6 It's in Brooklyn. What is the address in Brooklyn?

7 THE COURT: He doesn't know the address.

8 THE WITNESS: It's in the newspaper. If I had a

cv' 9 copy of the newspaper, I could tell you the address. It's

10 open to the public.

11 (By Mr. Marcus) In other words, it's the same

12 address as the newspaper and Campagner Publications?

13 A. Yes.

14 Q In fact, isn't it the case that Campagnerr

15 Publications and New Solidarity International Press Service

16 and National Caucus of Labor Committees and U. S. Labor Party

17 are one big organization; right?

18 A. Far from it.

19 I'm sorry?

A. Far from it.

21 Well, they share office space?
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Lk Yes.

2 And they exchange information?

3 A. Yes.

4 THE COURT: They are brothers and sisters, are

5 they not? One compliments the other?

6 THE WITNESS: There is a relationship of them

7 working together, absolutely.

8 THE COURT: And the officers of each are inter-

9 mingled with the other?

10 THE WITNESS: That I don't know.

11 (By Mr. Marcus) That's probably the case, is it

12 not?

13 . Not to my knowledge. But they definitely have

14 relationship. Here we are in Baltimore using offices --

15 No doubt about it. This Press Service and Spannaus
,, 16 A. Nancy Spannaus.

17 Q She is also part of that?

18 A. Right.

19 THE COURT: Is she Greek also?

20 THE WITNESS: Spannaus is a German name. Her hustand

21 is a German.

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539-e398

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 $39-249



157

1 THE COURT: Is that u-s or i-s?

2 THE WITNESS: I think it's a-u-s.

3 (By Mr. Marcus) She is also an officer of the

4 Press Service, right?

A. I don't know. She is an editor of the newspaper,

6 but I don't know whether she is an officer.

7 Who signs your checks? I mean, you get checks

8 from the --

9 Rodney A. Huth signs the checks, and other --

10 a The same guy who signed the lease?

11 A. Yes, I think so.

12 . Is he an officer of the U. S. Labor Party?

13 A. No, he's not an officer of the Labor Party.

14 He is not?

15 A. Absolutely not.

16 But he is an officer of this Press Service?

17 A. Must be treasurer. He signs the checks.

18 Q He is the treasurer of it?

19 A. I don't know. He signs the checks.

20 He also signed the lease?

21 THE COURT: The lease speaks for itself. He is an
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1 authorized representative.

2 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Where does he live?

3 . In New York City.

4 Q Where do you contact him?

5 A. I have a phone I call him on.

6 THE COURT: If you were to sign another lease

7 tomorrow, would he come from New York to sign it, or would

8 you mail it in?

9 THE WITNESS: I would mail it.

10 THE COURT: In other words, you have to have the

11 authority from someone before you can enter into some sort cf

12 contract?

13 THE WITNESS: Yes. I would mail it to him.

14 Q (By Mr. Marcus) Where, what address?

15 A The address of 304 West 58th Street, possibly.

16 Q So, in other words, this Press Service has two

17 headquarters, one in Brooklyn and one at West 58th Street?

18 A No. The U. S. Labor Party has an office in

19 Brooklyn, and New Solidarity has an office on West 58th Street.

Q Didn't you testify a moment ago that you all share

21 office space together?
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IA No, we are not together.

2 They share office space here?

3 A Yes. We share office space here, and I would say,

4 they probably share office space there, too.

5Q Is there any space occupied by the Labor Party

6 on West 29th Street in New York?

7 A. No.

Q Was there ever?

9 A I think at West 29th Street there was both -- yes,

10 that was a multi-story building, and there was an office for

11 the Labor Party, and there was an office for New Solidarity.

12 4 And also for Campagner Publications, right?

13 A Yes, right. We had a couple of floors, and one

14 was on one floor and one was on the other, if I recall

15 correctly.

16 Q But that is no longer in use?

17 A No.

18 Q It's all moved to Brooklyn now?

19 A. No, New Solidarity Press is on West 58th Street.

20 Q And the Labor Party is in Brooklyn, but you don't

21 know the address, and you are going to provide that?

COURT AND GENERAL RIGGLEMAN & MILLER TELEPHONE

REPORTERS 907 MARYLAND TRUST BUILDING 539-e398

BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202 539-2459



160

3#

1 I can provide it to you right now if you would like.

2 Mr. Mitchell has a copy 
of the newspaper. I believe it has it

3 right in there, but 
I'm not sure. I have no objection 

to

4 giving you that.

5 (Document handed 
to the witness by 

Mr. Mitchell.)

6 THE WITNESS: Itts 26 Court Street$ 
13th Floor,

7 Brooklyn, New York.

8 (By Mr. Marcus) Now let ts get this straight. 
The

9 thing that has offices 
there is the U. S. Labor Party, right?

10 A Umh-humh (nodding head 
affirmatively).

11 And the National Caucus of Labor 
Committees?

12 A. Umh-humh (nodding head 
affirmatively).

13 And Campagner Publicationsl

14 A. I don't know if Campagner 
does, but, of course&

15 New Solidarity has 
an office there because 

it's listed in

16 their paper.

17 So you don't know 
if Campagner Publications 

has an

18 office --

1A No. Actually, I have 
never seen that 

office.

19

20 Q But they might 
well have?

AS Sure.
21
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1 The Labor Party doesn't have any bank accounts 
in

2 Baltimore, does it?

3 A. No.

4 How about up in New York?

5 A. It could.

6 Is the Fusion Energy Foundation associated 
in

7 any way with the U. S. Labor 
Party?

8 MR. MITCHELL: Objection,

9 THE COURT: Well, overruled. The question is, are

10 they associated with the U. S. Labor Party?

11 THE WITNESS: They are an independent foundation,

12 but the Labor Party supports their 
ideas, and we work and

13 collaborate on a number of events 
together.

14 (By Mr. Marcus) And they have some membership in

15 common, the two organizations?

16 A If you want to be a member of 
Fusion Energy

17 Foundation, you can be.

18 How about the governing bodies 
of these two

19 organizations, any membership 
in common?

20 A. Yeah.

21 04 Would you be able to tell 
us the names of the
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1 members who are common to both organizations?

2 A. Well, I know one is Doctor Morris Levitt. He is

3 the Director of Fusion Foundation, and to my knowledge, he

4 is a member of the U. S. Labor Party.

5Q Anybody else?

6 A. Well, I don't know right offhand who is with the

7 Fusion Foundation.

8 Are there any other organizations or foundations,

or publications, regular publicationsa which have members in

10 common, that is, that members of their Board of Directors

11 also sit as part of the Board of the Labor Party Committee?

12 A. I don't know what you mean by that. We are

13 supporters, but to say what organizations, what Boards of

14 Directors, I have no idea. I can't answer the question.

15 If you asked me about the Democratic Party, I couldn't tell

16 you.

17 I wouldn't ask you that question.

18 Do you have any knowledge, from your sitting on the
19 governing body of the U. S. Labor Party --

20 A. Not the governing body, the National Committee.

21 Q The National Committee; thank you.
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1 Do you have any knowledge of when this committee

2 plans to pay this $30,000 judgment?

3 L I do not know.

4 Well, you are on that committee.

5 A. Yes.

6Q Has the subject of this judgment ever come up in

7' that committee?

8 A. Yes.

9 When was the last time it came 
up?

10 A. I have talked to other National Committee 
members,

11 and we have just --

12 Q When was the last time you did that?

13 A. Last week.

14 Q Last week. And what was the substance of that

15 conversation?

16 MR. MITCHELL: Objection.

17 THE COURT: Let's not go into the substance. 
What

18 was their decision?

19 THE WITNESS: The decision was that it's 
an open

20 imatter.

21 (By Mr. Marcus) Open matter?
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A Yes.

2Q You don't intend to pay?

3"A I did not say that. I said at this point we don't

4 have $30,000, but it's an open question.

5Q Was there any question of paying part 
of the

6 judgment?

A There was -- they didn't get into any specifics.

8 Basically, we knew the court trial was coming up, 
knew the

9 Hearing was coming up, and we said, 
We will have to continue

10 the discussion.

. 11 Q So at that time there was no expression 
of intent

12 to pay the Judgment?

13 A There was no intent to either pay 
or not pay.

C 14 When was the last time you actually had a

15 sitdown meeting of what they call 
the National Committee?

16 A. It was in June of 1978.

17 Q And was there another one in June of '79?

18 A. No. There was a smaller meeting 
in '79, but not

19 the full National Committee.

20 q Did you attend the meeting 
in '79?

21 A. Yes.
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11 Q Was there a treasurer's report?

2A. No.

3 In June of '79 did you happen to talk to the

4 treasurer?

A Yes.

6 THE COURT: Have you ever discussed whether this

7 debt is going to be paid with Nancy Spannaus, and if you did,

8 when?

9 THE WITNESS: We have discussed it.

10 THE COURT: Last week?

11 THE WITNESS: No.

12 THE COURT: Last month?

13 THE WITNESS: I haven't talked to Nancy about

14 this for quite some time. You know, we kicked it around,

15 and we didn't come to any conclusion.

16 (By Mr. Marcus) Do you have the money to pay it?

17 A Of course not. We don't have $30,000.

18 How much do you have?

19 A. We don't have any -- I don't know of any kind of

sizable amount of money we have. I am not involved in the

21 financial structure of this organization.
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1Q Do you know who pays the rent for the space in

2 Brooklyn that the Party Occupies?
3 THE COURT: I think we have already gone over that.

4 A. You will have to ask the people in New York.

5 MR. MARCUS: Witness with you.

6 MR. MITCHELL: No questions.

THE COURT: Okay, the Supplementary Proceedings are
8 concluded.

9 (Thereupon, at 4:15 o'clock p.m., the above-captione

10 Supplementary Proceedings were concluded.)

12 I hereby certify that the foregoing transcript13 is a true and accurate record of the proceedings in the

r 14 above-captioned matter.
t

- '  

/
15

A' 
/ C '.16/

Paul K. Riggleman, Notary Public
17

18

19

20

21
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

S1.1 March 13, 1980

Frank Sherry
Legal Department
Clerk, Court of Common Pleas
Civil Courts Building
Fayette and Calvert Streets
Baltimore, Md. 21202

Dear Mr. Sherry:

As per our telephone conversation of March 5, 1980,
please find enclosed a check for $41.50 to cover the costs
of photocopying of the transcript of Supplemental Proceeding
before Commissioner Paul Reed, Jr. in Whitman v. U.S. Labor
Party, 1975/387/18960. Please send the transcript, as soon
as possible, to me at the following address:

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

N1325 K Street, N.W.
l Washington, D.C. 20463

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

Ara -

Marsha G. Gentner



may1and nadonal
bank

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21203

March 11, 1980

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

t Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Steele:

Or. fIn response to the order issued by the Commission with
regard to the above matter, I am enclosing the Written Questions
under Order (and answers) which I have executed on behalf of the
Bank. Please let me know if you require anything additional.

Sincerely yours,

George P. Ward, Jr.
Vice President
301-244-6784

GBW:mvt

EncIs.



WRITTEN QUESTIONS UNDER ORDER

To: .Maryland National Bank
Re: ' UR 1158

In accordance with the attached Order of the Federal
Election Commission issued under the authority of .2 U.S.C.
§ 437d(a)(I) as part of a lawful investigation being con-
ducted under the authority of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (2), please
submit written answers to the questions below and have an
affidavit signed by the appropriate bank official and notarized.

You are required to submit your answers within ten (10)
days of your receipt of these questions.

You are hereby advised of the provisions of 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a) (12) which prohibits anyone from making public any
Commission investigation and provides for a fine up to $5,000
for a violation of that provision.

Please set forth your answers in the spaces provided
below each question and return this original with an original
affidavit attesting to the truth of the answers; the affidavit
must be sworn and notarized.

Considering the possible application of the Right to
Financial Privacy Act of 1978, please do not attach any bank
records to your answers or provide any information not requested
by the questions.

For the purposes of these written questions, the term
"cashier's check" refers to a cashier's check issued by Maryland
National Bank, Post Office Box 987, Baltimore, Maryland 21203,
bearing the notation " - . . near the upper right hand
corner, also bearing the notation " -,., . " in the upper right

hand corner, and also bearing the following series of numbers
accross the bottom:

For the purposes of these written questions, the term
"Maryland National Bank customer" is defined as any person
in whose name an account is maintained in the Maryland National
Bank.

1. Did Maryland National Bank issue the cashier's check
at the request of any Maryland National Bank customer?

Yes.



Questions to Maryland National
Bank Page 2

2. If your answer to Question 1 is in the affi mative,
zase state the na-.e and address of such cuszomer and the
account numbers of a"! accounts -alnzained in such customer's
name together with a description of the type of each such
account.

Debra J. Hanania, 4004 Link-4ood Road, Baltimore, Md. 21210
Sa-,'i-.zS. account
Checking account

3. If your answer to Question 1 is in the negative,
please state the name of the person who requested the issuance
of the cashier's check.

Not applicable

4. Was the cashier's check issued as a means of withdrawing
funds then on deposit in any account of any Maryland National
Bank customer?

Yes

.. If .'cur answer to Question 4 is in the afirmative,
please state the name and address of such customer and the
number of and type of the account from which the withdrawal
was made.

Debra J. Hanania, 4004 Linkwood Road, Baltimore, Md. 21210
Savings account

6. If your answer to Question 4 is in the negative, was
the cashier's check issued in consideration of the physical
transfer of cash or of a negotiable instrument or instruments
from a Maryland National Bank customer to the Maryland National
Bank?

Not applicable

7. If your answer to Question 6 is in the affirmative,
please:state the name and address of such customer and the
account numbers of all accounts maintained in such customer's
name together with a description of the type of each such
account.

Not applicable



Questions to Maryland National Bank
Page 3

8. If your answers to Questions 1, 4, and 6 are all
in the negative, please set forth all of the facts and
circumstances surrounding the issuance of the cashier's check.

Not applicable

9. Was the cashier's check directly transferred from
your physical possession to the physical possession of any
Maryland National Bank customer?

Yes

10. If your answer to Question 9 is in the affirmative,
please state the name and address of such customer and the
account numbers of all accounts maintained in such customer's
name together with a description of the type of each such account.

Same as #2 above

11. If your answer to Question 9 is in the negative,
please state the name of the person into whose physical possession

you transferred the cashier's check.

Not applicable

12. Please set forth the names of every employee or agent

of the Maryland National Bank who has personal knowledge of any

of the facts set forth in your answers, excluding any persons whose

knowledge is based solely upon examination of documents.

Information necessary to respond was obtained from documentation
in possession of the Bank.

AFFIDAVIT

I, the undersigned, George B. P. Ward, Jr., Vice President of
Maryland National Bank, hereby make oath in due form of law that the
matters and facts set forth herein are true and correct to the best of
my information, knowledge and belief.

Subscrib d and sworn to
this/ day of March, 1980. George B. P. WarT, Jr.

NqMary Public

My Commission Expires:/-/-?''



-nayand national

bank
P.O. BOX 987

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND21203

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 6, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Ward:

I am enclosing a set of written questions, an Order
of the Commission, and a Certificate of Compliance with the
Right to Financial Privacy Act-of 1978, all directed to
Maryland National Bank. It is my understanding that you
are the legal counsel for the bank and these materials have
therefore been mailed to you for answers on its behalf.

I would like to remind you of the provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) which prohibits making public any
Commission investigation without the written consent of
the person with respect to whom such investigation is made
You are advised that no such consent has been given in this
case.

If you have any questions, please call Kevin H. Smith
(202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

Sin ry,

General Counsel

Enclosures

- ~'',,, .

.t ~-
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE WITH
THE RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT

TO: Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

From: Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1158

I hereby certify, pursuant to Section 1103(b) of the
Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, 12 U.S.C. S 3403(b),
that the provisions of the Act have been complied with as
to the enclosed Written Questions Under Order, answers to
which are being ordered pursuant to 12 U.S.C. S 3413(a) and
(g). I further certify that good faith reliance upon this
certificate relieves your institution and its employees and
agents of any possible liability to the customer in connection
with the disclosure of this inf ion.

Date N'.e-Counel
General Counsel
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

ORDER TO ANSWER WRITTEN QUESTIONS

To: Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Re: MUR 1158

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned

matter, the Federal Election Commission hereby orders
Tr

you to submit written answers to the questions attached

to this Order.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must

be forwarded to the Commission within ten (10) days of

C' your receipt of this Order.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election

Commission has hereunto set his hand on March 980.

Ch 'irman

ATTEST:

MatceAe W. EmmonsSecrevary to the Commission



WRITTEN QUESTIONS UNDER ORDER

To: Maryland National Bank
Re : MUR 1158

In accordance with the attached Order of the Federal

Election Comnission issued under the authority of 2 U.S.C.

9 437d(a) (1) as part c_ a lawful investigation being con-

ducted under the authority of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (2), please

submit written answers to the questions below and have an

affidavit signed by the appropriate bank official and notarized.

You are required to submit your answers within ten (10)

days of your receipt of these questions.

You are hereby advised of the provisions of 2 U.S.C.

S 437g(a) (12) which prohibits anyone from making public any

Commission investigation and provides for a fine up to $5,000

for a violation of that provision.

Please set forth your answers in the spaces provided

below each question and return" this original with an original

affidavit attesting to the truth of the answers; the affidavit

must be sworn and notarized.

Considering the possible application of the Right to

Financial Privacy Act of 1978, please do not attach any bank

records to your answers or provide any information not requested

by the questions..

. For the purposes of these written questions, the term
"cashier's check" refers to a cashier's check issued by Maryland

National Bank, Post office Box 987, Baltimore, Maryland 21203,

bearing the notation . near the upper right hand

corner, also bearing the notation " 2' in the upper right

hand corner, and also bearing the following series of numbers

accross the bottom:

For the purposes of these written questions, the term

"Maryland National Bank customer" is defined as any person

in whose name an account is maintained in the Maryland 
National

Bank.

1. Did Maryland National Bank issue the cashier's check

at the request of any Maryland National Bank customer?

-17



Questions to Maryland National
Bank Page 2

2. If your answer to Question 1 is in the affirmative,
please state the name and address of such customer and the
account numbers of all accounts maintained in such customer's
name together with a description of the type of each such
account.

3. If your answer to Question 1 is in the negative,
please state the name of the person who requested the issuance
of the cashier's check.

4. Was the cashier's check issued as a means of withdrawing
funds then on deposit in any account of any Maryland National
Bank customer?

5. If your answer to Question 4 is in the affirmative,
please state the name and address of such customer and the
number of and type of the account from which the withdrawal
was made.

6. If your answer to Question 4 is in the negative, was
the cashier's check issued in consideration of the physical
transfer of cash or of a negotiable instrument or instruments
from a Maryland National Bank customer to the Maryland National
Bank?

7. If your answer to Question 6 is in the affirmative,
please state the name and address of such customer and the
account numbers of all accounts maintained in such customer's
name together with a description of the type of each such
account.



Questions to Maryland National Bank
Page 3

8. If your answers to Questions l, 4, and 6 are all

in the negative, please set forth all of the facts and

circumstances surrounding the issuance of the cashier's check.

9. Was the cashier's check directly transferred from
your physical possession to the physical possession of any

Maryland National Bank customer?

10. If your answer to Question 9 is in the affirmative,
please state the name and address of such customer and the
account numbers of all accounts maintained in such customer's
name together with a description of the type of each such account.

11. If your answer to Question 9 is in the negative,

please state the name of the person into whose physical possession

you transferred the cashier's check.

12. Please set forth the names of every employee or agent

of the Maryland National Bank who has personal knowledge of any

of the facts set forth in your answers, excluding any persons whose

knowledge is based solely upon examination of documents.

- . +



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURNRECEI T USED

George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Ward:

I am enclosing a set of written questions, an Order
of the Commission, and a Certificate of Compliance with the
Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, all directed to
Maryland National Bank. It is my understanding that you
are the legal counsel for the bank and these materials have
therefore been mailed to you for answers on its behalf.

I would like to remind you of the provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) which prohibits making public any
Commission investigation without the written consent of
the person with respect to whom such investigation is made
You are advised that no such consent has been given in this
case.

If you have any questions, please call Kevin H. Smith
(202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

125 K SIRU I N.W.
WASHINCION,D).(. 20461

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE T1. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY

DATE: MARCH 4, 1980

SUBJECT: ORDER IN RELATION TO MUR 1158

The attached order, approved on March 3, 1979

by a vote of 5-0, has been signed and sealed this

date.

ATTACHMENT:
Order - Maryland National Bank



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 1158

Debra J. Hanania )
a.k.a. Debra Hanania Freeman )
a.k.a. Debra Hanania )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on March 3, 1980,

the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the

following actions regarding MUR 1158:

1. Authorize the Order to Maryland National
Bank as attached to the Memorandum to the
Commission undated.

2. Authorize the General Counsel to send the
letter and Certification of Compliance as
attached to the above-named memorandum.

Voting for this determination were Commissioners Aikens,

Harris, McGarry, Reiche, and Tiernan.

Attest:

Date C Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of the CoMmission Secretary: 2-27-80, 4-18
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 2-28-80, 1l:00



February 27, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Jane Colgrove

SUBJECT: MUR 1158

Please have the attached Memo to the Commission on

MUR 1158 distribuqed to the Commission on a 48 hour

tally basis.

Thank you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, ) C 20403

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steel
General Counsel

SUBJECT: Authorization to Issue Order in Connection
with MUR 1158(80)

Attached for Commission approval are an Order and
Written Questions directed to Maryland National Bank in
furtherance of our investigation of the above matter.

The questions are very carefully drafted to come within
12 U.S.C. S 3413(a) and (g) which are exceptions to the notice
requirements of the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978. 1/
The answers will assist us in preparation for the depositions
of Harold H. Harrison and Debra J. Hanania, as well as to gain
evidence concerning the source of the money used to purchase
the subject cashier's check.

NWe will soon be circulating a subpoena for the testimony
of and production of records by the bank's legal officer who
has agreed to provide all relevant records and to explain their
significance provided we follow the proper procedures under the
Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978. Such a subpoena will
require advance notice to Debra J. Hanania who will have the
right to contest the production of her bank records by filing
a motion in district court. Since that procedure may well
prevent us from obtaining all of the relevant evidence from
the bank until after we would otherwise depose Harrison and
Hanania, we have decided to start with these written questions
so that we are assured of having the basic facts about the
cashier's check as soon as possible and without procedural
delays.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Authorize the attached Order to Maryland National Bank.

2. Authorize the General Counsel to send the attached letter
and Certification of Compliance.

Attachments
1. Right to Fiancial Privacy Act of 1978
2. Order (1)
3. Letter (1)
4. Certification of Compliance (1)
5. Authorization Form

1/ See Attachment 1 to Memorandum.
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(crest, proving a claim in tory, or monetary uncions
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debt, or processing an ap-..' (c) Disclosure pursuant to In. of that person who utilized or is utilizing any service
plication with regard to a ternal Revenue Code.
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thority; contents. of other courts. financial institution any of the following which has stal
(b) Authorization as condition of if) Disclosure pursuant to ad. ty to examine the financial condition or business ope

doing business prohibited. ministrative subpena issued
(c) Right of customer to access by administrative law institution- -

to financial institution's ,udge. (A) the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporatior
record of disclosures. . (g) Disclosure pursuant to legiti. (B) the Federal Savings and Loan Insurance
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§ 3401. Definitions or the information contained in the financial records o

For the purpoe of this Chapter the term- from a financial institution unless the financial records arc

(1) "financial institution" means any office of a bank, savings scribed and-

bank, card issuer as defined in section 1602 (n) of Title 15, industrial (1) such customer has authorized such dialouro

owith section 3404 of this title;
SAW 329

Pit-



AND BANKING BANKS AND BANKING 12 § 3402

OFINANCIAL PRIVACY [NEW] TA loan company, trust company, savings and loan, building and loan,
or homestead association (including cooperative banks), credit union,

Sec. (h) Mailing of copy of certifica- or consumer finance institution, located in any State or territory of the

G(by- tior and notice to customer. United States, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, Guam, Amer- '

,ited; (c) Court-ordered delays In mail, can Samoa, or the Virgin Islands;
ing.

ords. (d) Exchanges (if examination re- (2) "financial record" means an original of, a copy of, or infor-
;nan- ports by supervisory agen- mation known to have been derived from, any record held by a
ited. cies. transfer of financial
eer- records to defend customer financial institution pertaining to a customer's relationship with I

iance action; withholding of in- . the financial institution; .
formation.

mient 3413. Exeoptions. (3) "Government authority" means any agency or department of
of (a) Disclosure of financial rec- (n

rec- ords not identified with the United States, or any officer, employee, or agent thereof;particular customr. :%r 
, .

dent (b) Disclosure pursuant to exer-" (4) "person" means an Individual or a partnership of five or

in- eise of supervisory, reiula- fewer individuals;
in- tory, or monetary funcions (5) "customer" means any person or authorized representativeof financial institutions.

oap- (c) Disclosure pursuant to In- of that person who utilized or is utilizing any service of a financial
ternal Revenue Code. o ta p wozf n

loan (d) Disclosure pursuant to Fed- institution, or for whom a financial institution is acting or has acted
eral statute or rule promul- as a fiduciary, in relation to an account maintained in the person's

cus- (e) gated thereunder. 4'S'"'

cus- (e) Disclosure pursuant to Fed-ir name;
cltu- eral Rules of Criminal Pro-
au- cedure or comparable rules (6) "supervisory agency" means, with respect to any particular '

of other courts. financial institution any of the following which has statutory authori-
I of f) Disclosure pursuant to ad- f i ti as
ed ministrative subpena Issued ty to examine the financial condition or business operations of that
cess ',, by administrative law institution-
on's udge.

ni Disclosure pursuant to legiti- (A) the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation;
'us-.' mate law enforcement in- (B) the Federal Savings and Loan Insurance Corporation; I
ate- quiry respecting name, ad-its; dress, account number,(C) the Federal Home Loan Bank Board;

type of account of particu- (D) the National Credit Union Administration;
m- lar customers. (E) the Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System;

(h Disclosure pursuant to law- (F) the Comrollero h Crey;
ful proceeding, investiga- F) the Comptroller of the Currency;

ties tion, etc., directed at fi-
nancial institution or legal (G) the Securities and Exchange Commission;

tice entity or consideration or (H) the Secretary of the Treasury, with respect to the Bank
administration respecting Secrecy Act and the Currency and Foreign Transactions Report-

ail- Government loans, loan ing Act (Public Law 91-508, title I and II); or
guarantees, etc. •ssu-
ice pant (1) any State banking or securities department or agency;.....ance of sub pena or court and:

order respecting grand Jury and
ent proceeding.

n (J) Disclosure pursuant to pro- (7) "law enforcement inquiry" means a lawful investigation or
ra- ceedinw, investigation. etc., official proceeding inquiring into a violation of, or failure to comply
ex- instituted by General Ac-
;eat counting Office and direct- with, any criminal or civil statute or any regulation, rule, or order

ed at a government author- issued pursuant thereto.
Ing ity.
in- 3414 Special procedures. .. Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1101, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3697.

3415. Cost reimbursement. s
n. 3416. Jurisdiction. References In Text. The Bank Secrecy 197, see section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-M, "t
ler 3417. Civil penalties. Act. referred to in par. (6oH). probably out as a note under section 375b of this

(a) Liability of agencies or de- means Title I of Pub.L. 91-508. Oct. 26. title. 'A
partments of United States 1970. 84 Stat. 1114, which enacted chapter Short Title. Section 1100 of Pub.L. 95-

or or financial institutions. 21 and sections 18-.91 and 1730d of this 630 provided that: 'This title (which en-
,p.- Disciplinary action for will- title. acted this chapter) may be cited as the

ful or intentional violation The Currency and Foreign Transactions 'Right to Financial Privacy Act of 197%'."
n- of chapter by agents or em- Reporting Act. referred to in par. (6}(H), Legislative History. For legislative

ployees of department or is Title 11 of Pub.l,. 91-508, Oct. 26, 1970. history and purpose of Pub.L. 95-630. see

"agency. 84 Stat. 111S, which is classified to sec- 1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Adm.News, p.
(c) Good faith defense. tion 1061 et seq. of this title. 9273.

I- (d) Exclusive judicial remedies Effective Date. Section effective upon
and sanctions. the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10,

:!1. 3418. Injunctive relief. . ,,.
3419. Suspension of limitations.
3420. Grand Jury information.
3421. Reporting requirements. § 3402. Access to financial records by Government authorities pro-

Is 3422. Applicability to Securities and hibited; exceptions
Exchange Commission.

Except as provided by section 3403(c) or (d), 3413, or 3414 of this

title, no Government authority may have access to or obtain copies of,
or the information contained in the financial records of any customer

the term- from a financial institution unless the financial records are reasonably de-

means any office of a bank, savings scribed and-

section 1602(n) of Title 15, industrial (1) such customer has authorized such disclosure in accordance

Ina with section 3404 of this title;
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(2) such financial records are disclosed in response to an-amln. mnent authority seeking to obtain sut
Istrative subpena or summons which meets the requirements of see- n
tion 3405 of this title; (ent which o(1) authorizes such disclol

(3) such financial records are disclosed in response to a search t months; 1:
warrant which meets the requirements of section 3406 of this title; f. (2) states that the customt

(4) such financial records are disclosed in response to a Judicial ,' any time before the financial re
" subpena which meets the requirements of section 3407 of this title; " (3) identifies the financial

.... .... or- disclosed;
(5) such financial records are disclosed in response to a formal " 4) specifies the purposes fc

written request which meets the requirements of section 3408 of . .ty to which, such records may I
this title. (5) states the customer's rit

Pub.L. 95-630, Title X, 1 1102, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3697. ' Authorization as condltion
Effective Date. Section effective upon Legislative History. For legislative (b) No such authorization shallthe expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10. history and purpose of Puh.l,. N-a tl, see1978. see section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-30, set 1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Adm.Newa, . business with any financial institut

out as a note under section 375b of this 9273.
title.- night of customer to ace,• 'A!reaord nf

§ 8408. Confidentiality of financial records-Releae of records by (c) The customer has the right,
financial Institutions prohibited tains a court order as provided in

(a) No financial institution, or officer, employees, or agent of a finan- copy of the record which the finv
cial Institution, may provide to any Government authority access to or stances in which the customer's
copies of, or the information contained in, the financial records of any authority pursuant to this section,V , customer except in accordance with the provisions of this chapter. ment authority to which such disclo

Release of records upon certification of compliance with chapter Notification of rights to eUSt
(b) A financial institution shall not release the financial records of of customens 5

a customer until the Government authority seeking such records certifies (d) All financial institutions sb
in writing to the financial institution that it has complied with the mers of their rights under this chi
applicable provisions of this chapter. Federal Reserve System shall pre

under this chapter. Any financial
Notification to Government authority of existence of relevant a statement of customers' rights P

(c)IT Nohn nt I nformation In records to be in compliancu with this subsec(c) Nothing in this chapter shall preclude any financial institution, or Pub.L. 95-630, Titll, XI, § 1104,
- ............. any officer, employee, or agent of a financial institution, from notifying f -Effective Dote. ge, tl,,n effective UPi

L. , * a Government authority that such institution, or officer, employee, or the expiration of 120 ,.isi after Nov. 1'
agent has information which may be relevant to a possible violation of 1978, see section 2101 of l'ub.L. 95-30.
any statute or regulation. out as a note under section 375b of th

title.
Release of records as Incident to perfection of seeurity inter at. proving a 3405. Administrative subpenclaim In bankruptcy, collecting a debt, or processing an application

with regard to a Government loan. loan guarantee* ete. A Government authority may
(d) (1) Nothing in this chapter shall preclude a financial institution, 3402(2) of this title pursuant to

as an incident to perfecting a security interest, proving a claim in bank- otherwise authorized by law only
ruptcy, or otherwise collecting on a debt owing either to the financial

* institution itself or in its role as a fiduciary, from providing copies of any (1) there is reason to bel
financial record to any court or Government authority. vant to a legitimate law enfor

- (2) Nothing In this chapter shall preclude a financial institution, as (2) a copy of the subpena

an incident to processing an application for assistance to a customer in customer or mailed to his lW.
the form of a Government loan, loan guaranty, or loan insurance agree- on which the subpena or F
ment, or as an incident to processing a default on, or administering, a institution together with the
Government guaranteed or insured loan, from initiating contact with an - reasonable specificity the nat
appropriate Government authority for the purpose of providing any -' "Records or information c
financial record necessary to permit such authority to carry out its financial institution named ix

-', ":-: , responsibilities under a loan, loan guaranty, or loan insurance agreement. being sought by this (agency
Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1103, Nov. 10. 1978, 92 Stat. 3698. eRight to Financial Privacy

-.. Effective Date. Section effective upon Legisiative History. For legislative If you desire that such recor
the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10. hist,,ry and purpose of Pub.L. 95-30. see you must:
1978, see section 2101 of Pub.L. 9.5-630. set 1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Admn.News, p. 1. Fill out the a,out as a note under section 375h of this 9273.title. statement or write one

customer whose record,
§ 8404. Customer authorization-Statement furnished by customer to sent and either giving

financial insttution and Government authority; contents are not relevant to the I.
(a) A customer may authorize disclosure under section 3402(1) of in this notice or any

this title If he furnishes to the financial institution and to the Govern- release of the records.330
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closed in response to an admin-meets the requirements of ee- ment authority seeking to obtain such disclosure a signed and dated state- -_-_....._---_____ment which-

;closed in response to a search (1) authorizes such disclosure for a period not in excess of three
ts of section 3406 of this title; months;(2) states that the customer may revoke such authorization atclosed in response to a Judicial any time before the financial records are disclosed;
ts of section 3407 of this title; (3) Identifies the financial records which are authortzea to u e-

disclosed;closed in response to a formal %4) specifies the purposes for which, and the Government authori- Iluirements of section 3408 of ty to which, such records may be disclosed; and
1978, 92 Stat. 3697. :. -(5) states the customer's rights under this chapter. .Authorisation as condition of doing business prohibitedislativo History. For legislative
Y and purpose of Pub.L. 9630 see No such authorization shall be required as a condition of doingI.SCode Cong. and Adm.News, p. business with any financial institution.

IM -Right of customer to access to financial institution'srecoid of disclosuresecords-.Reews of records byreododiiors() The customer has the right, unless the Government authority ob-tains a court order as provided in section 3409 of this title, to obtain a)imployees. or agent of a finan- copy of the record which the financial institution shall keep of all in-rnmagt authority access to or stances in which the customer's record is disclosed to a Governmentthe financial records of any authority pursuant to this section, including the identity of the Govern-visio of this chapter. ment authority to which such disclosure is made.
compliance with chapter Notification of rights to customers preparation of statementleas 4he financial records of of customera' rights complianceseeking such records certifies (d) All financial institutions shall promptly notify all of their custo-at I ._bas complied with the mers of their rights under this chapter. The Board of Governors of theFederal Reserve System shall prepare a statement of customers' rights . ." under this chapter. Any financial institution that provides its customersof existece of relevat a statement of customers' rights prepared by the Board shall be deemedle any financial institution, o to be in compliance with this subsection.ial idititution, from notifying Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, § 1104, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3698.-ion, or officer, employee, or Effective Date. Section effective upon Legislative History. For legislativeant ts- a possible violation of the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10, history and purpose of Pub.L. 9,-630, see19078, see section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-430. set 1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Adm.News. P.out as a note under section 375b of this 9273.title . -

f Seeupity Interest. proving aproeesinganapplicatlen § 3405. Administrative subpena and summonsclude a financial institution, A Government authority may obtain financial records under sectionest, proving a claim in bank- 3402(2) of this title pursuant to an administrative subpena or summons
)wing either to the financial otherwise authorized by law only if-from providing copies of any (1) there is reason to believe that the records sought are role-authority. vant to a legitimate law enforcement inquiry;le a financial institution, as (2) a copy of the subpena or summons has been served upon theassistance to a customer in customer or mailed to his last known address on or before the dateIty, or loan insurance agree- on which the subpena or summons was served on the financialault on, or administering, a institution together with the following notice which shall state with .M initiating contact with an reasonable specificity the nature of the law enforcement inquiry: ... ., -purpose of providing any "Records or information concerning your transactions held by theauthority to carry out its financial institution named in the attached subpena or summons arer loan insurance agreement. being sought by this (agency or department) in accordance with the78. 92 Stat. 3698. Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following purpose:tire History. For legislatve If you desire that such records or information not be made available,ad purpose of Pub.L. 95-430. seaCode Cong. and Adm.News, P. you must:

"1. Fill out the accompanying motion paper and sworn
statement or write one of your own, stating that you are the'nt furnished by customer to customer whose records are being requested by the Govern-

; contents .. ment and either giving the reasons you believe that the records
under section 3402(1) of are not relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry stated

.itution and to the Govern- in -this notice or any other legal basis for objecting to the
release of the records.• ,. ~~~~~331 .... .....
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"2. File the motion and statement by mailing or delivering by the court that such notice wOun
them to the clerk of any one of the following United States concerning . You may hal
district courts: Privacy Act Of 2979.".

"3. Serve the Government authority requesting the records .Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1106, NO
by mailing or delivering a copy of your motion and statement to *. References in Text. The Federal Rull

"4. Be prepared to come to court and present your position of Criminal Procedure, referred to
in frthe detil. uhsee. (a), are set out in Title 18, COW'.... d ioneutohvealayrathuh oin further detail. and Criminal Procedure."S. You do not need to have a lawyer, although you may 19TherRightttoFinancial Privacy Act
wishto mplo on toreprsen youand197, referred to in text, is classifiedwish to employ one to represent you and protect your rights. this chapter.

If you do not follow the above procedures, upon the expiration of t ve ate. o ecion effective .upt

ten days from the date of service or fourteen days from the date aOf Mailing of this notice, the records or information req d 8407. Judicial ubpe
therein will be made available. These records may be transferred A Government authority may
to other Government authorities for legitimate law enforcement 3402(4) of this title pursuant to J,inquiries, in which event you will be notified after the transfer."; (1) such subpena is auth
and believe that the records soug

(3) ten days have expired from the date of service of the notice forcement inquiry;
or fourteen days have expired from the date of mailing the notice (2) a copy of the subpen
to the customer and within such time period the customer has not or mailed to his last known
filed a sworn statement and motion to quash in an appropriate court, the subpena was served on
or the customer challenge provisions of section 3410 of this title the following notice which
have been complied with, the nature of the law enforcerPub.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1105, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3699. "Records or information c

- References in Text. The Right to Fl- out as a note under section 375b of this held by the financial Institulnancial Privacy Act of 1978, referred to title. being sought by this (agencyin par. (2), is classified to this chapter. Legislative History. For legislativeEffective Date. Nsection effective upon himtory and purpose (of Pub.L. 95-M0, see ance with the Right to Finathe expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10. 1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Adm.News, p. ing purpose: If you desire I1978, see section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-30, set 9273. made available, you must:
§ 8406. Search warrants--Applicability of Federal Rules of Criminal. 1. Fill out the a(

Procedure statement or write one
(a) A Government authority may obtain financial records under section customer whose recordcumer anihoer giving

3402(3) of this title only if it obtains a search warrant pursuant to the ment anr lethr giving
.. " A Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. are not relevant to ti.. . stated in this notice or

Mailing of eopy and notice to eustomer the release of the record:(b) No later than ninety days after the Government authority serves "2. File the motionthe search warrant, it shall mail to the customer's last known address a them to the clerk of the
copy of the search warrant together with the following notice: "3. Serve the Govei

"Records or information concerning your transactions held by the fi- by mailing or deliverin
nancial institution named in the attached search warrant were obtained to "4. Be prepared to
by this (agency or department) on (date) for the following purpose:

You may have rights under the Right to Financial Privacy Act in further detail.
of 1978.". You do not ne,

wish to employ one toCourt-ordered delays In mailing If you do not follow the abc(c) Upon application of the Government authority, a court may grant days from the date of sera delay in the mailing of the notice required in subsection (b) of this mailing of this notice, the
section, which delay shall not exceed one hundred and eighty days fol- will be made available. T)lowing the service of the warrant, if the court makes the findings required government authorities for
In section 3409(a) of this title. If the court so finds, it shall enter an which event you will be notif
ex parte order granting the requested delay and an order prohibiting the (3) ten days have expir
financial institution from disclosing that records have been obtained or days from the date of m:that a search warrant for such records has been executed. Additional within such time period t
delays of up to ninety days may be granted by the court upon application, ment and motion to quashbut only in accordance with this subsection. Upon expiration of the challenge provisions of sect
period of delay of notification of the customer, the following notice shall with.
be mailed to the customer along with a copy of the search warrant: Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1107,

"Records or information concerning your transactions held by the fi- References in Text. The Right t,
I.tayiitl i'rivn'Y Ac.t of 19.0 referre

nancial institution named in the attached search warrant were obtained in par. (2), is (cissflfed to this ehabc Effective l)ate. Section effectiveby this (agency or department) on (date). Notification was delayed eti expiraticn of 120 days after No%beyond the statutory ninety-day delay period pursuant to a determination 1101- c .c.Icn 21(,1 ,f 1'ucb.L. 95-63'
32
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a and statement by mailing or delivering by the court that such notice would seriously Jeopardize an investigation
any one of the following United States concerning . You may have rights under the Right to Financial

Privacy Act of 1978.".•rnment authority requesting the records' Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1106, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3700.g a copy of your motion and statement to' References in Text. The Federal Rules 1978. see section 2101 of Put.IL. 9-630, setcome to court and present your position' of Criminal Procedure, referred to in out as a noite under section 375b of this
butbsec. (a), are set out in Title 1, Crimes title.
and Criminal 'rncedure. Legislative History. For legislative,ed to have a lawyer, although You may rhe Right to Financial P'rivacy Act of history and purpose of Pub.r.. 95-630. erepresent you and protect your rights. 1078, referred to in text, is classified to 1978 V.S.Code Cong. and Adm.News, p. I a
this chapter. 9273. . P.

Effeetive Date. Reetton effective uponbore procedures, upon the expiration of the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10,
service or fourteen days from the datethe records or information requested § 8407. Judicial subpenatble. These records may be transferred A Government authority may obtain financial records under section ,-orities for legitimate law enforcement O 3402(4) of this title pursuant to judicial subpena only if-

ou will be notified after the transfer."; (1) such subpena is authorized by law and there is reason to
Ike, believe that the records sought are relevant to a legitimate law en-

d from the date of service of the notice forcement inquiry;,ed from the date of mailing the notice' (2) a copy of the subpena has been served upon the customersuch time period the customer has not or mailed to his last known address on or before the date on whichmotion to quash in an appropriate court, the subpena was served on the financial institution together with Osprovisions of section 3410 of this title the following notice which shall state with reasonable specificityo4 1 9the nature of the law enforcement inquiry:NO..0, 1978, 92 Stat. 3699. "Records or information concerning your transactions which arel'- out as a note under section 375b of this held by the financial institution named in the attached subpena areto Jitle.....er. Legislative History. For legislative being sought by this (agency or department or authority) in accord-o hist ory and purpose of pub.. 95-630. see ance with the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the follow- .!0. 197 U.S.Code C:ong. and Ads.News, p. Ing purpose: If you desire that such records or information not be
made available, you must:piicability of Federal Rules of Criminal"  

"1. Fill out the accompanying motion paper and sworn ...
statement or write one of your own, stating that you are thety obtain financial records under section customer whose records are being requested by the Govern-taingia search warrant pursuant to the ment and either giving the reasons you believe that the recordsre. . are not relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquirystated in this notice or any other legal basis for objecting tolisd notice te customer .. the release of the records.after the Government authority serves "2. File the motion and statement by mailing or deliveringo the customer's last known address a them to the clerk of the Court.with the following notice: ."3. Serve the Government authority requesting the records•ning your transactions held by the fi- by mailing or delivering a copy of your motion and statementtttached search warrant were obtained to . psion (date) for the following purpose: "4. Be prepared to come to court and present your positionler the Right to Financial Privacy Act in further detail,

"5. You do not need to have a lawyer, although you may
delays in mailing wish to employ one to represent you and protect your rights.
ernnent authority, a court may If you do not follow the above procedures, upon the expiration of tengrant days from the date of service or fourteen days from the date ofice required in subsection (b) of this mailing of this notice, the records or information requested therein:ed one hundred and eighty days fol- will be made available. These records may be transferred to otherf the court makes the findings required government authorities for legitimate law enforcement inquiries, in .f the court so finds, it shall enter an which event you will be notified after the transfer;" and " - .ed delay and an order prohibiting the (3) ten days have expired from the date of service or fourteen; that records have been obtained or days from the date of mailing of the notice to the customer and .cords has been executed. Additional within such time period the customer has not filed a sworn state-
graned t he c uropnnp lcai n m e t and m otion to quash In an appropriate court, or the custom er -subsetonr tpon expiration of the challenge provisions of section 3410 of this title have been compli':le customer, the following notice shall with.

h a copy of the search warrant: Pub.L. 95-636, Title XI, § 1107, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3700.ing Your transactions held by the f- ' References in Text. The Right to Fi- out as a note under section 375b of thi-tached search warrant were obtained !iancial Privay Act of 197S. referred to tithe.in- par. t2). is classified to this chalpter. Leglilative History. For Ithgislativ4en (date). Notification was delayed . Effective iatp. ,e,'tion effective upon history and purpose of Pub.I,. 95430, S,_
Y period pursuant to a determination the expiratin of 120 days after Nov. 10, 1978 .S.Code cong. and Ad.ews, i.

1'j. see section 2101 of PubI.. 95-i 30. set 9273.
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§ 8408. Formal written request 3412(b) of this tite may be delaye

A Government authority may request financial records under section the presiding Judge or magistrate fing

3402(5) of this title pursuant to a formal written request only if diction of the Government auti

(1) no administrative summons or subpena authority reasonably (2) there is reason to belie
appears to be available to that Government authority to obtain f. - relevant to a legitimate law enfc
nancial records for the purpose for which such records are sought; (3) there is reason to belie",

(2) the request is authorized by regulations promulgated by the (A) endangering life o1
head of the agency or department; (B) flight from proseCu

(3) there is reason to believe that the records sought are rele- (C) destruction of or ta
vant to a legitimate law enforcement inquiry; and (D) intimidation of pot,

(4) (A) a copy of the request has been served upon the customer (E) otherwise seriousl.
or mailed to his last known address on or before the date on which ficial proceeding or undul
the request was made to the financial institution together with the proceeding to the same e,
following notice which shall state with reasonable specificity the ceedijig I subparagraphi.
nature of the law enforcement inquiry:

"Records or information concerning your transactions held by the An application for delay must be in
financial institution named in the attached request are being sought
by this (agency or department) in accordance with the Right to cvuinh of delay ordet dgi sti
Financial Privacy Act of 1978 for the following purpose:

"If you desire that such records or information not be made avail- (b) (1) If the court makes the

able, you must: (2), and (3) of subsection (a) of
"1. Fill out the accompanying motion paper and sworn order granting the requested delay

statement or write one of your own, stating that you are the and an order prohibiting the fin.

. customer whose records are being requested by the Govern- ecord have bee oeor ha
- ment and either giving the reasons you believe that the records except that, if the records have b

are not relevant to the legitimate law enforcement inquiry exercising financial controls over
stated in this notice or any other legal basis for objecting to under section 5(b) of the Trading

the release of the records. Emergency Economic Powers Act

"2. File the motion and statement by mailing or delivering Participation Act, and the court fi
them to the clerk of any one of the following United States such notice may endanger the liv

District Courts: group of customers, or any perso

"3. Serve the Government authority requesting the records a customer, the court may specify t)

V by mailing or delivering a copy of your motion and statement (2) Extensions of the delay of
to ninety days each may be gran

"4. Be prepared to come to court and present your position only in accordance with this subsec
in further detail. (3) Upon expiration of the per

"5. You do not need to have a lawyer, although you may graph (1) or (2). the customer a
wish to employ one to represent you and protect your rights, the process or request together

If you do not follow the above procedures, upon the expiration state with reasonable specificity
of ten days from the date of service or fourteen days from the date quiry:

[ of mailing of this notice, the records or information requested there- "Records or information conce
in may be made available. These records may be transferred to by the financial institution named
other Government authorities for legitimate law enforcement in- supplied to or requested by th(
quiries, in which event you will be notified after the transfer;" and process or request on (date). 1,

(B) ten days have expired from the date of service or fourteen determination by the (title of (
* days from the date of mailing of the notice by the customer and Financial Privacy Act of 1978

within such time period the customer has not filed a sworn state- The purpose of
ment and an application to enjoin the Government authority in an was
appropriate court, or the customer challenge provisions of section
3410 of this title have been complied with. Notice requirement respecttng

Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, I 1108, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3701. (c) When access to financial
,- -Referencee in Text. The Right to Fin- out as a note under section 3751 ,of this .1414(bi of this title (emergency

ancial Privacy Act of 1978. referred to in title.
par. 44), is classified to this chapter. Leglslative 1ii.tory. For legislative unless a court has authorized del

Effective Date. Section effective upon History antl purpo*-e of Pub.L. 95-. see and (b of this section. as se0
the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10, 1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Admn.News, p.
1978, see section 2101 of P'ub.L. 95-630, set 9273. obtained serve upon the custome

to his last known address, a cot
§ 3409. Delayed notice--Application by Government authority; find- ticmn together with the following

ings specificity the nature of the law e

(a) Upon application of the Government authority, the customer notice "Records concerning your tra.
required under section 3404(c), 3405(2), 3406(c), 3407(2), 3408(4), or named in the attached request

334

RA A, I4. I-4. -

~ .--

AM4 .. t~



AND BANKING 9 BANKS AND BANKING* 12 § 3409
eat 12(b) of this title may be delayed by order of an appropriate court if

request financial records under sectin he presiding judge or magistrate finds that-

ua formal written request only if-sOn (1) the investigation being conducted Is within the lawful Juris-
oediction of the Government authority seeking the financial records;

thatn Gorn inen authority reasonably (2) there Is reason to believe that the records being sought arethat Government authordty to Obtain fi relevant to a legitimate law enforcement Inquiry; andpose for which such records are sought; (3) there Is reason to believe that such notice will result In-
rized by regulations promulgated by the (A) endangering life or physical safety of any person;
•elieve that the records sought are rele (1) flight from prosecution;

reement Inquiry; and e , (C) destruction of or tampering with evidence;
(D) intimidation of potential witnesses; or

luest has been ere the the custo er (E) otherwise seriously jeopardizing an investigation or of-
i address on or before the date on wih h ficial proceeding or unduly delaying a trial or ongoing official

ie financial institution together with the proceeding to the same extent as the circums'ances In the pre-.11 state with reasonable specificity thie I'

it Inquiry: ceeding I subparagraphs.
concerning your transactions held by the An application for delay must be made with reasonable specificity.
in the attached request are being sought
isent) in accordance with the Right to Grunt of delay orders duration and peelficatlional extenslonal
i for the following purpose: copy of request and notice to customer

ecords or information not be made avail- (b) (1) If the court makes the findings required in paragraphs (1).
(2), and (3) of subsection (a) of this section, it shall enter an ex parte

ccompanying motion paper and sworn order granting the requested delay for a period not to exceed ninety days
of your own, stating that you are the and an order prohibiting the financial institution from disclosing that

's are being requested by the Govern- records have been obtained or that a request for records has been made,
the reasons you believe that the records except that, if the records have been sought by a Government authority

Ie legitimate law enforcement inquiry exercising financial controls over foreign accounts in the United States
- any other legal basis for objecting to under section 5(b) of the Trading with the Enemy Act, the International
s. Emergency Economic Powers Act, or section 5 of the United Nations
and statement by mailing or delivering Participation Act, and the court finds that there is reason to believe that

Lny one of the following United States such notice may endanger the lives or physical safety of a customer or 4
group of customers, or any person or group of persons associated with

nment authority requesting the records a customer, the court may specify that the delay be indefinite.
a copy of your motion and statement (2) Extensions of the delay of notice provided in paragraph (1) of up

to ninety days each may be granted by the court upon application, but -
iome to court and present your position only in accordance with this subsection.

(3) Upon expiration of the period of delay of notification under para- 7

,1to hayou an prtect altourght ouma graph (1) or (2). the customer shall be served with or mailed a copy of
pre9t you and protect your rights. the process or request together with the following notice which shall

-tbove procedures, upon the expiration state with reasonable specificity the nature of the law enforcement in-
serve or fourteen days from the date quiry:
records or information requested there- "Records or information concerning your transactions which are held

Thgwe records may be transferred to by the financial institution named in the attached process or request were
5 for legitimate law enforcement In- supplied to or requested by the Government authority' named in the
:ill be notified after the transfer;" and process or request on ((ate). Notification was withheld pursuant to a
I from the date of service or fourteen determination by the (title of court so ordering) under the Right to
ng of the notice by the customer and Financial Privacy Act of 1978 that such notice might (state reason).
cust6mer has not filed a sworn state- The purpose of the investigation or official proceeding

-njoin the Government authority in an was "
stom~r challenge provisions of section
rplied with. t
W. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. .3701. Notice requirement respeeting emergency nacenn to financial records

fl- out as a note under rcti n 375! ot this (c) When access to financial records is obtained pursuant to section
in title. 3414 (b) of this title (emergency access). the Government authority shall,

Leaiative Ili%1or.v. For legislative unless a court has authorized delay of notice pursuant to subsections 14. "0n 1-istr (' nrS.urpoae of Pub.L. 1).'-, see and (h) of this sction, as sootn as practicabie after such records ar.
A 17. p obtained serve upon the customer, or mail by registered or certified mail

to his last known address, a copy of the request to the financial institu-
':ation by Government authority; find. tion together with the following notice which shall state with reasonabl'

specificity the nature of the law enforcement inquiry:
ernment authority, the customer notice "Records concerning your transactions held by the financial institution
105(2). 3406(c), 3407(2), 3408(4). or named in the attached request were obtained by agency or department)
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12 § 3409 ANKS AND BANKING BANKS AND

under the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978 on (date) for the DeeblenUfollowing purpose: Emergency access to such records (c) If the court finds that the aPPwas obtained on the grounds that (state grounds).", the financial records sought by the GCthere is a demonstrable reason to b*Preservation of memorndums, aflidavits or other papers quiry is legitimate and a reasonable
(d) Any memorandum, affidavit, or other paper filed in connection relevant to that inquiry, it shall den)with a request for delay in notification shall be preserved by the court, the case of an administrative summon

Upon petition by the customer to whom such records pertain, the court warrant, order such process entorce,. may order disclosure of such papers to the petitioner unless the court plicant is the customer to whom themakes the findings required In subsection (a) of this section. authority pertain, and that there is n
S.... -Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1109, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3702. that the law enforcement inquiry Is

'...I 'So In original. Probably should read "preceding". that the records sought are relevant t
Referenes In Text. Section 5(h) of the The Right to Financial Privacy Act (of been substantial compliance with theTrading with the Enemy Act. referred to 1978, referred to in subsecs.(b(3I and orer hen pcs qahe or shlin subsec. (b)(1), is classified to section corder the process quashed or shall5(b) of the Appendix to Title 50, War Effective Date. Section effective Ul",n formal written r~quest.and National lefense. the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10, ApThe International Emergency Economic 1978, see section 2101 of 1'ub.L. 95-630, setPowers Act, referred to in subsec. b)(1), lit as a note under section 375b of this (d) A court ruling denying a motiis Title 11 of i'uh.L. 1#5-=2. loe. 28, 1977. title.91 Stat. 1M6, which is classified to sec- Legislative History. For legislatiVe shall not be deemed a final order ation 1701 et seq. of Title 59. War and Na- history and purpose (if Pub.e. 951-3, 8e. taken therefrom by the customer. Antional l)efense. 1i97 l'.S.Code Cong. and Adn0.News, 1. or application under this section maySection 5 of the United Nations Partici- 9273.pation Act, referred to in subsec. (b)ti). such period of time as provided by la'is classified to section 287c of Title 22, order in any legal proceeding initite" -i • ~~~Fo re ig n R e la tio n s a n d In terco u rse.o r e i n n y l a p o ed g l lt t eSre Rannnupon the financial records, or (2) wi
§ 3410. Customer challenges--Filing of motion to quash or applica. [that no legal proceeding is contempl

........ tion to enjoin; proper court; contents authority obtaining the financial reco
(a) Within ten days of service or within fourteen days of mailing of a when a determination has been m&(

subpena. summons, or formal written request, a customer may file a him is contemplated. After one hun(motion to quash an administrative summons or judicial subpena, or an of the motion or application, if theapplication to enjoin a Government authority from obtaining financial records has not initiated such a procrecords pursuant to a formal written request, with copies served upon Government authority shall certify tcthe Government authority. A motion to quash a judicial subpena shall determination has been made. The c- - -- --. " be filed in the court which issued the subpena. A motion to quash an tions be made, at reasonable interval.... .... administrative summons or an application to enjoin a Government author- to the customer has occurred or a leg.
ity from obtaining records pursuant to a formal written request shall be in clause (A).
filed in the appropriate United States district court. Such motion or Sole Judicial remedy 9
application shall contain an affidavit or sworn statement- (e) The challenge procedures of

(1) stating that the applicant is a customer of the financial in- dicial remedy available to a customstitution from which financial records pertaining to him have been records pursuant to this chapter.sought; and Affect on challenieS b,;
(2) stating the applicant's reasons for believing that the financial f) othing in this chapter shallrecords sought are not relevant to the legitimate law enforcement (f)ina i n to challengehreq

inquiry stated by the Government authority in its notice, or that financial institution to challenge req
there has not been substantial compliance with the provisions of this ment authority under existing law.chapter, 

a customer to assert the rights of a finehabe Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1110, Nov.
Service shall be made under this section upon a Government authority References in Text. Rule 5(b) of theby delivering or mailing by registered or certified mail a copy of the Federal 1,ules of Civil Procedure, re-papers to the person, office, or department specified in the notice which ferred td in subsec. (5), is set out in Ti-customer tie 28, Judiciary and Judicial Procedure.the has received pursuant to this chapter. For the purposes of Effective Date. Section effective uponthis section, -delivery" has the meaning stated in rule 5(b) of the Federal the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10,
Rules of Civil Procedure. 1978. see section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-4M0, set

. : ... . § 3411. Duty of financial institua
Filing of response; additional proceedings Upon receipt of a request for finn,aut ority under section 3405 or 34017

(b) If the court finds that the customer has complied with subsection i shall. unless oierwise provided by(a) of this section. it shall order the Government authority to file a , nless otheruse propided toresponse, requested and Must be preaedtsworn response, which may be filed in camera if the Government includes authority upon receipt of the certifiin its response the reasons which make in camera review appropriate, of this title.
If the court is unable to determine the motion or application on the basis Pub.L. 95-630, Title X, § 1111, Nov.of the parties' initial allegations and response, the court may conduct i ffe'tie ate. - effective upon
such additional proceedings as it deems appropriate. All such proceedings ite expirati4li "f 1X days after Nov. 10,shall be completed and the motion or application decided within seven 19, see section 2101 of I'ub.L. T05-30. setInut as a note under section 345b of thiscalendar days of the filing of the Government's response. tite.336 3
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D BANKINd BANKS AND BANKING § 3411
-acy Act of 1978 o (date) for the D eciesi n t f ot

Emergency access to such records )It the court finds that the applicant i not the customer to whom
ite grounds).". * financial records sought by the Government authority pertain, or that

", affidavits, or other papers lere is a demonstrable reason to believe that the law enforcement in-
siry is legitimate and a reasonable belief that the records sought are

• or other paper filed in connection Ilevant to that inquiry, it shall deny the motion or application, and, in
tion shall be preserved by the court. he case of an administrative summons or court order other than a search
'horn such records pertain, the Court Warrant, order such process enforced. If the court finds that the ap-
's to the petitioner unless the court Flicant is the customer to whom the records sought by the Government
tion (a) of this section. uthority pertain, and that there is not a demonstrable reason to believe
10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3702. hat the law enforcement inquiry is legitimate and a reasonable belief
preceding". hat the records sought are relevant to that Inquiry, or that there has not

T9h, efetrred to Islpsin -rvcyAt "f been substantial compliance with the provisions of this chapter, it shall1978, referredl to in sajlseea. (b)(:53an
(c). is classified to tils chapter. (bi order the process quashed or shall enjoin the Government authority's

Effective i1ate. Section effective up,, ormal written request.
the expirati,,n of 1U0 ys after Nov. w
1978, see setion 2101 of i'ub.L. 95-t,. set' ApiCals
outit le. a ntnder section 3751) of this (d) A court ruling denying a motion or application under this section

Legislative li.tory. For iegistnv, shall not be deemed a final order and no interlocutory appeal may be
historr and i~ur lime of Puh.L. 95-6130. see taken therefrom by the customer. An appeal of a ruling denying a motion
1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Adi.News,
9273. ar application under this section may be taken by the customer (1) within

such period of time as provided by law as part of any appeal from a final

'order in any legal proceeding initiated against him arising out of or based
upon the financial records, or (2) within thirty days after a notification . * '

'ling of motion to qnuashn Or Ipplies that no legal proceeding is contemplated against him. The Government
authority obtaining the financial records shall promptly notify a customer

within fourteen days of mailing of a twhen a determination has been made that no legal proceeding against
en request, a customer may file a him is contemplated. After one hundred and eighty days from the denial
ummons or judicial subpena, or an jof the motion or application, if the Government authority obtaining the
authority fromit obtaining financial records has not initiated such a proceeding, a supervisory official of the

n request, with copies served upon lGovernment authority shall certify to the appropriate court that no such
n to , ash a Judicial subpena shall determination has been made. The court may require that such certifica-
'Ie subpena. A motion to quash an tions be made, at reasonable intervals thereafter, until either notification
tion to enjoin a Government author., to the customer has occurred or a legal proceeding is initiated as described
to a-Tormal written request shall be in clause (A).
tea district court. Such motion or Sole judicial remedy available to customer
r sworn statement- (e) The challenge procedures of this chapter constitute the sole ju-

is a customer of the financial in- dicial remedy available to a customer to oppose disclosure of financial
-2cor~pertaining to him have been records pursuant to this chapter.

sons-for believing that the financial Affect on challenges by financial Institutions
to the legitimate law enforcement (f) Nothing in this chapter shall enlarge or restrict any rights of a

.nt a thority in its notice, or that financial institution to challenge requests for records made by a Govern- .
rupllince with the provisions of this ment authority under existing law. Nothing in this chapter shall entitle " ..

a customer to assert the rights of a financial institution. 7 - ,

ta r uPub.L. 95-630, Title XI, § 1110, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3703. of this
•es o ertifie nml aupyfthe References in Text. Rule 5(b) of the out as a note under section nib of thised or certified mail a copy of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, re- title.
tmenCspecified in the notice which ferred to, in subsec. (a). is set out in Ti- Legiolative History. For legislative

this chapter. For the purposes of tle 28, Judiciary and Judicial Procedure. history and purpose of Pub.L. 95-40, see
Effective Date. Section effective upon 1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Adm.News, p.

9 stated in rule 5 (b) of the Federal the expiration of 1.0 days after Nov. 10. 9273. .

1978, see section 2101 of Puh.L. 95-630. set L

§ 3411. Duty of finmcial institutions
iition.l Proceedings Upon receipt of a request for financial records made by a Government

Omer has complied with subsection authority under section 3405 or 3407 of this title, the financial institution
~e oernasme autity toureaI shall, unless otherwise provided by law, proceed to assemble the records

camera if the Government incles requested and must be prepared to deliver the records to the Government
caer in caea revew appritudes authority upon receipt of the certificate required under section 3403(b)tke In camera review appropriate. of this title.resptonseapplicationonthycbas Putb.L. 95- 2'0, Title XI, § 1111. Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3705.

Allo , croayceedng Ffective ]ate. Section etffctive upon Legislative History. For legislativeappropriate. All such proceedings the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10, history and purpose of Pub.L. 9,,--J, see
application decided within seven 197,. see section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-630, set 197S U.S.Code Cong. and Ads.News, p.

meat's response. ,out as a note tinder section 375b of this 9273.
title.

337

• ..- . . .. . .. . . , ;- . . .-.. -. --- . -)

4i'4

- -4-5.' 4 ..
' 

4
'

77 -7!



12 § 3412 BANKS AND BANKING 0 BANKS ANI

§ 3412. Use of Information-Transfer of financial records -to other of its supervisory, regulatory, or In
agencies or departments; certification financial institution.

(a) Financial records originally obtained pursuant to this chapter ,u
shall not be transferred to another agency or department unless the Disclosure pursuant o

transferring agency or department certifies in writing that there is reason , (c) Nothing in this chapter prohib
to believe that the records are relevant to a legitimate law enforcement in accordance with procedures authe
inquiry within the jurisdiction of the receiving agency or department. Disclosure pursuant to Federal sta

Maling of copy of certifieation and notice to customer (d) Nothing in this chapter shall
(b) When financial records subject to this chapter are transferred records or information required to

pursuant to subsection (a) of this section, the transferring agency or Federal statute or rule promulgated t
department shall, within fourteen days, send to the customer a COPY of theDicsuepruntoeer
certification made pursuant to subsection (a) of this section and the or comparable ml

.. following notice, which shall state the nature of the law enforcement (e) Nothing in this chapter sha
inquiry with reasonable specificity: "Copies of, or information contained sought by a Government authority
in, your financial records lawfully in possession of have Criminal Procedure or comparable
been furnished to pursuant to the Right of Financial with litigation to which the Govern]
Privacy Act of 1978 for the following purpose: If you parties.
believe that this transfer has not been made to further a legitimate law
enforcement inquiry, you may have legal rights under the Financial Discloure prmsUadt to dmil
Privacy Act of 1978 or the Privacy Act of 1974." (f) Nothing in this chapter sha

Court-ordered delays In mailing sought by a Government authority

(c) Notwithstanding subsection (b) of this section, notice to the cus. pena issued by an administrative is
tomer may be delayed if the transferring agency or department has ob. Ing subject to section 554 of Title
tained a court order delaying notice pursuant to section 3409(a) and (b) thority and the customer are parties.
of this title and that order is still in effect, or if the receiving agency Disclosure pursuant to legitl
or department obtains a court order authorizing a delay in notice pur- respecting name, addrmes J
suant to section 3409(a) and (b) of this title. Upon the expiration of nccount of part

any such period of delay, the transferring agency or department shall (g) The notice requirements. of
serve to the customer the notice specified in subsection (b) of this section 3412 of this title shall not apply wh(

and the agency or department that obtained the court order authorizingI described in section 34412 of this ti

a delay in notice pursuant to section 3409(a) and (b) of this title shall ment inquiry is seeking only the

serve to the customer the notice specified in section 3409(b) of this title. type of account of any customer
associated (1) with a financial tr*

Exchanges of examination reports by supervisory agenclesi actions, or (2) with a foreign conu
transfer of financial records to defend customer actions of a Government authority exercisi

withholding of Information
(d) Nothing in this chapter prohibits any supervisory agency from counts in the United States under

exchanging examination reports or other information with another super Enemy Act; the International B;
visory agency. Nothing in this chapter prohibits the transfer of a cus section 5 of the United Nations Partli

tamer's financial records needed by counsel for a Government authority to Disclosure pursuant to lawful Vro
defend an action brought by the customer. Nothing in this chapter shall financial Institution or legal Out
authorize the withholding of information by any officer or employee of a tion respecting GovernmOs

supervisory agency from a duly authorized committee or subcommitte (h) (1) Nothing in this chapter

of the Congress. of this title) shall apply when fins

Pub.L. 95-630. Title XI, g 1112, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3705. ment authority-(A) in connection with IL
References In Text. The Right to Fi- otit as a note under setion 3751) of this

nancial Privacy Act of 1978, referred to title. amination, or inspection direcl
in subsec. (b), is classified to this chap- Legislative History. For legislatir session of such records or at s
ter.. history and purpose of Pub.L. 95-630, see

Effective Date. Section effective upon 1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Ad.News. p. or
the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10. 9273, (B) in connection with th,
1978, see section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-630. set istration of assistance to the C

+/ ' : "I loan, loan guaranty, or loan. ins,
§ 8413. Exceptions-Disclosure of financial records not identifled l

with particular customers (2; When financial records ar(
Nl the Government authority shall s

(a) Nothing in this chapter prohibits the disclosure of any fina certificate required by section 340'
records or information which is not identified with or identifiable as being to paragraph (1) (B), no further

L=:jved from the financial records of a particular customer. , sequent access by the certifying (
Dinelosure purmunnt to exereile of supervl.'ory. rev.:intory, of the loan, loan guaranty, or loan I.

or monetary functions of financial tnwsttutionM (3) After the effective date of
(b) Nothing in this chapter prohibits examination by or disclosure to, plies for participation in a Goveri

any supervisory agency of financial records or information in the exercise surance program, the Government
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SBANKING'BANKS AND BANKING § 3413
afer of financial recors to otie its supervisory, regulatory, or monetary functions with respect to a

ancial institution.
obtained pursuant to this chapter DisClosure pursuant to Internal Revenue Code

agency or department unless the
tilnes In writing that there is reason (c) Nothing in this chapter prohibits the disclosure of financial records

•nt to a legitimate law enforceent accordance with procedures authorized by the Internal Revenue Code.

receiving agency or department. Disclosure pursuant to Federal statute or rule promulgated thereunder

Ion and notice to customer (d) Nothing in this chapter shall authorize the withholding of financial

,ct to this chapter are transferred records or information required to be reported in accordance with any

section, the transferring agency or ederal statute or rule promulgated thereunder.

i, send to the customer a copy of the .. Disclosure pursuant to Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure
ctlon (a) of this section and the or comparable rules of other courts
he nature of the law enforcement (e) Nothing in this chapter shall apply when financial records are

'Copies of. or information contained sought by a Government authority under the Federal Rules of Civil or

possession of have Criminal Procedure or comparable rules of other courts in connection

)ursuant to the Right of Financial ;wth litigation to which the Government authority and the customer are

purpose: If YOU parties.
-n made to further a legitimate law

legal rights under the Financial Disclosure puruat to administrative ubpen Issued by
of 174."administatmve law juden

of 1974." (f) Nothing in this chapter shall apply when financial records are

lays in mailing sought by a Government authority pursuant to an administrative sub-

of this section, notice to the cus. pena issued by an administrative law judge in an adjudicator proceed-

rring agency or department has ob. ing subject to section 554 of Title 5, and to which the Government au-

,ursuant to section 3409(a) and (b) thority and the customer are parties.

n effect, or if the receiving agency Disclosure pursuant to legitimate law enforcement Inquiry
authorizing a delay in notice pur. respecting name, address, account number, and type of

this title. Upon the expiration of account of particular customers

ferring agency or department shall (g) The notice requirements of this chapter and sections 3410 and

'ied in subsection (b) of this section 3412 of this title shall not apply when a Government authority by a means

btaine the court order authorizing described in section 3402 of this title and for a legitimate law enforce- "''

3409(a) and (b) of this title shall ment inquiry is seeking only the name, address, account number, and

fled Ln section 3409(b) of this title, type of account of any customer or ascertainable group of customers

associated (1) with a financial transaction or class of financial trans- .

'atm by supervisory agencies; actions, or (2) with a foreign country or subdivision thereof in the case
to derad customer action; of a Government authority exercising financial controls over foreign ac-information

ibits any supervisory agency from counts in the United States under section 5(b) of the Trading with the

ier i[formation with another super. Enemy Act; the International Emergency Economic Powers Act; or

ter prohibits the transfer of a cus- section 5 of the United Nations Participation Act.

unsetl br a Government authority to Mac-" osure pursuant to lawful proceeding, Investigation, ete. directed at
)mer. Nothing in this chapter shall financial institution or legal entity or consideration or admilnistra-

Ion y any officer or employee of a ( tion specting Government loans, loan guarantees, ete.

iorized Committee or subcommittee (h)(1) Nothing in this chapter (except sections 3403, 3417 and 3418

of this title) shall apply when financial records are sought by a Govern-

0, 1978, 92 Stat. 3705. ment authority-
t a(A) in connection with a lawful proceeding, investigation, ex-out as a note nder section 375b of this

title. r amination, or inspection directed at the financial institution in pus-
Lelslvo iltory. For legislative session of such records or at a legal entity which is not a customer;

history and purpose of Pub.L. 95-630, see
19,8 V..Code Cong. and Adm.News, p. or
32"/3. (B) in connection with the authority's consideration or admin-

istration of assistance to the customer in the form of a Government

f financial records not identified loan, loan guaranty, or loan insurance program.

(2; When financial records are sought pursuant to this subsection,

the Government authority shall submit to the financial institution the
)Its the disclosure of any financial certificate required by section 3403(b) of this title. For access pursuant
?ntified with or identifiable as being to paragraph (1) (B), no further certification shall be required for sub-
particular customer. sequent access by the certifying Government authority during the term

of suPer '.rY. -cvAntory, of the loan, loan guaranty, or loan insurance agreement.
financial n.mt!!Ution- (3) After the effective date of this chapter, whenever a customer ap-

its examination by or disclosure to plies for participation in a Government loan, loan guaranty, or loan in-

cords or information in the exercise surance program, the Government authority administering such program
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shall give the customer written notice of the authority's access rights ih (B) the Secret Service for the V,
under this subsection. No further notification shall be required for sub. functions (18 U.S.C. 3056; 3 U.
sequent access by that authority during the term of the loan, loan guar. amended).
anty, or loan insurance agreement. (2) In the' instances specified in pt

thority shall submit to the financial
(4) Financial records obtained pursuant to this subsection may b, in section 3403(b) of this title signedused only for the purpose for which they were originally obtained, and designated by the head of the Governme

may be transferred to another agency or department only when the trans. (3) No financial Institution, or of-
fer is to facilitate a lawful proceeding, investigation, examination, or institution, shall disclose to any per:
inspection directed at the financial institution in possession of such described in paragraph (1) has sought
records, or at a legal entity which is not a customer, except that-

(A) nothing in this paragraph prohibits the use or transfer of fa l recor.

a customer's financial records needed by counsel representing a an anl tabulatin ofth oa
Government authority in a civil action arising from a Government (b) (1) Nothing in this chapter a
loan, loan guaranty, or loan insurance agreement; and fro oting inci recors a

(B) nothing in this paragraph prohibits a Government authority ment authority determines that delay
providing assistance to a customer in the form of a loan, loan would create imminent danger of- •
guaranty, or loan insurance agreement from using or transferring (A) physical injury to any peri
financial records necessary to process, service or foreclose a loan, (B) serious property damage;
or to collect on an indebtedness to the Government resulting frol (C) flight to avoid prosecution.
a customer's default.

(5) Notification that financial records obtained pursuant to this sub. (2) In the instances specified in p5
section may relate to a potential civil, criminal, or regulatory violation submit to the financial institution of
by a customer may be given to an agency or department with jurisdiction 3403(b) of this title signed by a supel
over that violation, and such agency or department may then seek access by the head of the Government authorit
to the records pursuant to the provisions of this chapter. (3) Within five days of obtaining

(6) Each financial institution shall keep a notation of each disclosure this subsection, the Government auth
made pursuant to paragraph (1) (B) of this subsection, including the court a signed, sworn statement of a
date of such disclosure and the Government authority to which it was nated by the head of the Government
made. The customer shall be entitled to inspect this information, for the emergency access. The Gov

comply with the notice provisions of a
S* Disclosure pursuant to issuance of subpena or court order

respecting grand Jury proceeding (4) The Government authority ape
(I) Nothing in this chapter (except sections 3415 and 3420 of this pile an annual tabulation of the occas

title) shall apply to any subpena or court order issued in connection with Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1114, Nov.
proceedings before a grand jury. Referenceo In Text. 118 U.S.C. 3G6; 3

U.S.C. 202. Public Law 90-331, as amend-
Disclosure pursuant to proceeding. Investigation, etc., instituted by General ed). referred to in subsec. (a)i) (I), are

Accounting Office and directed at a government authority classified to section 3oo of Title I&.
(j) This chapter shall not apply when financial records are sought by Crimes and Criminal Procedure, section

hnaz202 of Title 3, The President. and set out
the General Accounting Office pursuant to an authorized proceeding, as a note under section 3o56 of Title 1.
investigation, examination or audit directed at a government authority. resIpectively.
Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1113, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3706.

References in Text. The Federal Rules Section 5 of the United Nations Partici- § 3415. Cost reimbursement
of Civil Procedure, referred to in subse. pation Act, referred to In subsec. (g), is
.e). are set out in Title 28, Judiciary and classified to section 287c of Title 22, For. Except for records obtained pursu.Judicial Procedure. eign Relations and Intercourse.

The Federal Rules of Criminal Proce- For effective date of this chapter. re- through (h) of this title, or as other
dure. referred to in subset. (e), are set ferred to in subsec. (h)(3), see section authority shall pay to the financial
out In Title 18, Crimes and Criminal Pro- 2101 of Pub.L. 95-630. set out as a note
cedure. under section 373b of this title. financial records pertaining to A cut

The International Emergency Economic Effective Date. Section effective upon cedures established by this chapter aPowers Act, referred to in subsec. (, is the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10.
-; Title It of Pub.L. 93-223, Dec. 28, 19,. 91 1978, see section 2101 of Pub.L. 05-30. met as are reasonably necessary and wh

%tat. 1626. which is classified to section out as n note under section 37.5b of this searching for, reproducing, or tran,
!-o et seq. of Title 50, War and Natiotnl title.
Defense. Legislative History. For legislative other data required or requested to bt

section 3(b) of the Trading with the history and purpose of Pub.L. 93-6,30 see of the Federal Reserve System shaltEnemy Act, referred to in subsec. (a1. is 1978 T".S.Code Cong. and Adm.Xews. p. an condion ser which shall
classified to section 5(b) of the Appendix 1273. and conditions under which such paym

.... to Title 50, War and Natioual Defease. Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, § 1115(a), 1

3414. Special procedures Effective Date. Section 111.1(h) of~~Pub~l.. 9 'k-63 provided that: "This Woo
(a) (1) Nothing in this chapter (except sections 3415, 3417, 3418, and tion shall tanle effect on October 1, I75."

' 421 of this title) shall apply to the production and disclosure of fi-
nancial records pursuant to requests from- 4 3416. Jurisdiction

(A) a Government authority authorized to conduct foreign An 34ti.ntoresdorteony rvsocounter- or foreign positive-intelligence activities for purposes of An action to enforce any provisot
conducting such activities; or any appropriate United States district
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BANKING BANKS AND BANKING § 3416

e of the authority's access rights . (B) the Secret Service for the purpose of conducting its protective
ification shall be required for sub. - functions (18 U.S.C. 3056; 3 U.S.C. 202. Public Law 90-331, as

the term of the loan. loan guar. amended).
g (2) In the instances specified in paragraph (1). the Government au-

this subsection may b, ority shall submit to the financial institution the certificate required
suant to ta b section 3403(b) of this title signed by a supervisory official of a rank

they were originally obtained, an4 ignated by the head of the Government authority.
r department only when the trans. (3) No financial institution, or officer, employee, or agent of such
ng, investigation, examination o Institu shall disclose to any person that a Government authority
institution in possession of uch i ,sovr
ot a customer, except that- described in paragraph (1) has sought or obtained access to a customer's

financial records.prohibits the use or transfer of (4). The Government authority specified in paragraph (1) shall compile
eeded by counsel representing a an annual tabulation of the occasions in which this section was used. ..-
action arising from a Government (b) (1) Nothing in this chapter shall prohibit a Government authority
ice agreement; and from obtaining financial records from a financial institution if the Govern-
prohibits a Government authority ment authority determines that delay in obtaining access to such records

ter in the form of a loan, loan would create Imminent danger of-
ement from using or transferring (A) physical injury to any person;
ocess, service or foreclose a loan (B) serious property damage; or
to the Government resulting from ~. (C) flight to avoid prosecution.

-ds obtained pursuant to this sub. (2) In the instances specified in paragraph (1), the Government shall

:, criminal, or regulatory violation submit to the financial institution of the certificate required in section
,cy or department with jurisdiction .3403(b) of this title signed by a supervisory official of a rank designated
* department may then seek access by the head of the Government authority.
of this chapter. (3) Within five days of obtaining access to financial records under
keep a notation of each disclosure this subsection, the Government authority shall file with the appropriate
of this subsection, including the court a signed, sworn statement of a supervisory official of a rank desig-

-nment authority to which it was nated by the head of the Government authority setting forth the grounds
to inspect this information, for the emergency access. The Government authority shall thereafter

ocomply with the notice provisions of section 3409(c) of this title.of sudl~enu or court order i" - 'r(

try proceeding (4) The Government authority specified in paragraph (1) shall com-
sections 3415 and 3420 of this pile an annual tabulation of the occasions in which this section was used. .

irt order Issued in connection with Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, § 1114, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3707.

- References In Test. (18 U.S.C. 3056; 3 Effective Date. Section effective upon
U.S.C. 202, Public Law 90-331, as amend- the elpiration of 120 days after Nov. 10.

tigation. etc.. instituted by General ed), referred to in subset. (a)(IB). are 1978, see section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-30. set 4Italpvernmcnt authority classified to section 3056 of Title 18, out as a note under section 375b of this
n fil-Incial records are sought by Crimes and Criminal Procedure, section title.

202 of Title 3. The President, and set out Legislative History. For legislative
.nt to an authorized proceeding, as a note under section 3036 of Title 18, history and purpose of Pub.L. 95-30, see
cted at" a government authority. respectively. 1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Adm.News. p.
.1978, 92 Stat. 3706. 9273.
SectioC5 of the United Nations Partici. § 8415. Cost reimbursement
tion Act, referred to in subsec. (g). is
:nRssifiedton sctn 287c of Title 2 For- Except for records obtained pursuant to section 3403(d) or 3413(a)

For effective date of this chapter, re- through (h) of this title, or as otherwise provided by law, a Government
dto in subsec. (0 (3), see section authority shall pay to the financial institution assembling or providing

It of .. ub.L. -630-M. set out as a note
tier s tion 375b of this title, financial records pertaining to a customer and in accordance with pro-
kffective Date. Section effective upon cedures established by this chapter a fee for reimbursement for such costs
a expiration of 120 days after .Nov. 10.
S., se# section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-30, set as are reasonably necessary and which have been directly incurred in
t as a note under 'ertlhin 375b of this searching for. reproducing, or transporting books, papers, records, or

Legiative History. For legislative " other data required or requested to be produced. The Board of Governors
tory and purpose of 1'ub.L. !5-630. see of the Federal Reserve System shall, by regulation, establish the rates'S. '.S.Code Cong. and Adm.-News, p. Pb.9-60TilX, 115a.o.1,17,92St.30....,

'3 and conditions under which such payment may be made.

Pub.L. 95-630, Title X1, § 1115(a). Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3 708.
Effective Date. Section 1115(b) of Legislative Hfistory. For legislative

Pub.L. 95-630 provided that: "This sec. history and purpose of Pub.L. 95-630. see
pt sections 3415, 3417, 3418, and tion shall take effect on October 1. 1979." 1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Adm.New.t. P.

production and disclosure of fi- 9273.

' 3416. ,Jurisdiction
acuthorized to conduct foreign An action to enforce any provision of this chapter may be brought in

any appropriate United States district court without regard to the amount
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in controversy within three years from the date on which the violatio complied with. In the event of any st
occurs or the date of discovery of such violation, whichever is later. reasonable attorney's fees as determin
Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1116, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3708. Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, I 1118. Nov. 1

the expiration of 120 days after N~ov. 10,Effective Date. Section effective upon Legsla~tive Hisor. For Iegimlath fetv ~t.Scinefcieuo
the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10, history and purpose of Pub.L. 95-630, su1978, see section 2101 of i ub.L. 95-60, .et 1978 U.8.Code Cong. and Adm.News, 1978. s e section u 5- st
• " ... .... " i .o u t a s a n ote u n erte u n d er ection 375b Of th is f
tt s aotitle. 8419 Supesin f imt&

A "" . . § 3417. Civil penalties-Liability of agencies or departments of Unit § 8419. Suspension of limitations
ed States or financial Institutions , If any individual files a motion or i

has the effect of delaying the aCeM 4
(a) Any agency or department of the United States or financial in. cial records pertaining to such indivId

stitution obtaining or disclosing financial records or information contain. tions shall be deemed to be tolled for
ed therein in violation of this chapter is liable to the customer to whoit such motion or application was filed u
such records relate in an amount equal to the sum of-- or application is decided.

(1) $100 without regard to the volume of records involved; Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI. 1 1119. Nov. 1
(2) any actual damages sustained by the customer as a result o! Effective Date. Section effective upon

the disclosure; the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10
1978, see section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-430, sMe

(3) such punitive damages as the court may allow, where thq out as a note under section 375b of this
violation is found to have been willful or intentional; and title.

(4) in the case of any successful action to enforce liability under § 3420. Grand Jury Information
this section, the costs of the action together with reasonable attor Financial records about a customS,
ney's fees as determined by the court. tion pursuant to a subpena issued uni

jury-
Disciplinary action for willful or intentlomnl violation of chapter (1) shall be returned and act'

by agents or employees of department or agency (2) shall be used only for tto issue an indictment or prell,
(b) Whenever the court determines that any agency or department of prosecuting a crime for which

the United States has violated any provision of this chapter and the court issued or for a purpose authoriS
finds that the circumstances surrounding the violation raise questions of of Criminal Procedure;
whether an officer or employee of the department or agency acted will- of Crimall Poeduroe;

- - --- ' fully or intentionally with respect to the violation, the Civil Service Com (3) shall be dextroyed or ot
mission shall promptly initiate a proceeding to determine whether dis- (4) shall not be maintained,
ciplinary action is warranted against the agent or employee who was such records shall not be maint
primarily responsible for the violation. The Commission after investiga other than in the sealed recor
tion and consideration of the evidence submitted, shall submit its findings record has been used in the pr
and recommendations to the administrative authority of the agency con- grand jury Issued an indictme
cerned and shall send copies of the findings and recommendations to the authorized by rule 6(e) of the I
officer or employee or his representative. The administrative authority Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI. 1 1120. Nov.
shall take the corrective action that the Commission recommends.

rRe ferece in Text. Rule 6(e) of tb.
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. re

Good faith defense. ferred to in pars. (2) and (4). is set out
in Title 18, Crimes and Criminal Proce-

(c) Any financial institution or agent or employee thereof making a Effective Date. Section effective upon
disclosure of financial records pursuant to this chapter in good-faith reli- the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10
ance upon a certificate by any Government authority shall not be liable § 4 Reporting requirement
to the customer for such disclosure. ( In A pri re r e Dit

the United States Courts shall send r
Exclusive Judicial remedies and sanctions gress a report concerning the numbe

(d) The remedies and sanctions described in this chapter shall be the made pursuant to section 3409 of t1
only authorized judicial remedies and sanctions for violations of this challenges made pursuant to section 3

chaper.calendar year. Such report shall mdc
Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, § 1117, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3708. authority requesting a delay of notice

Effective Date. section effective upon Legislative History. For legislative and the number granted under each
the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10. history and pur ose of Pub.L. 95--30. see of this title; the number of notice de
1978, see section 2101 of fub.L. 95-30M, set 1978 U.S.Code &ng. and Adm.News, p. granted; and the number of custoff
out as a note under section 375b of this 9273. that are successful.title. ta r ucsfl

1 c(b) In April of each year, each G§3418. Injunctive relief c ess to financial records of any elust

In addition to any other remedy contained in this chapter, injunctive suant to section 3404, 3405, 3406, 3san to finaciaeo rd of04 any0,

relief shall be available to require that the procedures of this chapter are shall send to the appropriate commi
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date on which the violation mplied with. In the event of any successful action, costs together'with

on, whichever is later. sonable attorney's fees as determined by the court may be recovered.

92 Stat. 3708. b.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1118, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3709.

tive istory- For Iegslatl, :Bfftive Date. Section effective upon Legiltive History. For legislative
nd purpoe of .111.L. 954130 expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10 history and purpose of Pub.L. 95M, see
Code Cong. ant Atlmes e section 2101 of u.ub.L. 95-M 80e, 1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Adm.News, p.

oe n.n .ea . * e as a note under section 875b of this 9273.

8419. Suspension of limitations

Ats or delprtments of Unit. If any individual files a motion or application under this chapter which

is the effect of delaying the access of a Government authority to finan- .

ited States or financial in. cial records pertaining to such individual, any applicable statute of limita-

,rds or information contain. tIons shall be deemed to be tolled for the period extending from the date

,e to the customer to Whom 'uch motion or application was filed until the date upon which the motion

zin of- or application is decided.
e of records involved; pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, 1 1119, Nov. 10, 1978. 92 Stat. 3709.
the customer as a result of , lffeetive Date Section effective upon Legislative History. For legislative

the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10. history and purpose of Pub.L. 95-M. see
l8, see section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-40. set 1978 U.S.Code &ong. and Adm.News, p.

hurt may allow, where the an a note under section 875b of this 9273.
tentional; and itle.

,n to enforce liability under 9 8420. Grand Jury information
ther with reasonable attor. Financial records about a customer obtained from a financial institu-

tion pursuant to a subpena issued under the authority of a Federal grand

jury-
ai violatlon of chapter (1) shall be returned and actually presented to the grand Jury;
,ent or agency (2) shall be used only for the purpose of considering whether

iy agency or department o to issue an indictment or presentment by that grand Jury, or of
ths apte r adprthen cot prosecuting a crime for which that indictment or presentment is

violation raise Questions o issued, or for a purpose authorized by rule 6(e) of the Federal Rules - ,

mentior agency acted will. of Criminal Procedure; '.

-ionthr a ece Coll- (3) shall be destroyed or returned to the financial institution if

to determine whether di. not used for one of the purposes specified in paragraph (2); and

ent d " employee who was (4) shall not be maintained, or a description of the contents of
such records shall not be maintained by any Government authority

,ommission after investigas other than in the sealed records of the grand jury, unless such
d, shitll submit its findings record has been used in the prosecution of a crime for which the

,id rei mendations to the grand jury issued an indictment or presentment or for a purpose
authorized by rule 6(e) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.

e administrative authority Pub.L. 95-630, Title XI, j 1120, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3709.
iission recommends.. References in Text. Rule 6(e) of the 1978, see section 2101 of Pub.L. 9630, set

Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, re- out as a note under section 375b of this
ferred to in pars. (2) and (4), Is set out title. '
in Title 18, Crimes and Criminal Proce- Legislative History. For legislative
dure. history and purpose of Pub.L. 95430, see

mployee thereof making a Effective Date. Section effective upon 1978 U.S.Code Cong. and Adm.News, p. 7
chaPfer in good-faith rell- the expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10, 9273.
thority shall not be liable § 4, porting requirements

3 421. Rprigrqieet
1. (a) In April of each year, the Director of the Administrative Office of

sancieons the United States Courts shall send to the appropriate committees of Con-
gress a report concerning the number of applications for delays of notice W:

this chapter shall be the made pursuant to section 3409 of this title and the number of customer
)ns for violations of this challenges made pursuant to section 3410 of this title during the preceding W 1.

J calendar year. Such report shall include: the identity of the Government
2 Stat. 3708. I authority requesting a delay of notice; the number of notice delays sought

0 History. For le |slative and the number granted under each subparagraph of section 3 409(a)(
lIeurpose of Pub.L. 9W-j30, see of this title; the number of notice delay extensions sought and the numbe-

Ic Cong. and Adm..News, V. granted; and the number of customer challenges made and the number

that are successful.
(b) In April of each year, each Government authority that requests ac-

cess to financial records of any customer from a financial institution pur-

n this chapter, injunctive suant to section 3404, 3405, 3406, 3407, 3408, 3409, or 3414 of this title

edures of this chapter are shall send to the appropriate committees of Congress a report describing
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12 § 3421 *BANKS AND BANKING 0
requests made during the preceding calendar year. Such report @hall in.
elude the number of requests for records made pursuant to each section o
this title listed in the preceding sentence and any other related InforM.A.
tiop deemed relevant or useful by the Government authority..,
Pub.L. 96-630, Title Xl, 1 1121, Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3710.

Effeetiv. Date. Section effective upon Legisiative Nbter. For 1e1slativSthe expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10, history anddourso of Pub.L. 0554,
1978, see section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-0, set 198 .S 7.Code Con. and Adm.News, out as a note under section 373b of this 9273.

. 842 . Applicability to Securities and Exchange Comndion
The Securities and Exchange Commission shall not be subject to the pro.

visions of this chapter for a period of two years from November 10, 1978... .. Pub.L. 95-630, Title XT, 1 1122. Nov. 10, 1978, 92 Stat. 3710.
Effective Date. Section effective upon Legislative Histeor. For legislativethe expiration of 120 days after Nov. 10, history and gurpose of Pub. L. 93-M10, No

1978, see section 2101 of Pub.L. 95-630. set 1978 U.8.Co e Cong. and Adm.News.out as a note under section 375b of this ti- 9273.
tie.

INDEX..
CONSULT GENERAL INDEX
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
4, . WASHINGTON. DC. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Re: MUR 1158

Dear Mr. Ward:

I am enclosing a set of written questions, an Order
of the Commission, and a Certificate of Compliance with the
Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, all directed to
Maryland National Bank. It is my understanding that you
are the legal counsel for the bank and these materials have
therefore been mailed to you for answers on its behalf.

I would like to remind you of the provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) which prohibits making public any
Commission investigation without the written consent of
the person with respect to whom such investigation is made
You are advised that no such consent has been given in this
case.

If you have any questions, please call Kevin H. Smith
(202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosures



~ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE ORDER

The Commission hereby authorizes an Order to Answer

Written Questions to be issued to:

Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

Robert 0. Tiernan Thomas E. Harris
Chairman Commissioner

Max L. Friedersdorf John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman Commissioner

Joan D. Aikens Frank P. Reiche
Commissioner Commissioner



F RAL ELECTION COMMISSION O EXECUTIVE SESSION
325 K Street, N.W. February 12, 1980

Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT .

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL f:8 i15 : 
BY OFFICE OF GENERAL TO THE STAFF MEMBES:

Kevin H. Smith I d
COMMISSION FEES 3 sL)Marsha Gentner

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

RESPONDENTS' NAMES: Debra J. Hanania, a.k.a. Debra Hanania
Freeman, a.k.a. Debra Hanania

RELEVANT STATUTES AND REGULATIONS: 2 U.S.C. S441f; 26 U.S.C.
S 9042(c)(1)(A);
11 C.F.R. S 9034.2(c)(2)

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Audit Division Referral Memorandum
dated February 6, 1980 and Citizens For
LaRouche Matching Fund Submission #3

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

This matter arises out of the Audit Division's review of
the third matching fund submission of Citizens for LaRouche
[hereinafter ("CFL")] convering the period from January 1, 1980,
to January 25, 1980. In the course of this review, the Audit
Division found what they felt were several instances wherein
signatures that purported to be of the same individual looked very
different from other purported signatures of the same individual
(but in the auditors' opinion looked very similar to the purported
signatures of other individuals). In another instance, a cashiers
check had apparently been annotated by two different typewriters
in a manner which puts into question the identification of the
individual purportedly requesting the instrument. These
and other possible irregularities caused the Audit Division
to refer the information to this office by memorandum dated
February 6, 1980, for possible enforcement action.

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I. FACTS

A. The "David Sanders" Contributions

The Audit Division referral contains copies of five (5)
documents which were submitted by CFL to evidence three (3) con-
tributions by "David Sanders". Those documents are hereafter
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Before making signature comparisons, one must decide what
constitutes a signature. It should first be noted that money
orders may legally be purchased by anyone, and the purchaser is
not required to sign it in order to purchase it; also, the bearer
of a money order is not required to sign it in order to negotiate
it. Therefore, the name written on Sanders Document (3) is not
legally required to be the signature of David Sanders in order
for it to be a perfectly valid negotiable bearer instrument.
The same is true for Sanders Document (5). Neither of these two
writings of "David Sanders" is required to be the actual signature
of David Sanders for negotiability purposes. The same is not
true for Sanders Document (1); it is a check and must bear the
actual signature for negotiability purposes.

Sanders Documents (2) and (4) were apparently submitted to
satisfy 11 C.F.R. SS 9034.2(c) which basically requires an in-
strument submitted for matching to be accompanied by a written
document containing the signatures of the contributors if, and
only if, such signatures do not appear on the instrument itself.
Thus, we can assume that Sanders Document (4) was submitted
because Sanders Document (3), to which it relates, does not
actually contain the signature of David Sanders (even though
"David Sanders" is written on a line labeled "Purchaser's
Signature"). We can also assume that Sanders Document (2) was
submitted because Sanders Document (i), although containing the
signature of David C. Sanders, did not contain the signature of
his wife, Lenore, who was co-contributor. By the same token,
the fact that Sanders Document (5) was submitted without an
accompanying document is a representation by CFL that Sanders
Document (5) does contain the signature of David Sanders (even
though it need not be his signature for negotiability purposes).
Therefore, Sanders Documents (2), (4), and (5), necessarily
purport to be the actual signatures of the same person for purposes
of matching fund submissions.

Recognizing that handwriting differences can be determined
authoritatively only by experts within the field, it still appears
that the purported signature of "David C. Sanders" on Sanders
Document (2) is so different from the purported signatures of
"David Sanders" on both Sanders Documents (4) and (5), that there
is reason to doubt that they were signed by the same person.

It is possible that "David Sanders" and "David C. Sanders",
since they report the same address, might be father and son. How-
ever, the CFL computer printout which lists the names of the
contributors whose contributions are being submitted for matching
shows all three of subject contributions as having been made
by the same "David Sanders" and subject to the same $250.00
maximum matching payment. Although this could have been the
result of an inadequate computer program or a keypunching error,
the Commission may at this stage assume in accordance with CFL's
representation that all three contributions are attributable
to the same David Sanders, not to a father and son.
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rered to as Sanders Document(s) 2. 2, , 4 and 5.
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December 28, 1979

Dear Citizens for LaRouche:

This is to certify that I did personally contribute $45 in the for,
of a money order payable' to Citizens for LaRouche on November 28, 1979.

Sincerely, -

David Sanders
613 St. Ann Street
Baltimore, Maryland 21218
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We therefore feel that there is reason to believe Sanders
Documents 2, 4 and 5 purporting to be the true signature of David
Sanders may have been signed by at least two different persons.

B. The "Nancy Radcliff," "Nancy Radcliffe," and "Nancy B.
Radcliffe" Contributions

The Audit Division referral contains copies of three (3)
documents which were submitted by CFL to evidence three contri-
butions by "Nancy Radcliff". These documents are reproduced
below as Radcliff(e) Documents (1), (2), and (3).
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Radcliff(e) Document (1), being a money order, does not
require a signature for negotiability. However, since it was
submitted without an accompanying document, it is a representa-
tion by CFL that the actual signature of Nancy Radcliff does
appear thereon; specifically, the purported signature, "Nancy
14adcliff," appears on the line labeled "Purchaser, Signer for
Drawer".

Radcliff(e) Document (2), being a check, requires the
actual signature of the drawer/contributor for both negoti-
ability and matching purposes. 1/ Since CFL's submission
attributes this contribution to the same "Nancy Radcliff"
to which Radcliff(e) Document (1) is attributed, CFL's
submission constitutes a representation that Radcliff(e)
Document (2) (signed "Nancy Radcliffe) is signed by the same
person who signed Radcliff(e) Document (1) (signed "Nancy
Radcliff").

Radcliff(e) Document (3) is a check and thus is subject
to the same signature requirements as Document (2) and differs from
(2) only by the addition of the middle initial "B". Since (3) is
also attributed by CFL's printout to the same "Nancy Radcliff" to
which both (1) and (2) are attributed, CFL has represented that
(3) (signed "Nancy B. Radcliffe") is signed by the same person who
signed (1) (signed "Nancy Radcliff").

While there is some difference in the appearance of the
signature on (1) as compared to (2) and (3), the most significant
difference is that (1) has no "e" at the end of "Radcliff,"
unlike (2) and (3). Although no two signatures ever look exactly
alike, there is reason to doubt that the same person would not
only employ two somewhat distinct handwriting styles in her signa-
tures but also employ different spellings of her name in her signa-
tures. We therefore feel there is reason to believe that Documents

S (2) and (3) may have been signed by a different person than the
person who signed Document (1). More specifically, it is our opinion
that, assuming Documents (2) and (3) were eventually honored by
the drawee bank (Equitable Trust), there is reason to believe Docu-
ments (2) and (3) contain legitimate signatures and Document (1)
may contain a signature that is not that of the individual (Nancy
Radcliff(e)) who signed Documents (2) and (3).

C. The "Kevin Salisbury" and "Kevin C. Salisbury" Contributions

The Audit Division referral contains copies of three docu-

1/ Although it appears that Radcliff(e) Documents (2) and (3)
are checks drawn upon a joint account of "Radcliffe" and
"Primack," CFL's computer printout attributes both contri-
butions to "Nancy Radcliff" and Primack's signature does not
appear on either instrument.

0 0
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ments evidencing two contributions by a Kevin Salisbury. These
documents are reproduced below as Salisbury Documents (1), (2),
and (3).

I --
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Salisbury Document (1), being a money order unaccompanied by
separate documentation, requries the actual signature of the contri-
butor for matching purposes (though not for negotiability). Since
CFL has submitted Document (1) without an accompanying attribution,
it is representing that Document (1) contains the actual signature
of Kevin Salisbury.

Salisbury Document (2) is a money order accompanied by
Document (3) acknowledging the contribution. Since accompanied
money orders do not require signatures for any purpose, Document
(2) is irrelevant for the purpose of determining whether the
Salisbury signatures are genuine.

On the other hand, Document (3), which is the required
documentation confirming unsigned money orders, does contain
a required signature and is therefore the relevant document
to compare with (1). By its submissions, CFL has represented
that Documents (1) and (3) are signed by the same person.

Again recognizing that we have no expertise to definitively
judge signature validity, it appears to the untrained eye that
the signatures on (1) and (3) are different with respect to the
formation of almost every letter in the first and last name. It
is our opinion, therefore, that there is reason to believe that
Documents (1) and (3) may have been signed by two different people.
D. The "Harold H. Harrison, M.D." Contribution.

The Audit Division referral contains copies of two documents
submitted to evidence the $250.00 contribution of a Harold H.
Harrison, M.D. These documents are reproduced below as Harrison
Documents (1) and (2).
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Document (1) is a cashier's check. The only signature
required on a cashier's check is that of the bank's authorized
representative. In fact, the person who purchases a cashier's
check need not even be identified on the check for negotiability
purposes. Therefore, the only item that the bank would have to
fill in would be the amount of the check. However, individual
bank practices may dictate that a bank would fill in the date
and the name of person requesting the cashier's check. In the
instant case, the cashier's check contains the notation "CUSTOMER
REQUEST BY: Dr. Harold Harrison (to be picked up by DEBRA HANANIA
FREEMAN, C.F.L. rep.)". This notation appears to have been made
with two different typewriters. It appears that the notation may
originally have read, "CUSTOMER REQUEST BY: DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN."
It looks as if a different typewriter was used to type the re-
maining words which, together with the original notation, create
a different meaning than the original notation. The added words
imply that the customer request was made by a Dr. Harold Harrison
instead of by Debra Hanania Freeman, that the check was to be
merely picked up by instead of requested by Ms. Freeman, and
that Ms. Freeman was a "C.F.L. rep.". This office is of the
opinion that there is reason to believe that the only words the
bank probably would have typed would be the phrase "CUSTOMER REQUEST
BY: DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN". If this notation were made by the purchaser
or by some other individual, it does not seem that there would be
any purpose in noting that someone was or was not a "customer".
On the other hand, it would make sense that a bank would often wish
to make some notation in the lower left hand corner of its checks
(like people do with their own checks) to indicate the reason why
the cashier's check was being issued, including whether or not the
requestor was a "customer". However, the apparently added notations
would seem to have little or no relevance to the bank; this is especially
true of the identification of Ms. Freeman as a "C.F.L. rep.".
Even if one assumes that a Dr. Harrison was a customer of the
bank, made a request for cashier's check (after it had originally
been requestd by a Ms. Freeman), and told the bank to hand the
check over to someone else whose full name was Debra Hanania
Freeman, it is not apparent why either this Dr. Harrison or the bank
would feel compelled to identify and note on the check the
occupation of the person picking up the check. This office there-
fore feels that there is reason to believe that someone other
than the bank typed in the extra words which changed the meaning
of the bank's original notation. Furthermore, from the appearance
of the typed words, we believe there is reason to suspect that the
added words may not have been added to the original cashier's
check (which would find its way back to this issuing bank) but to
a photocopy of the cashier's check which could then have been
copied again after the new words had been added to the first copy.
This would produce the greater distortion observable on the original
typing as compared to lesser distortion on the added typing, because
the more times a document is photocopied, the more the type is distorted.
For all of the above reasons, this office feels that there is currently
reason to believe that the information contained on the face of
the copy of the cashier's check which C.F.L. submitted to the Commission
may be false in part.
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With respect to Harrison Document (2), it contains the only

sample we have of a signature of 
Harold H. Harrison, M.D., and

we are therefore unable to determine whether or not 
there is reason

to believe it is bogus by comparison with another 
purported

signature of the same individual. 
While there are some similarities

between the Harrison signature and 
the signature of a "Mary Cavanaugh"

on an unrelated contribution check, 
we are not prepared to recommend

at this time that there is reason to believe that one or the other

signatures is not genuine. The Audit Division referral also notes

that Baltimore telephone information 
discloses no telephone number,

listed or unlisted, for a Harold H. 
Harrison, but does disclose

a listing for an F. .. Harrison and Bertha Harrison at 3900 
N.

Charles Street in Baltimore, the 
address attributed to Harold H.

Harrison by Harrison Document (2).. While it may at first seem

strange that a physician would have 
no telephone listing in the

white or yellow pages, he could well 
be the son of the couple

listed at 3900 N. Charles and could 
be doing his residency while

living at home. For all these reasons, we feel that 
there

is not currently reason to believe 
that Harrison Document (2)

contains a forged signature or that 
Harold H. Harrison does not

exist.

E. Handwriting Similarities Among Different 
Contributor's

Instruments and Documentation

The Audit Division referral sets forth 
numeros docaments

f" which it believes contain distinctive similarities 
in handwriting

style, which style appears:- urane v :e t e the same as

that of Debra Hanania Freeman, aka 
Dr. Debra F. Hanania, aka Debra

Hanania (hereinafter "Hanania").

One may begin with the safe assumption 
that signatures and

other handwriting which appears on Hanania's 
own personal checks

were indeed made by Hanania herself because 
the personal checks

would have to be negotiated based on 
her bank's signature com-

parison. Reproduced below are personal checks bearing her signa-

tures and other handwriting.
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While the Audit Division referral discusses a number of
writings, including the signatures of others, which it believes
may have been made by Hanania, we limit our consideration to
those writings which both purported to be and, pursuant to
matching fund regulations, are required to be signatures of persons
other than Hanania. Copies of these signatures are reproduced
below.
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There are other documents in the Audit Division referral which
bear sufficient similarity to the Hanania writing that an expert
might be able to attribute to the same person, but we are pre-

senting only those which are so physically similar in appearance
to the layman's eye that it appears there is a possibility that

they were signed by the Hanania. 2/ A detailed discussion of
the apparent physical similarities is set forth in the Audit
Division referral. Attachment I.

It is our opinion that at least with respect to the comparison
documents reproduced herein, the degree of physical similarity
among the signatures indicates there is reason to believe that
they may have been written by Hannania.

II. LEGAL ANALYSIS

Forgery is not per se an offense over which the Commission
has jurisdiction. However, signature forgery, in some instances,
does constitute an offense enforceable by the Commission. 2 U.S.C.
§ 9042(c)(1) provides, in part, as follows:

It is unlawful for any person knowingly and
willfully - (A) to furnish any false, fictitious,
or fraudulent evidence, books, or information
to the Commission under this chapter [the
Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account
Act], or to include in any evidence, books, or
information so furnished any misrepresentation
of a material fact, or to falsify or conceal
any evidence, books, or information relevant
to a certification by the Commission or an
examination and audit by the Commission under
this chapter ....

Although § 9042(c) provides for criminal penalties, it is encompassed
within the Commission's civil enforcement authority over violations
of chapter 96 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, of which S 9042
is a part. Regardless of whether S 9042 is being enforced civilly
or criminally, however, it still requires that a person knowingly
and willfully furnish the false information to the Commission.
While we have earlier indicated, as a factual matter, that there
is reason to believe that many of the signatures on submission
documents may not have been genuine (and therefore "fraudulent evidence"),
we do not yet have any evidence which would provide reason to believe

2/ This is not to say that the other money orders referred by

the Audit Division as Attachment 5 were not by Hanania. They

may in fact be more, only successful attepts at forgery; an
expert will be able to make this determination.
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that C.F.L or its treasurer knew that any of the signatures were
bogus. We also do not have enough evidence concerning the nature
and extent of the relationship between Hanania and C.F.L. to allow
us to determine whether her willful involvement and knowledge, if
proven, could be legally attributed to C.F.L. in satisfaction of
the "knowingly and willfully" element of the statute with respect
to proceeding against C.F.L. itself.

We do however conclude that there is reason to believe that
Hanania may have knowingly and willfully, furnished false information
and evidence to the Commission, through C.F.L., with respect to the
purported contributions of Harold H. Harrison, M.D., David Sanders,
Nancy Radcliff [sic], Kevin Salisbury, Anne R. Taylor, Charles
Clark, and Ernest K. Pulsifor, by apparently signing their names her-
self while representing that they were actual signatures, except in
the case of Harold J. Harrison, M.D., where Hanania may have furnished
false information by the altering the face of a cashier's check
or copy thereof. The wording of Section 9042(c) includes any
person who submits false information to the Commission. We are
therefore recommending reason to believe that Hanania violated
Section 9042(c). Our investigation of Hanania's activity may
develop evidence that C.F.L. is also in violation of this pro-

C vision.

The other relevant statute with respect to the possible
activities of Hanania is 2 U.S.c. § 441f which provides:

No person shall make a contribution
in the name of another person or
knowingly permit his name to be used
to effect such a contribution, and no
person shall knowingly accept a contri-
bution made by one person in the name of
another person.

It must first be clearly understood that forging someone else's
signature on a submission document does not, by itself, constitute
a violation of S 441f by the forger. If the "contribution" did
indeed come from the person whose signature is forged, neither
the forger nor the contributor has violated § 441f, because the
person who made the contribution is identified even though by
means of a forgery. The section is violated, however, if the
contribution actually came from a person other than the person
identified as the contributor. The forgery itself is not legally
sufficient in a proceeding under this section. The Commission
would ultimately be required to prove that the respondent made
the contribution and attributed it to someone else; in other words,
the Commission would have to prove that the money did not come
from the person who is identified as the contributor.

With respect to Hanania, we conclude that there is a reason
to believe that she violated § 441f by making a $250.00 contri-
bution in the name of Dr. Harold Harrison, since it appears that



* -13-

she purchased the money order involved and altered the information
thereon to create the appearance that it had been purchased by a
Dr. Harold Harrison.

With respect to all of the remaining documents for which we felt
there is reason to believe that they were signed by Hanania, we do
not think there is sufficient evidence at this time to give reason to
believe that Hanaina, or someone other than the person designated,
made the contributions themselves.

We also do not feel there is sufficient evidence to find
reason to believe that C.F.R. knowingly accepted any contri-
butions in the name of another or than any of the individuals
whose names we suspect may have been signed by Hanania not only
did not make the actual contribution but also knowingly permitted
their names to be used to indicate that they had made contributions.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Find reason to believe that Debra Hanania Freeman, aka
Dr. Debra J. Hanania aka Debra Hanania, may have violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(i)(A) by falsifying contributor
information and documentation submitted to the Commission for matching
under 26 U.S.C. Chapter 96 and by contributing $250.00 in the name
of Dr. Harold Harrison.

2. Approve and send the attached letter.

Attachments

Audit Referral Memorandum
Proposed letter to respondent
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. December 28, 1979

Dear Citizens 
for LaRouche:

{- This is to certify 
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ontribute $45 
in the for-,

w 
w

S of a money order 
payable to Citizens 

for LaRouche 
on November 

28, 1979.

Sincerely,

.t..

David Sanders

613 St. Ann 
Street

SBltmore 
Myland 

21218
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Attachment #6

American Express Money
Name Date Amount Order Number

Charles Clark 11/13/79 $ 70.00 55-466,938,402

Edward St John 11/15/79 20.00 55-466,938,403
(not attached)

Rustom Ghandi 11/17/?79? 45.00 55-466,938,409

Anne R. Taylor 11/20/79 150.00 55-466,938,411

Arthur Murphy 11/21/79 100.00 55-466,938,416
(not attached)

Ernest K. 12/4/79 150.00 55-466,938,424
Pulsifer
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.. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ,
0 WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 6, 1980

TO: THE COMMISSION

'THROUGH: ORLANDO B. POTTER FE 6
STAFF DIRECTOR V

FROM: BOB COSTA

SUBJECT: REQUEST BY THE CITIZENS FOR LAROUCHE COMMITTEE
On Thursday, January 31, 1980, the Audit Division received atelephone request from the Citizens for LaRouche committee for apostponement of the threshold audit which was originally scheduledto commence on Monday, February 4, 1980.

'The reason given the Audit staff for the postponement wasthat the Committee was in the process of seeking new office spaceand, consequently, did not have space available for the auditors.- We were further advised that the Courmiittee is currently reviewingthree alternatives as possible new locations. The Committeeanticipates their move to be completed as early as February 15,
1980, but no later than the end of the month, and further believesthat a rescheduling of the audit to commence in the early part ofMarch would be reasonable.

r' The Audit Division has received similar postponement requests
from other Presidential Candidates. In particular, we havereceived and granted requests from the Reagan, Kennedy, and Dolecampaigns, and are currently in the process of setting a date forcommencement of the Anderson audit. However, given the fact thatmatching fund submissions received to date from the LaRoucheCommittee are currently the subject of MUR action by the Commission,we are herewith recommending that the Committee be notified thattheir postponement request has been denied, and that we will becommencing the fieldwork on Monday, February 11, 1980 (see lettar
attached).

Attachment as stated
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FED ELECTIOCOMMISSION-
WASHINGTON. D.C. 204S3

Ms. Felice Gelman, Treasurer .

Citizens For LaRouche
Box 976
Radio City Station
New York, New York 10010

Dear :s.Gelmnan:
This is in response to your telephone conversation

with Bruce Sjhel fthe Audit staff on Thursday, Januar
31, 1980 , ffe 4W n u requested a postponement of the
Commission's threshold audit of your campaign, aw.& -1
scheduled to commence on Monday, February 4, 1980.

at the audit will be rescheduled to commence
nday, February 11, 1980. The Audit staff will

be in contact with you prior to that date in order to arrangea convenient time to begin the entrance conference.

Should you have any questions regarding the above, please
call the lead auditor or myself at ( 5 5 or toll free
at (800) 424-9530.

Sincerely,

Robert J. Costa
Assistant Staff Director
for the Audit Division

CERTIFIED MAI,:

URN RECEIPT REQUESTED

e~. ~'A



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 6, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

THROUGH: ORLANDO B. POTTER
STAFF DIRECTOR

FROM: ROBERT J. COSTA

SUBJECT: IRREGULARITIES NOTED DURING REVIEW

OF CITIZENS FOR LAROUCHE-SUBMISSION #3(1/l/80-1/25/80)

The Audit Division reviewed the above mentioned submission

which was received on January 28, 1980. The submission contained1,217 contributors. The Committee requested $64,631.87. A
holdback was applied to Submission #3 which resulted in a certi-
fication to the U.S. Treasury on January 31, 1980 for $57,818.92
which included an adjustment due the Committee from a previous

submission and a resubmission of $275.00. The total amount
certified to date is $294,081.01.

Our review followed the Commission approved procedures for
statistical sampling of matching fund submissions. The results
of our review are summarized below. In addition, where
appropriate, we have attached copies of the written instruments/
documentation presented by the Committee as part of its submissions.

A. Signature Inconsistencies

1. David Sanders 1/22/80 (date of instrument) 500.00
Lenore Sanders (contribution was split) 509.58

The Committee submitted copies of both sides of a Household
Finance check made payable to David Sanders in the amount of
$1,009.58. The reverse side of the check bears an endorsement
over to the Committee and the contributor's signature (see
Attachment #1, page 1. and 2.). The check appears to represent
the proceeds of a discounted loan. In addition, the Committee
submitted a copy of a statement signed by a David Sanders and
his wife (Lenore) (see Attachment #1, page 3.).
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The sample items (David $500 and Lenore $509.58) were
questioned because even though the signature on the reverse
side of the check and the signature on the additional documentare the same, they differ from another signature of a David
Sanders (based on the same address, presumed to be one in the
same individual) on a money order (Attachment #I, page 4.), and
on. additional documentation (page 5.). Further, the notation
at the bottom of the loan documentation (Attachment #1, page 3.)
bears a striking resemblance to the signature on the money order
(page 4.) and the associated documentation (page 5.). Finally,
on page 6. of Attachment #1, another signature "David Sanders"
may be construed to be different than the two previously
mentioned. Possibly it is the same handwriting associated with
Lenore Sanders on page 3. of Attachment #1.

2. Nancy Radcliff (sic) - 9/12/79 (date of instrument) $250.00

Attachment #2, page 1., is a copy of a money order submitted
by the Committee on its threshold submission. This signature
problem was noted when a review of money orders submitted forthe state of Maryland in Submission #3 possessed the same style of
handwriting. We believe this handwriting is the same as that of
Debra Hanania, aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka Debra Hanania Freeman,
4004 Linkwood Road, Baltimore, Maryland. Records submitted by the

N, Committee indicate that Debra Hanania is a Committee representativefor Baltimore. Further this handwriting style appears to be the
same as that associated with the David Sanders documentation
mentioned in A. 1. above (Attachment #1, page 3, bottom; page 4
and 5). As can be seen by comparing the signature on Attachment
#2, page 1. with the signatures on Attachment #2, page 2, the
handwriting is clearly different. Further, the signature "Nancy
Radcliff" on the money order (page 1.) is spelled differently thanthe signatures on the two checks on page 2. "Nancy Radcliffe".
Based on the same address, we feel it is the same individual's
name. At present, we do not know which spelling is correct, only
that one is incorrect.

3. Kevin Salisbury, 1/12/80 (date of instrument) $140.00

Attachment #3, page 1., is a copy of a money order (sample
item Submission #3) which bears a signature "Kevin Salisbury"and address - 1909 N. Forest Pk Ave, Balto, Md. Attachment #3,
page 2., is a copy of another money order (Submission #3) which
has associated documentation stating that $450.00 was contributed
to Citizens For LaRouche on January 21, 1980 and signed by aKevin C. Salisbury; 1909 Forest Park ATP., T-3, Baltimore, Maryland.
It is apparent from comparing the two signatures that they. are
quite different.



4. Harold Harrison, 1/14/80 (date of instrument) $250.00

The Committee submitted a copy of a cashier's check payable
to CFL (Citizens For LaRouche) and a copy of a statement bearing
a signature *Harold H. Harrison, M.D. (see Attachment #4, page
1. and 2.). The sample item (Submission #3) was questioned because
of the discrepancy between the listed name *Harrison" and the bank
annotated memorandum:

"Customer Request By (same type face)
Debra Hanania Freeman

It appears that a different typewriter other than the bank's
was used to further annotate the cashier's check as shown below"

.L..

Further, the additional documentation (Attachment #4, page 2.)
has several apparent inconsistencies:

(a) statement reads that $250.00 was contributed on
January 15, 1980 versus the date on the check of January 14,
1980. January 15 is the date of deposit.
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(b) records available at the Commission indicate that there
is a Harold E. Harrison who is a physician residing at 5500
N. Charles SE., Baltimore, MD. Also, records indicate that
Bertha Harrison and F. E. Harrison reside at 3900 N. Charles
St., Baltimore, MD. There is no indication based on records
available at the Commission that there is a Harold H. Harrison
at 3900 N. Charles St.

(c) The signature bearing the name Harold H. Harrison M.D.

bears a resemblance to the signature shown on check #118
(Attachment #4, page 4.) of Mary Cavanaugh. This similarity is
somewhat enhanced when a comparison is made betwen the signature
of a Mary Cavanaugh on page 4. with the signature on page 5 which
is different (personal money order). It should be noted that the
copy of the personal money order submitted (page 5.) is a copy of
the "non-negotiable" portion, not a copy of the negotiable instrument,
(see page 6. for a copy (same series) of a personal money order
which is "negotiable").

Summary - Section A

Items A. 1. through A.4. are the most striking examples
of signature inconsistencies identified as of this date. Our
review has been focused at contributions from the state of
Maryland based on our initial review of sample results from
Submission #3 for Maryland.

Recommendation - Section A - Signature Inconsistencies

It is the opinion of the Audit staff, based on our initial

<analysis, that the inconsistencies noted above warrant anhj expansion of our review into other states' contributions on
Submission #3 and all previous submissions; therefore, we recommend

*a referral of this matter to the Office of General Counsel forMUR action.

B. Irregularities Relating to Money Orders From Maryland

Based on the inconsistencies noted in Section A above and
handwriting similarities noted in reviewing instruments submitted
for the state of Maryland, we submit the following for
consideration.



As previously stated, it appears that Debra Hanania, aka Dr.

Debra F. Hanania aka Debra Nanania Freeman is a Committee
Representative for Baltimore. In addition, to the connection
with the Harrison contribution (see Section A. item 4) and other
apparent connections with Sanders (Section A. item 1); Radcliff (sic)
(Section A. item 2) and Salisbury (Section A, item 3), another
pattern appears evident in comparing copies of money orders
submitted (see Attachment #5, pages 1 through 11). Attachment
#5, pages 1 and 2 are copies of instruments submitted which are
checks with Debra J. Hanania's/Dr. Debra J. Hanania's name and
signature. The handwriting is distinctive in several respects:

(a) the use of the number "7" with a bar, sometimes
referred to as a European 7;

(b) the "t" in Citizens has a downward slant when the t
is crossed;

(c) the lower case "f * in the word for also has a downward
slant when the f is crossed;

(d) the capital "D" and "J" in the signature and the "L"
and "R" in LaRouche; and

(e) the slant of the handwriting.
These similarities in handwriting are present in the copies

of money orders labeled Attachment #5, pages 3 through 11.
Further, a pattern has been noted relating to the serial numbers
of the money orders mentioned above (see Attachment #6).

In some instances there is an associated document stating
that a contribution was made which contains a signature of the
named individual on the money order. (See page 5 - Warm and page 6
deGrazia). The Audit staff is not in a position to verify that
the signatureS(on the money order and associated document) are
the handwriting of the same individual; however, we also are not
in a position to verify that the signatures on the documentation
are genuine.

Summary - Section B

It is our opinion that the handwriting similarities plus the
absence of an associated document relating to the other money
orders raises the question of whether all or a number of the
money orders were actually completed (signatures included) by
the same individual.



Recomendation - Section 5

It is the opinion of the Audit staff based on our initial
review, that the similarities noted above warrant an expansion
of our review into other states' contributions on Submission #3
and all previous submissions; therefore, we recomuend a referral
of this matter to the Office of General Counsel for IUR action.

Should you have any questions, please contact Tom Nurthen
or Rick Halter on extension 3-4155.

Attachments as stated

cc: Marsha Gentner
Office of General Counsel

C
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December 28* 1979

_ -..

ssp

K Dear Citzens for KItouche:

'~~ut Dea5 iinzti tor form

This is to certify that I did persona-llY contribute $45 in the for3
ofa Ly oer~-abloff citizens for Lat~ouche on Iovember. 28, 1979.

.. of S money order payable t:o su--._

Sincerely,

DaVid Sanders
613 St. Ann Street

altimore, Vsryland 21218

I I . -. . -

_ .m . -

-? -
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Attachment 16

American Express Money

Name Date Amount Order Number

Charles Clark 11/13/79 $ 70.00 55-466,938,402

Edward St John 11/15/79 20.00 55-466,938,403

(not attached)

Rustom Ghandi 11/17/?79? 45.00 55-466,938,409

Anne R. Taylor 11/20/79 150.00 55-466,938,411

Arthur Murphy 11/21/79 100.00 55-466,938,416

(not attached)

Ernest K. 12/4/79 150.00 55-466,938,424
Pulsifer
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELHCT1ON 04m SSION

2

3 IN THE MATTER OF

4 MUR 1158

5

6

7 Pursuant to notice, the deposition of KEVIN

8 SALISBURY, was taken on Friday. August 15th, 1980,

9 commencing at 12:00 o'clock noon. at the United States

10 Attorneys Office for the District of Maryland, 8th Floor,

11 Federal Court House, Baltimore, Maryland, 21202, before

12 Phyllis Goldstein, a Notary Public.

13

14 APPEARANCES:

... 15 Robert I. Bogin, Esquire,

On behalf of the Federal Election Commission
16

Marsha Gentnere Esquire.
17 On behalf of the Federal Election Commission

18 Peter Parker, Esquire.,
oOn behalf of Witness, Kevin Salisbury

19
z

o 20
02

21
z

22

23

Reported by:
24

25 Phyllis Goldstein
25
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1 KEVIN SALISBURYt

2 a witness, called for examination by the Federal Election

3 Commission, after having been first duly sworn to tell the

4~ truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, was

5 examined and testified as follows:

6 EXAMINATION BY MR. BOGIN:

7 Q Mr. Salisbury, could you give us your full name

8 for the record, please?

9 A Kevin Clayton Salisbury.

10 Q And your address, sir?

11 A One Joppa Court.

12 Q How long have you lived at that address?

13 A I would say around about a month, two months.

14 Q And where did you live before that?

15 A Forest Park, 1909.

16 Q Is this all in Baltimore?

17 A Yes.
. 18

8Q How long did you live at the Forest Park address?

19 A Around about, I don't know, around five or six

o 20 years.

21 Q Is that your sister's house?

22 A My sister's? No. Their apartment is.

23 Their apartment is)

24 A Yes.

25 Do you remember wht apartment number you lived
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1 in at 1909 North Forest Park?

2 A T3.

Q And what is your occupation?

A Shipyard worker.

Q Are you presently employed?

6 A Yes.

0 What is your place of employment?

8 A Sparrows Point Shipyard. .

Q Excuse me?

10 A Sparrows Point Shipyard*

1 Sparrows Point Shipyard?

12 A Uh-huh.

13 Q And.what do you do? What does your job

14 entail?

15 Carpenter.

16 How long have you been employed at this present

17 job?

18 A Four years.

19 Q And what is the address of Sparrows Point

20 Shipyard?

2

21 That is the Sparrows Point Shipyard* Dundalk;

22 that is it.

23 SQ The address?

24 A That is it, Sparrows Point Shipyard, Dundalk,

25 Maryland.



Q I am showing my ignorance of the local area here.

2 Have you ever heard of an individual named Lyndon LaRouche?

3 A Yes.

4 Q When did you first hear of him?

5 A I will say sometime back. I will say around

6 about five, six years back listening to him on T.V.,

7 the news, T.V. and stuff, you know.

8Q Do you know an Alan Salisbury?

9 A Yes.

10 Q Who is he? How do you know him?

11 A He is my brother.

12 Q Does he work for Lyndon LaRouche?

13 A I don't know much about him, as far as what he

14 is really doing. I guess he would. I don't know. He

15 might be working for himself. I don't know.

16 Q Is he associated with Citizens for LaRouche?

17 A I wouldn't know that either.

N 18 Q Is he involved with the media?

19 A I wouldn't know.

20 Q I have a report that he is the media director

21 for the campaign. Have you ever heard that?

22 A No.

23 MR. PARKER: Does he live in New York?

24 A He lives in New York. I haven't seen my brother

* 25 in four or five years.
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1 Q When was the last time you talked to him?

2 A Well. four or five years.

3 Q You haven't talked to your brother in four or

4 five years?

5 A Yes, around five. I really don't remember.

6 MR. PARKER: Excuse me* Charles, what is his

7 name?

8 MR. BOGIN: Alan.

9 Q Well, I am asking you that because we think

10 he is a media director for Citizens for LaRouche and were

11 %ondering what connection he might have had in having you

12 know of Mr. LaRouche.

13 A Oh, I wouldn't know that -- you know -- you

14 are asking me a different question. You are saying what

15 he has to do with me knowing about him. You know what I

16 rean?

17 Q So, your brother didn't tell you about Lyndon

18 LaRouche?

19 A I saw him on, like television, and that is

o20 where I heard about him.

21 Q Anc tiis was in 1976?

22 A In 1976. yes, on television and as far as

23 running across people selling papers.

24 Have you ever given a contribution to Citizens

25 For LaRouche?
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A Yes.

2 Q For contributions for what?

3 A Oh, I can't remember that.

4 Q No, no, but why did you give them a contribution?

5 A Huh ?

6 Q Why did you give them a contribution?

7 A Supporting his candidacy.

8Q For ...

9 A President.

10 Q So, have you given contributions in 1970 and '80?

11 A I can't remember.

12 Q You can't remember.

13 A No.

14 Q You don't remember giving money to somebody for the

15 Citizens for LaRouche Campaign?

16 A I remember giving money, but I donot know exactly

17 when I was giving money.

18 Q Do you remember how much?

19 A I don't remember how much.

20 Q Do you have a checking account?

21 A Yes.

22 1 id you write a check to Lyndon LaRouche?

23 A I don't remember whether I have written checks or

24 given cash or -- I do not remember.

25 !i you ever volunteer your tine for his ca.paign?
A In what way, what do you mean?

i In terms of helping h-in win, getting votes or
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1 getting money. Have you ever helped in the campaign?

2A Well, I don't know. If you are supporting a

3 candidacy, I am sure you do certain things tq .try. ti, assist

4 him in winning.

Q What were those things?

6 A I woultnft .-know as far .as my. coiXtributiO, you

7 know.

8 Q But besides giving your contribution, have you

9 given any of your time to help him?

10 A What kind of time?

11 Q Spare time, when you are not working; lunch tijne.

12 MR. PARKER: Like going out and knocking on

13 doors and that kind of stuff.

14 Q Giving out literature.

15 A Oh, as far as tie time I have given, as far

16 as telling my friends and family, relatives, about te

17 candidacy in that manner, yes.

18 0 Let me say something to you. We are undertaking

19 an investigation here, and you are a witness. We have no --

o20 there is no investigation against you or anything like that.

21 I get the feeling that you are not being as forthcoming,

22 not being as expressive to me as you couldbe, I would just

23 like you to know that might not be the best way of handling

24 the situation.

25 A In what way?
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1 Q If we can't get the information, it seems like

2 you are keeping things from us. You should be, fpeLnrg. elaxed

3 Just telL. bow., .yo..-spett ur, time 'in terw of -M, aRouche

4 MR. PARKER: I object to Mr. Bogin's characterizatihn

5 of the witness' testimony. I ha-ve been sittingb.here, and it

6 apperm to-me -he has been-anmwer.ng the questions as best he cano

7 Q Have you volunteered any of your time for

8 Mr. LaRouche's campaign?

9 A I said yes.

10 And now tell me how. What did you do, I mean

11 what were the things that you did inhelping the candidate?

12 A Like I said, as far as talking with my friends

13 and stuff and telling them about his candidacy.

14 Q Did you go to fund raisers for Mr. LaRouche?

15 A No, not that I can remember.

16 Q How did you make your contributions to Mr. LaRouched?

17 A I can't remember.

18 Q Did you give money to -- do you know Debra

19 Freeman?

20 A Yes.

21 Did you ever give her money?

22 A Yes, I have given her money.

23 Q Cash?

24 A I wouldn't remember whether it was cash, check,

25 money order. I wouldn't remember in those terms. It has
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1 been sometime.

2 Q What about Larry Freeman.

3 A For larry Freeman, Z wouldn't remember.

Q You remember giving money to -- contributions

to Debra Freeman; is that true? You said that before.

6 A (Witness moves head up and down indicating

7 positive response.)

8 Q I will wait until you answer.

MR. PARKER: He nodded his head yes.

10 Q He nodded his head yes. Did you give money

to Larry Freeman?

12 A I wouldn't know. I wouldn't remember.

13 Q Who else besides Debra Freeman did you give

14 o1 money to?

15 I wouldn't remember. You know? That is like

16 saying, you know, if I have given money i~a hundred people,

17 I wouldn't remember all of those hundred people, you know.

18 I cannot remember. I have given money to a lot of people,

19 you know. I have given money to people on my job. I have

20 given money to my wife, my kids, my family.

21 Q But you remember those people.

22 i A Yes, but I can't remember everybody. That is

23
!Ivat I am saying.

24 4When you gave money, was it for the purpose of

25
making 'a .ontritiution
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I A I wouldn't know. I wouldn't remember, you know, as

2 far as what purpose or anything. You know, I know sometimes

3 I have given money for the purpose of candidacy.

4 Q Do you know a William Salisbury?

5 A Yes.

6 Q Who is that?

7 A He is my uncle.

8 Q Do you know if he has contributed to the Citizens

for laRouche ?

10 A I wouldn't know.

11 Q Have you ever talked to him about Citizens for

12 LaRouche or Lyndon laRouche?

13 A Have I ever talked to him about it? He has talked

14 to me about it.

15 Q So you have had conversations with him about it?

16 A Yes, I have had conversations with him.

17 Q Have you met Nancy Radcliffe before today?

18 A Who?

19 Q Nancy Radcliffe.

o20 A I have met her before.

21 Q Do you remember where?

22 A I don't remember exactly where; you know, I have

23 met her.

24 Have you ever been to LaRouche headquarters at the

25
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1 Medical Arts Building?

2 A I wouldn't remember.

3 Q Have you ever been to the Freeman' house?

4 A Where is the Freeman house?

5 0 In Baltimore. Linkwood Avenue.

6 MR. IRRKER: Larry and Debbie Freeman's home

7 he is talking about.

8 A Oh. No, I have never been there, not that I

9 n remember.

10 Q We will get back to some of these questions.

11 Maybe your memory will get better.

12 I have here a TravelerIs Express Money Order,

13 payable to Citizens for LaRouche, for $140. I was

14 wondering if you have ever seen this money order before

15 oday?

16 A Have I ever seen that money order?

17 Q Before today?

18 A i wouldn' remember.

19 Q Did you purchase that money order?

o 2A Huh?

U21 Q Did you purchase that money order?

22 A Did I purchase that money order? I don't know.

23 Q Is that your handwriting on the money order?

24 A Is that my handwriting? Let me see. Nope.

It don't look like my handwriting.
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1 Q Is that your signature?

2 A It could be.

3 .2oine on, you know wnat your signature looks like.

Is that your Signature or not?

A No, that is not my signature.

6 MR. ]'OGIN: I would like to mark this Commission

7 Exhibit No. I, which is a Traveler's ixpress Money Order pay-

8 able to Citizens for LaRouche for $140 with Kevin Salisbury's

name on it, uut not signed by him, No. 2957627.

10 A I don't know. I can't tell you by that. I probabl,

1 signed for it. Do you know what I mean? But I can't tell by!

12 a photocopy and all of that. I would have to see the origina.

13 That is a photocopy, right?

14 Q Right, uut you have never seen this before today,

15 you have just testified.

16 A Oh, I probably have seen it before, you know what I

17 -mean? But I can't remember.

18 Q But that is not your signature on it?

19i A I can't tell by the photocopy if that is my signatue

2 or not.20 i

21Q I think you testified before, Mr. Salisbury, that

22 that was not your signature. Regardless of whether it is a

23 onotocopy, it is fairly clear what your signature is. So, it

24 either yes or no.

25 o, 0 t . t n . .a.

:~t OL1o, you riay :nark that exniLit.
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(Whereupon, the above-mentioned

2 article was marked as

Commission Exhibit No. 1,

4 Traveler's Express Money

5 Order No. 2957627.)

6 Q Do you remember signing any documentation

7 concerning a contribution for $140?

8 A Well, like I said, I have signed a lot of things

9 in contribution to money, but I do not remember what things

10 1 have signed in making those contributions for money.

11 You know what I mean?

12 Q I would like to show you another document, which

13 is -- before I get into that, I know that you have said

14 that you don't recall, but what would you say was one of

15 dhe largest contributions you ever made at one time to

16 Citizens for LaRouche?

17 A I wouldn't remember.

Q18 Did you make $2,000 at once?

A19 I wouldn ' t know.

20 Q $2,000 is a lot of money. Don't you think
6

21 you would know if you made a $2,000 contribution?

22 A I wouldn't know.

23 3Q Why not?

24A Huh?

25 Q Why wouldn't you know?
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1 A I wouldn't remember.

2 Q That strains iy creel "-& You know, :Z;_n't believe that.

3 A That could be four years ago. I spend a lot of mone ,,
just

4Q In Athe last two years, in 1979 and 1980, did

5 ]u make -- what was the largest amount -- a single

6 contribution that you ever made?

7 A I wouldn't remember.

8 Q Was it possible that you made a $2,000

9 contribution?

10 A I wouldn't know.

11 Is that a lot of money you. $2000?

12 A Is that a lot of money to me? No.

13 A How much money do you make a year?

14 A How much money do I make a year?

15 It all depends.

16 Q In 1979.

17 A I wouldn't know until I got my check stubs on

18 that.

19 How much money do you make a week? What is

20 your paycheck?

21 A That is a little personal how much money I make.

22 Q I want to know if $2,000 is a lot of money to

23
23 1ou. It is a lot of money to me.

24 2 It is not a lot of money, but it is personal

25 what I make. That is nyprivate affair what I make.
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1 Q What is your paycheck?

2 MR. PARKER: That is not relevant. I instruct the

3 witness not to answer.

4 Q It certainly is relevant. Do you refuse to answer the

5 question?

6 A Refuse to answer what?

7 Q To tell me how much money you make a week.

8 MR. PARKER: Yes.

9 A Yes. How much money I make is my business.

10 Q Is giving $2,000 in a contribution a lot of money fo

11 you?

12 A Is giving that -- would it be a lot of money?

13 No, I don't consider that to be a lot of money.

14 Q Do you ever remember making a contribution of about

15 $2,000?

16 A No, I don't remember making any contributions.

17 Q To the Citizens for LaljouCihe, what was the largest

18 contriDution you ever remember making?

19 A I wouldn't know.

o 20 Q Is it possible that you made a $5,000 contribution to

21 :1 them ?

22 A I wouldn't know that.

23 S $5,000, you wouldn't know? it seems like a lot o-F

i one for one tie, not an aggregation. Just one time. Did tiou

24 write out a check or get a money order for $5,000?

A One check at that time?

25 One cles!-k.
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1 A One check at a time? Well, I would say I don't have

2 that much money.

3 Q So it would be unusual to give such a large amount

4 of money at that time?

A I guess so.

6 Q Now, try to remember we are only talking about in th

7 last year.

8 MR. PARKER: Do you have anything to refresh his

9 memory with?

10 MR. BOGIN: Maybe eventually.

11 Q In the last year, what would you say was the amount

12 of money you contributed at one time?

ii
13 MR. PARKER: He said half a dozen times he doesn't

14 remember.

15 115A I don't know. It could be, you know, it could be five,

16 it could be ten, it could be 25, it could be 30, it could be 50,

17 it could be a hundred. I wouldn't know. You know, it co,,:!,- ic

18 0 "0, 0You knC, I woUkn 't know-.

19 32 cO, IlA0 a, t ne t_ e ti'at yo, :av.: --jtnat ti )o

20 I U oi ,ave that 2-riount: of money?{

21 A -1, SS7 1 i. ' ossible I could have given that mu1h

22 K money.

2 In cash? Because you didn't purchase this money order.23

I wouldn't know.
24
25 .2 Well, you didn't purchase the money order? This 12

25 r sP' ion Exhioit No. I which you said you didn't nurcha :, . Did
!Q-J: ro.-._ ty or-Jero Commission Exhinit 1,o. 1?

A I wouldn't know.
You wouldn't know if you purchased that?
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A No.

2 Q But it is not your handwriting on it?

A No, that is not my signature. I might have

4 signed fvr something similar to that, but that is not my

signature. I might have okayed it with a signature or

6 something. Do you know what I mean?

Q How often do you buy money orders?

8 A How often do I buy money orders? I wouldn't

know.

10 How many times a week do you buy money orders?

A It depends.

12 It depends on what?

13
A Huh?

14 Q What does it depend on?

15 It depends on if I got to pay anything or if

16 I have got to get money for something.

17sad hd Pkeci
Q But you said you had a checking account.

18 A Huh?

19
Q You have a checking account, so why would you

o 20
need money orders?

21 A If I -- when I run out of checks. A lot of

22 times I don't feel like writing out stuff. My wife will

23
have the checking account, and I will go get a money order.

24
Q So you run down to the bank and get a money

25 ore
order?
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1 A Run down to the bank? I went to the store.

2 Q Which store would that be?

3 A Again, this is personal.

4 Q Excuse me?

5 A I think it is my business what store I go to.

6 Q We have a money order here that has your name on it

7 If you purchased it, what store would you have purchased it ai?

8 A I wouldn't know.

9 Q Where is the store nearest your house? DO you

10 go to that store?

11 A Several stores. It all depends on where I am at.

12 Q Let's say you are at work.

13 A If I am at work?

14 Q Do you ever purchase a money order from work?

15 A I have purchased at a store around there in that area.

16 I wouldn't know what store.

17 Q What kind of store sells money orders?

18 A Well, you have a lot of your bars.

19 Q Bars sell money orders?

20 A Your liquor stores sell money orders, yes.

21 Q I have here another money order, this time it is a

22 Federal Express Money Order made payable to Citizens for

23 LaRouche, and it has your name on it. Have you ever seen this

Feceral Express Money Order before?
24 h?~A TFn e r e?

;,~l F r 34 5: (in(, iat inq ).
25 S,5. That $450

i
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Q That is right.

A Federal Express Money order?

Q Uh-huh.
3

A No, I have never seen that before. I can't make
4

it out. I wouldn't remember.
5

Q Where it says Kevin C. Salisbury on it, is that
6

your handwriting?
7

A No, that is not my handwriting.
8

Q And the address, 1909 Forest Park; that is your

address, but you didn't write it?
10

A Yes, that is my address.

11But you didn't write it?

12
A No.

13
Q What is A-T-P? Does that mean anything to you?

14
A That is apartment.

15
Q But usually it is A-P-T.

16
- A Well, somebody made a mistake.

17
o Q But you didn't? I mean you wouldn't make that

18
mistake?

A I don't know. I would probably write it that way,
0 2o20

too.

21
M•R P?,0GISN: I would like to put in tne record,

22
Federal Exoress Money Order No. 114504323 into the recor,, a-

23
Com-mission 2xbioit no. 2.

24
(The aiove-nientioned article was marked as

25 ' ,-vnmiS;3icr i <hSijt o. 2 fo ~r i~entificatio.)
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1 Q Below the money order is a copy of another

2 document which says, "I contributed $450 to Citizens for

3 LaRouche on January 21st, 1980" and signed by you; is

4 that your signature?

5 A Yes.

6 Q Does that look anything like the signature that

7 is on Commission Exhibit No. 1?

8 A No.

9 Q Now, it has your address below your signature.

10 Did you write in the address?

11 A Yes.

12 Q You did, and you spelled apartment A-T-P?

13 A Uh-huh.

14 Q But that is your handwriting?

15 A Looks like it.

16 But you didn't write A-T-P up on tke money order?

17 MR. PARKER: That is what he said.

18 Q Okay. This money order was purchased on

19 January 21st, 1980. Do you remember signing this document

20 where it says you contributed $450?

21 A I wouldn't have remembered that.

22 Q You might have signed some paper, but you

23 didn't read what it said?

24 A I read what it said at the time. I knew what

25 I was doing, but I wouldn't remember. I wouldn't remember
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I that.

2 Is $450 a lot of money to you?

3 A Is it a lot of money to me? Yes, it is a lot of

4 money.

5 Q And would you remember contributing $450 to

6 Citizens for LaRouche?

7 A I wouldn't remember.

8Q Why?

9 A Huh?

10 Q Why wouldn't you remember? If it happened to

11 me, I would remember.

12 A That is you, it is not me. I wouldn't remember.

13 Q So, you don't remember contributing $450 to

14 Citizens for LaRouche?

15 A No, I wouldn't remember that.

16 Q Is it true that you didn't contribute the $450

* 17 to Citizens for LaRouche?

18 A Is it true that I didn't? What do you mean?

19 Q Well, either you did or didn't, so did you

20 contribute that $450 for Citizens for LaRouche?

21 A It appears that I did.

22 Q It appears, but did you?

23 A I have contributed a lot of money in some way

24 or another.

25 Q So, do you remember giving somebody $450 in c-sh?
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1A I wouldn't remember that unless you brought it

2 forward right now.

3 Q Well, I have a money order for $450 --

4 MR. PARKER: That is what he is doing,

5 Mr. Salisbury. He is refreshing your mmory by showing

6 you that material. He is asking, did you make the

7 contribution or not?

8 A Yes. I guess I .-ould have, I don't know.

9 Q But you don't remember?

10 A I don't remember.

11 Q But you testified that $450 is a lot of money

12 to you.

13 A I testified that $450 --

14 MR. PARKER: No, I don't think he testified

15 to that.

16 MS. GENTNER: Yes, he did.

17 MR. ERKER: Earlier he said $2,000 was not a

18 bt of money.

19 MS. GENTNER: I- you want her to read it back,

20 %e can have it read back.

21 MR. BOGIN: It doesn't matter.

22 Q Did you ever instruct anybody to purchase a

23 money order for you in the last two years?

24 A Huh?

25 Q Did you ever instruct anybody to purchase a money
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order for you in the last two years?

A I wouldn't know.

Q DO you remember ever giving Debbie Freeman cash?

A I wouldn't remember.

5 Q I think you testified before that you did.

A Do I ever remember giving her cash?

Q Yes.

8 A See how my memory goes? I have given cash before,

do you know what I mean? But I wouldn't remember how mtuch

10 1 have given and stuff like that. I know I have given cash.

1 Q Have you made contributions to other candidates,

12 other than Citizens for LaRouche?

A I wouldn't know that either.
13

131Q Mr. Salisbury, do you have a selective memory?

A I don't know." 15

16 Q Do you remember only things that you want to

17 remember?17

A No, that is not it.
~18

19 Q Is it usual that when I ask you questions that

20 only took place in the last year, that you don't remember?

A Well, I do a lot of things. I have a lot of21"

thinas that I occupy myself with doing, you know,what I
22

2 Aean dn it is hard to kee- tra-' 0,- : a o-'-23

24 ........ ..

25
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you are bringing before me, it only refreshes my mind to a cer-

2 tain degree, do you know what I mean?

Q We would like to take a five-minute break and ccme

back and talk to you some more.

5 (There was a pause in the proceedings for a brief

6 recess.)

BY MR. BOGIN:

8 Q Mr. Salisbury, do you have a subscription to New

9 Solidarity?

10A Do I have a subscription to it? What do you mean,

like?

Q Do you get it?12

13 A Do I get it?

14 Do you get it weekly, or when does it come out?

5A I get it as often as I can.

16 Q Does it get sent to your house, or do you have to
0 f

17 purchase it each month?

18 A Huh ?

19 Do you have a subscription, or do you purchase it

20 each time2. 20

A Yes.
21

22 Q Yes, you have a subscription'.22

23 A Yes, I have a suDscription.

24 How much do you pay for that?
A I vmuldn't ;kno,, " .

25 Do vou ay in cash?
iuf.



Q Do you pay in cash? 26

A I wouldn't know.

2 Q Do you pay by money order?

A Sometimes by money order, sometimes by cash, and

sometimes by check.

5 Q Where do you send the money for the New Solidarity?

6 A I wouldn't know that, unless I was to look in New

Solidarity and get the address right off from there. The same

way as right now with my car note. I would have to look in

there for the address °to write out for it.

10
P. MR. BOGIN: Do you have any questions, Mr. Parker?11

7MR. PARKER: No, no.

12
Q Did you have any conversations with Debbie Freeman

13 before coming here today in the last month?

14 A Did I have any conversations with her? That is a
15 personal question, ish't it?

16
1 p MR. PARKER: No, you can answer that question.
17 oi17 Just answer the question yes or no.

18
A Yes, coming here I have had a conversation with ner

19 Q Did you talk about comring and giving your deposition?

20 i A I guess so.

21
"nat lid you talk about? Did she tell you how to

22
a nswe r qiuestions?

23 A That is oersonal right there.
"o, it is not personal.

24 -R * PA- 4R: You can answer tie question.
A What we talke' about -- well, wnat she was tellin
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me is that, you know, there are questions and things, and that

2 I will be asked a bunch of questions, and that was it. As

3 far as what questions were going to be asked, I didn't know

4 that.

5 MR. PARKER: She told you to tell the truth, didn't

6 she?

7 A Yes.

8 Q Did she tell you to get Mr. Parker as an attorney?

9A She told me that Mr. Parker would be here as an

10 attorney.

11 Q But he is your attorney.

12 A Huh?

13 Q He is your attorney?

14 A U -huh.

15 Q How did you know to call Mr. Parker?

16 A What do you mean, how did I know?

17 MR. PARIER: She suggested it.

18 MR. ?OGIN: Please, let the witness answer.

19 i MR. PARKR: H"e just said that a minute ago.

20 i Q This is an example of your just not telling me the

21 ) t or v.
A hat do you mean? An example? Yes, she told me

22 about Mr. Parker as far as being my attorney.
Q o she said for purposes of the Federal Election --

23 A Ye s.
-- Comx ission,a s a witness, you should get Mr.

24 Parke r as an attorney?
T~hs, as being an attorney.

25
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1 MR. BOGIN: Okay. I have no further questions,

2 but I would like to make a statement for the record. We

3 have taken the deposition of Mr. Kevin Salisbury today.

4 and though he has answered most of our questions, we are

5 wvt waiving our right to call him again as a witness to

6 testify further when we have further questions,. The basis

7 of that is that there is a feeling that he has not been

8 entirely forthcoming with all the information that he had

9 and maybe his memory might improve upon reflection. I

10 would also like to advise you that there is a confidentiality

11 provision of the Act that prohibits you from discussing

12 this matter with anybody besides the FEC and your attorney.

13 Are you aware of the confidentiality provisions?

14 THE WITNESS: Yes.

15 MS. GENTNER: Mr. Parker might like to respond.

16 MR. PARKER: No, I have no further questions.

17 MR. BOGIN: For purposes of this deposition,

18 do you waive signature?

19 MR. EARKER: The question is Mr. Salisbury,

o 20 you have a right to read and sign the deposition if you so

21 desire. Otherwise, the person transcribing the deposition

22 ill just deliver a copy of it to Mr. Bogin. Otherwise,

23 !,Ou have a right to read it and make sure your answers

24
are correct, that she transcribed what you said correctly.

25 iYou have that right. It is up to you.
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1 MS. GENTNER: She will ask you to come down and

2 read it.

3 THE WITNESS: Well, I would rather not sign

my name to nothing since I don't know everything because:

5 thee's a lot of thbngs I dorat remember.

6 MR. FARKER: You are willing to waive your

7 signature; is that correct?

8 THE WITNESS: Right.

MR. BOGIN: Thank you for coming doun.

10 (Whereupon, the witness was excused at 11:30.)

11

12 STATE OF MARYLAND

13 CITY OF BALTIMORE, SS:

14 I, Phyllis Goldstein, a Notary Public in and

15 for the State of Maryland, County of Baltimore, do hereby

16 certify that the within is a true and accurate recording

17 of the proceedings indicated.

18

19

o20

o NOTARY PUBLIC
21

22

23

24

* 25
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1 STIPULATION

2 It is hereby stipulated and agreed that the

3 reading and signing of the within deposition by the witness

4 be and the same is hereby waived.

6 DIANA SAHYOUN,

7 called for examination, being first duly sworn according

8 to law, testified as follows:

EXAMINATION BY MR. BOGIN:

10 Q Would you give us your name for the record?

11 A Diana Sahyoun.

12 Q How do you spell that?

13 A S-a-h-y-o-u-n.

14 Q What is your present address?

151 A 613 St. Anne's Avenue.

161; And how long have you been living at that

17 address?

18 A For about six years.

19! Q And are you married?

20 A Yes.

21 Q And your husband's name?
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1 A David Sanders.

2 0 Do you use the name Sanders?

3 A No.

4 Q Is it on any of your papers or do you use it

5 at work?

6 A No, I don't.

7 0Q Nobody knows you as Diana Sanders?

8 A No.

9 Q Have you ever heard of a Lenore Sanders?

10 A No.

11 0 Do you know anybody by the name of Lenore?

12 A No.

13 Q Have you ever made a contribution to Citizens

14 for LaRouche?

15 A Not directly.

16 Q Do you know what Citizens for LaRouche is?

17 A Not really.

18 Q Do you know who Lyndon LaRouche is?

19' A Yes.

20 Q When did you first hear of him?

21 A When I met my husband about, say four years ago.
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I And in what context did you hear of him?

2 A Well, he was -- my husband was telling me about

3 the U. S. Labor Party Organization and they wanted to

4 place him as the president.

Q So he was the candidate of the United States

Labor Party?

A Yes.

8 Q And that was in 1975?

A It was four years ago.

10 Q 1977?

A Something like that, yes.

12 0 So this was a presidential election in 1976

13 and there was one in 1980, so which election were they

trying to make him president?

15 A The way I understand it they been trying

16 probably both of them.

17 1i 1Q Have you given money to him at any point in

18 time or the U. S. Labor Party?

19 A Four years ago, I think I donated through

20 my husband, I think $50. That was the only money.

21 Q And in the last two years, let's say since 1979,
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I do you recall ever giving any money to Citizens for

2 LaRouche?

3 A No, I have not.

4 Q Do you know if your husband has given any money

5 i to Citizens for LaRouche?

6A I think he did, I am not sure.

7 Q You wouldn't know how much?

8 A He never tells me, no.

9 Q Are you currently employed?

10 A Yes.

11 Q And who is your employer?

12 A I work for the State of Maryland, Department of

13 Health and Mental Hygiene.

14 Q Has anybody discussed your coming here today

15 Ii with you since you have been notified by the Commission for

16 your appearance?

17 A Yes, it was somebody from the U. S. Labor Party.

18 I think his name is John. They were trying to make me

19 sign a paper, you know, trying to get the whole thing

20 cancelled or not to let it go to court so they wanted me

21 to sign it saying I gave my contributions legally. I did not
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1 sign it because I did not give any contributions.

2 Q Did anybody put any pressure on you not to

3 be here today?

4 A No.

Q So somebody by the name of John came by your

6 house and asked that you sign some kind of letter?

A Yes.

8 Q And you didn't sign the letter?

9 A No.

10 Q I have here a check made out to David Sanders

1II which I am going to have marked as Commission Exhibit 1.

12 (Whereupon, Commission Exhibit

13;1 No. 1 was marked.)

14il Q Here is a check from Household Finance, Consumer

151 Finance Division, which is a company that makes loans,

16 and it's made out to David Sanders for $1009.58. Have you

17 ever seen that check before?

18 A I haven't seen it but I heard about the money

19 they needed. They needed a loan.

20 Q Who is thev?

21 A The U. S. Labor Party. They needed a loan. I
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I think he made up -- they wanted to get the money through

2 him.

3 Q Do you know how they arranged for the loan?

4 Did your husband go get the loan?

A I think he did.

Q And do you know how he qualified for the loan?

A Probably he just applied for it for his ownself.

SQ Did he have to use the car as collateral or

9 anything like that?

10 A I don't know.

11 Il Q But as far as you know now he went and got

12 the loan on his own behalf?

13! A This is what I think.

14 Q Do you know whether or not he has been payinq

15 off the loan?

16 A I think they pay the loan.

17 Q They give him the money to pay off the loan?

18 A Right.
19 Q What information do you have that that is true?

20'' A I don't have any information that that's true.

21,; I just qo by what he tells me.
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Q Your husband tells you?

2 A They tell him they pay some amount of money

3 and he just pay on it.

4 Q So he probably has to pay Household Finance

5 on a monthly basis?

A Right.

7 Q And then he gets money?

8 A From the organization.

9' Q That is what he told you?

10 A That is what he told me. I don't know nothing

II for fact.

12 Q Do you or your husband have a checking account?

13 A No, we don't.

14i Q Do you know how he would pay off this loan?

15 How does he make his monthly payments to Household Finance?

16 A I think he pays it directly. He goes to the

17: bank and pays it directly.

18 Q Gives it to Household Finance?

19 A He goes down there. I think the place is on

20 Charles Street.

21 Q So he told you he gets money from...
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I A From the U. S. Labor Party, they paid him, and

2 then he takes it. That's how it goes.

3 Q But the only knowledge that you have is what

4 he told you?

5i! A That's all. I haven't seen any papers. As

611 far as I'm concerned he could be paying it himself. I

7 don't know.

Q I have here the back of this check which I'd

9 like to mark as 2.

10 (Whereupon, Commission Exhibit

11 No. 2 was marked.)

12 I will just show you that. It's Commission

13 Exhibit 2, it's the back of that check endorsed to

14 Citizens for LaRouche signed by David Sanders. Do you

15 recognize that to be your husband's handwriting?

16 A Yes, I think that is my husband's handwriting.

17 Q And then I have a document that says -- well,

18 let's mark this as 3.

19 (Whereupon, Commission Exhibit

20 No. 3 was marked.)

21 I have Commission Exhibit No. 3 which is a piece



I of paper dated January 22, 1980, and it's typed, I contributed,

2 and there is a blank with the written in $1,009.58 for

3 Citizens for LaRouche. On January 22, 1980. It looks

4 like David Sanders' signature, his address and his town.

And next to it is another handwriting. Do.you recognize

6 that handwriting next to your husband's handwriting?

7 A No, I don't.

8: Q Do you recognize your husband's handwriting?

91 A Sure, and that's not his handwriting neither.

10 This is not David's handwriting neither and the one next

11 to it is not my handwriting or someone I don't even know,

12 plus the address either. Lenore Spnders, no.

13 Q So the handwriting on the back of this check

14 where it says David C. Sanders and the handwriting up there-

15 A You're talking about this one or that one?

16 Q I'm talking about the signature.

17 A This one and this one is the same.

18 Q And that's your husband's?

19 A That's my husband's.

20 How about the handwriting?

21 A This one here?
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IQ Yes, do you recognize that at all?

2 A No, this is not --

3 Q It's not yours, is it?

4 A No, it's not.

Q Can you read what it says?

6 A No, I can't.

S 7Below it says Lenore Sanders.

A Yes.

9Si Q You testified you don't know anybody named

10 Lenore Sanders.

11 A No, I don't.

12 Q Was your husband ever married to anybody

13 by the name of Lenore?

14 A No. And it says spouse next to it too.

15 Q He has never been married to anyone but you?

16 A No, of course.

17 Q And your name is not Lenore?

18 A No, it's not.

19 So you have never seen Commission Document

20 No. 3 before?

21 A No, I have not.
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I MR. BOGIN: Off the record.

2 (Whereupon discussion was held off the record.)

3 BY MR. BOGIN:

4 I'm just going to ask you some questions

5 bringing out some of the information that we took out

61 before your deposition.

7 A Okay.

8 Q You said before thatyou went to dinners.

9 A Uh-huh.

10 Q And various meetings.

11 I A Uh-huh.

12 Q You first heard of Lyndon LaRouche and the

1311 U. S. Labor Party when you first met your husband?

14 A Uh-huh.

15 Q What kind of events did you go to and what

16 activities did you take part in in terms of the U. S.

17 Labor Party?

18 A Well, I didn't take terms as far as any activities

19 except if they had dinner, that's all. But I went to

20 one -- different times they have been discussing different

21 thinqs. Everytime they were trying to raise money for

:i
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LaRouche.

2 Q It would be a fund raiser?

A It was fund raiser everytime I went to it.

4 Mostly the only things I went to are the dinners. About

three dinners I went to different places, and after the

6 dinner they started collecting dollars, 1,000, 2,000,

7 500, 700, it depends how many...

8Q How would they raise this money?

A Well, whoever is sitting there I think. The

10 way I think -- just ask the people how much they want to

11 contribute.

12 And what would they do, take out their

13" checkbooks or --

14 A They don't take any checkbook. I don't know

how they paid it. I just heard that someone has the

16 paper and they just write down next to it how much the

17i: person is going to donate. One time they wanted to raise

18 almost $50,000 and people just -- and plus they raise

19 it through selling magazines and books and different things

20 like that. But that's the only thinq I know.

21 Q So it would be a pledae in a sense? When they
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1 said how much you would give, they wrote down how much

2 they planned to give?

3 A Yeah, how much they planned to give and then

4 how they paid it later, I don't know. By checks or --

51 I don't know. By cash -- I don't know how they paid

61 it but nobody just pulled out money and give them. They

7 just wrote down how much each person was going to give --

8 they were short somehow. We still need ten more thousand,

9 everytime I go there they were always short of so many

10 thousand, some how they make the rest up, I don't know.

II Q You said they sold newspapers and magazines.

12 A They sold books, newspapers, usually they sell

13 a little of everything.

14 Q Do you know any of the names of the newspapers

15 or books? Does New Solidarity strike a bell?

16 A Yes. What is the other one -- Fusion Magazine.

17 They sell those like a magazine that comes every week or

18 every month, something like that, and plus LaRouche makes

19, books and they buy his books.

20 Q Dope, Incorporated, does that sound familiar?

21.; A It sounds -- I am not sure. But there is thousands



16

i of books that he makes. Plus they sell albums, classical

2 albums.

3 Q What kind?

4 A Classical music.

Q1 LaRouche doesn't sing, does he?

6 A No. Say for Beethoven.

7 Q So what do they do, they buy the records and

81' do they go out on the street with them?

9 A Okay, when they make a party, you know, when

10 everybody comes in for dinner, then they have the table

IIi full of different things.

12 Q At the party?

13 I A At the parties. But in the street they sell

141 the magazines and the books in the street.

15l Q Have you ever sold any of that stuff?

16 A No way.

17 Q Do you know if your husband has?

18 A Yes, he used to go out into the street and

19 sell the magazine and books, but he stopped now because

20 I won't let him.

21 * Q Do you know what he did with the money?
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1 A What did he do with the money? Well, he was

2 supposed to turn it to the office because it's, I think,

3 they sort of a printing-like instruments, they don't have

the funds to print more. They want to print more volume

51 and they don't have it. They are trying to raise money

6 to increase the volume of the printed magazines and that's

7 it.

8 Q I never heard of that before.

A Well, they had albums like classical music

10 albums.

11 Q Would they sell it very expensive or normal

12 price?

13 A Usually more expensive.

14 Q They sell it for the purpose --

15 A See, they short of so much money for the

LaRouche. That's the way I heard. And they sell all

17 these things so they could make up for it, and the people

18 who goes over there, usually they used to buy records

19: $10, outside for $3.

20 Q Have you ever met Lyndon LaRouche personally?

21 I think I met him one time at a party. He was
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i drinking. My husband wanted to introduce me to him. He

2 said I want to introduce him to you. He is a great man.

3 Q When was that, do you remember?

A About three years ago. Long time ago.

5 MR. BOGIN: Off the record.

6 (Whereupon, a discussion was held off the

7 record.)

8' BY MR. BOGIN:

9' Q Is there anything that you'd like to say about

10 anything?

11 A Well, Lenore Sanders, I want to -- well, there

12 is a letter that came that has Lenore Sanders on it to

13 the house that I was going to return back. I asked David

14 do you know anything about Lenore Sanders, he started

15 laughing.

16 Do you remember what the mail was, was it from

17 the Labor Party?

18 A Yes, it was.

19 Q Maybe this will help explain it a little bit.

20 .%aybe they confused your name because somebody wrote here --

21 A But I didn't sicn it. They shouldn't have sianed
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1 it either. This is illegal. They shouldn't have signed

2 it Sanders.

3 Q Well, as you said this is not your signature.

4 A No. This is forgery right there. No, Lenore

51! Sanders, I don't know how did they get this.

6 ;  Q Well, I think that should be it.

7 (Whereupon, there was a discussion held off

8 the record.)

9 Q You were discussing Commission Document

10 Exhibit No. 3. You are concerned that --

1 J A That this money here, a thousand dollars,

12 like he made this contribution directly to LaRouche

13 from his ownself. Like he's making a payment himself.

14 I don't think the U. S. Labor Party is giving him any money.

15 But he's probably just tellinq me this so I don't get

161 upset because like that's a lot of money to give to somebody

1711 instead of givinq the money towards home.

18 Q So what you're saying is before when you

19o testified that you thought the United States Labor Party

20 was giving him money to pay back the loan, that's what he

21 told you?
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I A Right, but I don't think they giving him

2 anything. He probably told me this so he don't get in

3 trouble with me. I'm saying he wouldn't have had to

4 write this. I think he contributed that much money and

51! he just didn't want me to know, that that's a lot of money

6 to give.

7, Q And we have already established that the only

8: thing you know is what your husband has told you.

9, A Yes.

10 Q So they could be paying it back or he could

111i be paying it back, but either way it's a contribution.

12 A Yes.

13 Q I think the record is pretty clear that the

14 only information you have about it is what you heard from

is your husband, and he might or might not be telling you

16 the truth.

171 A I know. The way I see it, I think he's lying

18 to me because otherwise he wouldn't have write this,

19 I contributed

20 Q Well, he might have written that for purposes

21'' of matching contributions.
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See, when you contribute to a presidential

2 candidate and the Federal Government will match $250.

3 A Yes, but see what I'm saying, they didn't

4 ask him for contributions, they asked him to get a loan

5 for them. So this should be just a loan from Household Financ

6,1 it shouldn't be I contributed, that meaning he gave this

7 from his own pocket.

8 Q It looks like he might have done that.

9 A Yes, but this wouldn't have been needed to

10 say because they only asked for a loan to help them,

11 so why would he say I contributed if they are giving

12 him the money back.

13 Q Remember the letter yesterday if you

14 contributed?

15' A Legally, right.

16 Q Well, he could have signed that anyway without

171 having done it, just the way some people might have signed

18 that letter yesterday. You didn't, but other people

19 might have signed the letter saying that they made a

20 contribution when they didn't make a contribution. So,

21 it's hard to know just by looking at that what the story is.
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A Okay.

2 MR. BOGIN: Off the record.

3 (Whereupon, deposition was concluded.)

4

5 STATE OF MARYLAND

6 CITY OF BALTIMORE, SS:

7 I, Anthony Rolland, a Notary Public in and for

8 the State of Maryland, County of Howard, do hereby certify

9 that the within named, DIANA SAHYOUN, personally appeared

10 before me at the time and place herein set out and after

having been first duly sworn by me according to law,

12 was interrogated by counsel.

13 I further certify that the examination was

14 recorded stenographically by me and then transcribed from

15 my stenographic notes to the within typewritten matter in

16 a true and accurate manner.

17 I further certify that the stipulations contained

18 herein were entered into by counsel in my presence.

19 I further certify that I am not of counsel

20 to any of the parties, nor an employee of counsel, nor

21 related to any of the parties, nor in any way interested in
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I the outcome of this 
action.

2 As Witness, my hand and Notarial 
Seal, this

3 day of July, 1981, at Baltimore, 
Maryland.
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CHARLES CLARK*

2 a witness, called for examinatimn by the Federal Election

3 Commission, after having been first duly sworn to tell the

4 truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, was

5 examined and testified as follows:

6 EXAMINATION BY MR. BOGIN:

7 THE WITNESS: I do not want to perjure myself.

8 MR. BOGIN: For purposes of this deposition,

9 the Federal Election Commission is of the opinion that

10 Mr. Clark understands that he is to tell the truth in his

11 testimony and that by not telling the truth, he is subject

12 to perjury.

13 MR. PARKER: Mr. Clark, if you don't understand

14 a question, make sure-- they will repeat it or clarify it.

15 Don't guess at the answer.

16 Q Give us your full name for the record, please.

17 A Charles Clark.

18 And your address?

19 A 16 North Hilton Street.

o 20 Is that in Baltimore?

0
21 A Baltimore, Maryland.

2!I
222

22 Q And what is your occupation.

23 i A I do stock clerk and porter work for a --

24 U. . Z1etri' c-ornanv, erson Electri

25 How long have you been working at that job?
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1 A I came on up on '69. I were working August the

2 8th of '69, '70.

3 Q Right through?

4 A Yes.

5 Q So you have been working there for over ten years?

6 A Yes.

7 Q Have you ever heard of an individual by the name of

8 Lyndon LaRouche?

9 A Yes, I have.

10 Could you tell us when you first heard of him?

11 A I heard of him about in the '70s. It was on a

12 campaign. I started -- I met one of the boys downtown hand-

13 ing out leaflets to show that, you know, that an election was

14 going on, so I have a donation and bought some papers.

15 Q You gave a donation and bought some papers.

16 A Yes, I was giving something for ten cents, you

17 know, I bought one on the way home.

18 Q A die?
0

19 A Yes.

20 Q You paid a dime and bought some papers?

21 I A Yes.

22 Did the person who you bought the paper from

23 introduce himself or herself?

24 Ye s, ne ci

5Do you remem7ir who it "ras25 i-
'IArt Mufpny.
tirt urphy. Di1 ne take your name an(' address'
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1 A Yes, he did.

2 Q And did he ever contact you again?

3 A Yes, he did. He told me to come around, and

4 I was asked for a donation, and introduced to Lyndon --

5 the President, he called him -- LaRouche then. -He:,was

6 seeking contributions and it was on different corners.

7 Q Did you give a contribution?

8 A Yes, I gave ten cents.

Q You gave ten cents. Did you ever give $70?

10 A Not right off, I didn't.

11 Q But eventually you gave $70?

12 A Yes.

13 Q Did you give $100?

14 A No.

15 Q How much did you give?

16 A $70.

17 Q In cash?

18 A No. Not in one sum. I gave -- he asked me

19 1
19 to come in and show a few papers for him, and I went to

20 a few classes with him. I went, and I gave small contributions

21 up until now.

22 Q How small

23i
2 A I gave $5 most of the time when I would go in,

24 i and they gave me a few leaflets, too.

25h
I Q T4here would. you go? Where was this?
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1 A They had opened up down here on Calvert Street.

2 Q At the Medical Arts Building?

3 A No. Let me see. I don't know, but it was a --

4 I don't know exactly where, but it was right across from

5 the fire house down there on Calvert. They were campaigning

6 then for Lyndon LaRouche, so I told them if they wanted

7 somebody to help out, I couldn't come in every day because

8 I was working.

9 I went in, and I went in different times. They

10 said whenever they had, urn, what do you call it? A tape

11 af Mr. LaRouche, they would show it and show that he was

12 seeking election for President.

13 Q When you gave money. $5 or whatever, who did

14 you give it to?

15 A They had a treasury then, a little treasury they

16 would call it. The last one was by Steve. He would take

17 all the contributions. If they have received any

18
18catributionse he would take these contributions, and we woul~

19 sell some papers what they had and some of --

20 Q Mr. Clark, I am a little confused. Is it

21 correct that you gave $5 sometimes to Citizens for LaRouche

22 to the Committee?

23 Well, they didn't have any committee then, not

24 that I know of.

25 Did you give individuals $5 for Lyndon LaRouche?



1 A No, I didn't.

2 Q I misunderstood what the $5 was for.

A They would, well, the leaflets they would have,

4 they would like, say, if they sold a certain amount of papers

5 with this, Mr. LaRouche's campaign, half of the time they

6 would give out a few amounts of papers and ask for a

7 contribution through ie papers, and --

8 Q Did you sell the papers?

9 A I sold probably one or two.

10 Q For a dime or for $5 or--

11 A For a dime, or some, most of the time, we would

12 give them away. Just, you know, that we are looking for

13 contributions.

14 Q Did you ever make a contribution for more than

t- 15 $50 at one time?

16 A No, I didn't. I had bought, the most I have

17 done was bought a ticket to Mr. LaRouche when he appeared

18 in Baltimore.

19 Q And how much was the ticket?
z

o 20 A Oh. $5 up to $25.

21 Q Do you remember how much you paid for it?
z

22 A (The witness moves head up and down, indicating

23 I positive response.)

24 Well, they have different tickets.

25 But how much did you pay for it?



A I paid up to $25.

0 2 Well, did you pay $25?

A Yes, I did.

4 Q How many times did you do that?

A Oh. about three times. Not exactly $25, I

6 will say $20 and 25 and 15.

7 Q Twenty-five. 20 and 15. That is $60. Did you

8 pay it in cash?

A No, I didn't.

10 Q How did you pay it?

A They would introduce me to the ticket, and

12 I would give, say, if I didn't have any contributions,

13 I would give--

14 Q They would give you a ticket?

15 A They would give me a ticket. I would pay

16 sometimes five or $10, whatever I had, a little contribution.

cc 17 Q When you purchased your ticket, did you give

18 the person cash for the ticket'

19 A Once or twice I did. I went to give -- when
z

20 the tickets were -- I bought a $15 ticket -- I gave once.

21 Q And you paid $15 in cash?

22 A Yes.

23 Q Did you ever contribute -- Do you have a

24 checking account?

25 5 No, I don't.
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1 Q Did you ever contribute to Lyndon LaRouche

2 by purchasing a money order?

3 A No, I didn't.

4 Q Let me show you a document here. It is an

5 American Express Money Order, and it is for $70, and it

6 has your name, Charles Clark, on it. I was wondering

7 whether you have ever seen that money order before today.

8 A No, sir, I haven't.

9 Q Is that your handwriting on that money order?

10 A No.

11 Q Is that your signature on the money order?

12 A No.

13 Q Did you ever make a $70 contribution to Citizens

14 for LaRouche?

15 A I did, but I didn't pay it at one time.

16 Q You paid $5 here, $10, $20 there, in cash?

17 A Yes.

18 H Q Do you remember who you gave the cash to?

19 A Yes, I do. I gave Debbie $5, she was

20 treasurer, her and Larry -- her husband.

21 Q Freeman?

22 A Freeman. They were taking contributions.

23 Q Was there anybody else besides Larry and Debbie?

24 A The only ones I know was -- Steve.

25 1 Q Steve Warm?
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1 Q Did you ever contribute to Lyndon LaRouche

2 by purchasing a money order?

A No, I didn't.

4 Q Let me show you a document here. It is an

5 American Express Money Order, and it is for $70, and it

6 has your name, Charles Clark, on it. I was wondering

7 whether you have ever seen that money order before today.

8 A No, sir, I haven't.

9 Q Is that your handwriting on that money order?

10 A No.

11 Q Is that your signature on the money order?

12 A No.

13 Q Did you ever make a $70 contribution to Citizens

14 for LaRouche ?'

15 f I did, but I didn't pay it at one time.

16 Q You paid $5 here, $10, $20 there, in cash?

17 A Yes.

18 Q Do you remember who you gave the cash to?

19 A Yes, I do. I gave Debbie $5, she was

20 treasurer, her and Larry -- her husband.

21 Q Freeman?

22 A Freeman. They were taking contributions.

23 Q Was there anybody else besides Larry and Debbie?

24 A The only ones I know was -- Steve.

25 Q Steve Warm?
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A Yes. Of course, he is manager now. I think he

2 was. I don't know. I don't know if he is with the Labor

3 Party any more.

4 MR. PARKER: I think what he said was you don't

5 know if he is still with them. Is that what you are

6 saying?

7 Q With the Labor Party.

8 A (The witness moves head up and down, indicating

9 positive response.)

10 Q Do you know that Lyndon LaRouche is running for

11 President?

12 A Yes, sir, I did.

13 Q Do you know what party he is running with?

14 A But I di&'t know, I still dorft know what party.

15 The only times I saw him downtown. I bought a ticket,

16 and the other times I saw him on T.V. That is about it.

N 17 Q But you don't know what party he is running

18 for for President?

19 A No.
z

o 20 MR. BOGIN: I would like to take this time to

21 mark this American Express Money Order as Exhibit No. 1
z

22 and enter it into the record.

23 (Whereupon, the above mentioned

24 article was marked as Commission,

25 Exhibit No. 1 for identification.)
ii
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Q Mr. Clark, do you recall approximately what times

2 what day of the munth, what month you bought tickets?

A No, I don't remember.

4 Q Was it in 1980?

5 A No. Let me see. It wasn't in 1980.

6 Q 1979?

A Let's see. I think the last time I have seen

8 ' him was in '79. The last ticket I bought was about $25

9 ithen, because I only had two or three tickets I bought.

10 Q When you bought the ticket for $25,

11 was that in January of '79 or June of '79? Do you recall

12 any time frame?

13 A No, I don't think so.

14 Q Did you ever sign a document saying that you

15 made a contribution fbr $70 to Citizens for LaRouche?

16 A Yes, I did. One by Steve, or, urn, he had told

c 17 me I had given a contribution of $70.

18 Q And he had you sign a form?

19 19 1 A Yes.

20 Q But you testified that you didn't make a

21 $70 contribution.

22 A -gell, not at one time. That is, not at one

23time in cash I didn't.

24 Q But it accumulated to S70?

25 A To 370.
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1 Q Then, Mr. Warm came to you and asked you to sign

2 a slip saying that you made a contribution of $707

3 A Yes.

4 Q Do you remember when that was?

5 A It hasn"t been too long ago.

6 MR. PARKER: This year?

7 A This yesr. Was it '79? No.

8 MR. PARKER: Well, this is 1980, this year.

9 Q Does your attorney happen to have a document,

10 the one saying that he made a contribution for $70 signed?

11 MR. 1 RKER: Yes.

12 MR. BOGIN: Maybe we can show it to the witness

13 and see if he remembers signing that. Can we make that

14 an exhibit? We will make copies.

15 MR. PARKER: You already have this as an

16 exhibit to the Freeman deposition.

17 MR. BOGIN: We don't have it for this one, though.

18 BY MR. BOGIN:

19 Q Do you recognize that document that your

20 attorney, Mr. Parker, has given you that is dated February

21 21st saying that "I contributed $70 to Citizens for

22 LaRouche on or about November 10th signed by Charles Clark.

23 I Yes, I remember.

24 Q I- that your signature?

A Yes, it is.
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1 Q Did you fill out any of that other information

2 that card?

3 A No, I didn't.

4 Q Do you know who did?

5 A No, sir, I don't. The only one who had access

6 to it was Steve Warm.

7 Q He handed it to you?

8 A Yes.

9 Q How do you know that you contributed $70?

10 A Well, the only time that I -- they said during

11 LaRouche's campaign, that I had given $70, because, like

12 contributions of sometimes two, sometimes $5, $10, but

13 it wasn't frequently, you know.

14 Q Do you want to say what you just said over again?

15 Speak to the Court Reporter.

16 A I gave $5, sometimes two, sometimes $5, $10,

17 recently to the campaign, and he told me it had accumulated

18 to $70.

19 He told you that it had accumulated to $70?

20 A Yes.

21 Q So then you signed this form?

22 A Yes.

23 MS. GENTNER: Steve Warm.

24 Steve W:-rm told you that?

25 [ A Yes.
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1 Q Do you remember whether or not these numbers,

2 the date here and the amount and the date on this document

3 that your attorney gave us was filled in when you signed

4 it?

5 A I can remember the date. I think he had signed

6 it his self.

7 Q These numbers were filled in already?

8 A Yes, all that was filled out.

9 Q Your name, and then somebody else put the address

10 or is that your handwriting on the address?

11 A That is mine. No. Let me see. I wrote...

12 0 Your name?

13 A I wrote my name.

14 Q But not your address.

15 A And address.

16 Q That is your handwriting, your address?

17 A I don't know if I wrote my name. I didn't print.

18 1 don't print.

19 MR. PARKER: You signed your name and you printed

20 the address and the city and state, right?

21 A I wrote it.

22 Q Yes, you wrote this? The address?

23 A That is my name. I wrote my name.

24 You wrote your name. Okay, we understand.

25 MR. PARKER: Just to clarify, is that your writing
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1Q Do you remember whether or not these numbers,

2 the date here and the amount and the date on this document

3 that your attorney gave us was filled in when you signed

4 it?

5 A I can remember the date. I think he had signed

6 it his self.

7 Q These numbers were filled in already?

8 A Yes, all that was filled out.

9 Q Your name, and then somebody else put the address

10 or is that your handwriting on the address?

11 A That is mine. No. Let me see. I wrote...

12 Q Your name?

13 A I wrote my name.

14 Q But not your address.

15 A And address.

16 Q That is your handwriting, your address?

17 A I don't know if I wrote my name. I didn't print.

18 I don't print.

19 MR. PARKER: You signed your name and you printed

20 the address and the city and state, right?

21 A I wrote it.

22 Q Yes, you wrote this? The address?

23 That is my name. I wrote my name.

24 You wrote your name. Okay, we understand.

25 MR. PAR}(EP: Just to clarify, is that your writinq
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1 where it says address and city and state, or somebody else's?

2 A Somebody else.

3 MR. PARKER: Thank you.

4 MR. BOGIN: I would like to put this in the record

5 now as Exhibit No. 2. It is the contribution verification

signed by Charles Clark, dated 2-21-80.

7 (Whereupon, the above-mentioned article was

8 marked as Commission Exhibit No. 2, contribution

9 verification form signed by Charles Clark for

10 iden ti fica t ion.)

11 Q Mr. Clark, before, you told me that sometimes you

12 would give money to Debbie Freeman, and you said that she

13 was treasurer ?

14 A Yes.

15 Q Did she tell you she was treasurer?

16 A No, what they -- there wasn't any treasurer.

17 One would know the papers -- her and Larry actually --

18 I was introduced, and after I met those other ones on the

19 corner who asked for a donation, and I was introduced to

o20 them, and I wasn't too good on selling the papers any way,

0

21 so I would give a contribution to them.

22 Q Was that for the U. S. Labor Party that you

23 gave the contributions for'?

24 A Yes, sir, it was.

25 Not for Citizens for LaRouche2
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A Well, since then, these Citizens for LaRouche --

7 I haven't -- They said the check, they would send back for

3 this, that it was for Citizens for LaRouche.

4 Q But when you gave the money, was it for the Labor

5 Party, U. S. Labor Party?

6 A Yes, I would give through them. Anything I was

7 introduced by them, and the material taken out or anything

8 like that, they would know first.

9 Q Could you repeat your last answer?

10 A I said, through Debbie and Larry Freeman, they

11 introduced us to these papers they were selling to raise

12 a contribution for tickets.

13 MR. PARKER: For Citizens for LaRouche?

14 A And that is all, the only thing I was introduced

15 to.

16 I gave a contribution to Citizens for LaRouche.

17 They have printed out in the paper for this, giving the

18 address, and Mr. LaRouche was campaigning then.

19 Q For the U. S. Labor Party?

20 A Yes.

21 Q So, you thought you were contributing to Lyndon

22 LaRouche for the U. S. Labor Party?

23 A Yes, as far as I knew.

24 Q As far as you knew?

25 A Yes, sir.
i
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1 Q New Solidarity, is that the paper?

2 A New Solidarity.

3 Q And that is the U. S. Labor Party paper?

4 A Yes.

5 Q Let me see if I got what you said correct.

6 Tell me if I am wrong. You met Mr. and Mrs. Freeman. Debbie

7 Freeman and Larry Freeman, and they said %D you, since

8 you were not very good at selling papers, that you should

9 give a contribution instead?

10 Well, they were showing, they had classes,

11 a few classes down there.

12 Q On how to sell the papers?

13 A No.

14 14 Q What were the classes?

A Different, they had films, they had tapes of

16 Mr. LaRouche campaigning, and they were just starting it

17 here in Baltimore and --

18S1Q You would watch these tapes?

~19 19A Yes, I have watched these tapes, different places

o 20
CO 20 he has been, but I haven't actually seen -- I seen him
o ~21 two or three times in Baltimore, him and Mrs. LaRouche.
z

22 Did you give money at that time when you saw

23 H
him?

24 I
A No, sir, I didn't.

251!' (Wereupon, a brief off-the-record discussion was

I held.)
Ii
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1 Q Before you said you went to the offices, and it

2 was on Calvert near a fire station.

3 A Calvert, right across the streets opposite of

4 a fire station.

5 Q On Calvert Street?

6 A Calvert and --

7 MR. PARKER: Not Read Street?

8 A I think we passed Read Street.

9 MR. PARKER: Do you know where the Medical

10 Arts Building is? Cathedral and Read?

11 A Downtown?

12 MR. PARKER: Where is this fire station

13 you are talking about? That is on Calvert Street?

A That is on Calvert Street.

15 MR. PARKER: If you are going north, the fire

16 station is on the right-hand side?

17 A On your right-hand side going north.
o t.e18

18 MS. GENTNER: You don't remember Calvert and

19 what other street would be near there?

o20 A No* I don't.

21 MR. PARKER: Like MadisDn or something?
z

22 A Let me see. The only thing I knew was Calvert.

23 Q So, were you ever inside an office?

24 A They had a small office, just enough to have

25 classes on Mr. LaRouche's campaign, and I saw Mrs. LaRouche.
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1Q Is that where you usually gave your money?

2 Did you give money to Debbie Freeman in that office?

3 A Yes.

4 Q To Steve Warm?

5 A Well, I would give, let's see. I gave when they

6 first started, I would give, I gave a $5 contribution.

7 Q To Steve Warm?

8 A To Debbie first and then him when she wasn't

9 there or Larry Freeman. They would take small contributions,

10 because I will say Steve Warm, he would be there if they

11 weren't, and he would take a small contribution.

12 Q Who told you to get Mr. Parker to be your

13 attorney?

14 A Um, well, I was told this by Debbie and Larry. 1
15 Q Debbie Freeman called you up?

16 A No. I wasn't called, but last time I saw her,

17 she s--id it wouldn't be necessary to come dom.

18 Q But you came any way?

:i on19 A But I came in. Nancy called me and told me.

20 Not Nancy. Yes, Nancy told me to come in and, you know,

21 tht there would be -- told me last night.

22 Q Is that Nancy Radcliffe?

23 Yes. She picked me up today and...

24 Did they tell you to say anything to us in this

25 deposition?
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A Urn, nothing. Just to tell --

2 Q To tell the truth?

3 A Yes, all I know.

4 Q To tell the truth?

5 A (The witness moves head up and down, indicating

6 positive response.)

7 Q To tell what you knew.

8 MR. BOGIN: I have no further questions.

9 MR. PARKER: I have nothing.

10 MR. BOGIN: I would just like to advise you,

11 Mr. Clark, that this matter is confidential, and that you

12 should not speak about it with anybody other than your

13 attorney, and that there happens to be criminal penalties

14 associated with that provision. So, you should be careful

15 in who you talk about this matter with.

16 MS. GENTNER: Do you understand that fully?

17 Do you understand completely what that means?

18 THE WITNESS: Yes.

19 MR. BOGIN: You understand that it is a violation

20 of law for you to talk about this matter with anybody

21 other than your attorney?

22 MS. GENTNE; Other than Mr. parker.

23 THE WITNESS: Yes.

24 1 R. BOGIN: And us. Thank you very much

2 5 for coming down. We appreciate your taking the time off
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1 from work.

2 I have another tough question to ask you. Would

3 you, it is called waiving your signature. Do you want

4 to read this deposition before we get it?

5 MS. GENTNER: You can read it, and then sign it

6 and when you read it, you can correct -- She is going to

7 write it up, type it up, and you can correct what you think

8 she may have typed wrong. If you see something, and she

9 puts that you nodded your head yes, and you think you nodded

10 your head no, for instance, or typographical errors, that

11 kind of thing. Or, you can just let her transcribe it

12 and not sign it, in which case it will come directly to us.

13 MR. BOGIN: You can talk to your attorney about

14 it.

15 MR. PARKER: It is up to you whether you want to

16 read it and sign it, or you can waive the reading. Would you

17 like to read it or not?

.18 THE WITNESS: Well, there is nothing -- as far

19 as that goes, nothing has beensaid.
z

20 MR. PARKER: I would recommend that you waive

21 the signing.
z

22 THE WITNESS: Yes.

23 MR. PARKER: Is that all riaht?

24 24 THE WITNESS: Yes.

25 !2 ,1R. BOGIN: The witness has decided to waive

'I
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1 signature on this matter. Once again, we thank you for

2 coming down.

(Whereupon, the witness was excused and the

4 deposition was concluded at 1:07 p.m.)

6 STATE OF MARYLAND

7 CITY OF BALTIMORE, SS:

8 I, Phyllis Goldstein, a Notary Public in and for

9 the State of Maryland, County afBaltimore, do hereby certify

10 that the within is a true and accurate recording of the

11 proceedings indicated.

12

13

14

NOTARY PUBLIC
15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

251



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQUT-T. r
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLA b 47O2

IN THE MATTER OF
MUR-I158

4 THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION *

6 Scheduled deposition of CHARLES CLARK, to be take#

7 on Wednesday, July 23, 1980, to be commenced at 2:30 o'clock

p.m., at the offices of the United States Attorney, United

9 States Courthouse, Baltimore, Maryland, before Lawrence F.

10 St. Yves, a Notary Public.

12 APPEARANCES:

13 Hal Ponder, Esquire

Robert Bogin, Esquire
14 On behalf of Federal Election Commission

15

16

I17

18 -

19

20

21

22

23

24 Reported by:

25 Lawrence F. St. Yves

GORE BROTHERS RUORTNG CO.
225 E REDWOOD ST.
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1 MR. BOGIN: Charles Clark, a witness to MUR-l158,

2 at 2:30 p.m. on July 23, 1980 at Room 820, U.S. Courthouse,

101 West Lombard Street, Baltimore, Maryland has failed to

4 appear.

5 It is now almost 4 p.m. on July 23rd. Charles

6 Clark was sent a certified letter including a subpoena to

7 appear on July 23rd. He has apparently signed the return

8 request noting that he received the subpoena.

9 His failure to appear is subject to enforcement

10 in the District Court.

11 W " k " "-

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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BE1ORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CQMISSION

2

3 IN THE MATTER OF:

4 MUR 1158

5

6 Pursuant to notice, the deposition of DAVID

7 SANDERS, was taken on Friday, August 15th, 1980,

8 commencing at 11:10 o'clock a.m., at the United States

9 Attorneys Office for the District of Maryland, 8th Floor,

10 Federal Court House, Baltimore, Maryland, 21202, before

11 Phyllis Goldstein, a Notary Public.

12

13 APPEARANCES:

14 Robert I. Bogin, Esquire,

On behalf of the Federal Election Commission
15

Marsha Gentner, Esquire,
16 On behalf of the Federal Election Commission

17 Peter Parker, Esquire,
On behalf of Witness, David Sanders

18

19

zReported by:
o 20

oPhyllis Goldstein
21

22

23 I

24

25
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DAVID SANDERS,
2 a witness, called for examination by the Federal Election

3
Commission, after having been first duly sworn to tell

4
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, was

5
examined and testified as follows:

6
EXAMINATION BY MR. BOGIN:

7
Q State your full name for the record, please?
8A David Eugene Sanders.

9:
Q What is your address?

10 i
A 613 St. Anns Avenue.

Q How long have you been at that address?

12
A About three years.

13
Q Is that in Baltimore?

14
A Yes, it is.

15 Q And what is your occupation?

16
j A I work as a Lab Assistant for the State.

17
Q And what is your place of employment?

A State -- well, the Department of Health and

19
Mental Hygiene.

o 20
Q In the City of Baltimore?

211
A Yes.

22 Q And how long have you been occupied at this

23
present position?

24
A Four years.

25
Q Are you married?



1 A Yes, I am.

2 Q And your wife's name?

A My wife's name is Diana.

Q D-i-a-n-a?

A Uh-huh.

6 Q Is her last name the same as yours?

7 A Yes, it is.

8 Q Have you ever heard of Diana Sahyoun?

9 A Yes. That is my wife.

10 Q So it is Diana Sahyoun Sanders?

11 A Yes, it is.

12 Q Have you ever heard of an individual named

13 Lyndon LaRouche?

14 A Yes, sir.

15 When was the first time you heard of him?

16 A About five years ago.

17 Q Did you ever meet him?
0

18 A I have, yes.

19 Q You have? When was the first time you met him?

20 A About five years ago.

21 1 Five years ago? What was the occasion? Was it

22 a fund raiser?

23 A A fund raiser, yes.

24 Q And, do you know what Mr. LaRouche is doing in

25 1980?



A He is running for President.

Q Do you work for him? Are you a volunteer

working for him?

A No, I am not.

Q Do you make contributions to him?

6 A Yes, I have.

Q But you have not done any work soliciting
8 other people to make contributions or handing out literature.

A Mainly at fund raisers. I have just gone to

10 fund raisers.
11Q You have gone to fund raisers and assisted

12 campaign workers there?

13 11 A Listen to speeches and -- just enJoying the

14 usual political campaign.

15 Q And how many contributions would you say you

16 have made to Mr. LaRouche for his campaign in 19807
. A I really don't remember a number. I can't

18

18 !remember the exact number.

19 Q More than three?

20 A Yes, I would say that.

21 Do you remember the amounts, how much you

22 have contributed?

23 A Not in particular. Various amounts at various

24 times.

25 Q Various amounts at various times. Have you been
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married before?
A No, I haven't.

Do you know a Lenore Sanders?

A No.

MR. PARKER: What did you say, Dave? Yes?

6
MR. BOGIN: No. He said no.

7
Q When you make contributions, who do you give

8j
them to?

A Mostly anybody who was collecting at that
10

- 1 particular time.

11
Did you ever give a contribution to Debra

12
Freeman?

A Yes, I have.

14
Q Did you ever make a cash contribution to the

r- 15 campaign?

16
A Cash and check.

; _ 171Cash and check?

~18 18A (1,7ituess moved head up and down indicating

19 positive response.)

0 20 Q Did you ever make a -- how much was the cash
C 21

contribution you made, do you recall?

22 MR. PARKER: If you remember.

23 A I really don't remember exactly how much in

24 cash.

25 But occasionally you made cash contributions?
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A Yes.

Q To the campaign?
3

A Yes.
4

Q Do you ever remember giving cash to Debra

Freeman as a contribution?
6

A I can't remember that.
7

Q Do you remember anybody who you gave cash to?

A No one in particular, no.
9

0 Q Who were various people who have received your
10

contributions?
11

A Debbie, Larry.
12

Q Larry Freeman?
13

A Right. John.
14 Q John who?

15
A John Asher.

16
17-Q John Asher?

.. 17
A Right. Nancy.

Q Nancy Radcliffe?
19

A Right. Shelly.
o20

Q Shelly?0

21
A Ashar.

22
Q Asher?

23
A Right. Ogdon.

24
2Q Ogdon?

A I can't remember his first name.
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Q His last name is Ogdon?

A Uh-huh. Many people.

Q 1So you have made at least six contributions?

A Well, I guess, you know.
5

But you remember that these were individuals
6

that you gave --
7

A Right.

8
Q -- money to?

9
A Exactly.

10 Q What were the occasions that where you would

give money? Were they mostly fund raisers?
12

A Fund raisers, yes. Right.
13

Q Did anybody ever solicit you for contributions?
14

A What do you mean by solicit?
15

Q Come say, "hey, give me a contribution for
1616 Lyndon LaRouche".

17 A When I heard LaRouche, right? I decided I think
18

this man needs money for his campaign because he wasn't
19

getting any money, and I voluntarily gave money.
o 20

Q Do you remember who asked you for it, though?

21 I mean, somebody must have said, "hey, you know, give it
22 to me".

23 You mean you gave your contributions to

2425 individuals, but were you solicited in giving them? Did
* 25 somebody approach you?
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A In the context of a meeting like that, right?

It's usually called for from the chairman of the meeting or

someone like that, right? And --

Q Who was the chairman at the meeting?

A At various times, Larry, Larry Freeman. A number

of people.
6

Q Would you say Larry Freeman ran the campaign from
7

Baltimore for the Baltimore area?
8

A I don't know if he ran the campaign or not.
9

Q But he had high visibility? He seemed to chair10

the meetings in general?
N 11

A Uh-huh.
12

Q Who else chaired these meetings?
13

A I guess, DeDbie.
14

Q Debbie Freeman?

A Yes

16

Q And then when they called for a contribution, you
17

would take out your checkbook and write out a check?18

A If I had -- see, I don't have a checking account.19

Q Oh, you don't have a checking account.2

2No.21

22 B ecause Defore you testified that you gave cash22 i

and checks.
23 i

i i ~ight .
24 

ih

25

II
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I Q What kind of checks did you give?

2 A These were checks maybe from, you know, like bankers

3 checks.

4 Q Cashiers checks ?

5 A Right, cashiers checks.

6 Q Did you ever contribute a money order?

7A Money order -- probably.

8 Q Did you go to the fund raiser with a money order?

9 A Oh, no -- I mean, if the contribution was called

10 for, right?

11 Q Yes.

12 A Sometimes it was called for in terms of, what do

3 you call it? 'You say, "okay, I am going to give this...

14 and you give the money later, right?

15 MS. GENTNER: A pledge?

16 1: MR. BOGI1: Oh, a pledge.

17 A Right, a pledge.

18 Q So, then what did you do, send money to somebody?

19 When you pledged it, did you later send a contribution?

20 A Yes, made out to CFL.

21 Q In Ealttmore?

22 A Right.

23 Q Who did you give it to?

24 A Erithner I :nailed it to the office, right, for CFL, or

25 eI h, ,on it to D2,mie or citr orone of the Deople I

m ke t io 1e'
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I Q What was the address for Citi2ens for LaRouche

2 office?

3 A It wasn't exactly -- let's see. Medical Arts

4~ Building.

5 Q In Baltimore?

6 A Uh-huh.

Q So what would you do, Citizens for LaRouche
8 or CFL, Medical Arts Building, Baltimore, Maryland?

9 A That was on the check, on the envelope, you
10 know. It was addressed to -- yeah, Citizens for LaRouche.

11 Q Medical Arts Building, that was all the

12 identification on the envelope?

13 A Right.

14 Q There was no floor, no room number, or you

15 didn't have to put in a street address?

16 A Room number is 301.

I 17 Q 301. And how did you know that was the who

18 told you that was where to send the check?

19 A Well, it's in the newspaper. It's -- various

020 other places.
0

21 Q Which newspaper is that?

22 A This is New Solidarity.

23 Q New Solidarity.

24 A Uh-huh.

25 Do you get a subscrittion to New Solidarity?
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A Yes, I do.

* 2
Q How do you pay for it? Do you pay for it

3
in cash?

4
A They have an address for a subscription, right,

5
and you send money orders or whatever to New York.

6
Q Let me show you some copies of contributions

7
that you made and ask you if you recognize them.

8
I have in front of me and now in front of you a

9
Household Consumer Finance Division check for $1,009.58,

10
payable to David Sanders. Do you recognize that check?

N,, 11
A Yes. I guess. Right.

12
Q How did you get a check from Household Finance?

13A applied for a loan.

14
Q And when you applied for a loan, did you fill

15
out a financial statement?

16
A Uh-huh.

,1 7
17 Q And you applied for a loan for what purpose?
18

A For this particular loan, it was for furniture.
19

Q Furniture?
o 20

A Exactly.
0

21
MR. BOGIN: I would like to mark Household

22 Finance, Consumer Finance Division check, Commission

23
Exhibit No. 1.

24

*25
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(Whereupon, the above-mentioned
2

article was marked as Household
3

Finance, Consumer Finance
4

Division, Commission Exhibit
5

No. 1 for identification.)
6

Q So, you told Household Finance that you wished
7

to buy furniture?
8

A Yes.
9

Q Did you already buy the furniture?
10

A Yes.

Q So, was the furniture collateral for the loan?

12
Could they have come in and taken the furniture away if

13
you failed to pay the loan?

14 the
A That wasn'tAcollateral. The collateral was the house

15 and car.

16
1Oh, yourIiouse and car?

17 A Uh-huh.

18 Q Is this loan still outstanding?

19 A Yes, it is.

20 Q And you pay monthly payments?

21
A Yes.

22 Q You pay them personally?

23 Yes. I do.

24 Does anybody give you money to pay the loan?

25 A No.
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I Q Did you contribute this check to the Citizens

2 for LaRouche?

A Yes, I did.

4 Q How did you do that? You endorsed it payable to

5 the Citizens for LaRouche on the back and signed your name?

6 A I can't remember that. I must have endorsed it,

7 I guess.

8 Q Let me refresh your memory. I have the back of

9 the cancelled check.

10 A Okay. That is it.

11 Q Is that your handwriting?

12 A Right.

13 That is your signature?

14 A ~h. -hubh.

A5 R. PARKER: Let me see it.

16 MR. BOGIN I would like to mark the back of the

17 check which says, "pay to the order of Citizens for laRoucne, 4 0

18 signed Dy David C. Sanders, with a stamp that has 2itij---

19 for f~ao... c ity bank numoer on it, marke6 as Coi-d. Io

20 ErL it o. 2.

21 ('fn anDo-mentione6 a-ti_-!o ,,7,-a arked a F C ~ 'i:i

22 1 E:hiDit No. 2 for i11tification.)

23 ;4: Ar . 2,er,-, WsaiVi , 5o, ,; - I'-  k

24 i .

25 '
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But you actually used it to make a contribution

2 to Citizens for LaRouche?

A Well, I got it for furniture, cbanged my mind

and gjave it for Citizens for La:ouche.

5 Q Do you remember when you -- this check from

6 Household Finance is dated January 22nd.

A Un-huh.

8 Q 1930 -- 1980? Unfortunately, it looks like a typo,

9 like 1930, but I believe it is 1980 -- that would have been

10 a long time ago.

11 MR. PARKER: Even before I was born.

12 Q Do you remember when you made the contribution to

13 Citizens for LaRouche?

14 A I remember that check, yes, sir.

15 Do you remember when you made the contribution?

16 A I can't remember when I made the contribution.

17 Q Was it the same day that you got this check?

18 A I really am not sure.

19 You have no recall? I mean, it must have been a

20 iig decision. This is a large check.

21 A It wasn't like a month afterwards, right? I 3on't

2 think it was the same day; I mean, it might have been the ri:-:t22

23 day, two days after, three days. I am not sure.23 '

T-e f.,nd-s for this loan were solely -- you sai:.
24

25
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your car and your house were the collateral for the loan?

2 A That is right.

3 Q Is the car in your name?

A Yes, it is.

5 Q Is the house in your name?

A No, it isn't.

Q Whose name is the house in?
7

A In my wife's name.
8

9 Q Diana Sahyoun Sanders?

A Un-huh.

Q How do you spell Sahyoun?
N 11

A S-a-h-y-o-u-n.
12

13 Q So that the proceeds of this loan represent money

of yours and your wife's.
14

A Nothing of my wife's.15

Q Nothing of your wife's?
16

A Huh-huh.
17

SQ This is your money?
18

A Yes, so it must have been, I guess, just for the ci.19 I

Are you aware that an individual can only make a20

$1,000 contribution to a presidential candidate?
21

A "o, I wasn't aware of that.
22

9fho d you give this contribution to.?
23

A 1 don 't know.

24
.YO M-- I

2 vell, ,ts a big contribution. You must nave rem i
25

?Jer r o eOU J 'e "t to.
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A I have given a number of contributions, and I

2 really don't know.
3i

Q When you gave this contribution, do you

remember any conversation concerning that this is more

money than the Committee can accept, that the Citizens for

6 laROUche can accept.

A No, not at that time.

8 Q When you gave this check to somebody, you don't

remember any conversation concerning that? Didn't

10 somebody say, "boy, that's a big contribution. Good work"?

11 A You mean the legalities?

12 Q No. Any conversation. Somebody must have

13 been very happy to get such a large check.

14 A I was in a hurry to get back to work, and

15 there wasn't much conversation. They said "thank you."

16 Q Do you remember signing any kind of

17 documentation concerning this check saying that you made

18 it?

19A Right, I think so, yes.

20 Q Did you do it at the time you made the
0

21 contribution?

22 A Uh-huh.

23 Q And what did that documentation say? I mean, what was
on that ,o-cumentation?

24 A It said something about contributions to
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1 Q Did it say something like, "I certify that I,

2 David Sanders, gave a contribution of $1009.58 for Citizens

3 for taRouche" signed by you? To the rest of your recollectionl

4 I want to know what it ;aid.

5 A I don't know.

6 Q You signed the paper, right?

I signed the paper, right. I can tell you the

8 gist of the paper. It says that, like any other -- like a

9receipt, right? Any other document that when you give money,

10 then in return, if you are to come forward later in regard

11 to that money, then someone would know by your signature

12 that you have given a certain amount of money for certain

13 services -- in return for certain services, and in this

14 particular case, it is services that are in the political

15 line of things. When you think of -- you know, as a

16 candidate, right? As someone who may give services to you

17 as a citizen if they are elected to public office. bo, in

18 11 that regard -- it was a paper signifying that.

19 Q I am a little confused by services. The candi-

20 dates are going to give you services?
ii

21 I A Of course. That is exactly what a political

22 contribution is given for.

23 Q Tell me if this is a fair recitation of what

24 you might have signed. "i, David Sanders, have made a

25 coitriiution oF $1,')09 ;8 to Lynlon :2Rouche fo " -
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1 A His presidential campaign.

2 Q Ills presidential campaign, and then you signed it.

A M-i-huh.

4 MR. PARKER: Didn't your wife sign that document?

A You will have to ask her that, I guess.

6 MS. GENTNER: There seems to be a problem there in

7 what the witness remembers and what his lawyer knows and

8 remembers. You said you remember signing a document and you
ii

9 remembered what it said.

10 A Uh-huh.

71 i[ MS. GENTNER: Do you remember seeing anybody else's

12 name on the docunent?

13 1 A At that time?

14 MS. GENTNER: Yes.

15 A My name.

16 [MS. GENTNER: Anyone else's name?

17 A 17o.

18 MIS. GENTNER: No.

19 h MR. PARKER: Just so the record is clear, I happen

20 to have seen the document signed by both Mre Sanders and his

21 wife.

22 AR. BOGIN; For purposes of our investigation,

23 could you use this piece of paper and sort of draw out the

21 forn. I don't expect you to know the words but --

25 MRIk. PARKER: I happen to have a copy of the paper
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right here.

2 MR. BOGIN: Please, Mr. Parker, I am just

curious 
--

4 MR. PARKER: As Mr. Sanders' attorney, we are not

5
testing his- memory. 1 have a copy of the document right here

6 MR. BOGIN: Mr. Parker, please, this is

7 important for our investigation. I wish you would --

8 MS. GENTNER: We are testing his independent

ability to remember the facts, absent somebody who knows

10 the facts from what you have been told to be the facts

r- 11 from somebody else.

12 A Is this for purposes of handwriting...

13 MR. PARKER: I am Mr. Sander's attorney.

14 MS. GENTNER: You are not permitted to

15 instruct him how to answer. You are only permitted to

16 instruct him if he can answer.

17 A I am not goina to write anything if this is

18 for purposes of handwriting.

19MR. PARKER: I just want to show you this

_ 20 document in case it refreshes your memory.

21 MR. BOGIN: Let the record reflect that Mr. Parker

22 was showinq a document to the witness that the Federal

23 Election Commission strenuously objects to.

24 Go off the record, please.

25 (whereupon, a discussion was had off-the-record.)
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MR. PARKER: On the record. Mr. Bogin has
2 suggested that a contribution in excess of $1,000 is a

criminal violation.

4 MR. BOGIN: I have not suggested that it is a

criminal violation.

6 MR. PARKER: You have suggested something to the

7 effect that it was illegal to make a contribution in

excess of $1,000. Now whether that means it is a

criminal violation or not, I am not sure, because I don't

10 know that much about the law, frankly. But, if it is a

Cl11 criminal violation, I am going to instruct the witness not

12 to answer any further questions concerning any contribution

13 in the amount of $1,009.58 on the grounds that it may

14 incriminate him.

15 Further, the purpose, as I understand the

16 Federal Election Camission is to cohduct &n investigation to e

17 the facts. It is not to test people's memories.

18 Mr. Sanders is not a subject of this

19 investigation. He is here only as a witness. If you

0 20 want to get the facts, it seems to me you ought to take

21 a peak at this document I have here which demonstrates

22 that both Mr. Sanders and Mrs. Sanders sianed a contribution

23 form in connection with this $1,009.58.

24 MR. BOGIN: We appreciate your comments and

25 on telling us how to run our investigation. However, for our
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purposes, we would like to proceed.

2 MS. GENTNER: We are not trying to test, I mean,

we are not trying to test Mr. Sanders' memory. All we

are trying to do is get his independent assessment of

5 how he remembers the facts. No one is questioning his

6 memory on that.

MR. BOGIN: Or his veracity.

8 MS. GENTNER: Or his veracity.

MR. BOGIN: In addition, the Federal Election

10 Commission has no jurisdiction over criminal matters.

11 They only have exclusive primary jurisdiction

12 for civil matters under this Act.

13 MR. PARKER: Wait. Let's make sure that I

14 understand the ground rules. Are you telling me that

15 anything that is testified here will not be made available

16 to any criminal investigatory or other body?

17 MR. BOGIN: We cannot make that representation.

18 MS. GENTNER: It may become criminal if

19 it is determined that it is a known and willful violation,

20 Then in that case, the Justice Department handles the matter

21 and not the Federal Election Commission, I think, because

22 they will probably have access to this deposition. I might

23 point out that Mr. Sanders said he did not know it was a

24 violation of the law.

25 MR. BOGIN: And we have already established that.
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1 Q Mr. Sanders, you made a contribution. It is

2 Federal Election Commission Exhibit No. 1, which is the

3 Household Finance check, which is endorsed payable to

4 Citizens for LaRouche signed by you.

A Uh-huh.

6 Now, you also have testified that you have

signed another document concerning this contribution saying

8 that you made this contribution.

A Right.

10 Q To the best of your recollection, could you

11 describe that document to us?

12 MR. PARKER: If you are not testing his

13 recollection, what possible point is there when the

14 document is right here, and I have got it in my file, and

15 I am willing to make it available to you. I don't understand

16 this. Why would you want to be testing his recollection --

17 MS. GENTNER: He is a witness.

18 MR. PARKER: -- when he is not a subject.

a19 MR. BOGIN: He is a witness to this investigation,

? 20 and we would just like to understand what he remembers he

21 signed.

22 Q You signed some document concerning this

23 contribution; is that correct?

24 A Yes, I did.

25 Q What was the document that you signed?
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1 MR. PARKER: He has already explained to the

2 best of his ability what it was. He told you.

Q When you signed that document, was there another

signature line on that paper?

A Before I put my signature?

6Q Before you put your signature on.

MR. PARKER: If you remember.

A I really don't remember.

Q Do you remember seeing your wife's name on

10 the document?

11 A I don't know.

12 Q What is your wife's name?

13 MR. PARKER: He has already said what his

14 wife's name is three times.

15 Q Do you remember a Lenore Sanders?

16 MR. PARKER: He said no.

17 A No.0

"0 18 MR. PARKER: You have got to stop asking the

19 same question over and over again.

'20 Q Let me show you Commission Exhibit No. 3, which

0

21 is, "I contributed Sl,009.58 to Citizens for LaRouche,"

22 dated January 22nd, 1990, and it is siqned by David Sanders.

23 Do you recognize this document?

24 A Yes, sir.

25 MR. BOGIN: I would like to mark this document
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as Commission Exhibit No. 3.

2 (Whereupon, the above-mentioned

article was marked as Commission

4 Exhibit No. 3 for identification

5 MR. PARKER: I might point out that is the

6 same document in my file.

7 Q Mr. Sanders, do you remember signing this document

8 A Yes, I do.

9 Q When you signed this document, were there

10 lines over here at the time you signed it? I mean, was

11 this information written in?

12 A Was the information written?

13 Q Right. To the left of where you signed, was

14 there anythinq written there at the time you signed?

15 A I don't know. I remember signing my name.

16 I am not sure about this.

17 Q Could you read the name that is next to yours

18 there?

19 A I can read this down here.

20 Q Well, no, the signature.

21 A No.

22 Q Is that your wife's signature?

23 A I am no expert. I don't know.

24 Q Have you ever seen your wife sign her name like

25 that?
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A I don't know.

2Q I mean, we read that to say Lenore Sanders. Do

3 you see that to be anything other than that?

A It could be.

5 MR, PARKER: Who wrote that Lenore Sanders on

6 there?

A I really don't know who wrote that.

8 Q But, can you tell me that whether or not this

9 handwriting that is purportedly to be Lenore Sanders' wras on

10 this document when you signed it?

A No.

12 Q Were you told that your wife was going to sign

13 any document that you were going to sign?

14 A I talked to my wife about it, and I don't know

15 if she signed it or riot.

16 Q Who was the person who gave you this document to

17 sign?

18 A Debb ie.

19 H Q Debbie Freeman? And I see that the date on it is

20 January 22nd. It is the same date that you got the loan. Do

21 K you reecall that you did those things on the same day?

22 A Was it the same day? Okay. It must have been

23 the same day.

24 3efore you testifie3 you didn't think it was the

S25
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1 same day.

2 A Right. I said I didn't think it was the same day.

3 It might have been the day after. But since the dates here

4 are the same, obviously it looks like it's the same day.

5 Q It is not obvious. Because the cys are the same

6 does not mean you di, it the same day.

A Oh, yes, that is a point. Right. It could have

8 been the next day and I put the wrong address, or something.

9 I am not sure.

10 MS. GENTNER: By looking at that, you didn't all of

a sudden remember it was the same day?

12 A No, I didn't.

13 MS. GENTNER: You oare basically just looking at it

14 and guessing 9till. You-don't remember.

15 A Yes, I am not sure if it was the same day or not.

1 If someone came up to me and said those two dates on there arc

17 the same, it could have been the day after or something. I

18 am not sure. I am sure it was close to that same day. It

19 wasn't like a month or two months afterwards.

20 Q At the tLme you gave this check, which is Conmissior

21 Exhibit No. 1, do you recall any conversation concerning that

22 check when you gave it to somebody? Do you recall who you ga4e

23 it to?

This orticular check?
24

25

- can't.

At the time you gave tnis check to somebody, cic
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I you have any discussion that you were qoing to have to

2 sign something?

3 A Okay. With this?

4 Q This Exhibit No. 2 -- well, it is marked

5 No. 3.

6 A Debbie is the one who actually talked about

7 this particular thing that I signed.

8 Q Right. I appreciate that. But, you didn't sign

9 the document at the same time that you gave a contribution,

10 did you?

11 A No.

12 Q Do you recall who you gave the contribution to,

13 the actual check?

14 A I really can't.

15 Q Do you remember any conversation associated with

16 the time you gave this check?
17 A Just a general thing that -- you know -- what was

18 happening, foreign affairs, what is happening in the

19 country. What is happening with the campaign. But I

20 can't remember who it was in particular.

21 Q You had a conversation, but you can't remember

22 who it was?

23 A No, this was in January.

24 Q But you never saw this person before?

25 A I don't know.
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1 But you had discussion, about foreign affairs?

2 A I am sure -- you know -- like with most of the

3 people who are in the office or around the office, right?

Q Is this at the Medical Arts Building?

A Yes, at the Medical Arts Building. It could

6 have been anybody that I was talking to at that particular

7 time.

8 Q Do you work in the Medical Arts Building?

9 A No.

10 Q Do you come there after work or during lunch?

f7 11 A Sometimes during lunch.

12 MR. PARKER: It is not far away, just for your

13 information.

14 A Yes.

15 Q And then you will go there, and whoever is

16 there, you will talk with and say, "hey, I would like to

17 make a contribution"?

18 A Not every day.

19 Q Did anybody suggest to you that you should take

20 a loan out from Household Finance and make a contribution

21 with that?

22 A No.

23 Q It was completely voluntary on your part?

24 A Yes, it was.

25 Q Did your wife know you were taking out a loan to
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contribute to the Committee?

2 A She always knows.

3 Q How did she know?

A I tell her.

5 Q Let me show you a document and ask you to

6 identify it. This is a Federal Express Money order with

7 your name on it payable to Citizens for LaRouche. I

8 ask you if you have ever seen it before. (tenders)

9 A I am not sure.

10 Did you purchase this money order?

11 A I don't know.

12 Q Is that your handwriting on the money order?

13 A No, it is not.

14 MR. BOGIN: I would like to mark this as

15 Commission Exhibit No. 4, Federal Express Money Order

16 No. 113933058.

. 17 (Whereupon, the above-mentioned

18 article was marked as Commission

19 Exhibit No. 4, Federal Express

o 20 Money Order 113833058 for

0

21 identification.)

22 Mr. Sanders, have you ever seen this money order

23 before today?

24 A Probably not, since that is not my signature.
a

25 0 Do you ever remember making cash contribution of
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$45 to Citizens for LaRouche in that sum?

A Yes, I have made -- you know -- around $45, $50,

sometimes.

4 Q I show you another -- and that signature on

there is not your signature.

6 A No.

7 Q I show you another document signed by you saying

that you made a -- you personally contributed $45 in the

form of a money order payable to Citizens for LaRouche on

10 November 28th. Do you recognize that document?

A Yes, I have seen one like that before.

12 Q Is that your signature on it?

13 A This loks the same, as that.

14 Q But this is not your signature?

15 A No.

16 Q So you never signed that document?

17 A No.

18 MR. BOGIN: I would like to mark this as

19 Commission Exhibit No. 5.

20 (Whereupon, the above-mentioned

21 article was marked as Commission

22 Exhibit No. 5 for identification)

23 11 So, Mr. Sanders, Commission Exhibit No. 5 is

24 not your signature?

25 A 0.
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Q I show you another American Express Money

2 Order this tieqi another money order from Amerian

3 Express for $25. Have you ever seen that money order

before?

A I can't say that, no.

6 Q Did you purchase that money order?

7 A No.

8 Q Is that your handwriting on the money order?

9 A No, that is not.

10 Q Did you ask somebody to buy you a money order?

11 A This particular money order?

12 Q Yes.

13 A I can't say. I have given money, right?

14 Q Cash.

15 A Cash, right.

16 Q But you never told anybody to purchase a money

17 order for you?

18 A Well, I figure they can't send cash through
0

19 the mail so--

20 MR. BOGIN: I would like to mark this as
21 Federal Election Commission Exhibit No. 6.

22 (Whereupon, the above-mentioned

23 article was marked as Federal

24 Election Commission Exhibit

25 No. 6 for identification.)
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MS. GENTNER: Just to clarify, you have never
2 instructed anybody to get -- to purchase a money order

with your cash; is that correct?

4 A You mean w h Citizens for LaRouche?

MS. GENTNER: Right.

6 A I thought it was obvious that if I were to give

a contribution, the only way that the money would get to

CFL is for someone to get a money order.

MS. GENTNER: But you never yourself said --

10 A I am not in a position to, you know, to give

11 commands about what my position is to giving contributions,

12 right?

13 MS. GENTNER: So, you just gave the money?

You never said, "Please buy a money order with this"?

15 A No, I said this money is to go for Citizens

16 for LaRouche, right?

17 BY MR. BOGIN:

18 Q 1ow did you pay for your New Solidarity

19 subscription?

20 A I work every day.

21 Q No, no. I don't mean it that way. Who did you

22 give the money to? Did you send it directly to New York?

23 A Yes, the subscription, usually I Will take six

24 months at a time, sometimes a year, whatever the amount of

25 money i have, n, you ',now, at various times I would seni the

. C.. c )tioc '0o. . ,.,"-I " £0x .
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2 Q How do you send money up to New Solidarity?

You said you did not have a checking account.

A I usually would go to Equitable and get a

money order.

6Q Equitable Bank?

A Uh-huh.

8Q Because it is close to work?

A Yes.

10 Q Just to clarify the record, I am showing you

11 again Commission Exhibit No. 6, which is the money order

12 for $25. That is not your signature on that money order

13 or your handwriting on the money order?

14 A No.

15 When did you meet Ms. Freeman for the first time?

16 A I guess '77, I guess. I am not sure.

S17 Q Larry Freeman?

18 A The same time.
0

19 Nancy Radcliffe?
Z

o 20 A I guess around the same time.

0

21 Q Robert Primack?
Z

22 A I am not sure.

23 Have you met him?

24 A Yes. I guess around '78.

25 Q Does he work for Citizens for LaRouche?
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A I am not sure if he works for them or not.

2 Q Did you ever see him at the Medical Arts

3 Building, Room 301?

A Yes. No

5 Q He has never been there?

6 A I am saying I don't see him any more.

7 Q But you have seen him? That is where you met

8 him?

9 A I have seen him there previously, yes.

10 Q And you have seen Larry Freeman at that room?

11 A Yes.

12 Q And Debbie Freeman?

13 A Yes.

14 And Nancy Radcliffe?

15 A Right.

16 Q Do you recall any other people you met in

17 this room? Their names?

18 A Just first names.

19 Q Mr. Asher?

20 A Okay, yes. John Asher and Shelly Asher,

21 that is his wife, Shelly Asher.

22 Q Mr. Oudon?

23 A Ogdon. Others -- I really can't recall all the

24 names now.

25 Q Have you talked with any of those people that you
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just mentioned about coming here today?

2 A Yes.

3 Q Did they get in touch with you? Did they know

4 that you were going to give your deposition?

5 A I got in touch with them.

6 Q As soon as you got your notice from the

7 Federal Election Com.ission?

8 A From the FEC.

Q Who did you call?

10 A I called the office and I don't know who

11 answered.

12 Q Do you happen to know the telephone number for the

13 office?

14 A Not any more. The phones are cut off.

15 The phones are cut off. Do you remember who you

16 spoke to aoout tlie investigjation?

19
1 not: , '::. C hzve to ta C,- a Oitj10,-

z
S20 1 aiC, "yes, I ciot sometiinj zric-re." At that

0
21 t m e I didn't know wnat it concerned, right, but I figured it

22, concerned something with Citizens for LaRouche, ;ecause if I

2323 had been with Carter or somebody, I probabIy wouldn't have

24 ben Iotnered at ill.

25 I will have to Cisavow tnt statement. 'nat ,w' f

your 6isussion concerninq your testinony? Did you go over
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with her what you were to testify today?

2 A No. Not -- we just talked about what time we

3 would meet here and everything, who the lawyer is, right;

Peter Parker and stuff like that.

Q You never talked about the contributions you made

6 and activities with Citizens .for XJaRuche conoernng this
deposition today?

A No, not in particular.

8 Q In general?

A In general, yes.

10 Q Did she instruct you to answer questions in

11 a certain way?

12 A No.

13 0 Did she tell you not to tell the truth in any

14 way?

15 A No.

16 Q You have told us the truth to the best of your

17 knowledge today?

18 A Exactly.

19 Q Did you know Felice Gelman before today? Had

o20 you ever met her?

21 A No. I knew of her.

22 What about Charles Clark?

23 A Who?

24 Q Charles Clerk?

25 A Oh, Charles, yes.
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1 Q You have known him before today?

2 A Right.

3Q How did you know him?

A Just through coming to different fund raisers

and -- campaign speeches and so on.

6 Q Kevin Salisbury?

A Yes.

8 Q The same way?

A Right.

10 Q You don't consider Charles or Kevin to be

11 volunteers for LaRbuche ?

12 A What do you mean, volunteering money?

13 Q No, not remonoy. Their time.

14 A Their time? No.

15 Q Like you go a little bit, but you are not

16 really a volunteer?

17 A As soon as you go to a campaign meeting,

18 you are taking your time out to go there. So that is

19 a volunteering of time, in that respect. But I think

0 20 what you are trying to say is, did I sell papers and

0

21 stop people's cars and hand them posters and stuff like
z

22 that, you know. That type of thing I haven't done.

23 Q What papers would it be? New Solidarity?

24 A Probably.

25 Q Probably, but you don't know?
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1 MR. PARKER: He says he has never done it.

2Q Right, but he does know they sell paperst I was won-
dering.

A If it is the right article, it could be the Sunpapers.

4 Q Are you familiar with Dope, Inc.?

A Dope, Inc.? Incorporated?

6 Q Yes.

A The book?

8 Q Yes.

A Not the organization?

10 Not the organization.

11 A No.

12 Q Did you purchase a book from Dope, Inc.?

13 A Yes, I think I did.

14 Q Who sold it to you?

15 A There you go again. I can't -- you know, there are

16 so many papers and books and stuff, it is hard to say, you know,

17 who sold this one because there are a lot of people who sell

18 books and so on.

19 Q Was it anybody associated with Citizens for IaRouch ?

o20 A These are people associated with whatever that

21 campaign --

2 Q Publications ?22 !

A Right.
23

t t the "veitac] Arts Thibing?
24 A Ye.

2 o t ey snare oefices with C itizens o r 2:cE.

Ii ll, t re' are in the sa-me location.
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1 Do you know if Robert Primack works for Now

2 Campaigner Publications?

3 A I am not sure whether he works for them or what.

4 0 How did--they answer the pbonewVhen you, used to

5 call CFL headquarters? Did they say, "New Cmpaigner

6 Publications"?

7 A At CFL?

80 Uh-huh.

9 A No, Citizens for LaRouche.

10 Q They would answer "Citizens for LaRouche"?

11 A Right.

12 Q Have you ever seen your wife sign something

13 before?

14 A Anything?

15 Q Yes, anything.

16 A Yes.

17 Q Are you familiar with her signature?

18 A Yes.

19 Q Just to clarify the record, does that signature

20 in Commission Exhibit No. 3 next to yo ur name look like

21 your wife's signature?

22 MS. GENTNER: In your opinion.

23 A I really can't -- you know, it might be. I don't knpw.

24 Q But you have never seen it quite like that before?
2 i
25 Not so fancy.



41

1 MR. BOGIN: We have no further questions.

2 MR. PARKER: Let me have that No. 3 for a second.

3 EXAMINATION BY MR. PARKER:

4 Q Mr. Sanders, below the signature on Exhibit No. 3

5 are written out David Sanders and over here Lenore Sanders.

6 Do you know whose handwriting that is?

A No, I don't.

8 Q It is not yours* I take it?

9 A No, it is not.

10 You didn't write tbat.i Do you remember if that was

11 qothere when you origially signed the thing?

12 A No. No. this wasn't.

13 Q That is what I am talking about, the written
down

14 out names which are below at the bottom of the signature

15 and this address, 613 St. Ann Avenue. That wasn't there

16 either at the time you signed it; is that right?

17 A No, it looks like somebody might have written

18 that fr th. names up there.

19 Q Yes, and I take it you also told Mr. Bogin that

20 you never instructed anybody to buy money orders to be sent

21 to New York.

22 A Not -- you know, buy a money order and send it

23 to New York, no.

24 Q Did you have any objection to anyone taking

25 your cash and buying a money order or to transmit the
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1 contribution to New York?

2 A No. that is why I gave the contribution fDr them

3 to send the money up there.

4 MR. PARKER: That is all., I have.

5 EXAMINATION BY MR. BOGIN:

6 While we are at it; number three, is this your

7 handwriting, where it s=ys january- 2Z, or the amounts?

8The amount is; this isn't.

9 Q The date isn't?

10 A Yes.

11 Q The amounts -- this dollar figure is?

12 A Right, I wrote that.

13 Q So. it says you contributed that amount of money

14 to Citizens for LaRouche?

15 A Uh-huh.

16 Q At tt t time, you don't remember seeing the

17 signature next to your name written there?

18 A I 'on't know.

19 Q So far as you are concerned, you made the

o20 contribution?

21 A Uh-huh.

22 MR. BOGIN: Okay. No further questions. I would

23 like to point out that matters that we have discussed under

24 the Federal Election Campaign Act are confidential, and

25 jthere are actually criminal penalties involved if you should
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talk about this matter with anybody but us and your attorney.

2 1 would like to apprise you of that fact. We appreciate your

3 comtng- and takng. time-off from work to come down here.

THE WITNESS: All right.

(Whereupon, the witness was excused at 11:56.)

7 STATE OF MARYLAND

8 CITY OF BALTIMORE, SS:

I. Phyllis Goldstein, a Notary Public in and

10 for the State of Maryland, County of Baltimore, do hereby

11 certify that the within is a true and accurate recording

12 of the proceedings indicated.

13

14

15

NOTARY PUBLIC
16

V i

17

o ~
18

2 19

o- 20

02

21

22

23

24

* 25
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STIPULATION

2 It is stipulated and agreed by and between counsel,

for the respective parties that the reading and signing of

4 this deposition by the witness be and the same are hereby

5 waived.

6

7 EARNEST K. PULSIFER,
called for examination by the Federal Election Commission,

9 being first duly sworn to tell the truth, the whole truth

10 and nothing but the truth, testified as follows:

11 EXAMINATION BY MR. BOGIN:,

12 Q. Please give us your name for the record.

13 A. Earnest Kinnear Pulsifer.

14 Q. Mr. Pulsifer, where are you living presently?

15 A. I'm living in Glen Burnie, Maryland at 209 Second

16 Avenue, Southeast.

17 Q. How long have you resided at that residence?

78 A. Approximately two years.

19 Q. And what is your occupation?

o20 A* I am mainly employed by the State of Maryland in

21 the capacity as the Assistant to the Chief, Training Section,

22 Bureau of Construction Inspection, Division of Construction,

23 K State Highway Administration, State of Maryland.

24 Q. And your place of business?

25 A. 300 West Preston Street, Baltimore, Maryland.
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1 Q. How long have you had this position?

2 A* Approximately two years.

Q. Are you married, by the way?

4 A. Yes, I am.

5 Q. Your wife' s name?

6 A. Janet Rex Pulsifer.

7 Q. Have you ever heard of an individual named Lyndon

8 LaRouche?

9 A. Yes.

10 Q. Who is Mr. LaRouche?

11 A. As far as I know he is a man who is involved with

12 a party called the U.S. Labor Party and who according to the

13 people that are involved with him, is running for the Presi-

14 dent of the United States.

15 Q. And how did you come to hear about him?

16 A. Through a sidewalk campaign held in the Glen

17 Burnie area.

18 Q. And do you remember any of these individuals who

19 you met there? You mentioned that you know some individuals

20 who talked to you about Mr. LaRouche. Do you know their

21 names?

22 A. The man I originally contacted or who I talked

23 I with at the campaign, no, I do not. My name, I had given

24 him one of my cards and a Lawrence K. Freeman had returned

25 or called me in regard to the information.
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Q. Do you remember when this was approximately? Was

2 it in 1978?

3 A. Oh, no, it would have been 1979, late,or early

4 '80.

5 Q. So to the best of your recollection, November or

6 December of '79 or early '80?

7 A. Yes.

Q. And did Mr. Freeman telephone you at a number that

9 was printed on your card?

10 A. Yes.

11 Q. And what was that conversation?

12 A. They were going to have a video showing of Mr.

13 LaRouche and he wanted me present to see it. Instead of

14 that particular conversation or being present at that view-j

15 ing and his wife Debra met me at the -- it's a little lounge

16 in the Belvedere Hotel and we sat there and talked about

17 who LaRouche was, the Jewish implications and the world

18 policies of which they were very familiar with and which [

19 am not familiar with.

20 I am very much a novice in all of this, but one

2 1 of the things that they had brought out in that conversa-

22 tion was evidently being that both of these persons are

23 both of Jewish descent and there was a lot of personal know-

24 ledge in regard to the differences between Judism and

25 Zionism and they worded it.

Q. Did you arrange or any telephone call to meet at
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the lounge and discuss?

A. Yes.

Q. Besides conversations were you asked to contribute

4 to the campaign?

5 A. Yes, I was.

6Q. Did you make a contribution to the campaign?

7 A. Not there at the lounge, but from there we went

8 back to their campaign headquarters and I think the sum as

I recall that I did contribute that evening was $100, plus

I I think I picked up the tab at the Belvedere.

11 Q. That $100 contribution, was that by personal check?

12 A. No, that was by cash. That was a $100 bill, as a

13 matter of fact.

14 Q. And you gave it both the Freemans at the head-

15 quarters?

16 A. Okay, at the time of the actual cash transaction,

17 as best I can recall only Larry was there.

18 Q. Okay, where is the headquarters?

19 ;i A. It's in the Medical Arts Building, Room 301.

20 Q. In Baltimore, Maryland?

21 A. Yes.

22 Q. And can you recall to the best of your recollection

23 what date that might be?

24 A. No.

25 Q. Before Christmas?
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A. No, I would say after the new year.

2 Q. I have in front of me a card, Lyndon H. LaRouche,

3 Democratic candidate invites you to a national cocktail

4 party which you showed us before we took the deposition.

Do you recognize this card?

6 A. Yes.

7 Q. When did you receive that card?

8 A, Okay, the December 9th date I

9 Q. Excuse me, could you just answer the question?

10 A* Restate the question.

11Q. Do you remember when you received that card?

12 A. I received it well before the date. I remember

13 that much, because I received one of these cards on one

14 date and one at a later date.

15 Q. How did you come about obtaining these cards?

16 A. They were given to me for contribution of $100.

17 Q. So then is it fair to suggest that when you gave

18 your $100 contribution it was before December 9th, 1979?

19 A. Yes, in both cases. In other words, there was a

20 I contribution of $100 for one of the cards and then later

21 there was a contribution or there was a cash transaction of

22 I am pretty sure of the figure as $150.
to

23 Q. I will ask you about that. Just/repeat what you

24 have already said, at some point you got a telephone call

25 from the Freemans, is that correct?
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1 A. That is correct.

2 Q. And you met them in a lounge?

3 A. That is correct.

4 Q. Some time that evening after meeting them in the

5 lounge you went to LaRouche campaign headquarters in Balti-1

6 more?

7 A. Yes.

8 Q. And at that time you gave a hundred dollar cash

9 contribution to Larry Freeman?

10 A. That is correct.

11 Q. Now have you made subsequent contributions to the

12 LaRouche campaign?

1:3. A. After the original $100, yes.

14 Q. Okay, could you tell us how much that was for?

15 A. Okay, I made one contribution, I don't recall

16 exactly when. I think the figure was $50 and then a third

17 contribution -- no, $40 was that figure and then another

18 contribution of $150.

19 Q. And were these both in cash?

20 4 A. All three of those were in cash.

21 Q. Who did you give the $40 contribution to?

22 A In each case it was to Larry Freeman.

23 Q. The $150 one?

24 A. That is correct.

25 Q. And they were on separate days?
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1 A. Yes.

2 Q. How did you come about to give these contributions ?

IlHow were you solicited?

4 A. Could you give me a better definition of what you

5 mean?

6 Q. The first time somebody called you up and said,

7 let's meet and they asked you for a contribution, how did

8 you get together for the second and third ones?

9 A. Same way, telephone calls and then me meeting wit4

10 them. I still to this date have not seen any of the video

11 tapes of LaRouche.

12 !Q. I see that you have in your possession books, one

13 called The Power of Reason and another How to Defeat Liberal-

14 J ism and William F. Buckley, paperback books that are new

15 looking and some magazines called Executive Intelligence

16 Review dated August 14 and one dated July 24, one dated

17 November 27, all in 1979 and various other documents.

18 How did these get into your possession? How did

19 you obtain these documents?

20 A. Okay, the majority of this type of printed matter

21 came into my possession at the time of the $40 transaction.

22 Q. Now I see that some of these magazines are dated

23 as early as July 24, 1979. Is it possible that the $40

24 contribution came as early as July 24, 1979?

25 A. I would say that these magazines came all into my
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possession at the same time.

2 Now he asked me, whatever the figure was, I think

3 it was a hundred dollar contribution again to subscribe to

4 this magazine which I told him I really wasn't that interes t-

5 I ed in.

6 Whatever the last date on one of these is, which

7 1 imagine would be this one, would be the period of time

8 the whole thing came into my possession because one of them:

9 was just off the press and I think that was it.

10 Q You got these magazines, and when did you get these

11 books?

12 A. Okay, this one came with the second group.

13 Q. How to Defeat Liberalism?

14 A. Yes, and this one came at the time that the first

15 contribution was made.

16 Q. The Power of Reason?

17 A. Now there was another paperback book called Dope,

18 that I looked for my copy of it and I didn't find it. I

19 was going to bring that with me, too.

20 9. When did you receive that?

21 A. At the time of the first contribution.

22 Q. Was your contribution for the purpose of purchas-

23 ing these books?

2L A. That's an area I'm really not too certain on. I

25 don't know whether the contribution was for reimbursement of
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1 the literature or whether or not it was a direct contribu-

2 tion to the campaign in general.

3 Q. Let's then go back to your discussion with Mr.

4 Freeman for the first $100 contribution. Could you tell us

to the best of your recollection what the conversation was

6 that created the desire for you to give a hundred dollars

to Mr. Freeman on that date?

8 A. Well, I was interested in who he was.

9 Q. Mr. LaRouche or Mr. Freeman?

10 A. Mr. LaRouche, I knew that through studies of my

own privately that there are things that will be happening

12 in the near world future, that powers will be raised up thjlt

13 are here now, but are not generally known and I was wonder-

14 ing whether or not this might not be one of those people.

15 Q. When you gave your money, was it your intention to

16 influence the election, Mr. LaRouche's election?

17 A. Not really. I didn't see where the monies that

18 I gave would be that great to do anything really.

19Q. Was the money to buy the books? Did you think by

20 giving the $100 you were getting these books?

21' A. No, the literature was there, but I remember the

22 term general funds.

23 Now how exactly it was used, what context I can't

24 really designate it.

25 Q. These contributions were made in 1979. Did you
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I file an income tax return for 1979?

2 A. Not yet.

Q. When you do file your income tax for 1979, do you!

4 intend to deduct the amount of money as a contribution to

5 Mr. LaRouche?

6 A. I don't know. I will tell you the reason Idon't

7 know is because I don't have accurate documentation, the

8 fact that I gave the money.

9 Q. Because it was in cash?

10 1 A. Yes, because it was in cash so I for the price of

11 what I have given I'm not interested in a whole lot of

12 hassle.

13 Q. You told us that you made a total of three con-

14 tributions totalling one for a hundred dollars, one for 40

15 and one for $150.

16 Do you remember any other contributions that you

17 might have made or cash transactions that you might have

18 had with Mr. Freeman or Lyndon LaRouche Committee?

19 A. No, I would say that that would be the total of

20 it for the Lyndon LaRouche campaign.

21 Now there are other people that I have given cash

22 or given financial assistance to for the specific purpose

23 of seeing their reelection, but that didn't have anything

24 to do with this.

25 Q. Do you have .3 checking account?
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SA. Yes, I do.

2 Q. Is there any particular reason why you didn't

3 give a check?

4 A. Yes, because I had cash on me.

5 Q. Have you heard of the matching fund payment accou~t?

6 A. Yes, I have.

7 Q How did you hear about that?

8 A. Newspapers, television, just word of mouth.

Q. Did Mr. Freeman tell you that your money might be

10 matched by the Federal Election Commission?

11 A. He mentioned that much later on in one of the

12 conversations we had which when he at that time was looking

13 for much larger funds. He was looking for contributions in

14 the area of $500 to a thousand dollars and I was not inter-

15 ested in contributing that kind of cash.

16 Q. We are going to try and get back to the reason

17 why you gave this money. It's still a little fuzzy.
IF

18 Did you give this money to the U.S. Labor Party?

19 A. To the best of my knowledge I gave the money to a

20 Democrat who was running or to the organization, the campaign

21 organization that was behind a man that was running on the

22 Democratic ticket and the U.S. Labor Party I almost have no

23 knowledge of.

24 Q. So you basically gave the money because you be-

25 lieved in the philosophy of Lyndon LaRouche?
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1 A. Mainly because I believe in the philosophy of the

Democratic Party which I am a member.

Q. I'm going to ask you whether or not you know some

other individuals besides the ones that we have mentioned

5 already.

Do you know a Robert Primack?

7 As There have been a number of people that I have

8 i met in association with the LaRouche campaign headquarters

9 for the New York area, D.C. area and that sort of thing.

10 Most of them were at this cocktail party.

11 That name that you just mentioned that I couldn't:

12 even repeat back to you, I'm not that familiar with it, but

13 it does sound familiar.

14 Q. Do you remember anybody else from the LaRouche
+I

15 committee that contacted you?

16 A. Personally I don't think anybody else returned

17 or made any telephone calls to me or mailed any literature

18 to me outside of the Freemans or that organization.

19 Q. dave you ever heard of an individual by the name

20 of Felice Gelman?

21 A. No, that name doesn't sound familiar.

22 MR. BOGIN: Off the record.

23 (Discussion off the record.)

24 BY MR. BOGIN:

25Q. Have you been contacted by Mr. Freeman in the last
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couple of weeks?

A. Yes.

Q. Could you tell us what the basis of that discus-

sion was?

5 A. Okay, the telephone number that he has contacted

6 me at was the home telephone number. I have not been at

home to accept those calls. My wife has talked to him and

she has been very vague as to what my instruction is. Let

9 me explain something else in a little bit more detail to

10 yOU.

11 The LaRouche campaign headquarters, I do not be-

12 lieve is familiar with the fact that my main source of in-

13 H come for a number of years has been my employment with the

14 State of Maryland. The reason I say that, in fact which

15 Ii was one of my original reasons in kind of looking into this

16 thing, I have been associated with a corporation that is

17 called Amway and in this you do what you call prospecting

18 and that simply is meeting a great number of people and I

19 I do meet a great number of people because of it.

20 I know that there are enough people in association

21 with Amway where it could be meaningful to anybody that is

22 running for public office. I have also been told through

23 the membership with Amway that one of the founders of the

24 corporation has been asked to run for President of the

25 United States, but who has declined to run for President
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1 because the word that I have is that he can do more good,

2 this is his answer, where he is now then sitting at the

3 presidency and J. Van Dandel is the man I am referring to.

4 In association with my Amway endeavors I am look-

ing forward to the time that I will be able to have involve4

ment with the larger transportation facilities due to the

7 port of Baltimore.

8 They sell, Amway I'm talking about, biodegradable

9 detergents and I think the time is very closely approaching!

10 when all of your navigationable boats, especially the ones

11 that are hauling fuels which have to take on water for

12 ballast will be required before they discharge, whether
'I

13 J it s inland close to a shoreline or out in the water, will

14 be required to have a biodegradable detergent in that dis-

15 charge in order to break down any possible oils that will

16 be discharged at the same time and I think it would be a

17 feather in my cap to be able to be instrumental in the

18 gaining of that sales area.

19 Q. Did Mr. Freeman know that you worked for Amway?

20 i A. He knows that I am associated or as I would say

21 the vice president of an incorporated company which is known

22 as Commodity Marketing Services.

23 Q. Which is affiliated with Amway basically?

24 A. Which is my vehicle which I use with Amway.

25 Q. That was helpful. Thank you.
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At this time I would like to take some handwriting

samples of yours and I'm basically going to give you a docu,

ment which is a -- vhich has three areas on this paper and

it's headed by check sample. On the bottom is a money order

5 sample, I'm going to ask you to fill out the bottom of the

6 money order sample with certain terms.

7 Where it says pay to the order of, I would like

8 I! you to write there Citizens for LaRouche.

9 A. I have to look to spell LaRouche.

10 Q. And the sender would be yourself and your address*

i You can put the date and also sign your name.

12 A. Now, I am signing my full name here which is not

13 11 always the way I do things. Sometimes I just sign Earnest

14 without a K. Now this is a sample of something that my

15 signature is supposed to be on and I don't think that you

16 1 will ever find a sample of that with my signature on it

17 because that form does not look familiar to me at all.

18 Q. I'm going to have the court reporter mark this

19 as Exhibit 1.

20 : (The money order sample referred to above was

21 marked Pulsifer Exhibit No. 1.)

22 BY MR. BOGIN:

23 Q. Is this document which has been marked Pulsifer

24 1 the document that you just finished making out?

25 A. Yes, this is the document. I don't know what this
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is.

2 Q. That's the court reporter s signature. I'm going'

to ask you to do it again. At this time instead of print-

4 ing out Citizens for LaRouche, would you write that in

5 script, and could you use this ballpoint pen?

6 MR. DeVOE: Can we go off the record?

7 MR. BOGIN: Sure.

8 (Discussion off the record.)

9 BY MR. BOGIN:

10 Q. Mr. Pulsifer, how do you ordinarily fill out a

11 document that you are filling out now? Do you print or

12 write cursively?

13 A. I would write, print or lettering, whichever term

14 you like.

15 Q. For the purposes of this sample, would you please

16 write cursively, script?

17 A. Same thing?

18 Q. Yes, Citizens for LaRouche.

19 A. Okay, and my name in cursive?

20 Q. Yes, everything in cursive, please.

21 i A. (Witness complies.)

22 ' Q. Could you put down Baltimore, Maryland also, or

23 Glen Burnie, whatever your address is?

24 A. (Witness complies.)

25 P. And sign your name and date it.
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1 A. (Witness complies.)

2 Q. It seems that you write slower cursively than you

do printing. Is that why you like to print better?

A. I am also trying to make it legible for you so

that you can read it.

Q. Well, I'm going to ask you to do another one afte2{

7 this and I would like you to do it in your normal everyday

8 quick illegible handwriting.

9 A. If it's going to be the way I normally do things 4-
10 Q. Yes, I would like it the way you normally do

11 things.

12 A. I don't, you know, do it in cursive.

13 Q. By the way, have you had occasion to fill out any i

14 money orders in the last year or so?

15 A. Yes, I did fill out a money order. It had nothing

16 to do with this. I don't remember what it was about.

17 Q. Do you remember how much it might have been for?

18 A. No.

19 Q. Or what the purpose was or when it was?

20 A. It was a draft on, what do you call it, a post

21 office money order is about the only thing I can remember.

22 Q. All right, let's mark that.

23 (The money order sample referred to above was

24 marked Pulsifer Exhibit No. 2.)

25 THE WITNESS: Now this is the way I usually type
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1 things out. I like detail. Here we go. Here are some

2 things in hand script and you will see it's all a mess of

3 letters.

4 BY MR. BOGIN:

5 Q. Are these documents that you need?

6 A. I don't know. I really didn't look at them to se

7 what they were. I was just looking for samples of my hand-

8 writing.

9 i Q. I would like you to verify the document marked

10 !1 Pulsifer 2 as the document you just filled out cursively.

11 A. Yes.

12 Q. Here is one more to do the same thing, and write

13 it illegibly, any way you like, but your normal script,

14 Citizens for LaRouche.

15 A. (Witness complies.)

16 Q. Thank you. Let's mark that Exhibit 3.

17 (The money order sample referred to above was
I:

18 marked Pulsifer Exhibit No. 3.)

19 BY MR. BOGIN:

20 Q. Just to verify that sample 3 was the document that

21 K you just filled out.

22 A. Yes.

23 Q. By the way, do you ever spell your name other than

24 Pulsifer with the E-R, do you ever spell it O-R?

25 A. No, I never spelled it O-R, but I did notice it
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on your subpoena that you spelled it O-R and in fact, I

2 think I mentioned that to you in our telephone conversation.i

3 Q. Do you know another Earnest K. Pulsifer?

4 A. The name Pulsifer is very rare. There are very

few of them. To the best of my knowledge, everyone is on

6 the East Coast of the United States is a relative and those

7 you can count on both hands.

8Q. And there is no Earnest K.?

9 A. There is no Earnest K.

10 Q. To the best of your knowledge, I'm going to ask

11 you to fill out another one and I would like you to print

12 it again.

13 A. Now, if I was going to print it and print it slow-

14 ly so that somebody would have it in order to read it fair-

15 ly legibly, is that the way you want it or my normal print-

16 ing?

17 Q. I would like the way you normally fill out a money

18 i order if you had occasion to fill out a money order.

19 A. All right.

20 Q. on this one, could you write Baltimore, Maryland

21 instead of Glen Burnie, even though I know that is not your

22 address.

23 1 A. I already wrote Glen Burnie.

24 Q. Then write Baltimore underneath that.

25 A. (Witness complies.)
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1 Q. Before when I was asking you questions, you said

2 that Mr. LaRouche owned the publishing house, the New Ben-

3 main Franklin House, is that correct?

4 A. That's what I've been informed of.

5 Q. Who informed you of that?

6 A. Freeman.

7 Q. New Solidarity International Press Service?

A. As far as I know, that's just another name for th

9 Benjamin Press.

10 MR. BOGIN: I would like this sample marked 4.

(The money order sample referred to above was

12 marked Pulsifer Exhibit No. 4.)

13 BY MR. BOGIN:

14 Q. Could you just sign that and then I will ask you

15 to do one more a little differently and then that will be

16 the last one.

17 A* (Witness complies.)

18 Q, All right, on this one I'd like you to do Citizens

19 for LaRouche and write your name instead of E-R with an

20 O-R.

21 A. You wouldn't pick it up in the signature. You

22 might pick it up in the direct spelling, is that what you

23 want?

24 Q. I would like you to sign it as if it were O-R

25 and write it as it it were O-R. Just do it as if your name



25

I happened to be O-R.

2 A. Now, do you want this one Baltimore, Maryland or

3 Glen Burnie?

Q. Baltimore.

5 A. Any particular zip?

6 Q. No, you don't need a zip in it. If you would,

7 just sign your name with the O-R.

8 A. (Witness complies.)

9 MR. BOGIN: Let's mark that as 5.

10 (The money order sample referred to above was

11 marked Pulsifer Exhibit No. 5.)

12 MR. DeVOE: I think you should indicate for the

13 record that Mr. Pulsifer had a difficult time putting an

14 0 in his name.

15 THE WITNESS: I had to stop and figure out to

16 make an 0.

17 BY MR. BOGIN:

18Q. Are you right-handed or left-handed?
r h

19 A. Left-handed.

20 Q. Do you have occasion to write with your right

21 1 hand ever?

22 A. I haven't written with my right hand since the

23 1 age of 4 when my right hand was caught in a car door and

24 was severely hampered and I at that time switched to my

25 left hand and I have been writing dominantly with my left
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1 hand ever since.

2 Q. Dominantly or exclusively?

3 A. Dominantly, I am for most talents ambidexterous,

4 but I do not practice writing with my right hand.

5 Q. I have here a copy of an American Express money

6 order, No. 55-466,938,424. I would like you to look at it

7 and tell me who the payee for that money order is.

8 A. When you say payee, what are you referring to?

9Q. Where it says to the order of, what is stated?

10 A. Citizens for LaRouche.

Q. And who is it signed by or what is the name there

12 that denotes the signature of?

13 A. Somebody's interpretation of mine, I think.

14 s Q. Does it say to the best of your ability, does that

15 say Earnest K. Pulsifer?

16 A, Yes.

17 Q. Could you spell the last name that appears on

18 that money order?

19 A. P-U-L-S-I-F -- it could be either an E or an O-R.

20 Q. Is that your signature?

21 A. No, it is not.

22 Q. Have you seen that money order before?

23 A. I'm not familiar with it at all.

24 Q. Do you have any idea how a money order to Citizens

25 for LaRouche signed by you for $150 could have been issued?



27

I A. I'm not familiar with this at all. I have no

2 knowledge of it or anything else. I'm sorry, but I can't

3 help you at all. I don't even see an area in which the

4 thing was supposedly sent from.

5 MR. BOGIN: I would like this marked Exhibit 6.

6 (The American Express money order referred to

7 above was marked Pulsifer Exhibit No. 6.)

8 BY MR. BOGIN:

9Q. For the record, Pulsifer 6 is a money order and

10 once more for the record, is that signature yours, Mr.

11 Pulsifer?

12 A. No, it is not.

13 Q. And you have never seen that money order before?

14 A. No, I can give you the basics of how, the positive-

15 ness of it. When I sign my name I do not use a standard

16 T. I use the old cursive T which is not crossed. The

17 angle on which this is written might have been a left-handed

18 person that signed it, but I don't slant my lettering in the

19 same way that a normal left-handed person is noted for slant-

20 ing it. I slant it -- whoever wrote this may be because I

21 have a number of friends that are left-handed is one that

22 has written over top of his handwriting, whereas I myself

23 slant the paper and write always underneath.

24 Q. Okay, thank you very much. For purposes of a

25 handwriting sample why don't you fill out one more of these
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trying to use your right hand.

A. That's ridiculous.

Q. Do the best you can.

A. I used to do this as a kid just for the fun of it!

and I didn't realize that my right hand handwriting had

6 gotten so lousy.

7 In regards to these yellow sheets here, let me

look over them a minute and familiarize myself with them.

That might be something that was just the basis for some-

10 thing I typed up later. If it is, then you can go ahead and

I1 have them.

12 Q. I'd appreciate it. We can make a copy for you,

13 too.

14 A. Well, whatever. Those are simply notes of mine.

15 Q All right, Mr. Pulsifer, that's fine. You don't

16 have to complete that. I would like this marked 7.

17 (The money order sample referred to above was

18 marked Pulsifer Exhibit No. 7.)

19 BY MR. BOGIN:

20 Q. Mr. Pulsifer, I have before you now sample 7

21 which is handwriting done with your right hand, and for the

22 record, it should be noted that you took a long painstaking

2 3 time in writing that.

24 By the way, when you got or when you made those

25 contributions, did Mr. Freeman remark about the fact that it
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was in cash?

A. Nothing that I really basically recall. I think

at one time there was something about a remark that most

4 contributions are accepted by check, but that's about it.

5Q. I would like to remind everybody that this is an

investigation undertaken pursuant to 2 U.S. Code, Section

7 437G. It's confidential. The confidentiality provisions

8 mean that you should not talk about it with anybody else.

If you would waive signature on this, we can send you a

10 copy of the deposition if you so like, once we get it.

11 MR. DeVOE: That will be fine.

12 MR. BOGIN: Thank you very much for your coopera-

13 tion.

14 (Examination concluded.)

15'***********

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25



30

1 STATE OF MARYLAND

2 COUNTY OF HOWARD, SS

3 I LAWRENCE F. ST. YVES, a Notary Public, in and for thel

4 State of Maryland, County of Howard, do hereby certify that

5 the within named EARNEST K. PULSIFER personally appeared before

6 me at the time and place herein set out and after having beepi

7 duly sworn by me according to law, was interrogated by counsel.

I further certify that the examination was recorded steno-

9 graphically by me and then transcribed from my stenographic

10 notes to the within typewritten matter in a true and accurate

11 1 manner.

12 I further certify that the stipulation contained lierein

13 1 was entered into by counsel in my presence.

14 I further certify that I am not of counsel to any of the

15 parties, nor an employee of counsel, nor related to any of the

16 parties, nor in any way interested in the outcome of this

17 action.

18 ! AS WITNESS, my hand and Notarial Seal this day of

19 Maryand

August, 1980, at , Maryland.

20
/ /

NOTARY ?B C .

22

23

24

* 25
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(The witness was 
excused at 11:06 

a.m.)

STATE OF MARYLAND

CITY OF BALTIMORE, SS:

I, Phyllis Goldstein, a Notary Public in and for

the State of Maryland, County of Baltimore, do hereby

certify that the within is a true and accurate recording

of the proceedings indicated.

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25)



.. IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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*2
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MUR-1158

4 THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION *
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7 Deposition of ANN A. TAYLOR was taken on Wednes-

8 !1 day, July 23, 1980, commencing at 11:50 o'clock a.m., at

9 i the offices of the United States Attorney, United States

10 Courthouse, Bjltimore, Maryland, before Lawrence F. St.

11 Yves, a Notary Public.

12

13 APPEARANCES:
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3

ANN A. TAYLOR,

2 called for examination by the Federal Election Commission,

3 being first duly sworn to tell the truth, the whole truth

4 and nothing but the truth, testified as follows:

5 EXAMINATION BY MR. BOGIN:

6 Q. Would you give us your name for the record, please?

7 A. Ann A. Taylor.

8 Q. That middle initial A?

9 A. It's Adamson.it

10 Q. What is your address?

11 A. 1304 John Street, 21217.

12 Q. And your occupation?

13 A. Housewife.

14 Q. So have you been employed or ever been employed?

15 A. Just from time to time, but not over a long period

16 of time.

17 Q. Would you consider yourself retired in any way?

18 A. Heck, no, I don't call myself retired.

19 Q. I mean you would never consider yourself to tell

20 somebody I am retired?

21 A. No.

22 Q. Are you married?

23 A. Well I've been married and widowed and divorced,

24 so I've been through all the stages.

25 Q. presently?



4

1 A. Presently I am single.

2 Q. And Adamson is your maiden name?

3 A. That's right.

4 Q. Have you ever heard of an individual named Lyndon

5 LaRouche?

6 A. Yes, I have heard. What's his name?

7 Q. Lyndon LaRouche.

8 A. Yes, I've heard of him.

Q. What have you heard of him?

10 A. Well, once I lived in Bolton Hill and I saw a

11 group of people stopping cars as I came across North Avenue

12 off of the Jones Falls Expressway coming south, and found

13 out they were a group of his people and so that was the

14 first I sort of heard cf him, and then the only other time

15 I really I ever had any thought of him was I was playing

16 bridge at a stranger's house with a friend of mine and he

17 was listening the whole time we were playing bridge to

18 the television and Mr. LaRouche came on and I heard him

19 talk then. That's about all I have ever known about him

20 other than what you read in the papers, I would see ads

21 and all of that.

22 Q. Do you know what Mr. LaRouche is doing presently?

23 A. He is running for President, isn't he?

24 Q. That's right.

25 A. I know enough to know that.



Q. So you know he is a candidate?

2 A. Yes, I haven't heard much about it actually 
lately,

but was back in the spring 
that I heard.

4 Q. I would like to ask you did you ever make a con-

5 tribution to his campaign?

6 A. Not to my knowledge. I mean unless some figure-

head over there, no, not a thing.

8 Q. Why are you so sure you never made a contribution

9 A. Because I'm quite sure because I write all my owni

10 checks and there is no check to LaRouche anywhere and I

know I didn't.

12 Q. So you have a checking account?

13 A. Yes.

14 Q. Which bank?

15 A. American Safe Deposit and Trust.

16 1 Q. Would you have any occasion to write 
out a money

17 order in the last year or so?

18 A, No, I don't think I've ever written a money 
order

19 I in my life.

20 Q. So as far as you remember you don't 
remember pur-

21 chasing a money order in the last year?

22 A. No.

23 Q. For any purpose?

24 A. No, I can't think of any.

25 Q. Christmas present?
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1 -A. No, I just send a personal check to anybody.

2 Q. I'm going to ask you whether you know a list of

3 individuals.

4 A. All right.

5 Q. Do you know an individual by the name of Debra

6 Hanania?

7 A. I don't know her. Isn't that the child that ran

8 on the Liberal Party or something for was it City Council

9 or State Legislature?

10 I don't know her but the name I think I've seen

11 because I am crazy about politics. I am a Republican.

12 I'm always losing, but I'm still fighting.

13 Is that the child's name? I am not good on names

14 either. I think she ran in my District for either the State

15 Legislature or the City Council. I can't remember.

16 Well as a matter of fact, she might be the one

17 who wrote me because I am president of a little Republican

18 club to ask if she could speak and I'm not sure whatever

19 happened about that. She never did speak.

20 Q. That would be the only contact you might have had?

2i A. Yes, I have never met her to my knowledge and I've

22 just seen her name and I think she did write me to ask if

23 V she could talk to the Republican club, but I had a feeling

24 it wouldn't be very good. They are quite reserved.

25 Q Do you know an individual by the name of Debra
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Freeman?

A. No, the other one ran I think but Debra Freeman

I don't believe so, unless I know her down in Bolton Hill

4 i somewhere.

5 Q. What about an individual by the name of Lawrence

6 Freeman or Harry Freeman?

7 A. Now, look, when I told you I went to play bridge

8 because that's what come over my mind since you all asked

9 me about this. I went to somebody's house and I ought to

10 know his name but I don't. He owns a little Sutton Place

11 ! grocery. Is his name Freeman?

12 Q I don't know, but you don't know. This man

13 doesn t strike a bell with you?

14 A. No, I'm not good with names. I will tell you that,

15 but I don't remember.

16 I mean I went to play bridge that night and frank"

17 ly, I can't think of the man's name right now that I even,

18 z you know, the name of the people that owned the house, but

19 I don't think it was Freeman unless he is the one that owns

20 the Sutton

21 Q. Do you remember the address?

22 A. Yes, it's over on Lanvale Street, what they call

23 the new part of Lanvale. I think they call it Lanvale Place.

2- Q. Is that in Baltimore?

25 A. Yes, in Bolton Hill.



Q. Do you know an individual by the name of Robert

Primick?

3 A. No, not that I know of.

4Q. Felice Gelman?

5 A. No.

6 Q. Do you know anybody who either worked for or volui-

7 teers his time for Lyndon LaRouche?

A. No, unless they do and I don't know it. No, I

9 don't know.

10 Q. Have you ever heard of the U.S. Labor Party?

11 A. Sure.

12 Q. Do you know anybody who is associated with that

13 group?

14 A. No, I don't know anybody personally.

15 Q. Do you know anybody else by the name of Ann A.

16 Taylor?

17 A. No, I actually don't.

18 VMR. BOGIN: Off the record.

19 (Discussion off the record.)

20 BY MR. BOGIN:

21 Q. Do you know anybody by the name of Ann R. Taylor?

22 A. No.

23 Q. I have in front of me a sample money order and also

2.4 on the sheet is a check sample and an endorsement and address,

25 but I'm only going to ask you to fill out the bottom of the
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1 sheet that is marked money order sample.

2 In fact, the money order sample is divided into

3 two parts with that bold black line and I would like you

4 to fill out the bottom of that money order and where it

5 says pay to the order of.

6 A. Yes.

7 Q. I would like you to write Citizens for LaRouche

and then your name.

9 A. Wait a minute now. Let me see if I have a pen

10 here.

11 Q. Here you are.

12 A. Citizens for LaRouche?

13 Q, Yes.

14 A. Is that all and capital R? Well, anyway, I am

15 supposed to do it the way I do it?

16 Q. That's right.

17 A. Citizens for LaRouche?

18 Q. Right. Then where it says sender, write your

19 name and your address. You don't need to put a sum in

20 there.

21 A. (Witness complies.)

22 Q. And date it and sign it.

23 A. Do you mean date it as of today?

24 Q. Yes.

25 A. All right.
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1 MR. BOGIN: Okay, I would like the court reporter

2 to mark this as Exhibit No. 1.

3 (The money order sample referred to above was

4 marked Taylor Exhibit No. 1.)

5 BY MR. BOGIN:

6 Q. Ms. Taylor, do you recognize Taylor 1, sample 1

as the handwriting sample that you have just written?

8 A. Right.

9 Q. Okay, I would like you to do the same thing on

10 this piece of paper which is the same sample form as the

11 one you just previously filled out.

12 A. Do you mean write the same thing?

13 Q. Write Citizens for LaRouche.

14 V A, (Witness complies.)

15 MR. BOGIN: I would like to have this marked as

16 Exhibit 2.

17 (The money order sample referred to above was

18 marked Taylor Exhibit No. 2.)

19 , BY MR. BOGIN:

20 Q. Do you recognize sample number 2 as the handwrit-

21 ing sample that you just filled out?

22 A. Yes.

23 Q. I am going to hand you another one and I am going

24 to ask you to fill it out a little differently. It's the

25 same form again. I would like you to fill it out for Citizens



1 for LaRouche once again, and your name and then when you

2 get to the address I will have different instructions for

you.

A. All right.

5 Q. Where it has your address, put down your number

6 1 and street and Baltimore, the town and state, but no zip

7 code this time.

81 A. (Witness complies.)

9 Q. And date it and sign it.

10 A. (Witness complies.)

11 MR. BOGIN: Let's mark that No. 3.

12 (The money order sample referred to above was

13 marked Taylor Exhibit No. 3.)

14 BY MR. BOGIN:

ii15 Mrs. Taylor, do you recognize sample number 3 as

16 the handwriting sample you have just filled out?

17 A. Yes.

18 Q. Okay, this will be the last one. Here I would

19 like you to fill out once again for Citizens for LaRouche,

20 I but I would like you to put your name down as Ann R. Taylor

21 1 and sign it.

22 A. Well now, wait a minute. I'm putting down Ann R.

23 Taylor and signing it with an A?

24 Q. Yes, sign your own name.

25 A. Put the address?
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Q. Please.

2 A. How do you want this address?

Q. Whichever way you want to.

4 A. All right, I'm going to sign this with Ann A.,

5 who I am.

6 Q. All right, thank you for those samples. I would

7 just like you to fill out a statement. I am going to dictate

8 a statement, but let me ask you some questions first.

9 Were these handwriting samples that you gave me,

10 first of all let me mark this 4.

11 (The money order sample referred to above was

12 marked Taylor Exhibit No. 4.)

13 BY MR. BOGIN:

14 Q. Is Exhibit No. 4 the one that you just wrote out?

15 A. Yes.

16 Q. These four samples that you just filled out, were

17 they done voluntarily?

18 A. Yes.

19 Q. And was there any coercion or any promises from

20 me for you to fill them out?

2 1 A. I thought you were asking me to fill them out to

22 help straighten out whatever is wrong out.

23 Q. So you didn't feel there was any coercion or

24 promises for you to fill these out?

25 A., No.
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1 Q. I would like to dictate a statement.

2 A. You sure have me going through so much stuff, good

3 Lord.

4 Q. I'm going to dictate something to the effect that

5 this was voluntarily furnished and you were not promised orl

6 coerced in any way.

7 A. Let me tell you that this is absolutely voluntary

8 because I want to help in any way I can, but I think it's

9 right hard to send a subpoena to somebody and ask them to

10 go through all their stuff without telling a little more

11 about what is the great thing.

12 Is it a mix-up? I know I haven't sent out a check.

13 I told you that over the phone. That could have just been

14 said in front of a witness.

15 MR. BOGIN: Off the record.

16 (Discussion off the record.)

17 BY MR. BOGIN:

18 1Q. On that form that I gave you I would like you to

19 write that I have voluntarily given samples of my hand-

20 writing to the Federal Election Commission. Such samples

21 were obtained without any threats or promises, and would

22 you please sign and date it?

23 A. (Witness complies.)

24 MR. BOGIN: Okay, would the court reporter mark

25 this as Exhibit 5.
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I (The statement referred to above was marked

2 Taylor Exhibit No. 5.)

3 BY MR. BOGIN:

4Q. Mrs. Taylor, is Exhibit No. 5 a statement which I'

5 just dictated to you?

6 A. Yes.

Q. I have here a copy of a money order and some othei

8 statements dealing with contribution information made out t6

9 Citizens for LaRouche and signed with the name Ann R. Taylor

10 at 1304 John Street, Baltimore, Maryland.

11 I would like you to take a look at this document,

12 both the top and the bottom and I would like you to tell me

13 whether or not you have ever seen that document before.

14 A. No, I certainly haven't. Do you mean this or this?

15 Q. This or that, anything on that page.

16 A. No.

17 Q. Could you tell me if that is your signature?

18 A. Down here?

19 Q. Yes, on the money order.

20 A. Right here?

21 Q. Yes.

22 A. No, that's not mine. I don't even make a T, you

23 can see my T's are entirely different.

24 Q. Could you read what it says down there near the

25 signature on the money order? It says Ann Taylor.
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A. Yes, what do you mean?

Q. Is that your address?

A. It looks like almost 1307. Do you see that? My

4 address is 1304, but this looks like 1307 to me.

5Q. Okay, on the top slip which is contributor in-

6 il formation.

7 I A. That looks like Anne A., with an E. That I don't

8 use and then 1304. I never put an E on my name.

J!
9 Q. Soon the top-

10 A. That's off right from the beginning. Now 1304

11 it looks like John, and there is no zip. Now down here--

12 Q. You're talking about the money order?

13 A. Yes, it looks like to me it's A-N-N-E and it's an

14 R and then it looks like either 1307 or 1309 John Street.

15 So it looks like a different address there on the money

16 order to me.

17 Q. Let's go to the top of that sheet which talks

18 about the contributor information. It says Anne R. Taylor,

19 but that's not how you spell your name, is that correct?

20 A. It says Anne A. Taylor there, it looks like to me.

21 It looks much more like an A there than here to me, but the

22 Anne is spelled wrong. I spell it A-N-N and I never use E.

23 Q. You have never seen that tp piece?

24 A. No.

25 Q. And you have never seen the money order?
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1 A. No.

2 Q. And you have never purchased a money order from

3 American Express?

4 A. No.

5 Q. To the best of your knowledge, have you ever

6 bought a publication called New Solidarity, a newspaper?

7 A. No.

8 Q. Any booklets called Dope, Inc.?

A. No.

10 Q. Do you recollect in the recent past, in the last

11 year or so somebody coming to your door and asking to buy

12 certain publications?

13 A. No, all I can say is that there obviously is some

14 mix-up. Does it matter whether I am on the record or off

15 the record?

16 I'm just telling you all to help you. I'm sure

17 this exactly shows me what I thought from the beginning.

18 It's somebody else other than me. Now it might be somebody

19 who knows who I am, but why would they do it this way?

20 That's ridiculous.

21 I don't understand. On this money order it doesn't

22 even look like 4 to me down here. It looks like 7 or 9 and

23 this definitely looks like Anne R. Taylor.

24 Q. That's fine. I would just like to remind yourself

25 and the court reporter that our investigations are confidential
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I STATE OF MARYLAND

2 COUNTY OF HOWARD, SS

3 I, LAWRENCE F. ST. YVES, a Notary Public, in and for the

4 State of Maryland, County of Howard, do hereby certify that,

5 the within named ANN A. TAYLOR personally appeared before m

6 at the time and place herein set out and after having been

duly sworn by me according to law, was interrogated by counsel.

8 I further certify that the examination was recorded

9 i stenographically by me and then transcribed from my steno-

10 graphic notes to the within typewritten matter in a true

11 and accurate manner.

12 I further certify that I am not of counsel to any of

13 fl the parties, nor an employee of counsel, nor related to any

14 of the parties, nor in any way interested in the outcome of

15 this action.

16 AS WITNESS, my hand and Notarial Seal this j day
IfI

17 of August, 1980, at ,:Maryland.

18 . 7"

19

NOTARY PU
20 ,

21

22

23

24

25
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under 2 U.S.C., Section 437 of the U.S. Code and that we

appreciate your coming here today.

A. I hope it's helped you. I definitely have said

4 from the beginning that has nothing to do with me.

Q. Let's mark this last document as Exhibit 6.

6 (The American Express money order and contributio0

7 slip referred to above were marked Taylor Exhibit No. 6.)

8 (Deposition concluded.)

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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STATE OF MARYLAND

2 COUNTY OF HOWARD, SS

I, LAWRENCE F. ST. YVES, a Notary Public, in and for the

4 State of Maryland, County of Howard, do hereby certify that

5 the within named ANN A. TAYLOR personally appeared before me

6 at the time and place herein set out and after having been

7 duly sworn by me according to law, was interrogated by counlel.

8 I further certify that the examination was recorded

9 stenographically by me and then transcribed from my steno-

10 graphic notes to the within typewritten matter in a true

1i and accurate manner.

12 1 further certify that I am not of counsel to any of

13 the parties, nor an employee of counsel, nor related to any
| I

14 of the parties, nor in any way interested in the outcome of

15 this action.

16 AS WITNESS, my hand and Notarial Seal this day

17 of August, 1980, at , Maryland.

18

-NOTARY NIB XC
20

21

22

23

24

* 25
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STIPULATION

2 It is hereby stipulated and agreed that the

3 reading and signing of the within deposition by the witness

4 be and the same is hereby waived.

WILLIAM J. HAYDEN,

7 called for examination, being first duly sworn according

8 to law, testified as follows:

9' EXAMINATION BY MR. BOGIN:

10 Q Sir, could you give us your name for the record.

11 A William J. Hayden. Reverend Hayden it is.

12 Q And would you spell your last name, please?

13.i A H-a-y-d-e-n.

14': Q And your present address, sir?

15 A 2600 Pcxznd Road, Apartment B-3, 21225.

16 Q And how long have you been living at the

17 present residence?

18 A It will be eighteen years the llth of December,

19 moved there on December llth, 1963.

20 Q And your present occupation?

21 A I am Pastor and do voluntary service at Rosewood
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1 with the Foster Grandparent Program.

2 Q How long have you been a pastor?

3 A I have been a pastor about twenty-six years.

Q Have you ever heard of an individual by the

name of Lyndon LaRouche?

6 A Only through the stipulations -- I think running

7 for office. I was trying to -- only time I heard of him.

8 Did you ever make a contribution to Citizens

9 for LaRouche?

10 A No, I did not.

Q I'd like to show you a money order which I am

12 going to have marked by the court reporter as Commission

1311 Exhibit No. 1. It's an American Express Money Order.

14 (Whereupon, Commission Exhibit

15 iNo. 1 was marked for identification.

16 Q Reverend Hayden, I have here Commission

17 Exhibit No. 1 which is an American Express Money Order,

18 the last three digits of the serial number are 478. it's

19 a money order in the amount of $35 payable to Citizens

20 for LaRouche with your name printed on it and a siqnature

21 underneath it.
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I A That's not my signature.

2 Q So the signature under the name William Hayden

3 is not your signature, you don't recognize the handwriting?

4 A It is not my signature.

0 Have you ever seen this money order before

6 today?

7 A Never before. And the $35 I gave him for

8 membership in the Drug Coalition Conference that he said

9 in September of 1980 we are workinq to have it here in

10 Baltimore, and as a member of that conference, annually

i; I paid my $35 and that's all I paid.

12 So you have never seen this money order before?

13 A Never seen it and that's not my signature.

14 Q Now, it's made out for $35.

15 A Okay.

16 And you mentioned just now that at some point

17 in time in September of 1980 you gave somebody $35.

18 A I gave this right here.

19 Q Who is that person, Robert Primack?

20 A That's right.

21 Q And what were the conditions under which you gave
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1 Robert Primack $35?

2 A Member of the Drug Coalition Conference that

3 was supposed to have been put in annually each year in

4 succession to the one that was held in Detroit, September,

5 '79.

6ri  0 When did you first meet Robert Primack?

7 A About maybe 30 days before that at a Drug

8 Coalition meeting we had down at the Hilton Hotel.

9 Q And how did you first hear about the Drug

10 Coalition?

11 A Through him.

12 Q You ran into it through Mr. Primack?

13.: A Yes, sir.

14 0 Did you run into him in the street or did he

15: call you on the phone or how did you first meet him?

16 A I believe I met him through another friend

17 that he had been talking with and working with.

18 Q Do you remember the name of that friend?

19 A And he asked me would I be at that meetinq

20 that Sunday evening and being interested in the young

21 people and the welfare, if there is anything that I could
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1 help do, I started in with that.

2 Q So, you met Mr. Primack through a friend of

3 yours?

A That's right.

51 Q And upon being introduced to him he asked

6 you whether or not you would like to attend a meeting?

7 A That's right.

8 Q And this meeting was about the drugs?

9 A That's right.

10 Q And where was that meeting held?

11 A At the Hilton.

12 Q And at that time was there any money involved

13 !! in this meeting?

14 A Not at that time. Plenty of literature down

1i there on the table to sell. I didn't give any money at

16t: that time. Only money I gave is that $35 which I give

17 i him which I was unable to find the receipt to brinq it.

18 And all it was concerning the Drug Coalition Program.

19 Q Reverend Hayden, that meeting at the Hilton

20 was the name Lyndon LaRouche ever brouqht up?

21 A I could not truthfully say to my memory. I could
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I not say, it might have been.

2 Q And was there any registration fee associated

3 with that Hilton Hotel meeting?

A Not that I can recall.

Q Was there any passing of the hat or any money

6 requested by the participants?

7 A No.

8 Q So after that Hilton meeting did Mr. Primack

9 ever call you again?

10 A Oh, yes, because I was looking for him to

11 make this trip to Detroit and it all was leading to

12 that Drug Coalition.

13 Q And do you know who runs the Drug Coalition?

14 Who is it affiliated with?

15 A Well, it's affilitated with a group of them

16 but most of mine was workinq through him. To get at the

17 bottom of it as to whoever it was, I am afraid I am unable.

18 But I attended that conference in Detroit. We did have

19 a very rich rewardinq conference because we had come

20 from Manila and other different places overseas and making

21 up the conference of the program of it. They did not have
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1 any special agenda set up because that was the first time,

2 but they would be working for the next following year

3 which would be September, '80 to have a better conference.

4 Q And what was the purpose of the conference?

5 A To wipe out the drugs of the section and

6ii try to keep it from coming in and all thinqs like that.

7 Q And were you ever given a book or purchase a

8 book called Durp, Incorporated?

9 A No, I didn't purchase the book.

10 Q Did anybody ever give it to you?

A No, I don't have it.

12 Have you ever read it?

13 A No, I haven't.

14 And at this Drua Coalition meetinq in Detroit,

15 did you pay somebody $35 to attend that meeting?

16 A I didn't pay that money until after I came

17 back.

18 And what was the purpose of that $35?

19 A Annual membership in the Drug Coalition

20 Conference.

21 Q And did you receive anythinq for this membership?
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I Do you get a card saying you were a member? Did you get

2 any kind of literature?

3 A Haven't seen or heard from him since, nothing.

4 Q So you gave Robert Primack $35 --

5 A Most certainly did.

6 Q -- for payment in a membership in a Drug

7 Coalition foundation?

8 A That's right.

Q And you haven't received --

10 A Haven't seen or heard from him from that day

11 to this.

12 Q So ever since you have paid him that $35 you

13 have not spoken to Robert Primack since then?

14 A Seen or heard from him.

15 Q Have you spoken to anybody that worked for

16 Lyndon LaRouche?

171 A No.

18 Q So when I showed you Commission Exhibit 1 which

19 is a money order for $35, it came as a complete surprise

20 to you?

21 A It is.



Q And that signature on that money order is not

2 your signature?

3 A Is not my signature. It's my name but not

4 my signature.

Q1 And you don't recall ever making a contribution

611 to Citizens for LaRouche or to Lyndon LaRouche?

7 A Under no circumstances. That must have been

8 when he put it instead of with the Drug Coalition.

9 Q And Robert Primack never indicated to you

10 that your payment of $35 was going to be for Citizens

I I for LaRouche?

12 A No, because it was for the membership.

13 Q In the Drug Coalition?

14 A Drug Coalition.

15 Q Could you tell us again the dates that the

16 Detroit meeting was held?

17 A I don't have that with me but it was in

18 September of '79.

19 Q On the money order here for $35, Commission

20 Exhibit 1, the money order was said to be purchased

21 January 8th, 1980. Do you recall if that was around the
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1 time you gave Robert Primack the $35?

2 A It was.

3 MR. BOGIN: I have no further questions.

4 (Deposition concluded.)

61' STATE OF MARYLAND

7 CITY OF BALTIMORE, SS:

8 I, Anthony Rolland, a Notary Public in and

9 for the State of Maryland, County of Howard, do hereby

10 certify that the within named, WILLIAM J. HAYDEN, personally

11 appeared before me at the time and place herein set out

12 and after having been first duly sworn by me according to

13 law, was interrogated by counsel.

14 I further certify that the examination was

15 recorded stenographically by me and then transcribed from

16, my stenographic notes to the within typewritten matter in

17j. a true and accurate manner.

18 I further certify that the stipulations contained

19 herein were agreed to by counsel in my presence.

20 I further certify that I am not of counsel to

21 any of the parties, nor an employee of counsel, nor related
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to any of the parties, nor in any way interested in the

2 outcome of this action.

3 As Witness, my hand and Notarial Seal, this

4d day of July, 1981, at Baltimore, Maryland.

6

8 I

9'
RYPUL~~
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11

12

13'

141'

i"s

16:

171

18

13

20

21
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I IN RE:

2 M.U.R. 1158
FEDERAL ELECTIONS COMMISSION

3

4

6

7i

8: Statement of counsel with regard to the scheduled

9' deposition of JOHN HALLMAN was taken on Thursday, July 9,

10; 1981, at 2:45 p.m., at the United States Court House,

11 101 West Lombard Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21201, before

12 Anthony Rolland, a Notary Public.

13

14

15 APPEARANCES:

16 Robert Bogin, Esquire and
Daniel Blessington, Esquire,

17 On behalf of the Federal Elections Commission

18

19

20 Reported by:

21 Anthony Rolland

* .i ' oo T2 C 0.



2

I MR. BOGIN: In a letter dated July 19th, 1981,

2 the General Counsel notified John Hallman to be subpoenaed

3 for a deposition to take place on July 9, 1981, at 2:15 p.m.

4 in the United States Court House, Room 820.

5d Mr. Hallman subsequent to receiving this

6 letter called Robert Bogin of the Office of General Counsel

7 and confirmed his appearance for the taking of his

8 deposition.

It is now 2:45 p.m., July 9, 1981 and Mr. Hallman

10 has failed to appear for his subpoena. He has not attempted

to call either the office in Washington, D.C. or the

12 U. S. Attorney's office in Baltimore, Maryland in an

13 attempt to explain why he has not appeared.

14'

15 1 STATE OF MARYLAND

161 CITY OF BALTIMORE, SS:

171 I, Anthony Rolland, a Notary Public in and for

18 the State of Maryland do hereby certify that the within

19 is a true and accurate recordinq of the proceed~ngs indicated.

20

21O U
NOTARY PUBLJTC
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1 STIPULATIONS

2 It is hereby stipulated and agreed by and

3 between counsel for the respective parties that the

4 reading and signing of the deposition by the witness is

5 hereby waived.

7 STEVEN G. WARM,

8 called for examination by the Federal Election Commission,

9 being first duly sworn to tell the truth, the whole

10I truth, and nothing but the truth, testified as follows:

11 EXAMINATION BY MS. LERNER

12 Q State your full name.

13 A Steven Gary Warm.

14 Q And your address?

15 A 116 West University Parkway, Apartment 1018,

16 Baltimore, Maryland, 21210.

17 Q Are you employed?

18 A Yes.

19 Q Where are you employed?

20 A I am employed with the Johns Hopkins

21 !University.



I Q How long have you been employed there?

2 A Well, I was hired there in 1976 and at that

3 time I was working for someone who transferred his

4 entire staff to the University of Maryland and then

5 I was at the University of Maryland for about a year

6 and then went back to Johns Hopkins in May of '79,

7 1 think.

8 Q Okay, now, did you receive a subpoena

9 from the Federal Election Commission to testify in their

10 investigation to possible violatiLons of the election laws?

11 A If you are referring to that letter,

12 certified letter -- can I refer to things that were

13 discussed earlier?

14 Q Let me explain this. This particular depositior

15 that we are presently conducting is totally separate

16 from any other deposition that you have testified in,

17 so if you are going to refer to any materials you must

18 refer to them as if it were the first time.

19 MR. MORGANROT1i: I would suggest for brevity

20 and for simplicity if there was a stboena that was

21~ 2 issued that you show him the subDoena and have it marked.

I,-



MS. LERNER: Off the record.

2 (Discussion off the record.)

3 MS. LERNER: The parties will stipulate

4 that Mr. Warm was subpoenaed by the Federal Election

5 Commission to testify in a Federal Election Commission

6 investigation to possible violations of the election laws.

7 MR. MORGANROTH: So stipulated.

8 BY MS. LERNER:

9 Q Are you represented by counsel here today?

10: A Yes I am.

1 Q Could you identify your counsel for the

12 record?

13 A Mr. Morganroth.

14 Q mr. ;Varm, how did you first learn that the

15 Federal Election Commission was investigating possible

16 Iviolations of the election laws by Citizens for LaRouche

17 and others?

18 By a letter that was sent to me.

19 When was that letter sent, do you recall?

20 T :iaving looked at tie letter a little while

21
ao i hnk Kwas June of last yiear-. VSE', Inot sure.



MR. MORGANROTH: I suggest if you want to

2 refresh his memory just show it to him. I believe your

3 question was when it was sent not when it was received,

which would be difficult for him to answer except from

the letter itself.

6 BY MS. LERNER:

7 Q Now, let me rephrase the question.

8 Can you remember approximately when you first

9 learned about the investigation?

10 A In the Summer of last year.

MR. MORGANROTH: We would stipulate for the

12 record that he was sent and received and whether he

13 remembers the exact contents or not is beside the point,

14 but he was sent and did receive a subpoena and letter

15 from the Federal Election Commission.

16 BY MS. LERNER:

17 Q Have you discussed the investigation with

18 anyone?

19 A I've spoken to people about it.

20 Q Who have you spoken with?

21 A I've spoken primarily with people connecter

i'-



I with the Citizens for LaRouche.

2 Q Can you be more specific?

3 A I spoke with John Ascher. I've spoken

4 with Debra Freeman and Nancy Radcliffe.

I've spoken with Barbara Boyd. Those are

6 the main people that I've spoken with since this.

7 Q Since the time that you received the subpoena

8 and you have spoken with these people, let's take Mr.

9 Ascher first, when did you speak with him, do you recall?

10 A I spoke with him several times from that

11 period when I received it, but as to which dates I

12 can't recall which dates.

13 Q What did you discuss with him concerning

14 the investigation?

15 MR. MORGANROTH: I really don't see the

16 relevance. You can answer it, but I am pretty soon

17 going to put a stop to it. I don't think it bears

18 at all into your questioning of him regarding his

19 contributions as to what his discussions are with other

20 people and I can't see any relevance as to whether or not

21 there is a violation, but you can answer that. What did
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I you discuss with Mr. Ascher?

2 THE WITNESS: Well, I discussed that I had

3 received something from the FEC and I wanted to know

4 what I needed to do to respond to that, whether I was

5 to -- whether I actually needed to appear as the letter

6 stated or not. He informed me that there was an attorney

7 who was taking care of these things.

8 BY MS. LERNER:

9 Q Other than with your attorney did you discuss

10 the testimony that you would give today with anyone?

11 A Just that I was to give it.

12 Q I'm sorry.

13 A Just that I was to give testimony.

14 Q Are you familiar with a gentleman by the

15 name of Lyndon LaRouche?

16 A Yes.

17 Q How are you familiar with him?

18 A Well, I've been introduced to him personally.

19 Q When did you become personally familiar

20 with him?

21 A I first bccame familiar with him in either



late 1972 or early 1973.

2 Q How was that that you became familiar

3 with Mr. LaRouche?

4 A Well, he was teaching an economics class

5 at the Columbia University in the evening. I don't think

6 he was teaching it as an instructor as a part of the

7 university system, but they were at least -- the National

81 Caucus of Labor Committees was using a room there

9 and I was invited by some friends to attend lectures

10 on what was then called dialectical economics.

11 Q Are you familiar --

12 A They were very good lectures.

13 Q Are you familiar with an organization called

14 Citizens for LaRouche?

i5 A Yes.

I6  Q How did you become familiar with that

171 organization?

18 A I was one of the people who was involved

19 V in its activities.

20.Q How did you first learn that the organization

21 existed?
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1 A I found out that Lyndon LaRouche was running

2 for president.

3 Q When was that.

4 A I believe he announced his candidacy immediatel-

5 I mean right after the end of the '76 campaign he

6 announced his. That's when I first found out he was

7 running for president.

8 II'm sure I found out about the existence

9 of CFL very quickly after CFL came into existence.

10 As to exactly when I can't tell you when.

11 Q Can you tell me approximately when that was?

12 A I can't even tell you approximately because

13 I was involved in raising money for the presidential

14 campaign and I know for awhile the contributions

15 were going to the committee to elect LaRouche from

16 the previous campaign, but at a certain point that

171 committee fund was no longer something to which

18 contributions were given and I think there was an interim

19H fund that was set up while LaRouche was still considered

20 aLabor Party candidate and then he became democratic party'

21 candidate and I suppose it was some time around then that
S.I



1 citizens for LaRouche formed, but I'm not sure of the

2 exact time. That's sort of a tough thing to remember.

3 Q I'm not asking you for a specific date.

Can you give me some sort of time frame?

A It wasn't something that stood out. The

6 formation of Citizens for LaRouche was just as I

7 understood it a way of complying with financial

8 reporting regulations.

9 Q Would this have been after Mr. LaRouche

10 announced that he was running for president? You referred

11 before that right after 1976, or after the 1976 campaign

12 he announced that he was running for president. Would

13 Citizens for LaRouche have come into existence following

14 that?

15 A It would have had to.

16 Q Did you work as a volunteer for Citizens for

17 LaRouche during the 1980 presidential campaign?

18j A Yes.

19 Q Do you recall when you started working for them.

20 I A Well, I was working consistently as a campaign

21 organizer going back to I'd say the last week of March, 197

H
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I was involved with LaRouche campaigns.

2 So any time from that point on if there

was a campaign that LaRouche was running, I guess

4 you could say that I supported it or if not actively

5 at least passively was involved in it at some level.

6 Q The time period that you were working

7 actively as a volunteer, you started actively as a

8 volunteer starting when and ending when, approximately?

9 A Late March of 1973 to March or April of 1980.

10 Q Were you paid for your services at any time

11 during that period?

12 A No, there may have been expense reimbursements

13 very infrequently because the organization just simply

14 did not have the money to pay organizers.

15 Q Have you ever given money to the Citizens

16 for LaRouche 1980 campaign?

17 A Yes.

18 How many times would that be?

19 I.MR. MORGANROTH: I would request that if you

20 r have records of what he has given that you supply him

21 with them so he can read from them rather than try to



13

I test his memory as to times and amounts. He is entitled

2 to see the records.

3 MR. NOBLE: I think it's a fair question

4 to ask the witness what he remembers about how many

5 contributions.

6 mR. MORGANROTH: I think it's fair for me

7 to tell him not to answer unless he is given the

8 particular records. This is not a game or test.

9 MR. NOBLE: Refreshing the memory is

10 used when the witness testifies that he doesn't remember.

1 He has yet to testify to that.

12 MR. MORGANROTH: Under the Court rules

13 when you ask somebody to testify about something that's

14 a written instrument, he is entitled to it upon

15 request having that written instrument to testify.

16 MS. LERNER: I have not asked him whether

17 or not there are any written instruments concerning

18 contributions.

19 MR. MORGANROTH: You don't have to ask him.

20 There are.

21 M[S. L IUER: I asked him if he made



1 contributions, given money to Citizens for LaRouche and

2 approximately how many times. That would not necessarily

3 entail a written instrument.

4 MR. MORGANROTH: He is guessing. Why not give

5 him the written instrument so he can testify as to

6 how many times he actually did rather than approximately?

7 If this isn't a game or a test, let's do it properly.

8 MS. LERNER: I'm going to ask the question

9 again.

10 MR. MORGANROTH: I assume you intend to offer

11 those, do you not, into evidence?

12 MS. LERNER: Let me just ask the question.

13 MR. MORGANROTH: I am asking a question

14 on the record. Do you intend to offer those into

15 evidence?

16 I ,S. LERNER: I intend to ask him about

17 some specific documents.

18 MR. MORGANROTH: Then I would suggest that

19 you have them marked and give him the documents.

20 MR. NOBLE: When you take your depositions

21 you can conduct them the way you want.



MR. MORGANROTH: I am instructing him not

2 to answer. He said he made contributions and he is

3 entitled to the instruments that you are going to submit

4 under the Court rules.

5 MS. LERNER: Are you refusing to answer

6 the question, Mr. Warm?

7 MR. MORGANROTH: He is refusing to answer

8 the question until such time as you comply with the Court

9 rules and give him the instruments that you have.

10 MS. IERNER: Mr. Warm, are you refusing to

11 answer the question that I just asked, how many times

12 have you given money to Citizens for LaRouche?

13 THE WITNESS: On the advice of counsel I will

14 not.

is MR. MORGANROTH: Do you remember every time

16 you gave a contribution?

17 THE WITNESS: No.

18 MR. MORGANROTH: Then give him the instruments.

19 M 3. LERNER: I would ask the court reporter

20 to mark this as Commission's Exhibit No. 1 for

identification, a Federal Express money order in the sum
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1 of $100 dated January 22nd, 1980 made out to Citizens for

2 LaRouche from Steven G. Warm, a copy of that.

3 (The Federal Express

4 money order referred to

above was marked Commissior

6 Exhibit No. 1.)

7 MS. LERNER: I would like you to take a look

8 at that and tell me whether you recognize Commission

9 Exhibit No. 1.

10 (Discussion off the record.)

11 MS. LERNER: I would like to note for the

12 record that the witness is conferring with counsel.

13 MR. MORGANROTH: All right, would you repeat the

14 question?

15 BY MS. LERNER:

16 Q Do you recognize Commission Exhibit No. 1?

17 Have you ever seen it before?

18 A I'm not sure that I recognize this particulal:

19 money order. I do know that I gave $i00 contribution

20 at one time or another.

21 Did you give that S100 contrib'-tion by mone :
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1 order?

2 A I know I gave at least one by money order.

3 Q But you don't recognize this as the money

4 order you gave?

A Well, I couldn't swear for sure that this

6 was the particular money order that I gave. It could

very well be.

8 Q Do you recall when you made the $100 money

9 order contribution?

10 A Well, I made several $100 contributions

11 or contributions in excess of $100. The exact date

12 I'm not sure what the exact dates were. This date

13 could be correct. It's quite possible.

14 Q If you had made a contribution in excess

15 of $100 by a money order, would that contribution have

16 been by one money order for the total amount or several

17 money orders?

18 A I don't think I gave more than one money

19
order contribution that I can recall. I may have

20 given more than one.

21
You only recall making one money order

iI-
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conztribution, is that correct?

A Right.

Q But, you do not recognize this money order

as the money order that you gave for that contribution,
4

is that what you said?
5

A Well, I don't believe that I signed this.

Q The question was not whether you signed it.

The question was whether you recognize it as having

Cseen it before.

A I'm not sure whether I have or haven't seen
10

this before. I don't remember.

12 Q When you made money order contributions,

13 who purchased the money order?

* 14 A I don't know. I may have purchased the

is money order aL one time. It could have been purchased

16 b,. someone else.

17 Q Am I correct in my understanding that

18 you said you have given only one money order contribution

19 that you recall?

20 A I'm savinc whether or not 1 gave a mone-y

21 order contribution, I knor: I qave contributions by check.
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I I think I made a credit card contribution. I don't

2 know the exact amount and the exact number of times

3 and this could very well have been one of them.

4 Q Okay. Please listen to my question very

5 carefully.

6 A Yes.

7 Q Did you ever make a contribution to Citizens

8 for LaRouche by a money order?

9 A Yes.

10 Q How many times?

11 MR. MORGANROTH: He just said he doesn't

12 know how many times. Why don't you show him the instrument

13 then?

14 MS. LERNER: That is not what he said.

15 MR. MORGANROTH: That is what he said.

16 BY 1S. LERNER:

17 Q Did you make more than one money order

18 contribution to Citizens for LaRouche?

19 A It's possible. I can only remember one.

20 Q Is this the money order that you contributed

21 on the one occasion that you recall?
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1 A I don't know. It probably is. I don't know.

2 Q Does it --

3 A There is nothing particularly noteworthy

4 about this except that it says money order.

5 Q Is the handwriting that is filled out,

6 the payable to and from your handwriting?

7 A It doesn't look like my handwriting.

8 Q Is the Steven G. Warm your signature on

9 that money order?

10 A I don't believe it is.

11 Q I hand the court reporter a document

12 which I ask to be marked as Commission Exhibit No. 2

13 for identification. It is a statement dated January 22nd,

14 1980 which says, I contributed $100 to Citizens for LaRouche

15 on January 22, 1980, signed Steven G. Warm.

16 (The statement referred

17 to above was marked

18 as Commission Exhibit No. .)

is BY MS. LERNER:

20 Do you recognize this document?

21 A Yes. Tat's my signature.
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1 Q When did you sign that document?

2 A January 22nd.

3 Q What year?

4 A 1980.

5 Q Did someone ask you to sign it?

6 A Probably, I don't think I would have done it

7 unless someone had asked me to sign it.

Q Do you recall the circumstances of your

9 signing it?

10 A No.

11 Q What was your understanding concerning why

12 you were asked to sign this?

13 A Simply that there was a need in order for the

14 campaign to qualify for matching funds that every

15 contribution in some way that individuals made

16 be verified by those individuals.

17 Q What does the $100 mentioned in Commission

18 Exhibit refer to?

19 A Well, I suspect that it refers to this money

20 order because I don't think I would have -- I wouldn't

21 have signed something like this for a check because I don't
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1 think it would have been necessary to sign this for a check

2 Q What if you had given the contribution in cash?

3 A Well, I might have signed this for a

4 contribution in cash. That's why I say it's possible

5 that this refers to this. I suspect it does.

6 I don't think I would have had an extra

7 $100 to give on the exact same date. I mean I might

e have had conceivably, but chances are very good

9 that this refers to this.

10 MR. NOBLE: For the record he is saying

11 that Exhibit 2 refers to Exhibit 1.

12 THE WITNESS: Yes.

13 BY MS. LERNER:

14 Q Did you ever make any cash contributions

15 to Citizens for LaRouche?

16 A Well, I may have. When you say cash

17 contributions to Citizens for LaRouche, you are not

18 including credit card?

19 Q No, I'm talking about cash money.

20 A In general I would have tried to have done

21 it in somc form of writing 3o that it would have accounted
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1 for the matching funds. Are you talking about outside

2 or just straight campaign expenditures?

3 Q Contributions to.

A I doubt if I gave any straight cash

5 contributions. I just don't remember all the money

6 that I gave. You would have to ask me about specific

7 times and so forth.

8 Q Well, I did ask you about a specific time

9 and you didn't remember that one either.

10 MR. MORGANROTH: He says Exhibit 1.

11 He doesn't recall purchasing Exhibit No. 1, but he does

12 recall giving $100 at that time and signing an instrument

13 that he gave it. Somebody else could have purchased

14 No. 1, but with the $100 he gave them. To tell the

15 truth it doesn't necessarily have to conform with what

16 you want.

17 BY MS. LERNER:

is Q Is that possible that could have happened

19 that you gave $100 in cash and someone else bought the

20 money order and then you signed Exhibit No. 2?

21 A Sure.
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1 Q Thank you.

2 MR. MORGANROTH: That corresponds to the

3 truth as he is testifying to it. He doesn't remember

4 Exhibit No. 1 necessarily.

5 MS. LERNER: I ask the court reporter to

6 mark this as Exhibit No. 3 for identification, a

7 Federal Express money order made out to Citizens for

8 LaRouche in the amount of $400 and on the signature

9 line has the name Belinda DeGrazia.

10 (The Federal Express money

11 order referred to above

12 was marked as Commission

13 Exhibit No. 3.)

14 BY MS. LERNER:

15 Q Have you ever seen Commission Exhibit No. 3

16 before?

17 A I don't know if I've seen this or not.

18 I doubt it.

19 Q Did you purchase it?

20 A Did I purchase it?

21 Q Yes.

I-
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1 A Not that I recall.

2 Q I ask you now to look back at Commission

3 Exhibit No. 1 which is the Federal Express money order

4 for Citizens for LaRouche with a signature line

5 signed Steven G. Warm and ask you to compare the serial

6 numbers on the two money orders.

7 A One comes right after the other.

B Q They're consecutively numbered, is that

9 correct?

10 A Yes.

I Q But you did not purchase either of these?

12 A I don't remember purchasing either of these.

13 I don't think I did. I mean when you say purchasing it,

14 I mean go to the bank myself.

15 Q Did you .ersonally go to the bank to purchase

18 them?

17 A I don't think I did.

18 NIS. LERNER: I ask the court reporter to

19 1 ark this as Commission Exhibit No 4 It is a statent

20 dated January 22nd, 1980 which says, I contributed $400

22 to Citizens for LaRouche on January 22, 1980 and it is signed
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1 by Belinda F. DeGrazia.

2 (The statement referred

3 to above was marked as

4 Commission Exhibit No. 4.)

BY MS. LERNER:

6 Q Have you ever seen that before?

A When you say did I ever see this before,

8 it looks like the date is my handwriting in the upper

9 right-hand corner. Nothing else here looks like it's

10 my handwriting, so I don't know if I've seen this

11 before or not filled out that is entirely.

12 Q While you were working for Citizens for

13 LaRouche did you ever have occasion to present a

14 statement like this to a contributor for signature?

15, A I think I may have possibly.

1611 Q Did you discuss this with Miss DeGrazia for

17 signature?

18 A I don't remember if I did or didn't.

19 Q Why would you have written a date in the

20 date zlot unless you had presented it to the person for

21' signature?
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MR. MORGANROTH: If he did. He said it

2 looks like it might have been his.

THE WITNESS: I don't know. This is all

4 awhile ago and it's possible that I thought I was supposed

to fill out two and Belinda was going to fill one out

6 and I just handed it to her. I don't know why I would

7 have put the date on both.

8 Q Mr. Warm, you said that most of your

9 contributions or a lot of your contributions were by

10 check or credit card because you wanted them to be

I submitted for matching?

12 A I don't think I gave a lot of contributions,

13 but I suppose most of them were by check.

14 Q And yet you don't recall the circumstances

15 of being asked to fill out one signature document?

16 MR. MORGANROTH: He said he did. He said

17 he got the signature document and filled it out and

18 he signed his own and that he supposes corresponds

19 with the same $100 money order that was given that day.

20 BY L. ER/IR:

21 I believe he said for the record that he



28

1 did not recall the circumstances surrounding the signature

2 of that document.

3 In other words how it was presented to him,

4 where it was presented to him and by whom it was

5 presented to him. Do you recall any of those?

6 A I'm sure that this had to have been in the

7' office on Read Street because that's where we did most

8 of these and a lot of financial things flowed through

9 there, but I mean this couldn't have taken longer than

10 five or ten seconds.

11 Q What are you referring to now?

12 A Well, any one of these things couldn't have

13 taken longer than five or ten seconds to fill out,

14 so I don't see -- I don't think these circumstances

15 surrounding them would stick out as being that significant

16 in my mind.

17 Q Do you recall who you gave your signature

18 document to sign?

19 A No, it could have been any one of a number

20 of people.

21 Q And who were those number of people that it
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could have been?

2 A We had people coming in and out from New York.

It could have included people such as Larry Freeman.

4 It could have included Bob Primack who was then working

5 in the office, possibly Debbie Freeman or other campaign

6 volunteers.

7 I mean if the word came through from New York

8 that we needed to verify contributions that we had

9 personally given, that's relatively not problematic

10 as far as getting somebody with a sheet of paper where

11 that person knew he had given a contribution and having

12 him sign to verify the contribution.

13 Q Under what circumstances would New York call

14 and say they needed a verification for contribution?

15 If the FEC said it was necessary.

16 Q Do you recall that happening more than once?

17 A If I say I recall it happening more than

18 once you may ask me which particular occasions and I

19 can't recall specific occasions. I'm sure it happened

20 more than once.

21
21 Q When you voluntec::red for Citizens for LaRoucnle-



your title?

A I didn't have a title. I was a volunteer.

3 Q What were your duties?

4 A Primarily campaigning over the telephone.

I 1 did some occasional street organizing as it's called.

6 Sometimes passing out literature in parking lots or

7 at intersections attempting to raise funds that way

8 and calling up people on the phone and briefing them

9 1 on the latest developments in the campaign and I also

10 made a trip to New Hampshire for about a week or so

11 where I did a lot of door to door organizing.

12 Q While you were in Baltimore were you involved

13 in fund raising?

14 A Yes.

15 Q Did you solicit funds?

16 A Y2s.

17 Q Were you an agent of CFL for the purpose of

18 fund raising?

191 i:-R. MORGANROTH: What's an agent? That's a

20 legal term.

21 -M"S. LERITER:



1 Q Were you acting in the capacity of a

2 representative of CFL for the purposes of fund raising?

3 A That's a funny question because I would not

4 have taken it upon myself to let's say represent the

5 CFL in some type of financial negotiation and things

6 like that.

7 Q I'm talking about for fund raising purposes

8 only.

9 A I guess you could say that I was representing,

10 as a volunteer I was representing the CFL viewpoint

11 if there was a viewpoint in terms of the campaign.

12 I was asking people to give contributions on the

13 basis of the fact that they would go to CFL.

14 Q Did anyone direct you to solicit campaign

15 contributions, anyone from CFL direct you to solicit

16 campaign contributions as a volunteer?

17 A People were all the time. Everybody in

18 the organization was directing each other to solicit

19 contributions. This is an ongoing process that went

20 back way before CFL.

21 Q In the Baltimore office who was the person in

I-
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I charge?

2 MR. MORGANROTH: Of what?

3 MS. LERNER: Of the CFL campaign organization

4 in general.

THE WITNESS: Well, as far as whatever the --

6 I don't know who the formal officers were of CFL,

7 who was formally designated as the person to do that

8 sort of thing. I'm really not sure exactly what you are

9 asking.

10 BY MS. LERNER:

11 Q Was there an office hierarchy in Baltimore

12 I'm talking about?

13 A Well, the thing about the way the National

14 Caucus of Labor Committees functioned for quite some

15 time is that the individual members were expected to take

16 a good deal of leadership initiative.

17 As far as the specific office hierarchy

18 there are times when any one of a number of people

19 might say that one activity or another should get going,

20 but we had people -- you see when you are talking about

21 Baltimore, you had people coining in from D.C. who would

-L I-



occasionally give a certain level of direction or discuss

2 things with people who were volunteers.

3 You had people from New York who would come

4 in, people from Philadelphia.

Q In terms of fund raising, solicitation

6 of funds?

7 A That was one of the principal activities

a of the organization as a whole and it didn't separate

9 itself from the campaign activity as a distinct

10 activity because as people were participating in the

11 campaign activities they were fund raising.

12 Q Did you just walk into the office and say

13 what am I going to do today? There was no one you would

14 receive any direction from?

15 A A lot of times I wouldn't have to walk

16 into the office and say, what am I going to do today

17 because I basically knew that I was there to raise

18 funds for the campaign. This was something that I knew

19 long before CFL ever existed.

20 Q You mentioned a minute ago the National Caucus

21 of Labor Committees. What was the relationship between
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that and the CFL?1

2 A Lyndon LaRouche personally started the

3 National Caucus of Labor Committees. I don't remember

the exact date.

5 I think it was in '68 or '70 or something

6 like that. He was a candidate supported by the

7 National Caucus of Labor Committees and CFL was being

8 supported -- I say supported, a lot of the people who

9 wozld join in volunteer activities who were CFL members

10 were also members of the National Caucus of Labor

11 Committees.

12 Q Was the National Caucus of Labor Committees

13 directing the activities of CFL?

14 MR. MORGANROTH: At what time?

15 NM. LEPMNER: During the period while he was

16 working as a fund raiser.

17 THE WITNESS: I don't think I could answer

18 that. I'm not sure what that would amount to as a question.

19) BY MS. LER'NR:

20 Q I thin' I still do not understand the relations ip--

21 A CFL is a separate organization.

ii
II

!l-
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Q Yet you mentioned at the National Caucus1

2 of Labor Committees, at the National Caucus of Labor

3 Committees that individuals were expected to take their

own initiative. I'm trying to understand the relationship

5 between that and CFL and the fund raising that went on

6 in Baltimore.

7 A I'm not sure how to clarify this for you.

8 I mean I'm just not sure what you are asking.

9 Q What was the relationship between the National

10 Caucus of Labor Committees and Citizens for LaRouche in

11 Baltimore or Citizens for LaRouche in general?

12 A The National Caucus of Labor Committees

13 had a number of different campaigns that it was running.

14 Now, it included support of political

15 attacks against environmental organizations, including

16 investigations into terrorist activities to attempt to

17 report where relevant to police organizations what it

18 had found out. It included the N.I.S.P.H. news service

19 for New Solidarity, executive intelligence review.

20 Now, I may not be right in terms of what that

21 legal connections were between the two, but I know that t-ei

It



36

National Caucus of Labor Committees was instrumental

2 in beginning a lot of these things that eventually began

3 the anti-drug coalition, National Unemployed and Welfare

4 Rights Organization, the Defusion Energy Foundation and a

5 number of other organizations, in fact so many organizations

6 I'm not sure I can remember them all right now.

7 Lyndon LaRouche was the main person who

8 startedahd gave political and philosophical and economical

9 guidance of the National Caucus of Labor Committees.

10 I think primarily because of that when he ran for president

II it was simply assumed -- I mean no one had said, you go out

12 and you raise money for this or that campaign. People knew.

13 You just knew.

14 That's what you were doing and there might

15 be people who on occasion will say, you know we need to

16 raise some more for a television show and there would

17 be particular people in charge of those particular

18 activities like Warren Hamilton out of New York came

19 and spoke at a meeting in Philadelphia and discussed

20 why the organization needed $5,000,000, or a million

2111 dollars or something like that.



37

We would go back from Philadelphia to

2 Baltimore, a couple of us attended a meeting in Philadelphia

3 with people from other parts of the country and discussed

4 it with other members of the local why we needed to raise

5 whatever amount of money was needed and that became the

6 motivation. Does that clarify it any?

7 Q I think so.

8 If I am correct in my understanding the

9 National Caucus of Labor Committees was a larger

10 organization and CFL was one of the smaller organizations?

11 A No, I am sure CFL ultimately had to have been

12 much, much larger because the Labor Committees were

13 really a group of people committed to a specific political

14 orientation and had undertaken a certain philosophical

15 commitment to study certain specific things and tD

16 understand things and to gain a really in depth notion of

17 how politics worked.

18 People in CFL, it could have been someone

19 that just liked the idea of a new candidate on the

20 scene and came in and worked and wanted to maybe put

21 some posters up or something.
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1 CFL would have been much, much larger if you

2 just think in terms of the number of contributors alone.

3 Q How was the fund raising between these various

4 organizations and the fund raising for CFL separated?

It sounds as if the same people were working

6 on fund raising for different things.

7 MR. MORGANROTH: I think he has explained

• 8 it enough times that even I understand it. The National

9 Caucus of Labor Committees was nothing more than a

10 political nucleus that sponsored or endorsed a candidate

11 and it had nothing to do with CFL.

12 Now, some people in the National Caucus of

13 Labor Committees may be volunteers for CFL because

14 that's the candidate they want to support, but it has

is no connection between the two. CFL has its own political

16 nucleus running for a particular candidate and that was it.

17 Now, the National Caucus of Labor Committees,

18 some of the people that belonged to it may also support

19 CFL.

20' :Z NP2 R: 4hen I asked him who gave CFL

21 direction as far as the fund raising he indicated that
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1 they would go to NCLC meetings and people there would

2 say they needed money for a particular thing and they

3 would proceed to go and raise money. That is why I

4 asked what the relationship was as far as the funds.

THE WITNESS: I was referring specifically

6 to one meeting that I could think of where we attended

where Warren Hamilton who I believe was appointed the

head of the CFL fund raising effort was instructing

people -- whether it was formally designated as a

1010 CFL meeting I don't actualiy remember which to me personall

11 it didn't make a whole lot of difference.

12 It might have made a difference to some of the

13 CFL volunteers because they weren't necessarily committed

14 to things that people in the Labor Committee were committed

to.

16 BY MS. LERNER:

17 Q Did anyone at CFL instruct you concerning

1818 the solicitation of contributions?

19
A In what fashion?

20 1! TW --0 S j ~ 4Q2:Iow to solicit, what types of contribution.-)

21.
to



A People are instructing each other all the time.

2 You see you don't understand.

You are in an office with a number of different

4 people. People get ideas about how to get contributions

over the phone.

6 Q Let me be more specific. I think that I

7 haven't been clear enough in my question.

8 Did anyone instruct you concerning the types

9 of contributions that they wanted you to accept or

10 that you could accent?

11 A Yes, and it would vary. I remember there

12 was a time when we were supposed to take credit card

13 contributions over the phone because that would -- I mean

14 credit card contributions over the phone is a very

15 effective, quick way to raise funds and then for awhile

16 we weren't doing that. It may have taken awhile for us

17 to get a credit card number so it was possible to do it.

18 There were people who on occasion, you know,

19 when the word came down from Now York we might have to

20 switch around the mode in which we took the money.

21 Q Were you instructed concerning the record keeoing17
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I procedures having to do with solicitation of

2 contributions?

3 A Well, I suppose we were instructed on it,

4 but I don't know that there was a whole lot of instruction

5 to be done. It was just a question of filling out the

6 chit when it was a credit card.

7 Q I'm talking about any contribution that you

8 collected.

9 A Whoever would be handling the finances in

10 the office where there was some shift or change would

II have to notify people to do it one way or another. It's

12 basically an administrative type of thing.

13 Different people were doing that at

14 different times. At one point I was -- now there are

15 two different things here which maybe I am confusing

16 in my mind. One is the reporting of the money to

17 New York which went by a telex type set-up and the other

18 is like whatever got sent off, physical things that would

19 go from one place to another and different people

20', would do different things at different times.
21

21 Q All right. Let's take the contributions from

iI-
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the time you collected the --

2 A Which contribution?

3 Q Other than a credit card contribution.

4 MR. MORGANROTH: Do you mean a check?

5 BY MS. LERNER:

6 Q Let's take a check. You received the

7 contribution and what happens with it then?

8 A Well, you say I received the contribution.

9 Q You solicited the contribution from someone

10 and they write you a check for Citizens for LaRouche.

11 What would happen to the check?

12 A I would bring it to someone in the office,

13 whoever was handling it for that night and it would be

14 counted up with the rest of the money for the night.

15 Q And then what would happen?

16 Presumably that person would send it off to

17 New York.

18 Q Were you ever the person to send it off to

19 New York?

20 A I believe I was involve, in express mailing

21 some things to New York. I'm not sure what the contents

-4;
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1 were because I didn't bother counting it each time.

2 Different people were involved in the counting end of

3 it and sending these things off.

4 Q Who were the people who were in charge

5 of preparing the contributions for sending?

6 A That shifted. You see what would happen

7 is that we had people who would go out into the field and

8 they would raise whatever money they raised in the field.

9 I am literally on the street, shopping centers or wher-

10 ever and then there are people in the office who

I I are involved in making phone calls and sometimes like

12 1 would get someone telling me that they have a contributio

13 and I would go out and pick up the money and then bring

14 it back to the office.

is Out of the entirety of all the people working

16 in the office there would generally be someone stuck

17 with having to count up the money and/or write a report

18 to New York on the telex and/or send it by express mail

19 and/or in some cases there were wires, but I think

20 that that stopped.

21 t2We used to wire money a long time ago. I don t

ii
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1 know if we wired money during the CFL campaign or not.

2 Q Is it my understanding that there was not

cver a specific person and that everyone in the office

4 did that at some time or another?

5 A Pretty much, yes. I can name the names

6 of the people who did it. We were not very happy about

7 having to do it because it seemed to waste a lot of time.

8 Q Well, who are the people who did it?

9 A Tom Szymecko, Gerald Belsky, Linda DeGrazia,

10 Nancy Radcliffe, Gerald Berg and there were other people,

11 too. Those are some of the names that I can recall.

12 Sometimes if organizers were coming in from Philadelphia

13 or from somewhere else, if we were fortunate they would

14 have a role in some of this.

15 Did Debra Freeman ever do that?

16 A Count up the money and do the reports

17 and so forth?

18 Q Yes.

19 A It's 'ossible.

20 What was her positijn in the office?

21 A Her formal designation?
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Q Did she have a formal designation?

2 A I don't know if she ever had a formal

3 designation. That was never particularly important

4 tome.

5 Q What was her job? What were her duties?

6 A Well, she certainly always has been a leading

7 member of the Labor Committee. I don't know what her

8 specific tasks were.

9 You see one of the things with Debbie

10 is that she was not always around because she was traveling

11 to one city or another.

12 She knows a lot and she 'is very articulate,

13 so she would sometimes be called upon to go to another

14 region and discuss with organizers how it was going,

15 but as to specific roles or duties, she was raising

16 money like we were raising money.

17 I think she was probably a lot better at it

18 than some people.

19 Q You just described what would happen with a

20 check that you collected as a contribution.

21 A Yes.

II-
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Q Was the procedure different if the contribution

2 was in cash?

3 A Are you talking about a cash contribution

4 for CFL or are you talking about a contribution for --

5 there are a lot of things that we were doing at the same

6 time.

7Q Like cash contributions at CFL?

8 A If there is a cash contribution for CFL,

9 I think we had little slips in addition to these

10 that we try to get filled out to verify those.

. 11 Now, I might be confusing this with the

12 Committee to Elect LaRouche, but I think we had slips

13 where the people could fill those out.

14 Q What about a money order contribution to

15 CFL? What was the procedure once you had collected that?

16 A Well, I wasn't involved in terribly many

17 of those and I'm sure it would be correct to characterize

18 it as there having been a procedure.

19 Q If you had collected a money order what

20 would you do with it?

21 A If I tried to?
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Q Did you ever collect the money order?

2 A I might have. I don't know.

3 Q Did you have any understanding concerning

4 the type of contributions that could be submitted

5 for matching funds?

6 A I had some idea about it.

7 Q What was your understanding?

A My understanding is that there was some

9 kind of limitation on the amounts that individuals

10 were allowed to give. I think it was a thousand dollars,

ii that it was better if it was in writing and if it

12 wasn't then it wasn't, but I had some trouble with

13 all of that because it seemed like it shifted around

14 quite a bit as to what met the criteria of the FEC

15 and what didn't, so overall it's really not clear

16 to me what was the absolute best procedure. I guess

17 checks were the best thing to get if you could get them.

18 Q Did you ever purchase any money orders for

19 other people to contribute to Citizens for LaRouche?

20 A I think I ourchased one money order, maybe two.

21 Q And who were they for?
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1 A I'm not sure about this, who the particular

2 individuals were, but I think I purchased one or two

3 that were to be -- they had either given -- they had

4 given some cash and I think it was later verified,

511 but you see we were raising funds for so many different

611 things, I may have purchased a money order for something

7 and it may not have been for CFL.

8 Q Do you specifically recall taking cash

9 1 and purchasing a money order for someone else as a

10 contribution?

A I think I did once.

12 1 Q Do you recall who that person was?

13 A I'm not sure who the person was. I was raising

14!i money from a lot of different people and then I am

15 pretty saire we went and got some verification of that

16 from the person later on.

17 Q What would the verification be? When you

18 1 say verification --

19 A One of these type things.

20 Q The witness is referring to Exhibit 4, a

21 statmnenc savinj that the person had contributed a certain



amount to Citizens for LaRouche on a certain 
date.

2 Do you know a man by the naue of..Charles

3 Clark?

A Yes.

5 Q Did Mr. Clark ever give you a contribution

6 to Citizens for LaRouche?

7 A Probably, yes he has given me contributions.

8 I'm sure some of them were for Citizens for LaRouche.

9 Q Do you recall in what forim you received

10 those contributions from Mr. Clark for Citizens for

11 LaRouche?

12 A I can remember some $20 and $10 bills.

13 Q Those would be cash contributions?

14 A Cash contributions.

15 Q Do you recall Mr. Clark ever giving you

16 money or to contributions to Citizens for LaRouche?

17 A I don't remember him ever giving me a money

18! order, but it's certainly possible that someone purchased

19 a money orde3r form.

20 Q And how would that happen?

21 A e!1, Charles might have given them $20 to ourc$a3e
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a money order. I mean I don't know how much he gave

2 over time.

3 Q I will ask the reporter to mark this as

4 Commission's Exhibit No. 5 for identification, an

5 American Express money order made out to Citizens for

6 LaRouche dated November 13, 1979 in the amount of $70

7 from Charles Clark.

8 (The American Express mone

9 order referred to above

10 was marked Commission

Exhibit No. 5.)

12 BY MS. .LERNER:

13 Q Have you ever seen Commission Exhibit No. 5

14 before?

15 A I don't think so.

16 Q Is that your handwriting on Commission's

17 Exhibit No. 5?

18 A It doesn't look like it.

19 MS. LERNER: I ask the reporter to mark

20 this as Commission Exhibit No. 6 for identification.

21
It is a statement dated February 21st, 1980 which says,

JIi
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I contributed $70 to Citizens for LaRouche on November 10,

2 1979 and it's signed Charles Clark.

3 (The statement referred to

4 above was marked Commissio

Exhibit No. 6.)

6 BY MS. LERNER:

Q Do you recognize Commission Exhibit No. 6?

8 Have you ever seen it before?

A It looks like one of the forms that we

10 would have used to verify a contribution and it looks

11 like a contribution verification.

12 Q Did you ask Mr. Clark to sign Commission

13 Exhibit No. 6?

14 A I [:robably did or possibly did. I don't

15 know. It was awhile ago.

16 Q At whose instruction did you ask mr. Clark

17: to sign that?

18 MAR. MORGANROTH: He said he -possibly did.

19 --'s more than speculation.

20 ER. ENER:

21 Q I hand you now what is the deposition of

i,
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I Charles Clark and ask you to take a look at Line No. 1.

2 Then Mr. Warm came to you and asked you to sign a slip

3 saying that you made a contribution of $70 and the

4 answer is yes and I ask you if that refreshes your

5 recollection.

6 MR. MORGANROTH: May I see it first, please?

7 MS, LERNER: Certainly.

8 THE WITNESS: Well, if Charles said I came

9 and gave him the slip, then I probably did.

10 MR. MORGANROTH: That isn't what she asked you.

11 She asked you does that refresh your memory as to

12 whether or not you did.

13 THE WITNESS: I think I did. I can't

14 remember the specific circumstances.

15 The amount here says $70 and I don't

16 remember that as being a specific amount that I asked him

17 for one of these, but it's quite possible that I did, sure.

18 BY MS. LEPER:

19 Q Did you fill out any portion of Commission

20 Exhibit N'o. 6 for mir. Clark?

21 A Well, looking at it it looks like I -- it looks
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like my printing at the bottom of it for his address.

2 Q Did you fill in the amount contributed the $70?

A It doesn't look like my writing, but it's too

4 vague to be able to tell. I don't think I did.

5 Q Did you tell Mr. Clark the amount that

6 he had contributed?

A I don't -- I really don't remember the

discussion that I had with him, but if I gave him

9 something to sign, I wouldn't have done so unless at

10 that time I had actually understood that he had contributed

11 that amount of money.

12 Q I ask you to take a look at Mr. Clark's

13 deposition again at Line 14. Did you sign a document

14 saying that you made a contribution for $70 to

15 Citizens for LaRouche?

16 A Yes, I did, one by Steve. He had told me

17 I had given a contribution of $70.

18 MR. NOBLE: For the record the transcript has

19 just been given to Mr. Morganroth to review.

20 MR. MORGANROTH: Are you asking him to

21 testify as to the testimony of someone else?
Bi

I-
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MS. LERNER: I'm only asking him if that

2 refreshes his recollection as to whether or not he told

3 Mr. Clark the amount of the contribution he made.

4 THE WITNESS: It doesn't do a whole lot to

5 refresh my memory. It's not inconceivable that I could

6 have said that to him particularly since I know he gave

over that amount.

8 BY MS. LERNER:

9 Q I would like you to take a look at Commission

10 Exhibit No. 5 which is the American Express money order

ii for the Charles Clark contribution and the Commission

12 Exhibit No. 6 which is Mr. Clark's signature document.

13 MR. MORGANROTH: Excuse me for a second

14 since you are refreshing his memory, I think we have a

15 right to see the entire transcript.

16 MS. LERNER: I believe you already have this.

17 MR. MORGANROTH: I don't have it in my hands.

18 MR. NOBLE: We will show it to you now, but

19 at your insistence we have given copies of it to the Citizers

20 for LaRouche alreac1v.

II
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and I'm sure this witness hasn't read them.

2 MS. LERNER: For the record I've given

3 Mr. Morganroth the copy of the Charles Clark deposition.

4 BY MS. LERNER:

Q Reviewing Commission Exhibit No. 5 and 6,

6 on the Charles Clark money order you will note that the

7 date is November 13, 1979 of the money order?

8 A Yes.

9 Q Yet the date on the signature document

10 from Mr. Clark said that he gave the contribution on

11 November the 10th, 1979. Can you explain this discrepancy?

12 A Well, I don't know about this particular money

13 order. I don't know that this $70 doesn't refer to some

14 other contribution. It's possible that it is to verify

is this money order.

16 Q If you asked someone for a verification,

17 was it your procedure to find out what you were having

18 them verify before you ask them to verify it?

19 A Was it my procedure to what?

20 1f you were going to ask someone for a

21 K verification, did you learn what you were asking them
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I to verify before you went and asked them to verify it

2 or did you just simply say verify a contribution?

3 A Well, if I knew that he had contributed

a specific amount of money I wouldn't have had to ask

someone concerning a verification of that amount of

6 money.

7 Q You just indicated before that you did not

8 know that Mr. Clark contributed $70?

9 A No, I don't think that I indicated that.

10 I indicated that he had given amounts of $20 at a time,

S II $10 at a time.

12 1 mean you are talking about an amount

13 less than $100 that occurred a couple of years ago-

14 and you are asking me to tell you in very specific

15 details everything that happened around that amount of

16 money. I think that's unreasonable.

17 Q I'm not asking you to answer any specific

18 detail. I'm asking you to answer a general question,

19 if you want someone to seek verification of a

20 contribution, would you not have had to find out what

21 that contribution was that you were asking them to verify
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1 before you went and asked them to verify it?

2 A Probably, yes.

3 Q And yet you have no way to explain the

4 discrepancy between the date on the verification and

5 the date on the money order, is that correct?

6 A I'm not sure that there is a discrepancy.

7 How do you mean there is a discrepancy?

8Q The money order is dated November 13.

9 A Right.

10 Q The signature document says that the

11 contribution was made on November the 10th.

12 A Right.

13 Three days before the money order was purchased,

14 how do you explain that?

15 A How is that a discrepancy?

16 Q The contribution was made on November 10,

17 yet the money order was purchased on the 13th.

18 A The money order was probably purchased

19 for the contribution.

20 Q in other words, Mr. Clark gave cash and a

21 money order was hen purchased?



1 A And then he verified that he had given the

2 cash. I assume that's what is going on.

3 Q All right, I ask the reporter to mark this

as Commission Exhibit No. 7 for identification,

a Federal Express money order in the amount of $45 made out

6 to Citizens for LaRouche from David Sanders.

7 (The Faderal Express

8 money order referred to
TIT* 9 above was marked Commissior

10 Exhibit No. 7.)

11 BY 11S. LERNER:

12 Have you ever seen Commission Exhibit No. 7

13 before?

14 A I don't know if I have or I haven't.

15 Q Did you purchase it?

16 A I don't believe I did.

17 Q Did you fill out any part of that money order?

18 A It doesn't look like my handwriting.

19 NIS. LERNER: I ask the reporter to mark this

20 as Commission Exhibit No. 8 for identification. It is an

21 American Express money order made out to Citizens for LaRouche
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2 (The American Express

3 money order referred to

4 above was marked Commission

5 Exhibit No. 8.)

6 BY MS. LERNER:

7 Q Have you ever seen Commission Exhibit No. 8

8 before?

9 A I don't think so.

10 Q Did you fill out any part of that exhibit?

11 A This is not my handwriting.

12 Q I ask the reporter to mark this as Commission

13 Exhibit No. 9 for identification, an American Express

14 money order in the sum of $150 made out to Citizens for

15 LaRouche by Ernest K. Pulsifer.

16 (The American Express money

17 order referred to above

18 was marked as Commission

19 Exhibit No. 9.)

20 BY MS. LERNER:

21 Q Do you recognize Commission Exhibit No. 9?

II-
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A No.

2 Q Did you purchase it?

3 A No.

4 Q Is any of the handwriting on it yours?

5 A No.

6 MS. LE&NER: I ask the reporter to mark

7 this as Commission Exhibit No. 10 for identification.

8 (The American Express

money order referred to

10 above was marked as Commis ion

11 Exhibit No. 10.)

12 MR. MORGANROTH: I would like for the record

13 to state that there are parts in the deposition that

14 I have read with Charles Clark where it says he did give

15 $70 and he did it at different times in cash totaling

16 $70 and it was $70 that he gave which somehow was not

17 shown to refresh the witness' memory and Mr. Clark had

18 apparently said he did give $70 in cash and it was a

19 total accumulation of $70 that he had given.

20 M. RiTR: All right. Con.rission Exhibit

21 11o. 10 w 1ic>h as been marked is an American Express money

Iit



order in the sum of $150 made out to Citizens for LaRouche

2 and the sender's name is Anne Taylor.

3 BY MS. LERNER:

4 Q Do you recognize Commission Exhibit No. 10?

5 A No.

6 Q Is any of the handwriting on it yours?

7 A No.

8 Q Did you purchase it?

9 A No.

10 MS. LENR-R: I ask the reporter to mark

11 this as Commission Exhibit 11, a Traveler's Express

12 money order made out to the Citizens for LaRouche in the

13 amount of $250 signed by Nancy Radcliffe.

14 (The Traveler's Express

15 money order referred to

16 above was marked Commissio4

17 Exhibit No. 11.)

18 BY MS. LERNER:

19 Q D:i you purchase that money order?

201 A NC.

21 Q Is any of the handwritin7 on it yours?
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A No.

2 Q Was it common practice at the CFL office

3 in Baltimore for money orders to be purchased to

4 represent cash contributions that had been given?

A Well, I don't know -- I know that there

6 were times when that was done, but generally for you

7 to characterize that as a common practice of the

8 Baltimore office, it wasn't a question of the Baltimore

9 office. It was what the National CFL headquarters

10 had said to do with whatever a particular contributor

11 had given. I mean I wouldn't say common practice.

12 ,,Mainly you want to try and get checks wherever you could

13 get a check since there would be no question.

14 MS. LERNER: I have no further questions.

15 EXAMINATION BY ;tR. MORGANROTH:

16 Q Was mr. Clark a Vietnam veteran?

17 1 A I believe he was.

18 Q In your experience with him did he have

19 oroblems with association and memory?

20 A it was sometimes difficult to figure out

21 w wht he was talking about. It was often difficult to figur

ft

bbL
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out what he was talking about.

2 Q Now, Mr. Warm, I show you Exhibit No. 2 and

ask you would you have signed Exhibit No. 2 unless

4 you had contributed $100 on that day of January 22nd?

A No.

6 Q It was your understanding, was it not, that

7 if a money order was ever purchased by cash that such

8 a statement had to be given in order to give

9 authenticity to that money order?

10 A Yes.

11 Q Now, tell me it's true, is it not, that CFL

12 raised over a million dollars?

13 A That's my understanding.

14 Q And basically it's from small contributions?

15 A Yes.

16 Q Would it be accurate to say there were tens

17 of thousands of perhaps contributions that were made?

18 A That's probably accurate.

19 Q Do you remember all the contributions that

20 you received?

21 i couldn't possibly. i mean all I was doing
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1 was fund raising after work every night and on weekends.

2 I talked to hundreds and hundreds of people.

3 Q So you worked full-time during the day?

4 A That's right.

5 Q You did fund raising at night?

6 A Yes.

7 Q And also you were doing other things in your

8 political life of support of, as you say other organization

9 let's say the anti-drug coalition, whatever political

10 approaches, is that correct?

11 A Yes.

12 Q And you were pretty busy, were you not?

13 A Very.

14 Q And during the course of that time how many

15 people would you say were working for the election of

16 Lyndon LaRouche?

17 A That I personally came into --

18 MR. NOBLE: Can you clarify that question?

19 Do you mean nation-wide?

20 .%R. MORGANROTH: Nation-wide to start with.

21 MR. NOBLE: If he knows.



I TBE WITNESS: Nation-wide there had to have

2 been thousands.

3 BY MR. MORGANROTH:

4 Q And how many were there totally in the

5 Baltimore area including people that came in and went

6 out and people from other areas and left and people

7 who were volunteers and contributors, how many people do

8 you think that that would take in?

9 MR. NOBLE: I'm going to object. There has

10 been no foundation that he would know any of this.

11 He has stated that he is a volunteer who was out in the

12 streets most of the time.

13 THE WITNESS: I didn't say I was out on the

14 streets most of the time. I was on the phone most of

15 the time. I was out on the street some of the time,

16 but not very much of the time.

BY MR. MORGANROTH:

18 How many people would you estimate by your

19 experience and contact were working in the Baltimore area

20 on and off, in and out contributors part-time and full-timej

21
A I would say there were dozens of people
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I coming in and out of the office in Baltimore. In New

2 Hampshire it was hundreds and hundreds.

3 There were a lot of people coming out of the

4 office in Baltimore and of course there were people who

5 had come to events in larger settings who were also

6 considered as CFL volunteers such as at the Hilton where

7 I believe we had a fund raising event there.

8 There were a lot of people coming in and

9 out of the Baltimore office. It's hard for me to give

10 an exact estimate.

i Q And you say in New Hampshire there were hundred?.

12 A Definitely there were hundreds in New Hampshire

13 Q How long did you work in New Hampshire?

14 A About a week.

15 Q Did you ever go out of Baltimore to other areas

16 and work?

17 MR. NOBLE: Can you explain the relevancy

18 to this investigation?

19 MR. >ORGAROTH: I wouldn't know what the

20 relevancy in asking him what he did and his duties

21 and responsibiities and how many people he saw, gee,

11
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I would think --

2 MS. LERNER: I think the investigation concerns

the Baltimore office of CFL.

4 MR. MORGANROTH: That's why I asked him

5 how many people came into Baltimore and you were also

asking him certain questions as to his memory and

7 refreshing his memory and I am showing during

that time it was very hectic and he was meeting hundreds

9 of people, not just in Baltimore but in New Hampshire

101i and I think it's very relevant.

I b BY MR. MORGANROTH:

12 Q Now, sir, if I may continue as far as your

13 functions, your testimon.is that you came in contact

14 with literally hundreds of people during the campaign,

15 is that correct?

16 A That is right.

17 Q Did Mr. Clark ever call you and tell you

18 about his being questioned by the Federal Election

19 Comnmission?

20 A No, i don't believe he ever called me, but by

211 the time all of this, that I had received a subpoena



I was no longer active as an organizer.

2 Q Were you aware that he was told that if he

3 was to talk to you or anybody else --

4 MR. NOBLE: I object to this. It is totally

5 outside the scope of this investigation. This is not the

6 litigation deposition.

I You had an opportunity to cross-examine

8 the witness during the litigation deposition. This is

9 totally outside the scope.

10 MR. MORGANROTH: Were you aware that he

11 was told that there- would be criminal penalties

12 if he should talk to you or anybody else?

13 MS. LERNER: I would like to see that.

14 I believe if you are asking to state what was said

15 in this deposition that you should state it correctly.

16 He was not told that he would be criminally penalized

17 if he told anybody about this.

18 MR. MORGANROTH: Let me read it into the

19 transcript. You will agree that Mr. Bogin was generali1
20 counsel.

21 AMR. NOBLE: I will not.
ii 1
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I MR. MORGANROTH: Was he one of the counsel

2 for the Federal Election Commission?

3 MS. LERNER: He was an attorney for the

Federal Election Commission.

BY MR. MORGANROTH:

6 Q I would like to advise you, Mr. Clark,

that this matter is confidential and that you should

8 not speak about it with anybody other than your attorney

9 and that there happens to be criminal penalties associated

10 with that provision, so you should be careful in who you

11 talk about this matter with. Did you know he was told

12 that?

13 A I didn't know that.

14 Q And I will read again, Mr. Bogin, you understand

is that it is a violation of the law for you to talk about

16 this matter with anybody other than your attorney.

17 Did you know that he was told that by Mr. Bogin?

18 A I wasn't active in the campaign at that time.

19 I heard that Charles was deposed, but I didn't receive

20 too many details about it.

21 Q We know the confidentialitv Drovision.

I-
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1 That is not properly spelled out later. You are allowed

2 to talk to the respondent. It's the respondent's privilege

3 to waive. We know that, too.

4 MS. LERNER: Unless the respondent has waived

5 in writing their confidentiality.

6 MR. MORGANROTH: You didn't even tell the

7 man who the respondent was to tell him who he could

8 talk to. You didn't say he could talk to the respondent.

9 MR. NOBLE: I think this whole line of

10 questioning is outside the scope.

11 MR. MORGANROTH: I know anything that you

12 don't like is outside the scope.

13 BY MR. MORGANROTH:

14 Q Now, sir, you got a certain letter and

15 subpoena that we stipulated to. Tell me, did you ever

16 get a letter from them asking you for further verification

17 of the $100 money order item that has been produced today

18 as Exhibit No. 1?

19 A No, sir.

20 Q Did vou even know what they were even trying

21 to indicnte t-o b-11b their subpoena and letter?

1'4.
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A No, sir. In fact I thought it had to do with

2 the 1976 congressional election of Debra Freeman of which

3 I was treasurer.

4 Q Have they sent to you just a letter saying

5 we have this $100 money order and this statement, would

6 you have responded and told them that you gave $100

7 at that time?

8 MR. NOBLE: I'll object again. It's

9 totally outside the scope of the examination of this

10 deposition which is in relation to enforcement matters

II and not the litigation and if you continue this we

12 will terminate the deposition.

13 MR. MORGANROTH: Fine, I feel sorry for you.

14 BY MAR. MORGANROTH:

15 Q Go ahead. You may answer, sir.

16 A I would verify that I've given $100. I have

17 no problem with that.

18 MR. MORGANROT11: I have nothing further.

19 You may terminate the deposition at any time that

201, you want. I am sorry that I asked that many questions

21 I in this two hour examination. I am sorry I took seven
d

i'!-
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1 minutes and they objected all the way through.

2 EXAMINATION BY MS. LERNER:

3 Q Just one more question. You testified

4 to Mr. Morganroth that there were dozens of people that

s were in and out of the Baltimore office working there

6 for Citizens for LaRouche, is that correct?

7 A Volunteers were coming and going from different

8 parts of the country as well as from within Baltimore.

9 Q There are other people who were working

i0 there who were not volunteers.

11 MR. MORGANROTH: That's not what he said.

12 BY MS. LERNER:

13 Q Okay. There were dozens of volunteers who

14 were working in the office?

15 A Sometimes you would get people who would

16 come in and they Just wanted to get an idea of what the

17 candidate was about. I wouldn't call them a volunteer.

18 Q But of the dozens of volunteers that you

19 mentioned that were working there, there was no one who

20 was considerced responsible for- the overall operaticr

21 ante office in Baltimore, is that correct?

,I-
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2 responsible or that person is responsible for the overall

3 office functioning. There may have been someone formally

4 designated for the campaign. I'm not sure who that

5 person was.

6 Q Mr. Warm, you have a right to read your

deposition transcript and sign it or you may waive

8 that right. You may want to confer with your counsel

9 about that and also you may want to confer with your cor;e

10 concerning the confidentiality requirements of the

11 Federal Election Campaign Act.

12 MR. MORGAINROTH: Who is the respondent

13 in this MUR, do you know?

14 MZ. LERNE R: Yes, I do know.

15 :MR. ,O"ILE: I think on the record we should

16 state that r. warm is not the respondent in this MUR.

17 %1R. MORGANROTH: I didn't ask you who wasn't.

18 I asked who was.

19 -% ,. LERNR: Let hir finish his statement.

20 MR. . NOBIE: Again we have the problem that

21 we have no <ritten waivers froM an,,,one.
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2 now that he will say what he wants when he wants. He is

a plaintiff in a civil lawsuit and he has a right to

4 repeat anything that is of any relevance to that lawsuit.

5 He has been deposed in another examination

6 asking him questions that you would say in this particular

7 deposition should never be repeated. I am only telling

8 1you so that I don't like these threats.

9 MS. LERNER: We have not threatened him.

10. M4R. MORGANROTh: I am telling you that as far

II as your confidentiality, you don't repeat anything outside

121 of a Court of Law or outside of that Commission.

13 We will repeat as we please because we are the plaintiffs

14 and people have already stated on the record and testified

15h at your" direction and questions in open ;proceedings.

16 V MS. ~LE1TER: You may do what you like.
II

17 it is only our job to describe the confidentiality

181 requirements to any person that is deposed in an enforcemen4

19 matter.

20 "AR. >IORA:R" We reall': aomreciate your

21 ,ind, kind consideration.
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MR. NOBLE: And, in fact, in this situation

2 if you will remember back just a few short minutes ago

3 what we said to him is that you may confer with your

4 attorney about the confidentiality provision so that

5 you have the opportunity to give your interpretation

6 of the provision to him.

7 MR. MORGANROTH: Thank you very much for

8 that privilege. I would advise my client without

9 you advising him.

10 MS. LERNER: At this time, Mr. Warm, I hand

r 11 you a check for $35 which is your witness fee for

12 appearing today and the deposition is now terminated.

13 One of the matters before we close the

14 record, have you made a decision concerning waiver of

15 signature?

16 IMR. MORGANROTH: Yes, we will waive signature.

17 -S. LERNER: Also, I would like to move all

18 of the exhibits into evidence.

19 R. MORGANROTH: No objection.

20 (Examination concluded.)

21
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I REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

2 STATE OF MARYLAND

3 COUNTY OF BALTIMORE:

4 I hereby certify that on the 4th day of June,

5 1982 before me personally appeared STEVEN G. WARM who was

6 first duly sworn to tell the truth, the whole truth and

7 nothing but the truth;

8 That the testimony of the said STEVEN G. WARM

9 was reduced to writing by me, and the aforegoing is a true

10 record of the testimony given by the said deponent.

11 I further certify that I am not attorney,

12 relative nor employee of any party hereto, nor otherwise

13 interested in the event of this cause.

14 In witness my hand and notarial seal this 19th

15 day of July, 1982.

16 / -

17 i

Notary Pubfic (Seal)
18

19

20

21
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1 (Whereupon, Commission Exhibit 27

2 was marked for identification.)

3 I have in front of me another contributor infor-

mation. This time from Nancy Radcliffe dated 2-28-80,

of a $250 contributions to Citizens for LaRouche on or

6 about September 10, 1979. Do you recognize that document?

A Yeah, I recognize it.

Did you fill out any of the information on that

9 document?

10 A I don't think so.

11 Q Did you give it to Nancy Radcliffe to sign?

12 A Yeah, I remember this one specifically because

13 she was in New Hampshire for two months campaigning. We had

14 trouble getting in touch with her. She didn't sign it until

15 she came back to Baltimore.

16 And did you hand it to her to sign?

17 A Yes.

18 Q Okay, and as far as you know, is that her address,

19 3215 North Charles Street?

20 A That's not her address any more. it used to be.

21 Q Now she lives --

22 A I told you she lives --

23 Q East 31st?

24 3% 31st, I don't know where it's -- I mean I know

25 where it is but I don't know the number.
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1 MR. BOGIN: I'd like to mark Contributor Infor-

2 mation signed --

3 MR. PARKER: Between Calvert and Guilford, right?

4 THE WITNESS: Yeah.

5 MR. BOGIN: -- signed by Nancy Radcliffe, as

6 Commission Exhibit No. 28.

7 ~(Whereupon, Commission Exhibit 28

8 was marked for identification.)

Q Commission Exhibit 26, did you purchase this

10 money order for Nancy Radcliffe?

11 A Yeah, I said I did.

12 Q And, okay, do you realize that Nancy Radcliffe

13 spells her name with an "e" at the end? Okay.

14 MR. PARKER: Does she?

15 THE WITNESS: I don't know if she does or she

16 doesn't. I mean, but -- that's my handwriting. I'm not --

17 Q With the $250 money order for Nancy Radcliffe,

18 did she give you cash?

19 A Yeah, she did.
z

20 Q Has she made other contributions to your knowledg4?

21 A Yes.

22 0 Have they been by personal check?

23 A some by check, some by her own personal check.

24 I know she's rnadf contributions on a joint account that she

25 has.
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1 Q Do you recall any reason why she contributed a

2 money order in this instance?

3 A I don't know if she had a checking account at

4 that time, but you'd have to ask her why she had cash.

5 I don't know,

6 Q No. That's fine, just what your knowledge is.

7 And she handed you the $250?

8 A Urn-hum.

9' Q At some time prior to your going out and purchasin

10 the check?

11 A Correct.

12 Q And you didn't ask her to give you the contri-

13 butor information at that time when you aot the $250 from

14 her?

15i A I don't think I did at that time because I see

16 her every day. I probably, you know, just figured we'd get

17 it another time.

18 Q But then she left?

19 il A She was in New Hanpshire for a couple months.

20 2 Q January and February?

21 A Those were the bia campaign months.

22 0 The money order was purchased on or about the

23 10th of September, so I was wondering why you couldn't get

24 the information in September, October, November or December?

25 A I'll tell you. I mentioned before -- and I don't
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know whether she signed the letter early or not -- very oftenl

2 somebody does sign a letter and it's sent to New York and

New York then calls us up and tells us they don't have the

letter and they need the letter. So, I don't, you know,

I honestly dont know. Nancy may have signed one earlier

6 and this may be the second time she ever signed one. I just,

I just don't know.

8 Q Is it your normal practice when you get a money

9 order or a check to stap1e the contributor information with

10 the signature where it's needed and information with the

11 written instrument?

12 A We try to. We try to.

13 Q I have money orders here to Citizens for

14 LaRouche from Steven Warm for $I00 with his sionature

15 saying that he made the contribution. Do you recognize

16 the money order?

17 A I actually recognize the letter. I don't recognize

18 the money order.

19 H Q You didn't purchase the money order?

20 A I don't think so. I don't know, really.

21 Q I have a Federal Express money order from

22 Belinda F. deGrazia, Citizens for LaRouche and aecompanyinn

23 documentation. Dc you recocTnize one or the other?

24 7 Again, I recognize the letter. I am just not sure

25 about these money orders to be perfectly honest.



102

1 Q It's not your handwriting on the money orders?

I A I don't think so.

3 Q You didn't purchase the money orders?

A I don't remember purchasing them, but I do remember

the letters.

6 How do you remember it? What could you remember

7
on them?

8
A Well, I remember -- you see, Belinda and Steve

both worked for my campaigns.

10 Steve deGrazi?

A Not no, Steve Warm.

12
.Q Oh.

13 A They brith worked for my campaign.

14 He was my treasurer; she was my campaign chairman.

5 So I recognize their signatures and I know their handwriting

16 -
1 very well because we signed a lot of documents together.

171I I recognize the letters but
18 1818 Q Oh, you recognize it as being their signatures?

19
A Yes.

z20 i2 But do you remember

0 2 121 A Ever seeinq the letter?

22! -- askinq them to--

23 NP. Noll

24 -- buy the money orders or suoplvina them with --

25 4-N All that stuff I don't recall.



I Somebody else --

2 A It could have been, It also could have been me.

I just don't remember and I don't want to tell you for

certain if I'm not sure.

An American Express money order to Citizens

6 for LaRouche from Rustom Ghandi. Do you recognize the

money order?

A Yes, I do recognize that and that is my handwritin

Q That's your handwriting?

10 A Yeah,

11 Q And was there accompanying documentation sent to

12 New York with that money order?

A Yeah, as a matter of fact I think on that one

14 the letter was signed simultaneously.

15 Do you happen to have it in your file?

16 A I don't think we have that one because he's not

17 one of the people named. I only asked them for copies of

18 the people who are named in the initial -- I only asked

19 New York for copies of the individuals who are named in the

20 initial stuff that you sent me.

21 But as far as you can recollect

22 A There is a letter.

23 He signed a letter at about the same time --

24 A Yes.

25 -- that he made the contribution?
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1 A Yeah.

2 Q But you purchased the money order --

3 A Yes, I did.

4-- and filled out the information on this money

5 order?

6 A Yes, I did.

7 MR. BOGIN: I'd like to enter American Express

8 money order 55-466938409 into the record as Commission

9 Exhibit No. -- little help, 29?

10 MR. PARKER: 29. Is that Ghandi?

11 MR. BOGIN: That's Ghandi.

12 (Whereupon, Commission Exhibit 29

13 was marked for identification. )

14 And I have here Citizens for LaRouche Contributor

15 Information, a Federal Express money order by Constantine

16 Philics. I ask if you recognize either the contributor

17 information card or the money order.

18 A 1 think T recognized this, the contributor

19 information care.

20 Q Why is that?

21 A I think I may have filled this out.

22 That's your handwriting on the contributor card?

23 A You know, I'm not absoluteS positive.

24 But to the best of your knowledge?

.25 A e .An that actually attracts mr attention
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1 this. Iconcographer business.

2 0 For occupation?

3 A Yeah, because of a member getting money from

4 someone who had a profession which struck me -- I never met

5 anyone who did -- I don't even know really what it is,

6 but I think I recognize this. I don't recognize that.

7 Q Did you purchase the money order for him?

8 A No, I don't think I did.

9 0 And that's not your handwriting or your money

10 order?

A I don't think so. That's definitely not me.

12 Q Well, Citizens for LaRouche, where it says

13 Citizens for LaPouche?

14 A Could be, but I honestly don't recoanize it.

15 I know I didn't purchase a money order.

16 MR. BOCIN: Okay. I would like to enter this

17 as Commission Exhibit No. 29, which is --

18 MR. PARKER: 3Q,

19 MR. BOGIN: -- 30, which is Citizens for LaRouche

20 information card and Federal Exnress money order 119691496.

21 (Whereupon, Commission Exhibit

22 No. 30 was marked for identifica-

23 1 tion.)

24 I have a personal money order from Fouitable

25 Trust Bank rade out to Citizens for LaPouche. 7 can't reaC
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1 the signature. Can you make that out?

2 A Sam --

3 MR* PARKER: Well# you can't do it.

4 THE WITNESS: No# I'm sorry, I can't make it

out*

6 Q Do you recognize this written instrument--

7 A No, I don't.

8 Q -- in any fashion?

9 Do you know a Berthemos?

10 A No, I don't.

11 Q Do you know anybody by the name of Somes?

12 First name.

13 A No.

14 0 Do you know anybody who lives on 514 South Oldham

15 Street?

16 A T know where Oldham Stree is. I don't know

17 who liveS there.

18 But you don't recognize that personal money

19 order?

20 A No, I don't.

21 MR. BO(7IN: I would like to enter this personal

22 money order from the Equitable Trust Bank 1322084086 as

23 Commission Exhibit No. 31.

24 (Whereupon, Conmissioner Exhibit

25 31 was marked for identifiction)
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1Q We went over these documents before. At the

2 time I didn't mark them. They're Federal Express money

3 order No. 119851803 from Belinda deGrazia, which I'd

like to put in as Commission Exhibit No. 32, and Federal

5 Express money order 119851804 and contributor information

6 for Steven D. Warm, as Commission Exhibit 33.

(Whereupon, Commission Exhibits

8 Nos. 32 and 33 were marked for

identification.)

10 Q When Felice sent instructions down to you, did

11 she use your home address?

12 A I've gotten stuff from Felice at home. I've

13 gotten a personal visit.

14 Q Can she send it to you other than at home,

15 any mail?

16 A She sends to me as a member of different places.

17 I have two different work addresses.

18 Q Do you remember receiving instructions on how

19 to fill out this contributor information at your home?

20 A Written instructions?

21 Right.

22 A Let me think for a second. I really don't

23 remember.

24 Q Ycu received instructions from New York on how

25 to fill contributor information out,
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1 A I think so, yes.

2 Q Well, you have or you haven't?

A Well, I've cotten verbal instructions and

written instructions. Now, I don't know exactly what's

been verbal, what's been written.

6 Q And you've aiven instructions to other

volunteers on how to fill out the contributo information?

8 A On occasion.

Q Do you remember who you aave these instructions

10 to?

11 A I've talked to Nancy Radcliffe about it. I've

12 talked to Belinda deGrazia about it. I've talked to my

13 husband about it. If there's any questions, I usually --

14 since I'm not an expert on this -- I just call Felice.

15 You said that you met Mr. Pulsifer at a hotel,

16 Belvedere?

17 Yeah, the hotel Belvedere, the Owl Bar.

18 And he qave you $150 it that time, a contribution?

19 A Yes.

20 Q Has he given you contributions any other time?

21 A I don't think so. He came to a fund raiser on

22 December 9th, but I don't think he rave us -inv money. He

23 certainly didn't cive me any.

24 Q At the time he cave you the $150, you.i didn't

25 ask him for the inforirn-tion, contributor information?
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A No. I just asked him if I could get a money order

2 for the thing. First I asked him for a check. He didn't

3
have any. So, I said, "Is it okay if we get a moRey order

4
and he'll sign a letter stating that he gave his money?"

5
And he said, "Sure, no problem."

6
Q Did you send him anything for his givin you a

7
wntribution?

8
A No.

9'
Q Did you ever send any of your contributors New

10
Solidary Newspaper?

11
MM A I might have sent them clippings if they asked

12
for them.

13
Q The book, Dope, Inc?

14
A No, I've never sent that.

15
Q Any books written by Linden LaPnuche?

161 A Oh, ye4 on occasion.

17
o Q To people who made contributions?

18
A Yeah, the books aren't sent to Deople in return.

219

In other words, we don't sell them the books. I mean there
o 20

are times that you know, if somebody has civen me $100
U

21
contribution and they said they'd like to see a copy of

22 Mr. LaRouche's book, I'm not going to say, 7ive me three

23 bucks. You know, I'll take a copy of the book and send

it to them.

25a
QSo at the time that he cave t;ou the money you didn't
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1 get his signature and the contributor --

2 A No, I didn't, at the time he gave his money.

Q And did you ever go get it subsequently?

4 A I know that we tried to get in touch with him.

We asked him for it and I am almost sure but not positive

that he did sign a letter for my husband, but, you know,

I don't remember. I know we have a copy.

Q But you have no personal knowledge that he

signed it?

10 A No. I mean I didn't see him sign it, for

11 instance. Okay?

12 MR. BO(IN: What were you goina to say?

13 MR. PARKER: I was just coing to say that we're

14 !not going to waive signing the deposition. So if you'll

15 notify me when it's ready.

16 MR. PONDER: Well, wait. Our understanding

17 when we began this morning was that Ms. Freeman would aive

18 initial samples of the various things that we had to fill

19 out but that she would then aive the requisite number ner

20 i tem.

21 I MR. PAPKER: No, I'm talking about the deposition

22 transcript.

23 MR. BOGIN: The waiving of the signature.

24 MR. PONDER: I understand, but I can't tell whether

25 you think the deposition is over now or not.
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1 MR. PARKER: Yes, I do think it's over.

2 MR. PONDER: Because you had said that you wanted

3 to get this part done so that you could leave but that she

could stay on and give us the number.

5 MR. PAPKER: If you go back and read what I said,

6 I said that we would let you know at the end of the deposi-

7 tion whether Mrs% Freeman had any objection to signing

8 four additional copies of each one of the handwriting

9 exemplars.

10 Mrs. Freeman feeb that it's an impingement on

11 her personal well-being to sign all those things. She's

12 already signed ten, I think it is, exemplars which is more

13 than enough for anybody, in our opinion, and she chooses

14 not to sign any more.

15 MR. BOGIN: Now, at the time, we explained that

16 we need --

17 MR. PARKER: I sincerely believe, a legal

18 purpose that as I read the law, there's no right to even

19 1 require a hendwriting exemplar. There are certain criminal

20 HI statutes which make that necessary, but certainly they are._

21 not included in Section 473-D of the Act.

22 1 MR. BOGIN: 437D?

23 MR. PARKER: 437D.

24 MR. PONDER: Are you saying that you want to 9o

25 to Court to test this? I mean we --
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1 ~MR. PARKER: We dont' want to qo to Court with

2 anybody. This thing is a terrible imposition on Mrs. Free-

3 man. Her word is outrageous. It's extremely expensive

4~ and if you think that you can get a District Court Judge

5 in the State of Maryland to require her to sign five copies

6 of those ten items, then you're welcome to it and we'll

7 take that up --

8 MR. PONDER: Well, we think we can. It's easier

9 for you to go ahead and give the samples that we've explained

10 we need now than for us to co ficht over this.

11 MR. PARKEP: If you think it will be an

12 interestinc test then we'll see if the Commission and

13 others feel that that's the tyne of thing that ought to be

14 engaged in.

15 I mean I don't think it's Dart of the law.

16 Now, we voluntarily gave you ten without objecting

17 to it and you have them.

18 In any event, Mrs. Freeman will not waive signing

19 the deposition and when the transcript is ready, if you'll

o 20 call us, we'll make arrangements to read and sign it.

21 MR. BOGIN: For the record, I'd like to state

22 that it was the understandinc of the Pederal Election

23 1 Commission that they would take the handwritinc sarples

24 of Debra Hanania Freeman after askina the auest-ions in order

25 not to waste her attorney'S valuable time at the denosition,
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that it was our understanding then at that time that Ms.

2 Freeman would cooperate and write out copies of all the

3 samples that she's already written so that we'd have a

total of five. And it was explained at that time that in

5cder to have a viable sample we needed five of each sample

6 that we requested.

7 In addition, counsel has now stated for the

record that he doesn't think as a matter of law that it's81

required that the samples be taken and that it's our

10 understanding that he refuses to have Mrs. Freeman sign

r, these documents.

12 I'd like to ask Mrs. Freeman, do you refuse to

sign any further handwriting samples?
13

MR. PARKER: You don't have to answer that question.14

15 THE WITNESS: I choose not to answer it.

16 5MR. BOGIN: On the advice of counsel, Ms. Freenan

, 17 has chosen not to answer. We will take that to mean that~17

18 she refuses to sign any further documents and our only recourse

19 now is to enforce this aspect of the subooena asking for the19 19

handwriting s-ples in the District Cnurt.~20

MR. PARKER: Fine. It's all on the record. Just
21

I make sure that we get a chance to sign the deposition before
22 f

23 you release it.23

24 (hereupon, the deposition was concluded.)24 i

25

Debra Hanania Freeman (Deponent)
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STATE OF MARYLAND

2
CITY OF BALTIMORE, SS:

3
I, Susan D. Ashe, a Notary Public in and for

4
the State of Maryland, County of Anne Arundel, do hereby

5
certify that the within named, DEBRA HANANIA FREEMAN, person-

6 ally appeared before me at the time and place herein set

71

out and after havina been duly sworn by me according to law,

8
was interrogated by counsel.

91
I further certify that the examination was

10 recorded stenographically by me and then transcribed from

11 my stenoaraphic notes to the within typewritten matter in

12
a true and accurate manner.

13 I further certify that the stipulation contained

14h
herein was entered into by counsel in my presence.

15 I further certify that I am not of counsel to

16
o6 any of the parties, nor an employee of counsel, nor

17 related to any of the parties, nor in any way interested

18
in the outcome of this action.

19 iAs Witness, my hand and Notarial Seal, this

20 - day of August, 198, at Baltimore, Maryland.

21 -

22Notary Public

23

24

25



2 January 28, 1981

3 STATE OF MARYLAND

CITY OF BALTIMORE: SS

I, Richmon C. Gore, Jr., a Notary Public in and for the

6 State of Maryland do further certify that Debra Hanania Freeman

was notified by letter dated August 29th, 1980 that her

deposition was completed and available in my office for reading

and signing by her and that to date she has failed to appear
10 or communicate with me. Having failed to comply with the

11 Maryland Rules allowing thirty days for this purpose, I hierehy

12
return the original to counsel.

13

14 Richmon C. Gore. Jr.

15

16

17

18

19 1

20

21

22 '

23

24

25
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

2 IN THE MATTER OF:

MUR 1158

5 Pursuant to notice, the deposition of N&CY

6 RADCLIFFE, was taken on Friday, August 15th, 1980,.-

commencing at 10:00 o'clock a.m., at the United States

Attorneys Office for the District of Maryland, 8th Floor,

Federal Court House, Baltimore* Marylande 21202. before

10 Phyllis Goldstein, a Notary Public.

11

12 APPEARANCES:

13 iRobert I. Bogin, Esquire,

On behalf of the Federal Election Commission14 ?

Marsha Gentner, Esquire,
15 On behalf of the Federal Election Commission

16 Peter Parker, Esquire,

17 iOn behalf of Witness, Nancy Radliffe

18 K

19 Also Present:

o !Debra H. Freeman
Felice Gelman

21

22

23

2 4 Reported by:

25
Phyllis Goldstein
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NANCY B. RADCLIFFE,

2 a witness, called for examination by the Federal Election

3 Commission, after having been first duly sworn to tell the

4 truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, was

5 examined and testified as follows:

6 EXAMINATION BY MR. BOGIN:

7 Q May we have your full name for the record?

8 A My name is Nancy Bowie Radcliffe*

9 Q And how do you spell Radcliffe?

10 A R-a-d-c-l-i-f-f-e.

11 Q And your present address?

12 A 308 East 31st Street, Baltimore, Maryland, 21218.

13 Q How long have you lived at this address?

14 A Seven months.

15 Q And before that time, what was your address?

16 A 3215 North Charles Street, Apartment 206,

17 Baltimore, Maryland, same zip code.

18 Q And your occupation?

19 A Administrative Secretary.

20 Q What is your place of employment?

21 A Johns Hopkins.

22 i22 Q How long have you held that position?

23 A Five months.

24 Q And before that time, what was your occupation --

25 I mean -- your principal place of business?
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1 So when you wanted to volunteer your time,

2 did you call up Mr. Freeman and say, "I would like to

3 volunteer my time"?

4 A No. I just volunteered my time. It was not

5 formal -- you know -- I call up and say, I want to volunteer

6 my time.

7 Q How do you know Mr. Freeman?

8 A How do I know Mr. Freeman. I have known him

9 through the campaign. Since, you know, I have known

10 LaRouche.

11 Q From 1974?

12 A Yes. I have known him for a while.

13 Q Where is the campaign headquarters in Baltimore.

14 MR. PARKER: Was.

15 A Was. Well, LaRouche himself did not have a

16 campaign headquarters. We met in different places.

17 Q When you did work, what kind of work did you

18 do for the Committee?

19 A Campaign work, you know, petitioning, leafleting.

20 Q Did you solicit contributions?

21 A Yes, at times.

22 Q Did you receive contributions from individuals?

23 A Yes, occasionally.

24 Q When you received a contribution from an

25 individual, what did you do with the contributions? Who did



you give it to?

A To our New York office.

3
Q You sent it up there directly to New York?

4
A Well, I'm just trying to remember. I don't

5
remember.

Q Did you ever send it up directly to New York --

contributions that you received?

A Yes. There were times when I did, yes.

Q Where would you go from there, physically,

10 where was your

11 A From the Post Office, Central Post Office down
12 here.

13 Q Give me a scenario of what happened, this

14 collection of contributions. You would receive a

15 contribution from somebody who was interested in

16 contributing to the LaRouche campaign?

17 A No, my main job as a volunteer was to disseminate
018

18 campaign literature.

19 Q Who would give you the literature to --

02 20 A I would get the literature.
21Q From whom?

22 From campaign workers and other volunteers.

23
There are many volunteers.

24 Q Do you know Debra Freeman?

25 A Yes, I know Debra.
I, I
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1 Q How long have you known Debra Freeman?

2 A I have known Debra since either '74 or 175.

Q Have you ever made any contributions yourself

4~ to the Lyndon LaRouche campaign?

A Yes.

6 Q How many have you made?

A I don' t remember.

8 Q Approximately.

A Approximately four, five.

10 Totaling about how much money?

11 A I don't remember.

12 Q Approximately.

13 A I don't remember.

14 Q In what form did you make these contributions?

15 A Different forms.

16 Q Did you make contributions by personal check?

17 A Yes.

18 Q By money order?

19 A Yes.

20 Q Do you have a checking account?

21 A Yes.

22 Q Is this checking account in your own name?

23 A Yes.

24 Q Approximately how much money do you make in

25 a year?
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A I would like to talk to my lawyer. I am not

going to answer that.

3
Q Could you tell me why you are not going to

4
answer that?

5
MR. PARKER: I instructed her not to answer

it. That is why. It has nothing to do with the subject
7

of this investigation.

8
MR. BOGIN: Well, the Federal Election Commission

9
has asked the question of approximately how much money

10
the witness makes in a year. It is relevant in the sense

11 of determining her capacity to make contributions.

12
Based on that explanation, do you still

13 refuse to answer the question?

14
MR. PARKER: Yes. She makes considerably

15 more than the contributions which she made.

16
MS. GENTNER: Is that the witness' answer?

17
A Yes. That is my answer.

18 Q When you made a contribution to Citizens for
19

LaRouche, who did you give the contribution to?

20 A I don't remember.

21 Q Did you ever give cash contributions to
22 Citizens for LaRouche?

23 A Yes, I gave cash and check contributions.

24 Q I have here a money order, Traveler's Express

25 Money Order, payable to Citizens for LaRouche in the amount
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of $250. Do you recognize this money order?

A That is the contribution I made in cash to

3
Citizens for LaRouche.

MR. BOGIN: I would like to mark this

5
Traveler's Express Money Order No. 2926722, payable to

6 Citizens for LaRouche for $250 as Federal Election

Commission Exhibit No. 1.

81 (Whereupon, the above-mentioned

exhibit was marked and received

f into evidence as Federal

11 Election Commission Exhibit No. .

12 Q And who did you give this $250 to, this cash

13 1
contribution?

A I gave it to Debra Freeman.

Q And why did you give her $250 in cash?16!
A Because I didn't have $500 in cash.

17 i
17 K Q Why didn't you write out a check?

18 A Because I had the cash.

19
Q Is this your handwriting on this money order?

20 A No.

21 Q That is not your signature, Nancy Radcliffe?

22 A No.

23 Q In fact, is Nancy Radcliffe spelled correctly?

24 A No.

25 What is the misspelling?
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I A There is no "E" on the end. That is a common

2 mistake.

Q Have you ever seen this Traveler's Express

4 Money Order payable to Citizens for LaRouche before today?

A Yes.

6 When did you see it?

A When I made the contribution.

8 Could you explain the transaction, how it

9 occurred?

10 A I explained it.

11 Q No, you didn't. You said you made a

12 1 $250 cash contribution.

13 1 A And I gave the money to Debra Freeman. Debra

14 Freeman got a money order.

15 42 Did you go to the bank with her to get the

16 money order?

17 A No.

18 When did you see the money order?

19 A After she got the money order.

20 The same day that you gave her the $250?

21 A I don't remember if it was the same day.

22 Q How come you didn't fill it out if you saw

23 the money order?

24 A I don't remember.

25 f) When did you see the money order?
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A Correct.

2 How do you know that Debra Freeman bought the

3
money order?

4
A She told me she did.

5
Q When you gave her the $250 in cash, did she

say, "I am going to go out and buy a money order"?

7
A Yes.

Q Why didn't you go out and buy the money order?

A I don't remember.

Q I have in front of me two personal checks

11 signed by Nancy B. Radcliffe and Nancy Radcliffe, numbers

12 234 and 235. Do you recognize these two checks?

13 A Yes.

14
MR. BOGIN: I would like to mark this

15 Deposition Exhibit No. 2, No. 234 and 235 that has the

16 name of Robert Primack on it and the address of 3215 North
17 Charles Street.

18 (Whereupon, the above-mentioned

19
exhibit was marked and received

20 into evidence as Deposition

21 Exhibit No. 2.)

22Q Looking at these checks, I see your name is

23 ,I printed on the top.

24 A Uh-huh.

25 ~Could you explain?
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A I printed my name on the top.

2 Q Was this a joint account?

A Yes.

4' o It was ,your funds in this account?

A Yes.

Q Before, you said you were living at 3215 North

Charles Street, and that is the address that is on the

check?

A That is correct.

10 Who is Robert Primack?

,1 A Who is he?

12 Q Yes, I mean how do you know him?

13 A I know him through the campaign.

14 Q Is he a campaign worker?

15 A I don't know.

16Q What does he do for a living?

17 K A I don't know.

18 Q How do you know him through the campaign?

19 A I met him through the campaign.

20 Q Doing what?

21 A Campaigning.

22 And then you lived in the same house that he

23 did?

24 A That is correct, same address.

25 Q At the same address. Was it a group house?
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Q Did you ever meet at people's homes?

2
A Yes.

Q Did you ever meet at 3215 North Charles Street?
4

A No.

5 Q Did you ever meet at the Freeman's residence?

A Maybe once or twice.

Q Where were the files that --

A I don't know.

Q You said before that you sent contributions
10

to New York. There must have been files associated with
11 that. Where were they kept?

12 A Associated with mail? I don't know.

Q Well, I want to talk about these contributions
14 you sent to New York. Did you just send checks or

15 did you send contributor information?

16 A I said there was only an occasion or two when

17
7 I did, and it went express mail.

18 Q Where did you pick up the contribution from?

19 A Where did I pick up the contribution? In my

20 campaigning.
21

Q In your campaigning. In the street somebody

22 would give you a contribution.

23 A That would happen, yes.

24 Q Did you have to get contributor information

2E from that person like their name, their address?



25

A I had their name and their address.

2 Q Did you ever have to find out where they worked?

A No. The contributions weren't large enough,

but I did find out information like that.

Q Did you send that to New York, that

6 information?

A I don't remember.

8 Q So, you got contributions on the street, and

then you went to the Post Office with it and sent it
10 to New York?

A Sometimes.

12 Q And what about those other times? Would you

13 ever tell anybody in Baltimore that you got a contribution?

14 I would tell campaign workers.

15 Would you tell Debra Freeman?

16 A Yes.

17 Q Would you tell her on every contribution that

18 you got?

19 A I don't remember.

20 Q Would you tell Larry Freeman?

21 A Sometimes.

22 Q Would you tell Robert Primack?

23 A Sometimes.

24 Q Do you know Kevin Salisbury?

25 A Yes.
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Q Is he a campaign worker?

A He is a campaign contributor.
3

Q But you wouldn't classify him as a volunteer
4

for LaRouche?
5

A He has done some work, yes -- not much.
6

Q How about David Sanders.
7

A I know David Sanders.

Q Is he a volunteer for LaRouche?
9'

A No .
10

Q Charles Clark. Do you know him.

11
A Yes.

12
Q Is he a contributor?

13
A 

Yes.

14
Is he a volunteer for Citizens for LaRouche?

15
A He does some work, not much.

16
Q How do you know that Charles Clark is a

17
contributor to Citizens for LaRouche?

18
A How do I know?

19 19 Uh-huh.

20
A Because I know him as a contributor.

21
Q Did he give you a contribution?

22
A No, not that I remember.

23 Q So what was the basis for knowing that he was

24
a contributor?

25
A He told me.
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Q He told you that he was a contributor?

A Yes.

Q What about David Sanders? How do you know he

4 was a contributor to the Citizens for LaRouche?

A The same way.

6Q He told you?

A Uh-huh.

8 Q These conversations where they told you, when

were they?

10 A I don't remember.

11 Q Is all the money that you contributed to

12 Citizens for LaRouche your own money?

13 Is the money I contributed to Citizens for

14 LaRouche my money? Of course.

15 Have you ever heard of a matching funds program?

16 A Yes.

17 Q Are you instructed -- have you ever been

18 f18 instructed on how to get contributions for Citizens for

19
I LaRouche?

20 A On how to get contributions.

21 Q What information you must get from a contributor?

22 How much you may accept?

23 A Yes.

24 Q And who gave you those instructions?

25 A I guess Debra, other campaign workers.
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Q Debra Freeman and others?

A Uh-huh.

3 Q Were they ever written?

4 A I think I recall that they were, but I don't

remember. I think they were.

6 Q Before today, had you ever met Felice Gelman?

A Yes.

Q When was the first time you met her?

9 A Several years ago.

10 Have you ever received money from Debra Freeman?

A Have I received money from Debra Freeman? No.

12 Q Have you ever received money from Larry Freeman?

13NO
13A No.

14 Have you ever received money from Robert

15 Primack?

16 A No.

17 Q Have you ever been reimbursed for making a

18 contribution?

19 A No.

20 Q Did Ms. Freeman tell you to get Peter Parker

21 as an attorney?

22 MR. PARKER: I object. I instruct the witness

23 not to answer.

24 MR. BOGIN: C1oul(- vi give me the oasis, plea -,

25 MR. PARKEP: You cannot inquire into how she came
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to retain an attorney.

MR. BOGIN: I think it is relevant in terms of

the fact that the respondents in this matter --

4 MR. PARKER: I am instructing the witness not

to answer. I have never heard of such an incredible

6 question.

7 0 Do you refuse to answer the question?

8 A Yes.

9 Q Are you paying Mr. Parker to represent you?

10 MR. PARKER: Objection. I instruct the

11 witness not to answer.

12 MR. BOGIN: What is the basis for the objection?

13 MR. PARKER: The same. You cannot inquire

14 as to the relationship between a client and an attorney.

15 Q Do you refuse to answer that question?

16 A Yes.

17 (Whereupon a brief off-the-record

18 discussion was had.)

19 MR. BOGIN: Back on the record.

20 Q I show the witness Commission Exhibit No. 1,

21 which is the money order for $250.

22 You said you testified before that, at the time

23 you gave Ms. Freeman $250, she said she was going to

24 buy a money order; is that correct?

25 A That is correct.
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Q 1How come that is not your signature on this
2

money order?

3
A You asked me that before.

4
Q Yes, and what was the answer?

5
A I said I don't remember.

Q Did you know that you were going to see this

money order when she purchased it?

A I don't remember.

9 Q You do remember giving her the $250?
10

A Yes.

11-X Q And you do remember her saying that she was
12 going to purchase the money order?

13 A Yes.

14 Q And what else did she tell you at that time about

15
purchasing the money order?

16 A That is it, that I remember.
17 Q 17 Have you ever, subsequent to giving the $250,

18 signed any document saying that you made a $250

19
contribution?

20 Yes, I did. I think -- I am sure I did.

21

Q When?

22 When? I don't remember the date.

23 Q Was it last month?

24 A No.

25 Two months ago?
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A I don't remember.
2 Well, let's see if you can remember.

MR. PARKER: Here is a copy of the letter she

41 reportedly signed.

A That is my signature.

Q Off the record.

(Whereupon, a brief off-the-record discussion

8 was had.)

MR. BOGIN: Back on the record.

10 Mr. Parker has qiven me a document which the

11 Federal Election Commission does not have possession of,

12 as far as I know, dated 2-28-80. The document says you

13 contributed $250 for Citizens for LaRouche and in handwriting,

14 on or about 9-10-79.

15 A This contribution was from my own personal

16 funds and not drawn on an incorporated account.

7 It is signed Nancy B. Radcliffe, 3215 North

18 Charles Street, Apartment 206, Baltimore, Maryland, 21219.

19 iI would like this to be marked Federal Election Commission

20 Exhibit No. 3.

21 (Whereupon, the above-mentioned

22 exhibit was marked and received

23 into evidence as Federal

24 Election Commission Exhibit No. 3.)

25 Q Before I asked you whether or not you signed any
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documentation, and you said yes, but you didn't remember

2 the date; does this refresh your memory, this document

Commission Exhibit No. 3?

4
A Yes.

5
Q When did you sign this document?

6 A Well, the date is right there. February 20,

'80.

Q How come six months after you made the

contribution, you signed that paper?
10 A I don't remember.

11.Q How often did you see Debra Freeman in September,

12 November, December, approximately? Would you see her

13 twice a week?

14 A Yes.

- 15 Q More times?

16 A More times.

17Q She was the only -- had Ms. Freeman purchased

18 the money order for you?

19
A Yes.

20 Q Or she purchased the money order after you

21 gave her the $250 in cash?

22 A Yes.

23 Q And she never came to you and said, "I need

24 your signature"?

25 A Yes, she did, with this.
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Q In February?

A Yes.
3

Q When did you see this Traveler's Express
4

Money Order?
5

A When I made the contribution.
6

Q Within a couple of days after?
7

A This is redundant.

8
Q Why didn't you sign it at that time?

9
A You asked me that three times already.

10
Q And what did you say?

11
A I said I don't remember why I didn't sign it.

12 MR. PARKER: The fact is that I don't think

13
a person has to sign money orders, and I think the

14
person who purchases the money order fills in the blanks,

15
as near as I know.

16
Is this your handwriting here, "$250, 9/10/79".

17
For the record, I am referring to Exhibit No. 3 -- whether

18
or not the information before this signature is your

19
handwriting.

20 A The signature is my handwriting.

21 What about the address?

22
A Yes.

23 i
Q Were you living there at that time?

24 i24 A Yes.

25
Q Before, you testified that you had been living
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at 308 East 31st Street for the last seven months.

2 A That is correct.

Q Well, this was done less than seven months ago.

A Well, I counted February, March, April, May,

June, July, August. That is how I counted seven months.

6 Q Yes, but this is March 1st.

7 MR. PARKER: That is February 29th.

8 A That is February.

9 Right. It's one day from March. It is really

10 five months ago.

11 MS. GENTNER: February 28 you stated you counted

12 February as a month that you had been living at that address '

13 A This address I was still using at that time,

14 because my checking account, my mail, et cetera, was coming

15 to this address. I was residing at 308 East 31st Street

16 since February, mid to late February.

17 Q Is this your handwriting with the address?

18 A That's my handwriting.

19 I But the number up here, 2/28/80, the $250,

20 and 9/10/79 are not?

21 A I don't know.

22 Q You don't recognize it as your handwriting?

23 A I don't remember.

24 Q Do you recognize it as your handwriting?

25



9t A 0 E--,, LaSn a/ Ti

513i I C, A, Tjj

Ml0 o 2. NAM 0

0 0 0

0-I S OJ -

22' . :.0 ~

S -0 .2 - *

0 2.z-

* a



36

A I don't remember.

2 0 Tell me the circumstances under which you signed

this document.

A I signed them -- I signed the document. What

do you mean, the circumstances? She showed it to me, and I

6 signed the document.

Q So you remember her showing you the document?

A Yes.

Q And how did she get in touch with you?

10 A When I saw her.

11 You have seen this document before today, then?

12 A Yes.

13 Q The whole document and not just your name

14 iand address?

15 A Yes.

16 Q And you remember Ms. Freeman giving you

17 this document to sign?

18 A Yes.

19 And you signed it?

20 A Yes.

21 I And you put your address down?

22 A Yes.

23 But you cannot tell me whether or not you put

24 these figures down?

25 A I don't remember.
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A I would knock on people's doors, ask them for

a contribution.

Q And then somebody would give you a contribution?

A Sometimes.

0 If they gave you a contribution in cash,

6 would you accept it?

A Sometimes, yes.

Q When you got a cash contribution, what did you

do with that?

10 A What did I do with a cash contribution?

11 Uh-huh.

12 A I turned it in with my other contributions.

13 Turned it in to who?

14 A To Debra Freeman.

15 Did you ever mail contributions directly to

16 New York?

17 A Yes.

18 Did you ever send cash to New York?

19 A No.

20 Q Did you ever send money orders to New York?

21 A Yes.

22 Q Did you ever take cash contributions and

23 convert it into money orders before sending t to Iew YOrz

24 A No.

25 Q Did you ever take cash converted into money orders
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1 and give it to Debra Freeman?

2 A No.

3 Q Did you ever give cash to Debra Freeman and

have her buy a money order with that?

A Yes.

6 Q How many times?

A As my contribution.

8 Q Any other times?

A NO.

10 Q You are not aware of other people giving

1 Debra Freeman cash to convert into --

12 I don't know.

13 Q When you received cash, you gave it to

14 Debra Freeman?

15 A Yes.

16 Q And what did she do with the cash?

17 A I don't know.

18 Is Debra Freeman a volunteer worker for the

19 Citizens for LaRouche?

20 A Yes.

21 Q Is she in charge of the campaign in Baltimore,

22 or is she one of the people in charge?

23 A One of the people. There are several.

24 You don't consider yourself one of the people

25 in charge?
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New York, and I would take them express mail to New York.

Q But these contributions didn't all come in the

same day that you sent express mail?

4
A No.

Q Where did you keep them as they were coming in?

6 A Well, Debra Freeman kept some.

7Q So, did you give them to Debra Freeman, the ones

that you got and then --

A And then I took them to New York, yes.

10 Q And where did she keep them, the contributions.

A I don't remember.

12 Q Was there no central location where you would

13 go to pick up contributions to mail up to New York?

14 A (Witness moves head from side to side indicating

15 negative response.)

16 Q Where would Debra Freeman go to -- where would

17
1 - you meet Debra Freeman then, where would you mreet to pick up

18 contributions to send to New York?

19
19 A Several places.

20 Q Name them.

21 A Different people's homes different -- well,

22

22 the places I named before where we held LaRouche campaign

23 meetings.

24 Q And she would say, "Nancy, I have some

25 i contributions I would like you to send up to New York"?
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1 residence?

2 A Linkwood Road, Baltimore.

3 Q And do you know which address in New York you

sent it to-?

5 A It was the Post Office to Post Office.

6 Q Who was it --

7 A It was express mail.

8 What was the addressee? Citizens for LaRouche?

9 A No.

10 It was not Felice Gelman* Citizens for LaRouche?

11 A I don't remember.

12 Q You sent out envelopes to New York? Sometimes

13 you actually had to address the envelopes, and you don't

14 remember the address?

15 A No. I didn't say I addressed the envelope.

16 You said you put them in an envelope and --

17 A Putting something in an envelope and addressing

18 are two different things.

19 Q So, you never addressed any envelopes?

20 A No.

21 And you don't recall whose name was on the

22 envelope you sent out?

23 A No.

24 Q But there was a Post Office Box?

25 A Yes.

To New York City?
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1 A It was express mail, Post Office to Post Office

2 to New York City.

Q Express Mail, is that a service

MR. PARKER: It is a service of the United States

Post Office. It goes from one Post Office to the other.

6 Guaranteed delivery, next day.

7 Q How often would you -- would it be once a

8 Imonth you would bring an envelope to the Post Office?

9 A I don't remember, probably not that often.

10 Not as often as once a month?

11 A Right.

12 MS. GENTNER: You remember that the

13 envelope was addressed to a Post Office Box, and you

14 remember that it was addressed to New York, )ut you don't

15 remember the name of the person or the entity that it was

16 addressed to?

17 A No, I don't remember.

18 Q Did you work for Mr. LaRouche in 1976?

19 A Yes.

20 Was he running for President then, too?

21 A Yes.

22 Did you solicit contributions at that time?

23 MR. PARKER: Tbat is outside the scope of this

24 investigation. I instruct the witness not to answer. i'

25 When did you start working for the 1980 campaign?
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A When Mr. LaRouche announced.

2 Q In early 1979?

A Yes.

Q Do you remember the month?

5 A I don't remember. It was early.

6 Q February or March?

7 A Early.

8 MR. BOGIN: I have no further questions. I

9 would just like you to let you know there is a confidentialitl

10 provision associated with your testifying and under the

11 Act, you are not supposed to discuss this matter. Since

12 the Federal Election Commission wishes to keep this

13 confidential, you should be apprised. You should know

14 there are criminal penalties for talking about these matters

15 that are confidential, which is between the Conunission and
yourself.

16 MS. GENTNER: And your attorney.

17 MR. BOGIN: And your attorney.

18 MR. PARKER: We have no further questions.

19 MR. BOGIN: Is it possible to waive signature

o 20 on this deposition?

21 MR. PARKER: No, I think Ms. Radcliffe wants

22 to sign this deposition.

23 MR. BOGIN: All right. Thank you very much.

24

* ~~25 ____
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(The witness was excused at 11:06 a.m.)
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3
STATE OF MARYLAND

4
CITY OF BALTIMORE, SS:

I, Phyllis Goldstein, a Notary Public in and for
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certify that the within is a true and accurate recording

8
of the proceedings indicated.
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17

18

19

20

21

GORE BROTHERS AEPORTIEG CO.
225 F.. RIS'OOn ST,

DAIT121MVk' MA;Y.A'h f2M
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STI PULAT ION

2 It is stipulated and agreed between counsel and thei

witness that the reading and signing of this deposition by

4 the witness be and the same are hereby waived.

GEORGE B. P. WARD, JR.,

7 a witness called for examination by the Federal Election Com-

8 mission, being first duly sworn according to law, testifieO

9 as follows:

10 EXAMINATION BY MR. SMITH:

11 Q Mr. Ward, would you state your full name and busi-

12 ness address for the record, please?

131 A George B. P. W.rd, Jr.

14 Q And your business address?

S A Do you mean street address?

16 Q Here is fine.

17 A Ten Light Street, Baltimore.

18 Q By whom are you nresently employed?

19 i A Maryland National Bank.

20 ) That is your position with the a'Prvland _Nationl!

21 B-nk?
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! A Vice President.

2 I Q Do part of your duties include responding to sub-

3 poenas from administrative agencies?

A Yes.

Q £7re we all here today in response to a subpoena

that was issued to the Maryland National Bank by the Federal

71: Election Commission?

A Yes.

Q Have you had an opportunity to review that subpoena?

10 A Yes.

Q Are you going to make available today to us any
p.
12 documents in comoliance with that subpoena?

13 A Yes.

14
(The reporter marked Commission Exhibits A, 3, C

and D.)

16
Q (By Mr. Smith) I am showing you what has been

171 marked Commission Exhibit C. is that n true and correct co-y

8 of the subpoena 1,hich -you received?

(There was i discuss ion off the record.)

20

21
. ) .t -s been m.nrked Cormission Exhibit



S D And ask you i+- that is a true and correct copy of an

i- a which ha-ne you this orning pri to this &c--si

tion entitled Certificate of Compliance With The Richt To

4 Financial Privacy Act Of 1978?

5A Yes.,

Q Have you had a chance to review that document?

A Yes. ...

Q I show you what has been marked Commission Exhibit

9 A which is entitled Memorandum And Order, and Commission

10 Exhibit .B which is entitledMemorandum ToCounSel, and ask

11$ you if they are true and correct copies of the copies of

12 those documents that I also showed you this morzing?

13 A -Yes. ' --- , ---

14 . ave you-bad a. chance to revie4--hosedo uents?' -

1is A Yes.,-

1, .in referr.ing to the' subpoena, let me f irst. ou-..

17 whether you aremaking available to-us, ..toda.. .. .State..

18 ments in regard to transactions of Deborah Hanania Freeman?;'17 whethr you ar making~vailabl to u oaynbast 6ate- w. - . . .-.. .-+ - -,;-

20: Q What bank statements do you havewit ou tdy

-II" : . " .. ." - . -" . " .

21 A Withrespect tochecking aeount number

-- ". . " " : v 
' +

. . -°.:1 ' *

- - -. : ' - ' - -.

- - O e - ..-

, - .V " - . . - ' .. -., : , & . . " : .. . .. , . -+ : :+ .'.,+ '+. ',: .: " ..
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in the name of eborah J. 'Hanania, we are furnishing sta.eent..s

2 covering the period January 11, 1979 through Aprii the 9th,

!9so.

Q Would you hand those over to me now, please? Thanki

iIyou.-

6 Let the record reflect that the witness has produced

7 15 pages of material covered by what appears to be a copy of

a signature card for account number . Deborah J.

Hanania.

10 Have you brought with you any other bank statements!

r- ! today?

12 A Yes. I have statements on savings account number

13

14 (There was a discussion off the record.)

Q Go ahead.

16 A In the name of Deborah J. Banania for the period

17 January 19, 1979 to March 31, 1980.

1: (There was a discussion off the record.)

20 Would you hand me those bank statements, please?

20 (There was a discussion off the record.)

21 By the way, Mr. Ward, was there anything in addi.

V" "
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tion to the savings account bank statements that you are

2 handing me with that packet of material?

A Yes. I gave you copies of the signature cards for3
4 both the checkin9 account and the savings account.

Q Now let the record reflect that the witness has

6 produced what appears to be a copy of both the front 
and back

7 on two separate sheets of a signature card and three pages

8J appearing to be the transaction history of the savings account

911 number that the witness has testified to.

10 Am I correct, Mr. Ward, that these two bank state-

il ments relate to the only two accounts that you are giving the

12 information from today?

13 A That's correct.

14 Q Do you know for a fact that there are no other

15 accounts at the Maryland National Bank which relate to the

16 financial transactions of Deborah Hanania Freeman?

17 (There 'ias a discussion off the record.)

18 1 anm not sure.

19 Q Have you engaged at least partially in an effort to --

20 Stri-'e th t.

21 (A , ocu-nent w i r'e' Comm ission Exhibit E.)



i8

.(By..r. Sgith) !'..r. , I am C:_g to show you

s " t na r marKe Co. =_ irion :-h ibit E Vhich, for the

record, a-pears to be a check drawn on Maryland National

Bank account number and ask you if this

reflects an account evidencing the financial transactions

61 of Deborah Hanania Freeman?

7 A This check is not drawn against a checking account.l

s i It is what is called a Master Check, and has been charged to

s a pre-existing credit line under a Master Charge account in

i o the names of Mrs. Hanania and Mr. Freeman.

11 I Q Will you produce today the records associated with

12 that account?

13 A No. I would point out that state law, that is to

14 say, Section 13-312 of the Commercial. Law volume'-of the

15 Annotated Code of Maryland requires that the bank as the

16 issuer of a credit card give notice to the holder of a sub-

17 poena.

18 (There was a discussion cff the record.)

19 A And we will be required to observe this' section

21 of the law.

21 (There was a discussion off the record.)

____________________.___-... .
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! Q Let me just state briefly for the record that prior

2 to today we were not aware that the instrument, a copy of

3 which was marked as Exhibit E, related to anything other than

4 an ordinary checking account and were, therefore, unaware of

51 any possible application of any law of the State of Maryland

61 to an administrative agency subpoena directed to records per-

7 taining to such an account.

Therefore, while not necessarily agreeing with the

9 witness's legal interpretation of that law, we will press

10 no further today in an effort to obtain the records from

I that account.

12i! Let the record further reflect that what has been

13 marked as Commission Exhibit E was obtaine&l, from records al-

14 ready on file with the Federal Election Commission. It was

15 not obtained pursuant to any subpoena or otherwise from any

16 other party.

17 (There was a discussion off the record.)

18 Q (3y Mr. Smith) Mr. Ward, are you able to state with

19 certainty that the bank statementF relating to the two ac-

20 counts that you have alre,dy rovided, and possibly -hect

21 to internret,3ti.on, the ,-cco]nt' th yout o have just te!tifie
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i to the existence of, are you able to state with certainty

2 that they are the only accounts at the Maryland National Bank'

3 that reflect the financial transactions of Deborah Hanania

4 Freeman?

5 A No.

6 Q Am I correct that you have not produced for us to-

711 day any cancelled checks from any of the checking accounts?

8 A That's correct.

9 J Q Is it my understanding that upon request and with

10 the appropriate reisbursement arrangements, that you will be

ii willing under the coverage of this subpoena to provide us

12 with those which we request in the future?

13 A To the extent we are able to do so.

14 Q Would the same be true for deuosit slips as --

15 A Yes.

16 Q -- for cancelled checks?

17 Are you able to produce for us today any negotiable

18 instruments that were used to effect withdrawals from either

19 of the accounts for which you have produced statements tocday?

20A Yes.

21 Q Would you iescribe the instrument or instrument,;



that oD wi roducing'

CV : I 'e a co-. - the savings

3 account dated ,F.n uar, !z, 1 0^( v' i ,i..d c - e . t d

4 of $750, and that as part of that withdrawal, a cashier's

check for $250 was issued by the bank.

I have the original of that cashier's check as well

as a bank copy of the check which was retained in the branch

8 where the check was issued.

9Q Would you produce them for me, please?

10 Let the record reflect that the witness has produce

11 three sheets of paper, one appearing to be a photocopy of a

savings withdrawal ticket on account number. in the131
13 amourt of $750.14114. 'i*Ward, based on your f amiliar ity with' the

15 record-keeping procedures of Maryland National Bank, are you

6t able to tell us from this savings account withdrawal ticket17
17that cashier" s check'number :in the amount of $250 .

! as purchased as a means of withdrawing $250 out of the $750

19 reflected by this withdrawal slip?

20 A Yes. That is correct.

21 Ii (There was a discussion off the record.)

".'ii,.

It
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I action at a branch other than that at which the account had

2 been established.

3 Looking at the two documents, the original cashier'6

41 check and what appears to me to be a snap set copy, I ask you

5 to examine those two documents and point out, if you will,

6 what if any differences exist between the front of the two

71 documents?

8 A The green snap copy is the bank's carbon which is

9 kept in the branch and, naturally, wou]l reflect what has

10 been typed on the original.

Q Typed by whom, Mr. Ward?

12 A By the bank's representative at the time the check

13 was issued.

14 Offhand, looking at the original check, it appears

1 to me that additional langJuage has been placer on the check

16 beside the language which was inserted by the bank.

17 Based on your understanding of the bank's procedures

18 and recor"-eeoing, %-hat if any information did the ban!, type

19 on the cashier's chec> to *ncicte informa.tion about the

20 nerson reruesting the issuance of the check, the nerson nur-

21 chasing the chec!L, or the person nhYsically receiving the
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OU*r - - -'7l e;tc c c c-r r le .... es. by Debor .. -

* 7...c -r ' - -  7 " t "= ---, -r or ':;e Z-.---S s copy E.s ,,,.--

- as on the original check.

Additional language appears on the original check

6 ;:hich " appear to be intene -o change the content of

the statement.

6 Q In your opinion, based on your understanding of

g the bank's procedures, what language was typed by the bank?

0 A Customer request by Deborah Eanania Freeman.

Q Unat lanquage was not tv-ed by the bank?

12 A On one line, -uote Dr. Harold Harrison (to be
ii

13 Picked up by, uncuote, and on the second line, nuote, CFL rep.)

- 14uncuote.

1In addition to the notation on the savings with-

16 drawal ticket identifying the number of the cashier's check

17 and the am ount $250, are there any additional notations on

these three documents indicating the source of the funds used

for this cashier's check?

23 A Yes. Written on the ban!k's copy of the cashier's

21 &eck are the word savings with sjash r -

7- -,--
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I Q AnO whose account rloes that refer to?

2 That refers to Mrs. Hanania's savings account.

(There was a discussion off the record.)

Mr. Ward, do you have any information as to the

form in which Mrs. Hanania received the other $500 that was

part of this $750 withdrawal?

7 (There was a discussion off the record.)

A No. My assumption is, however, that since no other

cashier's checks are noted on the withdrawal slip, that the

10 balance of the withdrawal was made in cash.

11
(There was a discussion off the record.)

2 To clarify that, the figures 12.56 appearing at the

13 top of the ticket would, under our usual procedure, indicate

14 that some portion of this withdrawal was paid out in cash,

15 and there is sone possibility that there may be film which

16 shows Mrs. Hanania at the teller's counter.

17Q At the tire this transaction was being engaged in?

1 A Right.

Q Will you make an effort to find whether the bank is

in possession of any such film?

21
A Yes.
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Q On that notation, the 12.56, I believe you said

12.56. Might that be a colon?

3 A Right.

Q What would that indicate to you as the meaning of

those figures 1256?

6 A Twelve fifty-six p.m.

Q Mr. Ward, other than the information and documenta-

tion you have given us about this one cashier's check, am I

correct that you are not producing for us today any other

3 negotiable instruments either requested, purchased or deposit-

ed or used for withdrawals from any of Deborah Hanania's

12 accounts?

iA Other than the items which we have discussed here,

we are not producing any items.

15 Q Am I also correct that you cannot say with certainty

that no such additional items exist?

A Correct.

Q I am not sure if I remembered to ask you this in

the beginning, but are you generally familiar with the record-

20 keeping procedures of the Maryland National Bank?

2C
A Yes.
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Q The records you have produced for us today, are

trecords kept by Maryland National Bank in the

I ordinary course of its business?

41! A Yes, they are.

Q Let me just indicate before we conclude that this

6 deposition is part of a Commission investigation being con-

7 ducted under the provisions of 2USC Section 437G, and to

also indicate that the confidentiality provisions of that

9 section apply to this investigation and to this deposition.

(There was a discussion off the record.)

Q Do you want to read and sign the original of this

12 deposition?

13 A No.

(The examination was concluded at 12:23 p.m.)

16, STATE OF MARYLAND

17
CITY OF BALTIMORE, SS:

I, Phyllis Goldstein, a Notary Public in and for

the State of Maryland, Baltimore County, do hereby certify

20
that the within named GEORGE 3. P. WARD, JR. personally ap-

21
reared before me at the tinre and place herein set out; and
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after having been duly sworn by me according to law, was

interrogated by counsel.

I further certify that the examination was recorded

4 stenographically by me and then transcribed from my steno-

graphic notes to the within typewritten matter in a true and

6 accurate manner.

7 I further certify that the stipulation contained

8 herein was entered into by counsel in my presence.

9 I further certify that I am not of counsel to any

10 of the parties, nor an employee of counsel, nor related to

any of the parties, nor in any way interested in the outcome

2 of this action.

13 As Witness, my Hand and Notarial Seal, this

14 day of June, 1980 at 3altimore, Maryland.

15

18

Notary Public
17

IS

~2.
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1 BELINDA FRANCES DeGRAZIA HAIGHT#

0 z called for examination by the Federal Election Commission,

3 being first duly sworn to tell the truth, the whole truth

4 and nothing but the truth, testified as follows:

5 EXA-11NATION BY MS. LERNER:

6 Q Would you state your full name for the record?

7 A Belinda Frances DeGrazia Haight.

8 Q What is your address?

9 A 105 West 39th Street in Baltimore.

10 Q And ;.re you employed?

11 A Self-employed.

12 Q Whit type of business do you have or are you in

13 A I am a political organizer.

14 Q How long have you been doing that?

15 A On and off at various times for about seven

16 years.

17 Q iire you represented by counsel here today?

18 A Yes.

19 Q ho is your counsel? Could you please identify1

20 him for t:e r,- :ord?

21 UR. MORGANROTrPH: Miayer Morganroth.



1 MS. LERNER: Counsel has identified himself

2 for the record.

3 There has been a stipulation that Ms. Haight

4 is here pursuant to a subpoena which she received

51 from the Federal Election Commission concerning an

61 investigation into possible violations of the election

7 laws by Citizens for LaRouche and others.

8 MR. MORGANROTH: She is here pursuant to

9 such a subpoena.

10 BY MS. LERNER:

11 Q Ms. Haight, have you discussed your possible

12 testimony here today with anyone else, with anyone

13 other than your attorney?

14 A No.

151 Q Do you know a gentleman by the name of Steve

16 Warm?

17 A Yes.

18 Q Have you discussed your testimon~y today

19 with him?

20 No.

i

21 Q rHave you 7.icllsed Th-Ie investigjation in-to c~

[I



1 election laws by Citizens for LaRouche and others

2 with Mr. Warm?

3 A No.

4 Q Yave you discussed it with anyone else?

5 A Do you mean have I ever talked about the

6 fact that there is an investigation going on, is

7 that what you want to know?

8 Q Correct.

9 A Yes.

10 Who have you talked to about that?

11 A A lot of people. I mean I could name family

12 members. Is that what you mean, who have I

13 talked about the fact that there is an investigation going

14 on or the content of it? I don't understand what you

151 mean.

16 Q Who have you talked to concerning the contents

17 of the investigation?

18 A i don't really understand what you're asking.

19 Q Who have you talked to concerning what the

20 investigation is all about? 1Has anyone talked to you

21 J concerning what th'e investigation is all about?



6&7

A Do you mean do I know what's 
being

* 2 investigated?

3 Q Well, we can start with that one, yes.

4 A Yes. I apparently know what's being

investigated. Apparently there is a violation or the

6 Isuspicion of violation of election laws or something

like that.

C8 Q How did you learn that?

9 A When I got a subpoena I found out.

10 Q Okay. Are you familiar with an individual

11 by the name of Lyndon LaRouche?

121 A Yes.

13 Q How are you familiar with Mr. LaRouche?

141 A I've known him since 1974.

15 Q lHow do you know him? Did you meet Mr.

16 LaRouche or jtst know of him?

17 A Yes I met him.

18 Q Hlow did you meet him?

19 A It was at a meeting that I rmet him in 1974.

20 Q Are you familiar wit', an organization called

21 Citizens for LaRouche?
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1 A Yes.

2 Q How are you familiar with that organization?

3 A I supported their work to get him elected.

4 Q When you say supported their work, what time

s period are we talking about?

6 A Since they were started.

7 Q Which was when?

- 8 A January of '79.

9 Q In what way did you support the organization?

10 A Well, I helped get material around about the

11 campaign and talked to people about it and helped organize

12 it.

13 Q Would you consider yourself a volunteer for

14 Citizens for LaRouche?

15 A Yes.

16 Q This began in January, 1979 and continued

17 through until when?

18 A Until the election took place, until the

19 election I guess is when the campaign ended.

20 Just for the record what convention are we

21 talking about?



1 A The democratic convention of 1980.

2 Q Were you ever paid for any of the duties

3 that you performed for Citizens for LaRouche?

4 A No.

5 Q Did you ever work as a fund raiser for them?

6 A I requested people to make contributions to

7 the campaign if that's what you mean.

8 Q And while you were working for them where

9 were you working for them physically, what area were

I0 you working in?

11 A Baltimore area.

12 Q Who did you report to in the Baltimore office

13 of the Citizens for LaRouche?

14 MIR. IORGAMIROTH: That would presuppose

15 that she repor-ted to anyone.

16 BY MS. LERNER:

17 Q Did you report to anyone in the Baltimore

18 office for Cilizens for LaRouche?

19 A IThere wasn 't one person that IT just reported to

20 How was the office structur-ed?

21 Well, a lot of us worked together on the campaign



and we met regularly and discussed what we wanted to do.

2 Q Was there a person or persons who gave instructions

to the volunteers as to what duties they would have

for that day or for a certain time period?

A Well, there were numbers of people who

actually took sort of a leadership responsibility.

7Q Who were those oeoole?

A John Ascher, Debbie Freeman, do you want

9; more people?

10 There were numbers of people who all had

11 different responsibilities for doing different things,

12 so Im not sure what you really want.

13 Q Who, if anyone, was primarily responsible

14 for thc fund raisin: activities of Citizens for LaRouche?

15 A ell, tnhere were a number of people involved

16 in fund raising. The person who handled the money was

17 Debbie Freeman.

18h . iUu n ;,ou, say handled the money, can you explain

19 wat you ?

20.__ :a e, raised money, that is if someone

21 ave a ccnti>- : that':; who ou Ta e the money to.
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Q And, to your knowledge, what would happen

2 with the contriution once you gave it to Debbie Freeman?

3 A It was sent -- I think, I mean I'm not sure,

4 .but as far as I know it was sent to the headquarters

5 for Citizens for LaRouche.

6 I mean we raised money for reasons, television

7i and so forth and it was all going to one place.

8 Q Starting with cash contributions did you ever

9 receive an-v cash contributions?

101, A Yes. That's all I ever received.

11 Q If you received a cash contribution, can vou

12 give me a stem boy step of what happened with a cash

13 contribution from the Baltimore office hefore it went

14 tc New rk

15 A Do you mean what I di3 with it?

1 C, Correct.

17 A we.i vou would make a list of the

18 contri ons and give the money' and the list tc Debie.

19 iWere you ever given anv ins. tructions concerninqc

20 th. e contribnutions -you should accept, the forvt

21- cc: .tco , cash, check or money order?

---
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1 A No, but I didn't do that much fund raising.

02 Most of the contributions that I got were cash

3 contributions, small contributions. That wasn't the

4 bulk of what I did.

Q Were you ever asked by anyone in the CFL

6 office to purchase a money order?

7 A I don't remember.

8 Q If you had been would you remember?

9 A If 1 what?

10 Q If someone had asked you, would you remember?

11 MR. MORGANROTH: That's totally speculative.

12 %S. LERNER: Answer the question.

13 MR. MORGANROTH: I would instruct you not

14 to answer, iff you iad been, would you remember, then

15 you would have to re-member whether you remember which

16 is two steos removed. I instruct you not to remember.

17 BY MS. IEN5R:

18 Q Are you refusing to answer the question?

19 A T'hat's what my lawyer says.

20 Are you refusing to answer the question?

21 A Yes.

p
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Q Have you ever given a contribution to

Citizens for LaRouche?
2

A Yes.
3

Q In what form? Was it more than one
4

contribution?
5

A Yes.

7 Q What form were the contributions that you

8 may have made?
MR. MORGANROTH: If you remember, if you

10 don't say so.

11 THE WITNESS: I remember at least some

12 of them. I mean I don't remember every contribution,

13 exactly how I gave it.

14 BY MS. LERNER:

15 Generally how would you give a contribution?

16 A Sometimes by check, sometimes by cash.

17 Q Did you ever give any money order contributions?

18 A Well, I know that all cash that I gave was

19 turned into a money order. I don't remember whether

20 I got it beforehand or afterwards. I don't remember whethe

21 it1 was turned into a money order after I gave it.

-4



I Q When you say turned into a money order,

2 I assume you mean a money order was purchased with cash?

3 A Yes, that's right.

4 Q Would you purchase the money order or would

5 someone else ourchase it?

6 A I just said that sometimes -- I don't really

7 remember. I know that money orders were gotten.

8 II've gotten money orders for millions of things before

9 jand I don't remember whether I got them for the CFL.

10 It's not such a big deal that I have a firm memory

1I of something like that.

12 Q Do you have knowledge of whether people in

13 CFL were asked to purchase money orders for CFL

14 with cash contributions that were given?

151 A i don't understand the question.

16 Q To your knowledge was anyone in the Baltimore

17 office ever asked to go out and purchase a money orderI

18 with money that had been contributed to CFL in cash

191 for submission to New York?

20 VIn other words, are you asking did anyone eve-

21 I presume that it hanpened. I don't remrmber.

L;-
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I mean are you asking whether someone asked

2 someone to turn -- someone turned in a donation and

someone said get a money order for it, is that what you

are saying?

Q Right.

A I don't recall.

7 Q I'm not asking you to recall a specific

a instance. I'm asking you to recall whether that was a

9 procedure that occurred there.

10 A Well, as I said I know that we had to send

ii things up as either checks or money orders. I don't

12 remember how that took place.

13 Q If someone made a cash contribution and

14 a money order was purchased with that cash, was there --

15 how would that record be kept of who had given that

16 contribution?

17 A (No response.)

18 Let me ask that again. You look very puzzled.

19 You indicated before that you collected cash

20 contributions and you made some sort of a list which you

21 then gave to Debra Freeman.



1 A Yes.

2 Q Was there any other record that would

3 evidence that that cash contribution was given?

4 A I didn't keep the books. I don't know

how it was done.

6 Q Did you know that Citizens for LaRouche

was trying to obtain matching funds from the

8 1Federal Election Commission?

9 A Yes.

10 Q Did you have any understanding concerning

ii what types of funds were required to be submitted

12 in order that they could obtain matching funds?

13 A No.

14 Q Were you aware that certain forms of

15 contributions could be matched and other forms could not?

16 A No.

17 MS. LERNER: I will ask the reporter to mark

18 this as Commission Exhibit lNo. 1 for identification,

19 a copy of a Federal Express money order made out to

20 Cit-izens for LaRouche from Belinda DeGrazia in the

21 amtount of $400 dated January 22nd, 1980.

! I-



1 (The Federal Express

2 money order referred to

3 above was marked Cornmissior

4 Exhibit No. 1.)

5 BY MS. LERNER:

6 Q I ask you to look at that and tell me whether

7 you have ever seen that money order before.

8 A I don't recall.

9 Q Is that your signature on the money order?

10 A No.

11 Q Did you purchase that money order?

12 A No.

13 Q Did you make a $400 contribution to Citizens

14 for LaRouche on that date?

15 A Yes.

16 Q Was that contribution in cash?

17 A Yes.

18 MS. LERNER: I ask the reporter to mark

19 this as Commission Exhibit No. 2 for identification.

20 It is a statement dated January 22nd, 1930 which says,

21
i i contributed $400 to Citizens for LaRouche on January 22,

iI
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1980, signed Belinda F. DeGrazia.

2 (The statement referred to

3 above was marked Commissior

4 Exhibit No. 2.)

BY IMS. LERNER:

6 Q Have you ever seen Commission Exhibit No. 2

7 before?

A Yes,

9 Q Is that your signature on it?

10 A Yes.

11 Q Did you fill in the rest of the amount?

1211 A Yes.

13 All of it?

14 A Yes.

15 Including the date at the top that says

16 January 22nd?

17 A Yes.

18 Q What were the circumstances of your signing

19 Comwission Exhibit No. 2?

20 A When I gave Debbie the cash I filled out a

21 r m,

ii



Q Debbie meaning Debra Freeman?

2 A Yes.

3 Q Did she give you the form to fill out?

4 A Yes.

5 Q Did she ask you to purchase a money order

6 with that $400?

7 A No.

8 Q Did she tell you why she wanted you to sign

9 this Commission Exhibit No. 2?

10 For a record, to have a record.

11 Q A record for what?

12 A For verification, I mean what else? What are

13 records for?

14 Did you know who the record would be --

15 A No, I don't know how this stuff works.

16 1 didn't know how it worked.

17 All I know is if I didn't write a check

18 and gave cash they wanted something with my signature

19 ' on it. That was my understanding of it.

2 But you had no idea why they needed something

21 with your: signaIt-are o D
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I A No, except from the standpoint that if you

2 are going to do anything, I mean you usually have your

3 signature on it if you're going to do something dealing

4 with money and you are dealing with a legal committee

or something like that is my understanding of it.

6 1 Q Were you given a receipt for your '400?

7 A No.

8 Q Were you given --

9 iA Actually I don't remember whether I got a

10' receipt or not. I don't remember.

11 Q Were you ever asked to go to someone else

12 and have them sign a verification for a contribution

13 that they had made?

14 A No.

15 MS. LERNER: Those are all the questions

16 that I have.

17 MR. MORGANROTTH: I have nothing.

18 V [S. LERNER: I would like to move all the

19 i xibits into the dcposition transcript.

20. ,ORGANROi? : o ojection.

21 >I-. LRNER- ,s :1ai~ht you have the riaht



to look at this transcript of the deposition and to sign

2 it or you may waive your right to signature. You may

3 want to talk to your attorney about that and also there

4 are certain confidentiality provisions concerning Federal

5 Election enforcement actions which you may want to discuss

61 with him also.

7 At this time perhaps you would like to talk

8 about the waiver of the signature.

9 MR. MORGANROTH: I would suggest we waive

10 signature.

11 THE WITNESS: All right.

12 i MS. LERNER: In addition to that I am now

13 >-anding the witness a check for $35 which is her witness

14 fee for appearing here today and at this time the depositio

15 will be terminated.

16 MR. MORGANROTH : No objection.

17 (Examination concluded.)

18

19

2 0 K

21

L.
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I REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

2 STATE OF MARYLAND

3 COUNTY OF BALTIMORE:

4 I hereby certify that on the 4th day of June,

5 1982 before me personally appeared BELINDA FRANCES DeGRAZIA

6 HAIGHT who was first duly sworn to tell the truth, the whol

7 truth and nothing but the truth;

8 That the testimony of the said BELINDA FRANCES

9 DeGRAZIA IIAIGHT was reduced to writing by me, and the

10 aforegoing is a true record of the testimony given by the

11 said deponent.

12 I further certify that I am not attorney,

13 relative nor employee oF any party hereto, nor otherwise

14 interested in the e,:ent of this cause.

15 In witness whereof I have hereunto affixed

16 my hand and seal this 19th day of July, 1982.

17 / -
',, - , .

18 _

4-otar-. Publc' (Seal .
19

20 H

21



LAWYER'S NOTES

Page Line

___ I

I.



v7/
.0

O'l; ~ ~ ~ 76 0500.

m ci

-P~i T'e SD
- Wx~ 'U I IP iIX IN W U

~DEF~AL~ - ".7

.77,

./A' I* o W .

19. 5113.3
1113**0. ,j. .. & .-. .~



6..

-. 60.

"" *. -. : * , .. 
°  

'*. " .

. .. C& A .• 
.

t .. " ..

,* .**

* ... "-. .0 '* . 9 .

d~d

.. ,. . . - . . . . • .• . .

* ' " . . . • * " ,o " 9 - .- 4..f- l,"...- l

• .. ... ... . .. : .. -

o' .,. e - . -o ""** *, "

*-. 4- .

- . .- .-

DA E1  *" "~~*

...4 9 - . , . . " ' ... . 9. . . . - : . " . . . ' . ,

4 .. - .. . . ; ... .- .. . :" = • -, . ** . "

-- 9. .

. . ... . . e - - - .. , •. . . _ " . . . .... " . .• • . ' .-. . . . - . • . .. ..... ...- . -,;0- ,
* . .. 1 . . . o . , . . * • * --. - . .- .: -- .. • .* - -. . . . . .. . . . .. . ..

.;.._ :- ;- . 9 9•..



.4 -'. .... .. o o. .

..... . CHECK ".

v., -A k' 
--

IV.,

-K mrianu naon ~ n CASHIER'S HC **j

aiZI J-TUII l 3441 224' ,

'-t* P Y. .. "

T Tr, -

:;<A ..... -'.i

i :-3,"" > .)IS -. .... ** =... ]r.Hao a,.so ( b p*¢k U..--b = k7 -

44-

ma~ndatinalban CAHERS CHECK

C= L a IR n K CASH-

PO BOX 987 BA-T!MORE, MARYLAND 21203

PAY 1=~r 9~

TO THE

ORDERr Cl, ife.L i *~ - *$250,*0C* I

-- -:D r MTT .D Dr. Harold Harrison (to be picked up by
T)7 A T R"AI C.F.L. rep.)

0,30 L,, 2 A,,,'1:0 5 2000 L 6131: 00 2,,,00 2 1,1" 9 L @,800000 2 5000,,' _

S/ if



- ,,, ....a -- - " -
.  

.' P * J

. . . ... .0... . . -..

-*,... :,-

.. . .* .&

- . --- -.-- __. = _ _ _- -.-. __.... --. -- *--. -- . -
•  

., ,,

* - -. d4 , . - .:- ....- -
* - -.



- " ,.- " t -
9,.,'

.. . .. T, - = 
",

- " ~ ----- - - -- -'-:. ., -" ;. -

L-N.

- <t-%,

-- "-"--,--- - -t -.- --''~~

-_.- . -" --- ,

, U- .U-/



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

DEBRA IIANANIA FREEMAN

V. CIVIL NO. K-80-839

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

LAWRENCE K. FREEMAN

V. CIVIL NO. K-80-840

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MEMORANDUM "ANID ORDER

A hearing was held in these cases on the record today. Hal

Ponder, Esq., who filed an affidavit in these cases under date

of April 29, 1980, gave some additional testimony in the course

of the said proceedings in which he stated that he personally was

in charge of the investigation by the Commission which is referred

to in these cases and that all of the facts presented to this

Court iD these cases in any document or documents filed on behalf

of the Government are true and correct to the best of his

own personal knowledge, information, and belief.

Mr. Parker, on behalf of his clients, contended that the

Government's actions in seeking the bank records in these cases

constitute "harassment" and "intimidation." However, neither

Mr. Parker, during his oral argument today, nor plaintiffs or anyone

speaking on their behalf in connection with any written filings

in these cases has produced a scintilla of evidence "o justify

any such conclusions. To the contrary, the record would establish

that the Government is proceeding on a reasonable basis in seeking

the bank records of Mrs. Freeman.

During the proceedings today, Government counsel, Mr. Smith,

stated that as of this time, without any prejudice to the right

of the Government to seek the individual records of Mr. Freeman

at a later date, the Government would not press its quest for



t

the bank records of Mr. Freeman. However, Mr. Smith stated that

the government believed that it was entitled to obtain from the

bank all records in connection with any joint account of Mr. and

Mrs. Freeman which relate to any transaction which is not identifiable

as having been a transaction which involved Mr. Freeman only.

Mr. Parker, while maintaining that his clients' motions should

be granted on the basis that the Government was involved in

"harassment" and "intimidation," stated during the proceedings

today that he agreed that if the Government is entitled to

receive from the bank all of the records pertaining to

Mrs. Freeman's sole bank account, then the Government is also

entitled to receive all records pertaining to any joint bank

account of Mr. and firs. Freeman which records are not clearly

identifiable as relating solely to Mr. Freeman.

The motions of plaintiffs are hereby denied for the reasons

set forth on the record during the proceeding held earlier today

and for the reasons set forth in this Memorandin and Order,

except that the bank shall provide to the Commission --"y those

records of any joint bank account of Mr. and Mrs. Freeman to the

extent provided in this Memorandum and Order and except that the

bank shall not provide to the Commission any of the records pertaining

to Mr. Freeman's sole bank account. The bank shall provide all

records pertaining to Mrs. Freeman's sole bank account.

The Clerk is directed to send copies of this Memorandum and

Order to all counsel of record in these cases.

It is so ORDERED, this 8th day of May, 1980.

United States istrict Judge

-2-



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE

DISTRICT OF MARYLAND
FRANK A. KAUFMAN BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21202

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

May 8, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO COUNSEL RE FREEMAN V. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
AND FREEMAN V. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION - CIVIL NOS.
K-80-839 AND K-80-840

After we concluded on the record today in these cases
and after counsel and the parties had come into the courtroom
in connection with the jury trial scheduled to follow the
proceedings hold in these cases, government counsel informed
me that under the confidentiality procedures involved in matters
of this kind, and also in terms of their own proposed schedules,
they would not be going to the bank with customers' counsel today or any other
day. Government counsel stated that they would be prepared to
operate within the bank's interpretation of this Court's Memorandum
and Order without reference to the factual and other possible
difficulties which may relate to the actual origin of the joint
account to which Mr. Smith referred near the end of today's
proceedings, and that if any difficulty should arise in that
connection in the future, government counsel would present the
matter to this Court either in a new proceeding or in a petition
to reopen the present proceeding. All counsel indic..... their
agreement with that approach though Mr. Parker and Mr. Pollard
so did without waiving in any way their primary position
which rests upon alleged "harassment" and/or "intimidation."
You will recall that I dictated this memorandum in your presence
at the bench, off the record, after the conclusion of these
proceedings today and that counsel on both sides stated their
agreement with what is set forth in this memorandum.

Very truly yours,

Frank A. Kaufma

cc: Court Files

. . . .. -..... . . - . . . .-
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

TO: George B. P. Ward, Jr., Esquire
Vice President
Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

You are hereby ordered, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a) (3),

to appear in Room 2210, 10 Light Street, Baltimore, Maryland, at
/6': .)on 4 / i $ 2 and to give testimony under oath

in connection with a lawful investigation being undertaken by the

Commission pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (2) which investigation

concerns a matter designated as MUR 1158.

You are further ordered to bring with you and produce for

inspection and photocopying the following:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing the financial
transactions of Debra Hanania Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J.
Hanania, aka Debra Hanania, and of Lawrence K. Freeman, from
January 1, 1979, to the present, including but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit slips, with-
drawal slips, negotiable instruments requested or purchased,
copies of instruments deposited, and instruments used for
withdrawals.

Any questions concerning this subpoena should be directed to

Kevin H. Smith (202-523-4529), the attorney assigned to this matter.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand on this 7 day of J.. , 1980.

bertO. Tiernan, Chairman

Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

!"arjo"r W. L:*nons
Secr-t~rv to the Commission



UNITE%'D STATES Oi;' AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH THE RIGIIT
TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978

To: Maryland National Bank
Post Office Box 987
Baltimore, Maryland 21203

From: Federal Election Commission

I hereby certify that the applicable provisions of theRight to Financial Privacy Act of 1978, 12 U.S.C. §§ 3401-3422,
Iiavq been complied with as to the attached Subpoena Duces
TecuM for the following financial records of Debra Hanania
Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J. flanania, aka Debra llanania, exceptfor those records specifically identified as pertaining to
transactions of Lawrence K. Freeman:

All documents or records of any kind evidencing
the financial transactions of Debra Janania
Freeman, aka Dr. Debra J. Hanania, aka DebraNHanania, and Lawrence K. Freeman from January 1,
1979, to the present, including but not limited
to bank statements, cancelled checks, deposit
slips, withdrawal slips, negotiable instruments
requested or purchased, copies of instruments
deposited, and instruments used for withdrawals.

Specifically, these records are being sought through the
procedure provided in 12 U.S.C. § 3405.

Pursuant to the Right to Financial Privacy Act of 1978,good faith reliance upon this certificate relieves your
institutuion and its emloyees and] agents of any possible
liability to the custo:.er in connection with the disclosure
of these financial records.

• </7

/ / /
/ / /1-- - k '. .... ..-

Da te Chr s 1.. Steele
Ceneral Counsel
Fede ral Election Cormission
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In the Matter c

Debra Freeman

If )

MUR 1158

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on February 7,

l983 ~ the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take no

further action against Debra Freeman.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, MlcGarry and

Reiche voted affirmatively in this matter; Commissioner Harris

did not cast a vote.

Attest:

Date SecretaryJofithe" commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary:Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: 2-2-83, 4:22
2-3-83, 11:00

(,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 83FE , P4 tt

February 2, 1983 .

MEMIORANDUM 
i,,!

Th Cmisi lSENSITIVE. 
.

FROM: Charles N. SteeJ $~il/
General Counse iCCi

RE: Debra Freeman - MUR 1158

On January 18, 1983, the Commission authorized the filing 
of

aivil action for relief against Debra 
Freeman for failure to

copl ith.. the $2,00 civil penalty provision 
contained in the

o conciliation agreement she entered 
into in MUR 1158.

On January 26, 1983, the Commission received payment 
of

Ms. Freeman's civil penalty in the 
form of a $2,500 cashiers

check submitted on her behalf by 
the National Democratic Policy

S Committee.-'-

OpC As Ms. Freeman is no longer in 
violation of the civil

penalty provision of the conciliation 
agreement, the Office of

" General Counsel recommends that the 
Commission take no further

(3 action against Ms. Freeman.

RECOMMENDATION

eO1) Take no further action against Debra 
Freeman.

*/ On January 18, 1983, after the Commission had already

authorized filing suit against Ms. 
Freeman, a $2,500 check dated

January 17, 1983 and drawn on the account of the 
National

Dmocratic Policy Committee was submitted 
as payment of Debra

Feeman's civil penalty. Upon inquirythbakowicte
chec was .. draw infrme the Office of General Counsel that 

the

aount contained insufficient funds 
to cover the check-.

Dicussions wit Ms. Freeman's counsel concerning the 
matter

resulted in the submission of the 
$2,500 cashier's check.



lebruary 2, 1983

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Enmons

FROM: Phyllis A. Kayson

SUBJECT: H UE 1158

Please have the attached Memo to the Cotmission

distributed to the Conuission on a 48 hour tally basis
0

.,, as a sensitiv, matter. Thank you.

Attachment

cc: Lerner
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•71S. Ve8ot vCA, ,

January 25, 1983 :r:

Federal Elections Commission _ 1

1325 K Street NW- °

Washington, D. C. ,20463

ATTENTION: Lois Lerner, Esq.
Marsha Gentner, Esq. ._,

RE: MUR 1158, Debra Freeman •

Dear Ms. Lerner and Ms. Gentner:

Enclosed please find cashiers check h . ... ... .. ...
t National Democratic Policy Committee in the amount of two thousand

- five hundred dollars ($2,500.00). payable to the Treasurer of the

S United States. This payment is a replacement for National Democratic
Policy Committee check # 1064 for the fine in MUR 1158 against Debra

0D H. Freeman. It is my understanding that you will foreward this cashiers

check to the Treasurer of the United States and return our check #1064

S to our New York City office. Please notify Barbara M. Boyd, Treasurer,

that the check has so been forewarded.

Khsro Ghan i

KG: da
[) cc: Barbara M. Boyd
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First Interstate Bankof Califona
Wilshire-Cetalina Office
3348 Wilshire Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90030

~S8J0,

DATE JS1r3-Y 2S, 1983

TO THE *N4lUrd ted States TreasurerlHH~
ORDER OF AUTHOR IZED SIGNATURI EIq
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ' .,

January 21., 1983

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
Her itage Plaza
Suite 555
24901 Northwestern Highway
$outhfield, Michigan 48075

Re: Citizens for LaRouChe Conciliation 
Agreement

Dear Mr. IMorganroth:

....... On October 25, 1982 you entered into a conciliation

. .. agrqement on behalf of Citizens 
for LaRouche (CFL), in which CFL

Sagreed to pay a $15 ,000 civil penalty to 
the Commission.

SAccording to the terms of that agreement, 
CFL was to have made

- its $5,000 initial installment payment of that 
penalty on

December 1, 1982, followed by ten 
consecutive monthly

installments of $1,000 to begin 
January 1, 1983. The agreement

further provides that if any installment 
payment is not received

" at the Commission by the fifth 
day of the month in which it

o: becomes due, the Commission may 
accelerate the remaining

payments - causing the entire amount to 
become due ten days after

- CFL receives written notice of 
such an acceleration.

o3 On December 9, 1982, the Commission notified you that 
it had

not received CFL's initial $5,000 
installment and advised you

that CFL should forward the $5,000 
payment prior to December 17,

co 1982, in order to avoid acceleration 
of the entire amount. No

such payment has been received. 
In addition, the first $1,000

monthly installment payment due 
on January 1, 1983 is now

overdue.

On January 18, 1983, based on CFL's 
failure to comply with

the payment schedule set forth 
in the conciliation agreement, the

Commission authorized the acceleration 
of all remaining payments.

Please be advised, therefore, that the entire civil 
penalty

($15,000) i due ten days after your receipt 
of this letter.

~Additionally, the Commission 
has authorized the filing of a civil



]+ 10 days of your :teipt .of this :notie. ... , -- :

. If you have any qu+ellt IU Ol e .f9th+celsinacios.pesecntc Li Lnernn at p C23-4115

" cc: Edward Spannaus

0*

eO *_/ In the candidate certification letter submitted as part of
his application for Presidential Primary Matching Funds,
Mr. Laflouche agreed to pay any civil penalties assessed
against CFL pursuant to a conciliation .agreement.

//-
I



: FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
L! WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mayer MorganrOth, Esq.
Heritage Plaza
Suite 555
24901 Northwestern Highway
Southfield, Michigan 48075

Re: Citizens fOr LaRouChe Conciliation Agreement

Dear Mr. Morganroth:

€3 On October 25, 1982 you entered into a conciliation

agreement on behalf of Citizens 
for LaRouche (CFL), in which CFL

agreed to pay a $15,000 civil penalty 
to the Commission.

t According to the terms of that 
agreement, CFL was to have made

its $5,000 initial installment payment of that 
penalty on

December 1, 1982, followed by ten consecutive monthly

~ installments of $1,000 to begin January 1, 1983. The agreement

further provides that if any installment 
payment is not received

at the Commission by the fifth 
day of the month in which it

becomes due, the Commission may 
accelerate the remaining

payments - causing the entire amount to become due ten days after

q. CFL receives written notice of 
such an acceleration.

' On December 9, 1982, the Commission notified you that 
it had

....... not received CFL's initial 
$5,000 installment and advised you

r that CFL should forward the $5,000 
payment prior to December 17,

1982, in order to avoid acceleration of the entire 
amount. No

such payment has been received. 
In addition, the first $1,000

monthly installment payment due on January 
1, 1983 is now

overdue.

On January , 1983, based on CFL's failure to comply 
with

the payment schedule set forth 
in the conciliation agreement, 

the

Commission authorized the acceleration of all remaining payments.

Please be advised, therefore, that the entire civil penalty

($15,000) is due ten days after your receipt of this letter.

Additionally, the Commission has authorized 
the filing of a civil



10 dlays of your kecei~pt of thi-s.notice. ".. ... ? ::i

If you have any questions concerning the Commsission's
actions, please contact Lois Lerner at 1 202) 523-4175.

S incer ely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

cc: Edward Spannaus

*/ In the candidate certification letter submitted as part ofhis application for Presidential Primary Matching Funds,
Mr. LaRouche agreed to pay any civil penalties assessed
against CFL pursuant to a conciliation agreement.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

TO: The File

FROM: Lois G. Lerner
Attorney

RE: Debra Freeman Conciliation Agreement - MUR 1158
and CFL Conciliation Agreement - MURB 1158, 1183 1253

C, and 1352

S Date: January 19, 1983

O On January 18, 1983, the Commission received a $2,500 check

~dated January 17, 1983, as payment of Debra H. Freeman's civil

¢ penalty. On January 19, 1983 I called the Chemical Bank in New

York to find out if there were enough funds in the account 
to

cover the check. I was told by the Clearance Department that
there were insufficient funds in the account to cover the 

$2,500

o check.

r I then called Mr. Morganroth, counsel for Ms. Freeman, and

ctold him what had happened and suggested a certified check be
sent in place of the one already received. He then called

~Barbara Boyd and she told him she would send a certified 
check

fOr $2,500 to replace the first check. I told Mr. Morganroth I

~would return the first check to him upon receipt of the certified

check.

I also told Mr. Morganroth that the Commission had

authorized acceleration of all of CFl's civil penalty payments

and, in the event the entire penalty is not paid within ten days

of CFL's receipt of notice of the acceleration, had also

authorized filing a civil suit against CFL and Lyndon LaRouche.

I asked Mr. Morganroth, as attorney for Mr. LaRouche, whether 
it

was sufficient to send him notice of the Commission's actions

concerning Mr. LaRouche or whether I should send notice to 
Mr.

LaRouche directly. He told me to send him the notice, but to

also send a copy to the following address, attention Edward

Spannaus:

NCLC
304 W. 58th Street
New York, NY 10019



S~ratic

~~POSt Office Box 26 * Midtown Station. 233 W. 38th Street * New York. New York 10018 * (212) 9,374444 ,

~~January 17, 1983 :i

Federal Election Commuission:

1325 K Street NW ... .. .

Washington, D.C. 20463
Att: Lois Lerner, Esq. and Marsha Gentner, Esq. -

Re: MUR 1158, Debra Freeman -C

Dear Ms. Lerner and Ms. Gentner: 
_

Enclosed please find National DemocratiC icy!

.... .Committee check 1064 in the amount of $2,500.00 payable

O3 to the Treasurer of the United States. This check

• is in payment of the fine in !4UR 1158 against Debra

0O H. Freeman. It is my understandinlg that you will

' " forward this check to the Treasurer of the United

O States. Please notify the undersigned in writing

oD that the check has been so forwarded.

~Very truly yours,

cc: Mayer Morganroth, Esq. Barar H oyd

Treasurer
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BEOM E FEmAL r j (1 C~ihSSI(I

Inthe Matter of ) 15

Debra H. FrTJ )

i, Marjorie W. Siuf, 1 od2n Secretazy for theFera

Elcto Cc ixi Executive Session on January 18, 1983,

, hereby certif that the Ccus~siOfl decided by a vote of 6-0 to tk

Sthe followiing actions in the abe C rald matter-

I1. Autborize the filizg of a civil action

,aaist Debra H. FreSDE;

2. Approve the letter att 2 to the

General Con ' s Jauary 6, 1983

oreport, whch would notify 14. Freednl'ls

o use of the Cczunssion'5s acti.l

Commi5Sicfers Aikens, Elliott, Harris, Mcmald, M l,

'7.and 
ieiche voted affirmiatively for the decision.

00Attest:

/ Dte L Secretary of the lmTIsion



January 6, 1983

M4EHD3.AUDUM TO: Mrrjorie W. lmaon

FROK: Phyllis A. Kayson

SUBJECT: MUR 1158

Please have the attached Msao to the Commission

distributed to the Commssion for the agenda of

~January 18, 1983.as a sensitive matter. Thank you.

Attachmtnt

.... cc: Lerner

C:'



~~~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ...... .....
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 €. C-,

January 6, 1983 ! r

MEMORANDUM 4

TO: The Commission EII'Il@I.
FRo: Charles . Stee A/

General Counsel( , "

RE: Debra H. Freeman Conciliation Agreement - MUR 1158

On November 5, 1982, the Commission accepted a conciliation
agreement submitted on behalf of Debra H. Freeman in MUR 1158.

., Under the terms of the conciliation agreement Ms. Freeman was
required to pay a $2,500 civil penalty within thirty days of the

o Commission's acceptance of the agreement. (See Attachment I)

: As of December 15, 1982, forty days after the agreement was
accepted, no payment from Ms. Freeman had been received.

~Consequently, the Office of General Counsel sent Ms. Freeman's
~attorney a letter advising him of her delinquency. (See

Attachment II) The letter also pointed out that Ms. Freeman's
Ofailure to comply with the conciliation agreement could result in

the Commission filing a civil suit against her in the district
Vcourt, and suggested that such action could be avoided if Ms.

Freeman forwarded a check for $2,500 prior to December 24, 1982.

r The Commission has not yet received a check or any other
response from Ms. Freeman or her attorney. The Office of General

~Counsel, therefore, recommends that the Commission authorize the
institution of a civil action for relief in the United States
District Court for the District of Columbia and notify counsel
for Ms. Freeman of the authorization. (See Attachment III)

Recommendation

1) Authorize the filing of a civil action against Debra H.
Freeman;



, • ,2) Approve the attached letter notifying Ms. Fteemn's

counsel of the Commission' s action.

Attachments

I. Signed conciliation agreement of Debra H. Freeman

II. December 15, 1982 letter to Mayer Morganroth, Ms. Freeman's
counsel.

III. Proposed letter to Ms. Freeman's counsel notifying him of
the Commission's authorization to file suit against his
client.

0

0



)

In the Matter of Debra Hanania Freeman 
) MUR 1158

CONqCILIATION AGREEM.ENT

*This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(h ---'ereinafer ,,Commission") pursuant to information 
obtained in

the normal course of carrying 
out the Commission's supervisory

responsibilities under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq. and the Presidential Primary

° Matching Payment Account Act, 26 U.S.C. S 9031 et sec. Reason to

~!believe has been found that the Respondent violated the following

-- statutory and regulatoryprvso:

2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1)(A).

o) NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having

entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g (a) (4) (A) Ci)

do hereby agree as follows:

I: . The Commission has jurisdiction ovrthe Respondentan

:C the subject matter of this 
proceeding.

II. Respondent has had a reasonable 
opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

iii. Respondent enters voluntarily 
into this agreement with

the Commission.

IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

ATTACHMENT I (1 of 4)



1. Respondent was a volunteer agent 
for the Citi~hflM

for LaRouche Campaign Committee during the 1980 presidential

primary campaign.

2. As such, Respondent solicited 
and collected

campaign contributions in 
and around Baltimore, Maryland 

for the

Citizens for LaRouche commnittee and forwarded them to LaRouChe

headquarters in New York.

3. Respondent was aware that the contributions which

were forwarded to New York 
would be submitted by Citizens 

for

0- LaRouche to the Federal Election Commission in an effort to

Sobtain presidential;primarY 
matching funds.

4. On or about January 14, 
1980 respondent withdrew

GD $750 from her personal savings account at the Maryland National

0_ n s ato t.. ."hra2  t .- =ca - ~ier's check

- No. 34422 in=- pthe = aut oft $250. ozu .as

5. Cashier's check" No. 3441224, 
along with a

contribution acknlowledgement 
document purportedly signed 

by

" Harold H. Harrison, M.D., was forwarded t6 the New York

headquarters of Citizens for LaRouche and subsequently submitted

to the Federal Election Commission 
for the purpose of receiving

matching f'unds.

V. The above facts reveal that Respondent committed 
the

following violations:

1. 2 U.S.C. S 441f by making a contribution to

citizens for LaRouche in the name of another, to wit, Harold H.

i Harrison, M.D.

ATTACHMENT I (2 of 4)



2. 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A) by knowingly aid ..

wiullfully furnishing false information which misrepresented a

aterial fact, to wit, Maryland National Bank cashier's check 
No.

3441224 in the amount of $250, to the Commission in an effort to

obtain presidential primary matching funds 
for Citizens for

LaRouche.
VI. The Commission has treated the matters described in

this document as civil violations.

VII. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the 
Treasurer

of the United States in the amount of two 
thousand five hundred

dollars ($2,500) pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (5) (A).

VIII. Respondent agrees that she shall not undertake 
any

activity which is in violation of either the Federal Election

S C - - icr Act ef 2971, as mended, 2 U.S.C. § -43l et sec. or --;.

O Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account 
Act, 26 U.S.c.

S 9001 et! seqa.
D IX. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (1) concerning the matters at issue

herein or on its own motion, may review compliance with 
this

agreement. if the Commission believes that this agreement 
or any

requirement thereof has been violated it ma institute a civil

actionl for relief in the United States District Court for the

District of Columbia.

ATTACHMEN~T I (3 of 4)



x. Except for the conditions specified in paragraph VZI

above, this agreement constitutes a complete bar to any further

action with regard to the matters set forth in this agreement or

in MUR 1158 as it pertains to this respondent.

XI. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission 
has

approved the entire agreement.

XII. Respondent shall have no more than thirty (30) days

from the date this agreement becomes effective to comply with 
and

.i) implement the requirements contained in this agreement and 
to so

S notify the Commission.

~~Charlep . Steele ()
/',Gerner ' _l ,

o -- __"__,J-,-A>J.

Date By: Ketnneth A . Gross '
r Associate General Counsel

~Debra Hanania Freeman

Date: By: y gn~h
Counsel for Respondent

ATTACHMENT I (4 of 4)



?-' i ' ) FEDERAL ELECTION CO,'M.ISSiON ,

December 15, 1982

Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
Heritage Plaza
Sui te 555
24901 Northwestern Highway
Ssuthfield, Michigan 48075

Re: MUR 1158 - Debra H. Freeman
Conciliation Agreement

Dear Mr. Morganroth:

On November 5, 1982, the Commission accepted the
- conciliation agreement signed by you on behalf of your client,
Debra H. Freeman. Under its terms, Ms. Freeman is required to

0_ pay a civil penalty of $2,500 within thirty days of the
Commission's acceptance of the conciliation agreement.

It is now December 15, forty days since the agreement was
accepted, and the Commission still has not received Ms. Freeman's

OD payment. I, therefore, direct your attention to paragraph IX of
the conciliation agreement which states in pertinent part:

*If the Commission believes that this agreement or any
requirement thereof has been violated it may

- institute a civil action'for relief in the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia.

In order to avoid the filing of such an action, Ms. Freeman
should forward a check in the amount of $2,-500 to the Commission

S prior to December 24, 1982.

This is the only notice of deliquency that you will receive
prior to further Commission consideration of this matter. If you
have any questions contact Lois Lerner, the attorney in charge,
at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gefe r a -Co unsel../'

-'- '/ . " / '

/ Qi~} 7c /

BY: Kenneth . Gross
Associate General Counsel

ATTACHMENT II (1 of 1)



" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

p .,,sH. To .DC 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
Heritage Plaza
Suite 555
24901 Northwestern Highway

Southfield, Michigan 48075

Re: Debra H. Freeman Conciliation 
Agreement

Dear Mr. Morgaflroth:

-. On November 5, 1982, the Commission accepted the

conciliation agreement signed 
by you on behalf of your 

client,

Debra H. Freeman. Under its terms, Ms. Freeman 
was required to

pay a civil penalty of $2,500 
within thirty days of the

co Commission's acceptance 
of the conciliation agreement.

" As of December 15, 1982, forty days after the Commission

o accepted the conciliation 
agreement, Ms. Freeman had 

not paid the

penalty. Consequently, the Commission 
notified you of

Ms. Freeman's delinquency 
an& advised you that she 

should forward

c the $2,500 payment prior 
to December 24, 1982, in order to avoid

further Commission action. 
No such payment has been 

received.

oOn January , 1983, as a result of Ms. Freeman's 
failure to

€ comply with the conciliation 
agreement, the Commission authorized

the institution of a civil 
action for relief in the 

United States

District Court for the District of Columbia.

If you have any questions 
concerning the Commission's

action, please contact Lois Lerner 
at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

ATTACHMENT III (1 of 1)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

December 15, 1982

Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
Heritage Plaza
Suite 555
24901 Northwestern Highway
Southfileld, Michigan 48075

Re: MUR 1158 - Debra H. Freeman
Conciliation Areement

Dear Mr. Morganltoth:

O On November 5, 1982, the Commnission accepted the

concliaionagremet signed 
by you on behalf of your 

client,

onDebrato . reem._Under ts terms, Ms. Freeman is 
required to

payDeba civi penalty . of $2,500 within thirty 
days of the

Commission's acceptance 
of the concliation agreement.

)It is now December 15, forty days ic h ageeen 'ws

accptdan te omission still has not 
receie Ms .Fremn'

, payment. I, therefore, direct 
your atnint aarp Xo

,- the conciliation agreement 
which states in pertinent 

part:

o If the Commission believes 
that this agreement or any

~requirement thereof 
has been violated it may

institute a civil action 
for relief in the United

o3 States District Court for 
the District of Columbia.

; In order to avoid the filing 
of such an action, Ms. 

Freeman

should forward a check in the 
amount of $2,500 to the Commission

prior to December 24, 1982.

This is the only notice 
of deliquency that you will 

receive

prior to further Commission 
consideration of this matter. 

If you

have any questions contact Lois 
Lerner, the attorney in charge,

at (202) 523-4175.
.S ince rely,

Charles N. Steele

Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTIO\ COMM' ' ISS ' O:"

\,'AShI\CCO\ D C 2'r463

Dece.br 9, -.982

..a.:e M, .- anroth, - c..
je'ritage Plaza
suite 555
249'ti icrthwestemn Hiighway

southfieic, Michigal 48075

Re: CitiZens for LaRouche
Conciliation Areement

-. - . .. ...... .~ -. --

~On October 25., 1982 you entered into a conc~iito

0 agreement on behalf of your client, Citizens for 
LaRouche (CFL),

--_ in which CFL agreed 
to pay a $15,000 civil 

penalty to the

Comrmissionb According to the terms 
of that agreement, 

CFL was to

have made its initial installment 
payment of that penalty, 

in the

uamount of $5,000, on December 
1, 1982.

Iis now December 
9 ,and no such payment 

has been received

by the Commission. 
I, therefore, direct 

your attention to

0_, 
-ectionl 4 of the conciliation 

agreement which

In the event that any installment payment is not
received by the Commissionl by the fifth day of the
month in which it becomes due, the commission may, at

its discretion, accelerate the remainling payments and

cause the entire amount to become due upon ten days

written notice to respondent.-.~t 
r

rward a
In order to avoid such an accelaration, CkJ snw ..check tO the Commission in the full am.ount due ($5,000) prior to

This is the only notice of deliquenCY that you will receive
prior to further Commissionl consideration of this matter. If you

have any questionls ccntaCt Lois Lerner, the attorney in charge,

at (202) 523-4175.

CharleS N. Steele

Counsel

:! ! i ? ! i," %
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HEFO EFE AL ELECTION C MSSION

In the Matter of )
) Mts 1158, 1186, 1253 and 1352

Citizens for Laah )

CEITIQI

I, Marjorie W. ! iuas, I ording Seretary for theFera

Election Cczuiissicn Executve Session on January 18, 1983,

i hereby certify that the Cxmiission decided by a vote of 6-0 to

N" take the following actions in the abe capined natter:

1 . Authorize the acceleration of all C'. instae t
0 paymnts, thrb making the full auount

($15,000) due ten days after written notice is
~received by aFL;

. 2. Authorize the filing of a civil action for relief
OD against CFL and Lyno La1~uche if full payrrent

h. of the $15,000 civil penalty is not received by
L Febrary 1, 1983; and

3. Aprv the lett.er notiyn ctmse1 for CFL of
:9the Ccxmmission' s actions as re=omuended by the

FEC Geea Co e in the reor dated
~January 6, 1983.

Cuu-ssiozers Aikens. El1iott, Haris, nad. Mra.j and

Peiche voted affimatively for the decision.

Attest:

Secretary of the Camission



I

,, NIOR&D 20': Najorl. V. Ions -t

FROM:i~ Phyllis A. Kayson' '

S : NU~s 1158, 1.186, 1253 and 1352

Please have the attached MIeuo to the Coamission 1

N diust.. buted to the Coimussion f or the agenda of

3January 18, 1983 as a sensitive matter. Thank you.

~Attachment

cc: Lerner

0"

C, -- -



* FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION6 ~WSICO.D.C. 03B 3 JAN6B PtI: 2 6
January 6, 1983hECUTV SESSION

TO: The Commission

General Counsel /

RE: Citizens for LaRouche Conciliation Agreement - MURs
1158, 1186, 1253 and 1352

On November 5, 1982, the Commission accepted a conciliation
S agreement submitted on behalf of Citizens for LaRouche (CFL) in

MLJRs 1158, 1186, 1253 and 1352, in which CFL agreed to pay a
$15,000 civil penalty to the Commission. (See Attachment I)

~According to the terms of that agreement CFL was to make an
initial installment payment of $5,000 on December 1, 1982,

O followed by ten consecutive monthly installments of $1,000 each.
The agreement further provides that if any of the installment
payments is not made on time, the Commission may accelerate the

oD remaining payments and cause the entire amount to become due upon
ten days written notice to CFL.

m As of December 15, 1982, the Commission had not received
~CFL' s initial installment payment of $5,000. Consequently, the
?c Office of General Counsel sent a letter to CFL's counsel

notifying him of the delinquency and reminding him of the
cc acceleration provision in the conciliation agreement. (See

Attachment II) The letter also advised that CFL should forward a
$5,000 check to the Commission prior to December 17, 1982 if it
wished to avoid further Commission consideration of the matter.

The Commission has not yet received a check or any other
response from CFL or its attorney. The Office of General
Counsel, therefore, recommends that the Commission authorize the
acceleration of all the CFL installment payments, authorize the
filing of a civil action for relief against both CFL and Lyndon



Memorandum to the Commission
Page Two

LaRouche!/ in the event full payment of the accelerated amount is
not received within 10 days of CFL's receipt of the Commission's
notice, and approve the attached letter notifying CFL's counsel
of those actions. (See Attachment IV)

Recommendation

1) Authorize the acceleration of all CFL installment
payments, thereby, making the full amount ($15,000) due
ten days after written notice is received by CFL.

2) Authorize the filing of a civil action for relief
against CFL and Lyndon LaRouche if full payment of the
$15,000 civil penalty is not received by February 1,
1983.

S3) Approve attached letter notifying counsel for CFL of

the Commission's actions.

Attachments

I. Signed conciliation agreement of CFL;

C II. December 9, 1982 letter to Mayer Morganroth, counsel for :
CFL;

III, Candidate certification letter submitted by Lyndon LaRouche.

- IV. Proposed letter notifying CFL's counsel of the Commission's
- actions.

co / In the candidate certification letter submitted as part of
his application for Presidential Primary Matching Funds,
Lyndon LaRouche certified that he had read Section 9033.1 of
the Commission's regulations and agreed to comply with each
condition set forth, therein. (See Attachment III) Section
9033.1(9) states:

The candidate shall pay any civil penalties
included in a conciliation agreement with or
imposed under 2 U.S.C. S 437g against the
candidate, the principal campaign committee or
any authorized committee of the candidate.
(emphasis added)

As Mr. LaRouche certified that he would pay any CFL civil
penalty the suit should be filed against both he and CFL.



Memorandum to the Commission
Page Two

LaRouche!/ in the event full payment of the accelerated amount is
not received within 10 days of CFL's receipt of the Commission's
notice, and approve the attached letter notifying CFL's counsel
of those actions. (See Attachment IV)

Recommendation

1) Authorize the acceleration of all CFL installment
payments, thereby, making the full amount ($15,000) due
ten days after written notice is received by CFL.

2) Authorize the filing of a civil action for relief
against CFL and Lyndon LaRouche if full payment of the
$15,000 civil penalty is not received by February 1,
1983.

S3) Approve attached letter notifying counsel for CFL of

the Commission's actions.

Attachments

I. Signed conciliation agreement of CFL;

C II. December 9, 1982 letter to Mayer Morganroth, counsel for :
CFL;

III, Candidate certification letter submitted by Lyndon LaRouche.

- IV. Proposed letter notifying CFL's counsel of the Commission's
- actions.

co / In the candidate certification letter submitted as part of
his application for Presidential Primary Matching Funds,
Lyndon LaRouche certified that he had read Section 9033.1 of
the Commission's regulations and agreed to comply with each
condition set forth, therein. (See Attachment III) Section
9033.1(9) states:

The candidate shall pay any civil penalties
included in a conciliation agreement with or
imposed under 2 U.S.C. S 437g against the
candidate, the principal campaign committee or
any authorized committee of the candidate.
(emphasis added)

As Mr. LaRouche certified that he would pay any CFL civil
penalty the suit should be filed against both he and CFL.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION :

In the Matter of ) -
Citizens for LaRouche ) MURs 1158, 1186, 1253 and 1352 .

)

CONCILIATION AGR E., T"""

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election .Commission

(hereinafter "Commission") pursuant to information obtained in

the normal course of carrying out the Commission's supervisory

responsibilities under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended 2 U.S.C. S 431 et seQS., and the Presidential Primary

Matching Payment Account Act, 26 U.S.C. S 9031 et sec. Reason to

believe has been found that the Respondent violated the following

statutory and regulatory provisions:

~2 U.S.C. S 441f;

_ C 11 C.F.R. S 110.4 (c) (2) ;

~2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) and;

26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having

; entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (A) (i)

,o do hereby agree as follows:

~I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and

the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. The Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to.

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. The Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement

with the Commission.

ATTACHMENT I (1 of 9)



IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent is the principal campaign committee

authorized by Lyndon LaRouche to receive contributions and make

expenditures in connection with Lyndon LaRouche's candidacy for

the Democratic nomination for the office of President in 1980.

2. During that period, Respondent maintained offices

throughout the country where volunteers, inter alia, solicited

contributions and forwarded them to Respondent's New YOrk

headquarters.

3. These volunteers knew that Respondent would submit

the collected contributions to the Commission in an effort to

obtain presidential primary matching funds.

4. Respondent, through its volunteers, violated

ccrntributions made by one person in the name of another:

(A) MYILR 1158

(1) $250 cashier's check in the name of Harold
Harrison dated 1/14/80.

(2) $150 money order in the name of Anne R. Taylor
dated 11/20/79.

(3) $1,009.58 loan check from Household Finance
submitted with signature document indicating that
it had been contributed by David Sanders and
Lenore Sanders, his spouse, dated 1/22/80.

(B) ?IUR 1352

(1) $250 money order signed "Robert H~art" and dated
12/10/79 (no accompanying signature document).

ATTACHMENT I (2diof 9)
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(2) $125 money order signed "Jan ice Hart" and dated
.12/7/79 (no accompanyi.ng signature document).

(3) $120 money order signed "Janice Hart" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(4) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg"' and dated
12/10/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(5) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg:: and dated
12/11/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(6) $135 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
.. 12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(7) $85 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(8) $80 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

(9) $55 money order signed "William Lerch" and dated
12/7/79 (no accompanying signature document).

The Commission has not alleged that these were willful

violations.

5. Respondent, through its volunteers, violated

11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c) (2) by accepting and retaining the following

cash contributions, which when added to the contributors'

previous contributions, exceeded, in the aggregate, $100 in cash

for each of the respective contributors:

(A) MUR 1158

(1) $40 cash contribution made by Ernest Pulsifer.

(2)• $150 cash contribution made by Ernest Pulsifer.

(3) $250 cash contribution made by Nancy Radcliffe.

(4) $400 cash contribution made by Belinda F.
deGrazia.

ATTACHMENT I (3 of 9)
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The Commission has not alleged that these were knowingI and

willful violations.

6. Respondent, through its volunteers, violated,

2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) by knowingly accepting the following

contributions which were in violation of contribution limitations

set forth in 2 U.S.C. $ 441a(a) (1) (A):

(A) MU.,1158
(1) $1,009.58

(3) MUR 1253

(1) $2,713.53

(2) $1,742.15

(3) $1,024.48

(4) $1,279.55

(5) $3,378.34

(6) $2,067.32

(7) $1,409.59

(8) $5,120.32

(9) $3,681.32
Eecht;

(10) $1,285.87

(11) $1,738.68

(12) $1,763.76

(13) $1,005.44

(14) $1,507.65

(15) $2,403.90

check from David Sanders.

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

contributions from Rochelle Ascher;
contributions from Karen Brubaker;

contributions from John Covici;

cntributions from Joseph D'Urso;

contributi c ~s fror: Ellot Ei._'nber.g;

contributions

cbntributions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contr ibutions

contributions

contributions

fr omh

from

from

from

from

from

from

from

from

from

Jeffrey Forrest;

Gregory Garmier;

Laurence Gray;

Marjorie Mazel

Marsha" Kokinda;

Melvin Johnson;

Michael Smedberg;

Martin Simon;

David W. Thill;

Andrew Wilson;

ATTACHMENT I(4 of 9)
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(16) $1,025 in contributions from August F. Arace;

(17)
(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

(27)

(28)

(29)

(30)

(31)

(32)

(33)

(34)

(35)

(36) $1,250 in contributions

$1,043
$1,105

$1,030

$1,044

$1,150

$1,100

$1,100

$1,120

$1,125

$1,010

$1,030

$1,515

$1,580

$2,375

$2, 030

$1,050

$1,250

$1,125

$1,075

The Commisson has not alleged that these were willful

violations.

7. Respondent, through its volunteers, violated

26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1)(A) by knowingly and willfully submitting

ATTACHMENT I (5 Qf 9)

cDv

C.r.

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

in

contr ibut ions
contr ibut ions

contr ibut ions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contributions

contr ibutions

contr ibutions

contributions

contributions

from James N. Duree;
from Shirley Fingerman;

from John Holly;

from T. 3. Hopkins;

from Sherri S. Lightner;

from John Pellicano;

from John Ryman;

from John J. Sakala;

from Walter 3.o Stevens;

from James Taylor;

from Verne Tomlins;

from Carleton Williams;

from Frederic L. Young;

from Donald 3. Carr;

from Ellen G. Scott;

from Belinda F. deGrazia;

from Alexander Ward;

from Mary F. Cumwaings;

;from James M. Everette;

from Michael Micale.



false and/or misleading information to the Commission in an i

attempt to obtain matching funds with regard to the following

cc-tr ibutions:

(A) MUR 1158

(1) $35 money order signed "William Hayden" and dated
1/8/80.

(2) $150 money order signed "Ernest Pulsifor" and
dated 12/4/79.

(3) $250 money order signed "Nancy Radcliff" and dated
9/12/79.

(4) $250 money order signed "Robert A. Robinson" and
-. d:ated 9/12/79.

, ( (5) $140 money order signed "Kevin Salisbury" and
dated 1/12/80.

-- : (6) $450 money order signed "Kevin Salisbury" and
dated 1/21/80.

._... (7) 570 money order sic~.ed "CharleE Clark" and dated
" 11/13/79.

- (8) $150 money order signed "Anne R. Taylor" and dated
11/20/79 . "

,==. (9) $45 money order signed "David] Sanders" and dated

c (10) $25 money order signed "David Sanders" and dated
• 1/3/79.

(11) $1,009.58 Household Finance Company loan check
endorsed by David Sanders submitted along with a
signature document signed by David Sanders and
Lenore Sanders, as spouse.

(i.2) $400 money order signed "Belinda F. deGrazia" and
dated 1/22/80.

(13) $250 cashier's check and signature document for
Dr. Harold Harrison.
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(B) MUR 1186

(1) $40 money order signed "Harold Harper" and dated
7/17/79 accompanied by signature document dated
12/7/79.

(C) MUR 1352

(i) $200 money order signed "William Lerch" and dated
11/19/79.

(2) $55 money order signed "William Lerch" and dated
12/7/79.

(3) $135 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79.

(4) $85 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79.

(5) $80 money order signed "Sherri Waffle" and dated
12/7/79.

C (6) $125 money order signed "Janice Hart" and dated
12/7/79.

(7) $120 money order signed "Janice Hart" and dated
0 12/7/79.

.... . . (8) $100 money order signed "Victoria Lacey" and dated
€ 12/10/79.

<T (9) $50 money order signed "Victoria Lacey" and dated
~12/10/79.

~(10) $250 money order signed "Robert Hartw and dated
. 12/10/79.

(11) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg" and dated
12/10/79.

.(12) $100 money order signed "Paul Greenberg" and dated
12/11/79.

V. The Commission has treated the matters described in this

document as civil violations.

VI. Respondent will pay a civil penalty to the Treasurer of

the United States in the amount of fifteen thousand dollars
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($15,000) , pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g (a) ( 5) I (A") , such penalty to

be paid as follows: :

1) One initial payment of $5,000, due on December 1., 1982;

2) Thereafter, beginning on January 1, 1983, ten:

consecutive monthly installment pay;.ents of $1,000

each;

3) Each such installment shall be paid on the first day of

the month in which it becomes due;

4) In the event that any installment payment is not

received by the Commission by the fifth day of the

* month in which it becomes due, the Commission may, at

* its discretion, accelerate the remaining payments and
03

D cause the entire amount to become due upon ten days

cD written notice to the respondent. Failure by the

-- . Commission to accelerate the payments with regard to
-L"Dany overdue installment shall not be construed as a

waiver of its right to do so with regard to future

;:O overdue installments.

3 VII. Respondent agrees that it shall not undertake any

activity which is in violation of either the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. 55 431 e t se., or the

?residential Primary Matching Payment Account Act, 26 U.S.C.

Z0t et s e.

VIII.. The Co.,.: ssion, on recuest of anyone .filing a

ccplaint under 2 U.S.C. S 437g (a) (1) concerning the matters at

issue herein or oni its own motion, may review compliance with
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this agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement

or any requirement thereof has been violated it may institute a

civil action for relief in the United States District Court for

the District of Columbia.

IX. Except for the conditions specified in parag.raph VIII

above, this agreement constitutes a complete bar to any further

action by the Commission with regard to the matters set forth in

this agreement. It is the understanding of the Respondent and

the Com mission that the execution of this agreement will result

in the termination of all pending Matters Under Review concerning

, the respondent as of the present date, arnd that this agreement

03 constitutes complete satisfaction of all such pending Matters

'2".-.er Rev:iew.

X. This acreement shall ecc.e e _. :.iv. a. c:f t date

that. all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

j.-" approved the entire agreement.

:O Charles N. Steele

Date By: Kenneth A. cross /

Associate General Counsel

Cizizens for LaRouche

Date: By: .Myer Korgan h th/f
Couns ' for Resp ~ent

ATTACHMENT I (9 of 9)
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:ece.-...er 9. : cs.

"ie:ia eP .aza.
Suite 5,

- .,1 .:thwest",,er.n HiaYh,:-
Scuthfield, Michigan 4 &75

Re: Citizens for LaRcuche
Conciliation A qreement

- . .- v 1.' a C h

On October 25, 1982 you entered i-to a conciliation
a~ree~:,-. on behalf of your client, Citizens for L.aRouche (CFL),

"- in which CFL agreed to pay a $15,000 civil penalty to the
SCc 2ission. According to the terms of that agreemAent, CFL was to

hav-e .mace its initial installment pay.ment of that penalty, in the
O:3 amount of $5,000, on December 1, 1982.

D it s now December 9 ,an& no such -_avment-'.. has been received
o) :y the Comission. I, therefore, direct your attention to

a. :- ., set. t- c~nci aL'n ac.reeient which
-" states:

0 Th the event that any- installment payment is not
- received by the Commission by the fifth day of the

month in which it becomes due, the Commission may, atoD its discretion, accelerate the remaining payments and
~cause the entire amount to become due upon ten days

written notice to respondent.

In order to avoid such an accelaration, CFL should forward a
check tc the Commnission in the full amount due ($5,000) prior to
Dece:ter 17, 1982.

is the c.-. n:ce o-f nc.-v that vou will receive
:r.c rzc _urther Ccmm issicn ccnsicera-aonL of this matter. If you

az (25 23-4175.

Oharles N. Steele
jeneal Counsel_.

BY:" Kenneth A. Gross:
As$,ciate General Counsel

ATTACHMENT II (1 of 1)



-edera. l-e.-"'cti.. Cc--issi.on

Wasn~cto, D.C., 20463

Jfadame and Gentlemen:

Pursuant, to he povisio is of thbe Presi.de.-.ia P.,.-ar - K"Yatching Pap~entAccc..t ACt,, .te 'at', and the Fede:al Zlec~ion Cc.ission regulatos"!!

prc.ulgat.ed thereunder, t.he 'repltions', 2. ,erebu cert.ify- that Zi= an~i
see: aic the nomination of the Democrat. c Partu to the office of Presi- i
dent of the United States in more thart one state. !

I fur--her ce.tij that neither Z nor* Citizen s for La.Rouche, m -authorized "".-"
p:.'cipaL capaign co¢itee, will incur qualified ca,-paign erases 4n *." ...... .•.",.
excess of-..he .Limitaiorns set forthb = e: section .9035 of the regzlati one. io ...

.- " .. "" " " .-. " -. " . . .v - " = ." .

I fu--.hez t~i hat Citizens for .Laouche has received o 2ea~ .''.":
=atchale CtZibut.iOfs which, totaled, exceec $5, 00 in contnibuti22s "-' '
*from individuals who ae. residents of each of at least, 20 states, and "-.": :-.
*wit h resect to "anb individual do not exceed $250. The infoination 1:":ii". 4 ' ' '. ; -

required b Section 9033.2 (c) (2) of the regulation.s with respect to ... :"..
such contri.htrions is enclosed hereith. / "" ." ,

ifur--hez. cez-ifu t-hat I have read section 903. . of thbe re~ulations•"'

an d I be :ebj' agree t.hat Citizens for LaRouche and I will c mplui with
-- each condition see forth set fortvh in sectio- 9033.2 ....

Citize.ns. for La_ ouche a.nd I spe if icall£ a~ree to ofrtain and fu~zish ""
to €.' Cc issicn at its re muest a.n. evidence re ga.dig qualified

* ca...., expeses .by. me, Citizens for La.Rcuche, and al! authorized
' c:---i:ees. "We wiL include as pa-e of tnhis evidece the following do-

'2~o." axdiures exceeding S$0 or for exDeditures of less than $700
to a payee .o receives expendic.tures aggregating zore t han $700 per

~u ea:, eit her:

" a. a receipted hill which is fron t.he pauee" wnich states the pa.rticu-
, lars of the expe.-diture -- or
" b. f such a receipted bill is not available, the followwng do'cunents

*which will state the part iculars of th.e expeniture:
J. A. cancelled check negotiated by the pau-ee-- plus

*2. C~e of t he folloi.nc docw..-e,es fro- the na .ee-.- a bill, invoice, v~cher
o: c: ccn:e-.,craneoe.us me,,- ranc u.---
2. W'hele the doc"--eznts specified in 2. above are no: available, a
-ycucher or c~n e.-;craneous m ,or an.-. fro- ::he candida:e or Citi:e- o
ia=:he : -- or

c. i.f neither a .-ecei;:ed bi.2. nor t.he dcc -.e.-:a:icn specified above
is availab'-e,a cance..2ed check satinc the ra-:cu2ars =.,of the expendi-

Where the supo..ing doc.en:a:icn :ec.ui:ed above is not available,
. Ci:ize.ns for LaRoucne and I may present a cancelled check and collateral
..- evidence to docrnt thne qualified c-.paic, expense. Such evi dance •
. " _ " • au include hue is not linited to : (a) evidence demonseraeing that the.:

* -. expenditure is par: of an ide-tifiable progrm or project which is other- ... .'
. - . j- - . . - .. .. ..: - ..

I -. e" , .. ,,... .$" . . • , • • _.. ".-

.3:....-'



a fdcwe .e "xedues :'e, t=ng to aE CLa.; .to t.he cpe:a:.in c.f a ca..aig office-- (b) ev-:de.ce t.'a: the exedi-

dirui'e, a.-d a description of t..e goods or services pu--chased.

Ic:" all ot.her expenditures: '
a. i-f fron t.he petty cash fund, a record disclosing. the identificat~ion

S.a cancelled check ii€h has b~een2 negotiated .by/ the pay ee a.nd states,

*;' " .i ti:ans for La.Roucbhe and undmers-and that 'paa ee' re*.s the perso '
- who p.rovides the. goods and services t:o thbe coitee or candidat~e in re-

• ""turn for the expendliture, exc..t for an advance" of $500. or less for .
-- t .avel and/or subsi.tence to an ±ndividua who wifl be th~e recipilent ,."
.' " or th.e g oods or: services purhaed. :. " .1 -" " ...

the cama..i.n

Citizens f-or Za.Rouche and I shall keep and furnish to the "Co==IssionC a.": books, records, including ba.nk records for all acco.nt=s and8 suppor,-
tig ocmetaio frmatching fund submissi ens ,or oerinformation

h"' .. the Co .-issicn zma :equest , as well as copies.o=f hooks and records
C ;. .nt.ained b . all au--horized co:-itees of the candidate.

ZT Yor ;urposes of audit and exami..ation pursuant to section 9038 of the
D -eculations, and at the *Con?.is'in's request , Citizens for LaRoucbe

an Z7 shall gather the books and.reco.-ds recuired, as stated above, in
. ' i T'  cne centralized location.

r-Citizens for Larouche and I shall permit an audit and examination
" '3 i u.sua.t to section 9038 of all campaign expenditures., includinq

:hcse .ade hu all authorized" ccolttees-- faciitat " ut adi
~L':~O vailbleoffce space, recorcs , and such perscnnel as is

necessaruto conduct the audit anaexmnat-,o-.- and pa - ani amounts
r ec.uired to be paid under sectio "9038. -

-. ioto tc he date of the first z:atching fu~ds pa~i~nt pu.-suant to the
Ao=, Cizizens for. L.Rouche and I shall su-b=i: the nane a-nd niling
a£;:ess o5 t-he nazicna! or stat.e b.anks desic.-.ated ." Ci:i-ens for

.. ='.."he = and r 'self as a ca- aicn depmosito:- as ze.m.irei b " 12CR:
pa:: -2 a~nd section 902'.3 of the :eculations.

Ct:en-. for Lacuche and i shall .prepare -atthin£ fund.s s.issions
-accordanhoe with- the Federal Ilection Cc-..issicn, cuideline for

;r-'e.-:atin i.n good crder.

Cioizens for LaRouche and I shall co.-p.li with " ;lca" reuiemnt
. of sections 42-434-437b title 2, US code a~nd parts ICO-IVE of the

S Federal Election Co.,-..ission reglations. •.

- , :.. " '. ' - . j. -. -
.. ..- -. . .- ,. _'. ." , . '.-

".*., -, ..
... "- . . .

oO o S." '- "gI
....,i

I.

.... o

• 4*..



a ~c'-L-.$: ze, t~he €ow- ttee, o.r trni au he:zed €c t.. -:e of m.ne.

.If =heze a:e anu questior -s regazirig th.e ab.ove ce-"tif.icat~i, and.

fox" LaRouche, o: James F. Schoenez, "€owise2 :ezeentin Cit:izans fezr
LaRouche.

. ...

/

I

L~ridon. B. La~touc , J:.

• • . oa

I-

...
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' A . FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION~~WASHIN GT[ON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
Heritage Plaza
Suite 555
24901 Northwestern Highway
Soutbfield, Michigan 48075

Re: Citizens for LaRouche Conciliation Agreement

Dear Mr. Morganroth:

. On October 25, 1982 you entered into a conciliation
agreement on behalf of Citizens for LaRouche (CFL), in which CFL

C agreed to pay a $15,000 civil penalty to the Commission.
According to the terms of that agreement, CFL was to have made

oD its $5,000 initial installment payment of that penalty on
December 1, 1982, followed by ten consecutive monthlyo installments of $1,000 to begin January 1, 1983. The agreement
further provides that if any installment payment is not received
at the Commission by the fifth day of the month in which it

-r becomes due, the Commission may accelerate the remaining
payments - causing the entire amount to become due ten days after

OD CFL receives written notice of such an acceleration.

,%T On December 9, 1982, the Commission notified you that it had
C not received CFL's initial $5,000 installment and advised you

that CFL should forward the $5,000 payment prior to December 17,
.9 1982, in order to avoid acceleration of the entire amount. No

such payment has been received. In addition, the first $1,000
monthly installment payment due on January 1, 1983 is now
overdue.

On January , 1983, based on CFL's failure to comply with
the payment schedule set forth in the conciliation agreement, the
Commission authorized the acceleration of all remaining payments.
Please be advised, therefore, that the entire civil penalty
($15,000) is due ten days after your receipt of this letter.
Additionally, the Commission has authorized the filing of a civil

ATTACHMENT IV (1 of 2)
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' A . FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION~~WASHIN GT[ON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mayer Morganroth, Esq.
Heritage Plaza
Suite 555
24901 Northwestern Highway
Soutbfield, Michigan 48075

Re: Citizens for LaRouche Conciliation Agreement

Dear Mr. Morganroth:

. On October 25, 1982 you entered into a conciliation
agreement on behalf of Citizens for LaRouche (CFL), in which CFL

C agreed to pay a $15,000 civil penalty to the Commission.
According to the terms of that agreement, CFL was to have made

oD its $5,000 initial installment payment of that penalty on
December 1, 1982, followed by ten consecutive monthlyo installments of $1,000 to begin January 1, 1983. The agreement
further provides that if any installment payment is not received
at the Commission by the fifth day of the month in which it

-r becomes due, the Commission may accelerate the remaining
payments - causing the entire amount to become due ten days after

OD CFL receives written notice of such an acceleration.

,%T On December 9, 1982, the Commission notified you that it had
C not received CFL's initial $5,000 installment and advised you

that CFL should forward the $5,000 payment prior to December 17,
.9 1982, in order to avoid acceleration of the entire amount. No

such payment has been received. In addition, the first $1,000
monthly installment payment due on January 1, 1983 is now
overdue.

On January , 1983, based on CFL's failure to comply with
the payment schedule set forth in the conciliation agreement, the
Commission authorized the acceleration of all remaining payments.
Please be advised, therefore, that the entire civil penalty
($15,000) is due ten days after your receipt of this letter.
Additionally, the Commission has authorized the filing of a civil
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action for relief against both CFL and Lyndon LaRouche / in the
event that payment of the entire $15,000 is not received within
10 days of your receipt of this notice.

If you have.any questions concerning the Commission's
actions, please contact Lois Lerner at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Charles N. steele
General Counsel

*/ In the candidate certification letter submitted as part of
his application for Presidential Primary Matching Funds,

.. Mr. LaRouche agreed to pay any civil penalties assessed
against CFL pursuant to a conciliation agreement.
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