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' Pebruary 26, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mary Lee Garfield
Garfield & Hamersley
1800 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

_ Re: MUR 1297
Dear Ms. Garfield:

On September 29, 1980, the Commission notified your
client, Reagan for President Committee, of a complaint
alleging that it may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on February 3, 1981, determined
there was no reason to believe that the Reagan for
President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b) or 44la(f)
in connection with alleged contributions effected by Norman
Murdock and Jeff Corcoran, or that it violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 434(b)(2) in connection with the sale of buttons or in
connection with an in-kind contribution from the Committee
to Elect Republicans. In addition, the Commission did not
find reason to believe that your client violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b in connection with an in-kind contribution from The
Seafood Feast. The Commission determined that there was
insufficient evidence to warrant finding reason to believe
your client violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2) in connection with
an in-kind contribution from the Committee to Elect Republicans
and 2 U.S.C. § 441b in connection with an in-kind contribution
from The Seafood Feast.

Accordingly, the Qommission has closed the file in this
matter. This matter will become part of the public record
within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N: Stéele
General Counsel




CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mary Lee Garfield
Garfield & Hamersley
1800 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1297
Dear Ms. Garfield:

On September 29, 1980, the Commission notified your
client, Reagan for President Committee, of a complaint
alleging that it may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The ‘Commission, on February 3, 1981, determined
there was no reason to believe that the Reagan for
President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b) or 441a(f)
in connection with alleged contributions effected by Norman
Murdock and Jeff Corcoran, or that it violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 434(b)(2) in connection with the sale of buttons or in
connection with an in-kind contribution from the Committee
to Elect Republicans. 1In addition, the Commission did not
find reason to believe that your client violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b in connection with an in-kind contribution from The
Seafood Feast. The Commission determined that there was
insufficient evidence to warrant finding reason to believe
your client violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2) in connection with
an in-kind contribution from the Committee to Elect Republicans
and 2 U.S.C. § 441b in connection with an in-kind contribution
from The Seafood Feast. :

Accordingly, the Commission has closed the file in this
matter. This matter will become part of the public record
within 30 days. '

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steéle
General Counsel




. Pebruary 26, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQDESTBD

James Jay Schifrin
Management Concepts
1022 Alnetta Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Mr. Schifrin:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the
allegations of your complaints dated August 23, 1980
and October 15, 1980, respectively. Based on infor-
mation provided in the complaint and the information
provided by the Respondents, the Commission determined
there was no reason to believe that Norman Murdock or
Jeff Corcoran violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l)(A), or
that the Reagan for President Committee violated 2 U.S.C.
§§ 434(b) or 44la(f) in connection with alleged contri-
butions effected by Norman Murdock and Jeff Corcoran,
or that the Committee to Elect Republicans violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 433 and 434, or that the Reagan for President
Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2) in connection
with the sale of buttons or in connection with an in-kind
contribution from the Committee to Elect Republicans.
The Commission found reason to believe that The Seafood
Feast violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b but determined to take
no further action. The Commission did not find reason to
believe that the Reagan for President Committee violated
2 U.S.C. § 441b in connection with an in-kind contribution
from The Seafood Feast. The Commission determined that there
was insufficient evidence to warrant finding reason to believe
the Reagan for President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2)
in connection with an in-kind contribution from the Committee
to Elect Republicans and 2 U.S.C. § 441b in connection with
an in-kind contribution from The Seafood Feast.




Acca:angly~ th' Commission has decided: t”
fer.. Should additional 1n£

rles N. Steele
General Counsel




£ED AL ELE
" | ‘WASHINGTON, D.C.

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Jay Schifrin
Management Concepts

1022 Alnetta Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Mr. Schifrin:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the
allegations of your complaints dated August 23, 1980
and October 15, 1980, respectively. Based on infor-
mation provided in the complaint and the information
provided by the Respondents, the Commission determined
there was no reason to believe that Norman Murdock or
Jeff Corcoran violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l)(A), or
that the:Reagan for President Committee vioclated 2 U.S.C.
§§ 434(b) or 44la(f) in connection with alleged contri-
butions effected by Norman Murdock and Jeff Corcoran,
or that the Committee to Elect Republicans violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 433 and 434, or that the Reagan for President
Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2) in connection
with the sale of buttons or in connection with an in-kind
contribution from the Committee to Elect Republicans.
The Commission found reason to believe that The Seafood
Feast violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b but determined to take
no further action. The Commission did not find reason to
believe that the Reagan for President Committee violated
2 U.S.C. § 441b in connection with an in-kind contribution
from The Seafood Feast. The Commission determined that there
was insufficient evidence to warrant finding reason to believe
the Reagan for President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2)
in connection with an in-kind contribution from the Committee
to Elect Republicans and 2 U.S.C. § 441b in connection with
an in-kind contribution from The Seafood Feast.
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Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




WASHINGTON, DC. 2063,

 Pebruary 26, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL :
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Commissioner Norman A. Murdock
Hamilton County Courthouse
Room 224

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Commissioner Murdock:

On September 29, 1980, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that you had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended.

The Commission, on February 3, 1981, determined
that on the basis of the information in the complaint
and information provided by you and the Reagan for
President Committee, there is no reason to believe
that a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction
has been committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed
its file in this matter. This matter will become a part
of the public record within 30 days.

CharY¥es N. Steele
General Counsel




WASHINGTON, D.C. 2046:

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Commissioner Norman A. Murdock
Hamilton County Courthouse
Room 224

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Commissioner Murdock:

On September 29, 1980, the Commission notified you.
of a complaint alleging that you had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended.

The Commission, on February 3, 1981, determined
that on the basis of the information in the complaint
and information provided by you and the Reagan for
President Committee, there is no reason to believe
that a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction
has been committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed
its file in this matter. This matter will become a part
of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




 February 26, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Thomas A. Mills, Treasurer
Committee to Elect Republicans
4175 Forest Avenue

Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Mr. Mills:

On September 29, 1980, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that your committee had violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended.

The Commission, on February 3, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and
information provided by you and the Reagan for President
Committee, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.
This matter will become a part of the public record.
within 30 days.

Charles N} Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTIM;‘T_
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 -+

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED ' '

Mr. Thomas A. Mills, Treasurer
Committee to Elect Republicana
4175 Forest Avenue

Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Mr. Mills:

On September 29, 1980, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that your committee had violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended.

The Commission, on February 3, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and
information provided by you and the Reagan for President
Committee, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.
This matter will become a part of the public tecord
w1th1n 30 days.

§ 3

Sincerely,r

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION C¢
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 .

February 26, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL -
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Jeff Corcoran

Hamilton County Courthouse
Room 224

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Mr. Corcoran:

On September 29, 1980, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that you had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

The Commission, on February 3, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and
information provided by the Reagan for President Committee,
there is no reason to believe that a violation of any
statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.
This matter will become a part of the public record within 30
days.

Sincere

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECT
WASHINGTON, D.C. J B

CERTIFIED MAIL :
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr.- Jeff Corcoran

Hamilton County Courthouse
Room 224

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Mr. Corcoran:

On September 29, 1980, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that you had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

The Commission, on February 3, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and
information provided by the Reagan for President Committee,
there is no reason to believe that a violation of any
statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.
This matter will become a part of the public record within 30
days. : » Sl ey

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




© Pebruary 26, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL |
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Jeffrey Senecal

The Seafood Feast

609 Walnut Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Re: MUR 1297

Dear Mr. Senecal:

9 4 2

On February 3, 1981, the Commission found reason
to believe that The Seafood Feast had violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act") in connection with the
above referenced MUR. However, after considering the
circumstances of this matter, the Commission has deter-
mined to take no further action and close its file. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30
days. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear
on the public record, please do so within 10 days. -

m?.;;.?;

The Commission reminds you that the making of a
corporate contribution is a violation of the Act and you
should take immediate steps to insure that this activity
does not occur in the future.

31919

If you have any questions, please direct them to
Marybeth Tarrant at (202) 523-4175.

Si el
J ARREN McGARRY

Chairman



CERTIFIED MAIL 115y
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED '

Mr. Jeffrey Senecal

The Seafood Feast

609 Walnut Street '
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Re:. MUR 1297

Dear Mr. Senecal:

On February 3, 1981, the Commission found reason
to believe that The Seafood Feast had violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act") in connection with the
above referenced MUR. However, after considering the
circumstances of this matter, the Commission has deter-
mined to take no further action and close its file. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30
days. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear
on the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the making of a:

corporate contribution is a violation of the Act and YOu' Er

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

If you have any queétions, please direct them to
Marybeth Tarrant at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 =

Marjorie W. Emmons

 FROM: " Charles N. Steel

General Counse

SUBJECT: Certification - MUR 1297

The above-mentioned certification, which reflects the
Commission's actions of February 3, 1981, needs to beAchahgad
because a wrong section of the Act is stated. Specifically,

# 4 should read 2 U.S.C. § 434(b) (2), not 2 U.S.C. § 432(b) (2).




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D/C. 20463

CHARLES STEELE :
MARJNORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY 77—
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THE COMMISSION
FEBRUARY 24, 1981 !
MUR 1297 - Memorandum to the Commission

dated 2-20-81; Received in OCS 2-20-81,
3:09

The above-named document was circulated to the
Commission on a no-objection basis atl1l1:00, February 23, 1981.
There were no objections to the proposed letters as

attached to the above-named document at the time of the
deadline.
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| NENORANDUN 70: The Commtssion

- PROM: Charles N. Steew
General Counsel

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 '

SUBJECT: Proposed letters providing
notification of the Commission's
action in MUR 1297

On February 3, 1981, the Commission deternined.‘inter

alia, that there was no reason to believe that the Reagan

for President Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2)

in connection with an alleged in-kind contribution from

a group called the Committee to Elect Republicans. In
addition, the Commission did not find reason to believe

that the Reagan for President Committee violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441b in connection with an in-kind contribution from The
Seafood Feast. The Office of General Counsel had recommended
that the Commission find reason to believe with regard to
both of these allegations.

The Commission directed the Office of General Counsel
to circulate revised draft letters which would reflect
the above-mentioned actions. The General Counsel has revised
the notification letters to be sent to the Reagan Committee
and the complainant (copies attached). The notification
letters state the reason for the Commission's determination
with regard to these two allegations, i.e., that on the
basis of the information provided in the complaint and the
information provided by the respondents, the Commission
determined there was insufficient evidence to warrant a
a finding of reason to believe that a violation had occurred.

As the Commission has already voted to close the file, the

General Counsel recommends that the Commission approve the attached
letters.

Recommendation

Send the attached letters.

Attachment:
Proposed letters




CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Jay Schifrin
Management Concepts

1022 Alnetta Drive :
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Mr. Schifrin:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the
allegations of your complaints dated August 23, 1980
and October 15, 1980, respectively. Based on infor-
mation provided in the complaint and the information
provided by the Respondents, the Commission determined
there was no reason to believe that Norman Murdock or
Jeff Corcoran violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l)(A), or
that the: Reagan for President Committee violated 2 U.S.C.
§§ 434(b) or 44l1la(f) in connection with alleged contri-
butions effected by Norman Murdock and Jeff Corcoran,
or that the Committee to Elect Republicans violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 433 and 434, or that the Reagan for President
Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2) in connection
with the sale of buttons or in connection with an in-kind
contribution from the Committee to Elect Republicans.
The Commission found reason to believe that The Seafood
Feast violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b but determined to take
no further action. The Commission did not find reason to
believe that the Reagan for President Committee violated
2 U.S.C. § 441b in connection with an in-kind contribution
from The Seafood Feast. The Commission determined that there
was insufficient evidence to warrant finding reason to believe
the Reagan for President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2)
in connection with an in-kind contribution from the Committee
to Elect Republicans and 2 U.S.C. § 441b in connection with
an in-kind contribution from The Seafood Feast. ’




hﬂn ‘ j ﬁ
‘ﬂh ch you believe estab‘itheﬁ~i

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




CERTIFIED MAIL :
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mary Lee Garfielad
Garfield & Hamersley
1800 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1297

Dear Ms. Garfield:

On September 29, 1980, the Commission notified your
client, Reagan for President Committee, of a complaint
alleging that it may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The ‘Commission, on February 3, 1981, determined
there was no reason to believe that the Reagan for
President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b) or 44la(f)
in connection with alleged contributions effected by Norman
Murdock and Jeff Corcoran, or that it violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 434(b)(2) in connection with the sale of buttons or in
connection with an in=kind contribution from the Committee
to Elect Republicans. In addition, the Commission did not
find reason to believe that your client violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b in connection with an in-kind contribution from The
Seafood Feast. The Commission determined that there was
insufficient evidence to warrant finding reason to believe
your client violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2) in connection with
an in-kind contribution from the Committee to Elect Republicans
and 2 U.S.C. § 441b in connection with an in-kind contribution
from The Seafood Feast. :

Accordingly, the Commission has closed the file in this
matter. This matter will become part of the public record
within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steéle
General Counsel




. Marjorie W. m,mmmmmm
Commission's Executive Session on February 3, 1981, do hereby certify
that the Camnission took the following actions in MUR 1297:

1. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to

a) Find no reason to believe that Norman Murdock violated
2 U.S.C. §441a(a) (1) (A).

b) Fmdnoreasontobeljeveﬂntaeffcoxmanviohud
2 U.S.C. §441a(a) (1) (a).

s c) Find no reason to believe that the Reagan for President
& Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §§434(b) or 44la(f) in

i connection with alleged contributions effected by Norman
™ Murdock and Jeff Corcoran.

d) Find no reason to believe that the Camnittee to Elect
Republicans violated 2 U.S.C. §§433 and 434.

e) Find no reason to believe that the for President
- Cammnittee violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b) (2) in connection with
the sale of buttons.

Camissioners Aikens, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson, and Tiernan
voted affirmatively for the decision. Commissioner Harris
was not present at the time of the vote.

Decided by a vote of 4-1 to find reason to believe that The
Seafood Feast violated 2 U.S.C. §441b but take no further action.

Camnissioners Aikens, McGarry, Reiche, and Tiernan voted
affirmatively for the decision; Cammission Thomson dissented;
Camissioner Harris was not present at the time of the vote.




Certification for MUR 1297
February 3, 1981

3. Failed avoteof3—2topassamtimtofindmamw_
for President Camnittee violated
2 U.S.C. 5441b in connection with an in-kind contribution
from The Seafood Feast but take no further action.

Camnissioners McGarry, Reiche, and Tiernan voted
affirmatively for the motion. Camissioners Aikens and
at the time of the vote.

Decided by a vote of 4-1 to find no reason to believe that
the Reagan President Camnittee violated 2 U.S.C. §434(b) (2)
in oconnection with an in-kind contribution fram the Comittee
to Elect Republicans.

Commissioners Aikens, McGarry, Reiche, and Thomson voted
affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner Tierman
dissented; Camnissioner Harris was not present at the time
of the vote.

Decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the following actions:

a) Close the file in this matter.

b) Direct the Office of General Counsel to circulate revised
draft letters reflecting the actions taken this date.

Camnissioners Aikens, McGarry, Reiche, Thamson, and Tierman
wvoted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner Harris
was not present at the time of the vote.

Attest:

MZJ QM

Marjorie W. Exmmons
Secretary of the Oatmissz.m




MEMBAAMDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

PROM: Elissa T. Gerr
SUBJECT: MUR 12986 /19 7

Please have the attached Mewo distributed to the
Commission ona 24 hour no-cbjection basisi Thank you.




D FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
; WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

SUBJECT: Proposed letters providing
notification of the Commission's
action in MUR 1297

-

On February 3, 1981, the Commission determined, inter
alia, that there was no reason to believe that the Reagan
for President Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2)
in connection with an alleged in-kind contribution from
a group called the Committee to Elect Republicans. In
addition, the Commission did not find reason to believe
that the Reagan for President Committee violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b in connection with an in-kind contribution from The
Seafood Feast. The Office of General Counsel had recommended
that the Commission find reason to believe with regard to
both of these allegations.

The Commission directed the Office of General Counsel
to circulate revised draft letters which would reflect
the above-mentioned actions. The General Counsel has revised
the notification letters to be sent to the Reagan Committee.
and the complainant (copies attached). The notification
letters state the reason for the Commission's determination
with-regard to these two allegations, i.e., that on the
basis of the information provided in the complaint and the
information provided by the respondents, the Commission
determined there was insufficient evidence to warrant a
a finding of reason to believe that a violation had occurred.

As the Commission has already voted to close the file, the

General Counsel recommends that the Commission approve the attached
letters.

Recommendation

Send the attached letters.

Attachment:
Proposed letters

B e




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 ]

CHARLES STEELE

'MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY, 772’
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THE COMMISSION

JANUARY 29, 1981

ADDITIONAL OBJECTION TO MUR 1297 - Pirst
General Counsel's Report dated 1-26-81

You were notified previously of an objection by
Commissioner Thomson.

Commissioner Aikens submitted her objection at
3:44, January 28, 1981.

This matter will be discussed in executive session

on Tuesday, February 3, 1981.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET cnnulr./?’tt-/
JANARY 28, 1961

CHARLES STEELE \‘0

OBJECTION - MUR 1297 - First General Counsel's
Report dated 1-26-81; Received in 0OCS
1-26-81, 10:49
The above-named document was circulated on a 48

hour vote basis at 4:00, January 26, 198l.
Commissioner Thomson submitted an objection at
11:54, January 28, 1981. '

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session
Agenda for Tuesday, February 3, 198l.




MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Bmmons
PROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 1297

Please have the attached FYirst Gensral Counsel's
Report distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally
basis. Thank you.

Attachment

PAKayson

cc: Tarrant




Find no reason to believe that the Co-nlttec tow I
violated 2 U.S. C‘H5’a435 and 434. e

Find :eaabn-to helieve that the Reagan for Pmn”td.n'”tgmn
violated 2 U.8.C. § 434(b)(2) in connection with an in-ki

bution from the Committee to Elect Republicanl but. tﬁ&o no turther
action.

Find no reason to believe that the Reagan for President Comhittee
violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2) in connection with the sale of buttons.

Close the file.

-Approve the sending of the attached letters.

Attachments

l. Complaint
2. Letter, with attachment, from Murdock dated October 3, 1980
3. Letter from Murdock dated October 7, 1980
4. Loren Smith's response
Thomas Mill's response
Jeffrey Senecal's response
Anendment to the complaint
Response from Murdock dated November 4, 1980
Newspaper articles sent in by complainant
Letter, with attachments, from complainant dated
November 19, 1980
Response from Mary Lee Garfield
Proposed letters

ur:ria M0 ’/“/g'
N Y %
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FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S RBPORT

s - | - 8luangg nm qg
‘DATE AND TIME OF: PRANSMITTAL MUR # 1297

BY OGC TO -THE COMMISSION January 26, 1gg1, DATE COMPLAINT ‘RECEI ,f
BY OGCSeptembar L 1980

STAFF MEMBER
Marybeth Tarrant

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: James Jay Schifrin

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Reagan for President, Norman A. Murdock, Jeff Corcoran,
, = Committee to Elect Republicans. and. The Seafood Feast

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. §§ 431(4)(C), 431(8) (A)(ii), 431(8)(3)(1),‘
.433;, 434(b) (2), 441a(a)(1)(A), 44la(f), _441b

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Reagan for President

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Mr.” Schifrin 1/ makes the followirg allegations in his complaint:
1) possible unreported contributions to the Reagan for- President
Committee (the Reagan Committee) in the nature of in-kind contribu-
tions (use of Hamilton County personnel, office supplies, telephones
and equipment) effected by Norman Murdock, Hamilton County Commissioner,
+ and Jeff Corcoran, Hamilton County Ombudsman; 2) possible unreported
in-kind contributions by the Committee to Elect. Republicans (the
Republican Committee) to the Reagan Committee; 3) possible unreported
in~kind contributions to the Reagan -Committee by the New Orleans "
Restaurant (now known as The Seafood Feast); and 4) possible unreported
contributions by persons in connection with the sale of buttons.

1/ Mr. Schifrin is a former Reagan vclunteer who handied the
Ohio media campaign for the Reagan Committee. fle was with the campaign
frem August, 1979 to May, 1980.




ment 7. Letters, along with copies of this amendment, were sent to
the appropriate respondents affording them an additional 15 dayl;'n~”
which to respond. e

According to Mr. Schifrin's October 15 letter, the Republicqa ‘
Committee, which had the same address as the Hamilton County Court '
House, was established by Corcoran and Mills to handle the more than
$22,000 collected at a $25 per plate Reagan luncheon. The luncheon
was held on September 21, 1979. This committee was to distribute the
proceeds to state and local Republican candidates. However, according
to the complainant, some of this money went to pay Reagan campaign
expenses such as: 1) a $432.22 reimbursement to Tom Mills for expen-
ses related to the Reagan campaign; 2) $559.85 paid to the complain-
ant for expenses he incurred as a Reagan volunteer; 3) payment of
airfare and hotel accomodations for Corcoran's trip to Chicago in 1979
which was allegedly a meeting of Reagan operatives; and 4) payment of
unnamed expenses in connection with Reagan's visit to Cincinnati in
May, 1980. In addition to these allegations, Mr. Schifrin stated that
he believes the Republican Committee did not report interest earned on
a six-month certificate of deposit.

Other allegations included in this letter were:

1) Complainant stated that he was directed by Dave Johnson,
executive director of the Ohio Reagan campaign, to dictate press
releases to Mr. Johnson's secretary.

2) That all the time Mr. Corcoran and Mr. Murdock spent on the
Reagan campaign during working hours, was neither deducted from their
salary nor charged to the Reagan Committee. The complainant stated
that he talked to Mr. Corcoran, either by phone or in person, on nume-
rous occassions during work hours about matters relating to the campaign.

3) County telephones were used to conduct Reagan business.

4) Mr. Corcoran drove the complainant around town in a county car
while they were conducting Reagan business.

5) That although an official Reagan headquarters had been opened,
Reagan~related business was conducted at the Hamilton County Court-
house.

In a letter dated November 4, 1980, Mr. Murdock responded to the
second set of allegations by reiterating his denial of the charges and
by characterizing the complainant as an embittered man who was rejected
by the national Reagan advance team in May, 1980. See Attachment 8.
Mr. Murdock further commented that his statements can be corroborated.

On November 20, 1980, this office received copies of newspaper
clippings from the complainant. See Attachment 9. The articles con-
cerned the Republican Committee and respondents Murdock and Corcoran
and stated that on January 22, 1981, the Ohio Elections Commission will
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FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On September 29, 1980, letters, along with copies of the comp ﬁiht,
were sent to the respondents. On October 7 and October 9, 1980, this
office received responses from Norman Murdock who denied the char
saying, '[T]hey are simply untrue, without any basis or any corrobs
whatever." See Attachments 2 and 3. Mr. Murdock provided no eviﬂince
which proved the allegations false but, rather, he provided this office
with court documentation (not relating to this matter) which, in his
estimation, might cause the Commission to question the complainant's
credibility.

On October 17, 1980, the Commission received a response from Loren
Smith on behalf of the Reagan Committee. See Attachment 4. The response
addressed and attempted to dispute all the allegations. According to
Mr. Smith, Mr. Murdock, Mr. Murdock's secretary, Mrs. Reed, and Mr.
Corcoran were the only county employees working for the Reagan campaign
and all three were volunteers working on their own time. 1In regard
to the use of county materials (stationery, typewriters, typewriter
ribbons, xerox equipment, automobiles and stamps), Mr. Smith explained
that the Reagan Committee paid for whatever was used and duly reported
such expenditures. In addition, he stated that the Reagan Committee was
donated a broken copier by a local Pro-Life Committee but that the
machine had no value. However, the Reagan Committee did report it as an
in-kind contribution. Mr. Smith further stated that the Republican
party bought the buttons in question which were sold locally and the
proceeds went to the local Republican party organization. In regard
to the allegation that meals at The Seafood Feast were solicited
by the Reagan Committee, Mr. Smith said there was no solicitation
of meals.

On October 15, 1980, this office received a letter from Thomas
Mills, treasurer of the Republican Committee. See Attachment 5. Mr.
Mills stated that although his committee reimbursed Mr. Schifrin for the
expenses the complainant incurred, he (Mills) would estimate that only
between $100 - $200 of the expenses paid could be directly attributed to
the Reagan campaign. However, these expenses were not authorized by the
Reagan Committee. According to Mr. Mills, the Republican Committee only
reimbursed Mr. Schifrin to avoid embarrassment.

On October 21, 1980, a letter, along with a copy of the complaint,
was sent to The Seafood Feast, which is incorporated. On October 30,
1980, this office received a response from Jeffrey Senecal, owner of the
restaurant. See Attachment 6. Mr. Senecal stated that he was not
solicited for free meals by the Reagan Committee but that instead he
donated $100 worth of lunches for the Reagan volunteers. During the
period of March 27, 1980 to July 11, 1980, volunteers stopped in for
lunch for a total of $68.30. Mr. Senecal attached copies of all the
receipts and explained that he did not know at the time that he had done
anything wrong.

On October 15, 1980, Mr. Schifrin sent in another letter which this
office considered an amendment to the original complaint. See Attach-




conduct a hearing on charges of illegal campaign practlcol basod on a
complaint filed by Mr. Schifrin.

Subsequently, the complainant sent in documentation concerning his
Reagan campaign expenses, along with copies of prior correspondence he
had received from Mr. Corcoran regarding the campaign. See Attachment
10. Included in this cortespondence were copies of two checks drawn on
the Republican Committee's account which were made out to James Jay
Schifrin in the amounts of $41.90 and $417.95, respectively.

Although these payments reflected reimbursements, according to Mr.
Corcoran's cover letters, which were attached, some of the apparent
expenses were not Reagan campaign-related.

On December S, 1980, this office received a response regarding the
new allegations from Mary Lee Garfield, whose firm is now representing
the Reagan Committee. See Attachment 1ll. According to Ms. Garfield,
the Republican Committee did not make any expenditures on behalf of the
Reagan Committee. She states that the $432.22 that Tom Mills received
from the Republican Committee was a personal loan and that it has been,
or will be, repaid. In addition, she states that both the "Concord
Conference® and the "Chicago Seminar" were not campaign-related expenses.
Further, she confirmed the allegation that the Republican Committee did
incur expenses in connection with Reagan's visit to Cincinnati, but that
the Republican Committee was reimbursed by the Ohio State Republican
Party. Ms. Garfield additionally commented that even if the Republican

Committee did make contributions to the Reagan Committee (which she
denies), the total would still be less than $1,000 and that, therefore,
the Republican Committee was under no obligation to register and report
with the Commission. In conclusion, Ms. Garfield asked that the com-
plaint be dismissed.

LEGAL ANALYSIS
A. Norman Murdock, Jeff Corcoran, Reagan Committee

2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l)(A) prohibits a person from making a contri-
bution in excess of $1000 per election to any candidate or his
authorized committees. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f) prohibits the acceptance of
an excessive contribution. 2 U.S.C. § 434(b) requires each report filed
by a political committee to include the contributions received.

The allegations against respondents Murdock and Corcoran, who are
Hamilton County employees, are that they made in-kind contributions to
the Reagan Committee by conducting campaign business during normal
working hours and by causing other in-kind contributions to be made
through the use of county personnel, equipment, telephones and office
supplies.

Pursuant to 2 U,S.C. § 431(8)(A)(ii), "the term ‘'contribution’
includes the payment by any person of compensation for the personal
services of another person which are rendered to a political committee




without charge for any purpose.” Pursuant to section 431(8)(B)

"the term 'contribution' does not include the value of services provided
without compensation by any individual who volunteers on behalf of a
candidate or political committee." The Reagan Committee has stated

both Messrs. Murdock and Corcoran were volunteers working on their ow
time, but they have provided no proof that the respondents only did
campaign work on their own time. 2/ However, this point is moot if a
county government cannot make a contribution.

In Advisory Opinions 1976-34 and 1976-44, the Commission
expressed the notion that it was not Congress's intent that "... the
receipt of legislatively appropriated funds should be deemed the receipt
of a statutory contribution as defined in 2 U.S.C. § 431(e)" (presently
2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(A)). In addition, in Commission Memorandum No. 1466,
approved September 22, 1977, the Commission determined that a sovereign
government may not make a “"contribution®™ under the Act. 3/ Congress
enacted this concept by including it in the 1979 Amendments to the
Federal Election Campaign Act. Specifically, the definition of "person”
was changed to include the words "but such term [person] does not include
the Federal government or any authority of the Federal government."
See 2 U.S.C. § 431(11).

In MURs 077(76) 4/ and 246(76) 5/, the Commission found no reason
to believe that violations of the Act occurred for failure to report
services and goods allegedly provided to federal candidates by the
Federal Government and a state government, respectively.

2/ It should be noted that a review of the Reagan Committee's
reports disclosed various reimbursements to Murdock, Corcoran and Mills
for travel and other expenses. In addition, various expenditures were
made for office supplies, telephone bills and postage, all in
Cincinnati. On February 27, 1980, the Reagan Committee reimbursed the
Hamilton County Commissioners $242.22 for copier expenses.

3/ The subject of this memo was the free use of office space in
government buildings which was provided to congressional campaign
committees.

4/ This MUR dealt with a complaint which alleged that Roger C.B.
Morton, in his then position as Counselor to the President, was partici-
pating in campaign activities on behalf of the President, and that such
activities constituted contributions within the meaning of the Act.

5/ This MUR dealt with a complaint which alleged that the
Committee for Jimmy Carter failed to report as a contribution the cost
of printing a book entitled "A State in Action, Georgia 1971 - 1975".
The book was printed by the State of Georgia.




In light of the facts that the ntetute has clearly exenpte& the
Federal Government from the definition of person and that the ¢
provided this exemption to a state government, it is the beliet.#t this
office that the same exemption should be extended to a county or: Ioeel
government, 6/

Therefore, in view of the above enelyeie, the General Counsel
recommends that the Commission find no reason to believe that Norman
Murdock and Jeff Corcoran violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l)(A). The
General Counsel further recommends that the Commission find no reason
to believe that the Reagan Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434 or 44la(f)
in connection with the alleged contributions of Messrs. Murdock and
Corcoran,

B. Seafood Feast, Reagan Committee

2 U.S.C. § 441b prohibits the making and acceptance of corporate
contributions. As the Seafood Feast is an incorporated entity which
donated $68.30 worth of free lunches to the Reagan Committee volunteers,
the General Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason to
believe that both respondents violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b. However, in
view of the amount of the contribution, the General Counsel further
recommends that the Commission take no further action.

C. Republican Committee, Reagan Committee

2 U.S.C. § 431(4)(C) states that "the term 'political committee'’
means any local committee of a political party which receives contribu-
tions aggregating in excess of $5,000 during a calendar year, ... Or
makes contributions ... or expenditures aggregating in excess of $1000
during a calendar year.” 2 U.S.C. § 433 requires each committee to file
a statement of organization within 10 days of becoming a political
committee. 2 U.S.C. § 434 requires all political committees to file
reports of receipts and disbursements. It is alleged that the
Republican Committee has qualified as a political committee by making
in-kind contributions to the Reagan Committee but that it has neither
registered nor filed reports with the Commission. In addition, it is
alleged that the Reagan Committee never reported these in-kind contribu-
tions.

While the complainant cites specific incidences where the
Republican Committee reimbursed certain individuals including himself

6/ It should be noted that even if this theory is adopted by the
Commission, there still may exist the possibility of violations of
Ohio State law.




for cxpcnles incurred, it appears that most of these oxpennes v

related to the Reagan campaign. This is based on the responses of both
_ Mr. Mills and Ms. Garfield (see Attachments 5 and 11) and letters £

. Mr. Corcoran to the complainant which were dated June 2 and July 3

1980 and were attached to Mr. Schifrin's letter dated November 19,

1980. See Attachment 10. In those letters, Mr. Corcoran stated some of
Mr. Schifrin's expenses were related to the luncheon and that, therefore,
he would be reimbursed by the Republican Committee. In the letter dated
July 31, 1980, which enclosed the final payment to Mr. Schifrin, Mr.
Corcoran stated that because they wanted to clear up the matter, Mr.
Schifrin would be paid out of the Republican Committee's account. These
letters support the statements of Ms. Garfield and Mr. Mills.

Therefore, as the Republican Committee has not met the definition
of a political committee, the General Counsel recommends that the
Commission find no reason to believe that the Republican Committee has
violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 433 and 434. However, as it appears the Republican
Committee reimbursed the complainant for approximately $100 - $200 for
expenses incurred on behalf of the Reagan campaign, the General Counsel
recommends the Commission find reason to believe that the Reagan
Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(2) for failing to report this in-
kind contribution. But, in light of the amounts involved, it is
further recommended that the Commission take no further action.

D. Reagan Committee, Campaign Buttons

The complainant alleges that donations received for campaign buttons
were never reported by the Reagan Committee. Mr. Smith stated that the
buttons in question were sold by the Republican party and that the
proceeds went to the local party organization. In light of Mr. Smith's
statement, the General Counsel recommends that the Commission £ind no
reason to believe that the Reagan Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)
(2) in connection with the sale of buttons.

Recommendations

l. Find no reason to believe that Norman Murdock violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(a)(l)(a).

2. Find no reason to believe that Jeff Corcoran violated 2 U.S.C. §
44la(a)(1l)(Aa).

Find no reason to believe that the Reagan for President Committee
violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b) or 44la(f) in connection with alleged
contributions effected by Norman Murdock and Jeff Corcoran.

Find reason to believe that The Seafood Feast violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b but take no further action.

Find reason to believe that the Reagan for President Committee
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b in connection with an in-kind contribution
from The Seafood Feast but take no further action.




Find no tealon to belleve that the Coumittau
*,violated 2 j.s Co SS 433 and 434.

Find reason to balieve that the Rcagan tw

violated 2 U.8.C. § 434(b)(2) in connection wlth;an‘in- \ad
bution from the Committee to Elect chubltennl but take np further
action.

Find no reason to believe that the Reagan for President Committee
violated 2 U.S8.C. § 434(b)(2) in connection with the sale of buttons.

Close the file.

Approve the sending of the attached letters.

Attachments

Complaint

Letter, with attachment, from Murdock dated Octobet 3, 1980
Letter from Murdock dated October 7, 1980

Loren Smith's response

Thomas Mill's response

Jeffrey Senecal's response

Amendment to the complaint

Response from Murdock dated November 4, 1980
Newspaper articles sent in by complainant
Letter, with attachments, from complainant dated
November 19, 1980

Response from Mary Lee Garfield

Proposed letters




PHONE (513) 232-1902

Charles Steele
General Counsel
Tedera)l Elections Commission

1325 "K" Street N.W.
Weshington, D.C. 2oh63

Dear Mr. Steele:

Please consider this letter my official complaint about the activities
within the Reagan campaign in Hamilton County, Ohio.

Enclosed copies of pertinent correspondence are provided for more detail.

i Sincerely,

gpmes 3

JJS/me

v
Sworn and subscribed in my presence this---£=Z-Z--day of September,

)ﬂ/\\l d’n - b“‘"’ ’\d4t¢f

~JANE ANN KAMPHAUS 3
Notary Public, State of Ohto 3
My Commission Expires March 29, 1088 '




'MANAGEMENT CONCE
1022 ALNEYTA DRIVE
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45230

PHONE (513) 232-1902

Edwin Pattersom

Ohio Ethics Commission
150 East Broad Street

Columbus, Ohio 43215

Dear Mr. Patterson:

I have been threatened, intimidated, and asked to give false testimony about
previously reported irregularities in the Reagan organization in Hamilton County.

At about 1:15 p.m. on Wednesday, August 13, 1980, Walter Junewick, an attorney
then representing me, advised that Hamilton County Commissioner Norman A. Mardock, the
subject of my complaint, said he would disgrace‘'me publicly unless I agreed to sign a
statement rehabilitating him in the eyes of the public. He said that Mardock would
exploit psychiatric testimony taken out of context from a civil suit I had filed in
1978 against Cincinnati Bell, a suit in which I contended that I had suffered emotional
difficulties for a period following an automo>ile accident in October 1977.

At about 2:00 p.m. on Thursday, August 1k, 1990, Junewick showed me a draft of
a statement Murdock wished me to sign, a statement that would have neen false sworn
testimony had I signed it. Murdock had insisted that I agree to sign it by 6:00 p.m.
He had told Junewick that, if I did not sign the false statement, he would tell the
world that I wvas an incorrigible liar and had been made crazy »y being hit by & truck.
and that he might sue me for slander, as well, Junewick advised me to sign the staterent,
knowing that I believed it to be false, in order to avoid public humiliation and
possible legal expenses. Junewick said that he would keep the proposed statement, and
he advised me not to disclose any details of our conversation in pubdblic.

At about 10:00 a.m. on Friday, August 15, 1980, Junewick said that he needed to
retain his credibility with Murdock. (He bad previously told me about an impending
hearing before the county commissioners in which he was involved.) - He then excused
. himself from representing me further in my dispute with Murdock.

In view of these attempts to suborne my testimony, I urge you to investigate

my chargeg with the utmost dispatch.
Sincerely, ﬂ. °
RIN

JAMES JAY S
JJS [me

&
Sworn and subscribed in my presence this__ /¥ ~ day of September,
¢ Eat GRS 4
i (s R A N ST e S D 5

) St g
19_ % . \JANEANN kampraug”
tory Public, § J il
My Commis<'on f,:r. fofe of Otlo
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Edwin Patterson

Chio Ethics Commission

150 East Broad Street, Suite 401
Columbus, Ohio 43215

Dear Mr. Patterson:

As a loysl Republican, sometires involved in political campaigns, I realige
there is & measure of discretion aud latitude accorded elected officials in balancing
their duties of office snd their calls to campaign for others of their persuasion.

At the same tirs, I realiza there are certain boundarics that are not to be
crossed, As a volunteer for & Republican candidate for President of the United States,
nsmely Ronald Resgan, I saw first hand that sore pudblic officials violate that boundary
with apparent impunity. : :

While the clected official himself mway choose to spend a major portiom of his
time in electiom cruprigns, I beliove that it is wrong, both morally and legally, for
that sams official to w~ his statf, materinls, and equipment assigned to his office,
to forwverd say cendidacy, even if the costs ar: sometimas accounted, but more certainly
when they are not.

Here are so:s of the things I scaw first hand, betwzen August 1, 1979, and May 26,
1980, vhen I was involved in the crmpaign:

(1) Hamiltcan Cocunty Commissicner Norman A. Murdoclk, Co-chairman of the Ohio
Reagan orgsnisation, dirscted his L2-county campaign from hia county commissionera
office, using county materisls, equipment, and staff.

(2) Hamiltcn County Ombudsmen T.J. Corcorsn, administrative assistant to the
Hamilton County Ccumissioners, was nssigned by Hamilton County Commissiocuer Murdock
to function as camraign coordinator of the Murdock/Rosgan organization. To my knowledge,
his political tims wes nsigher deducted from his county salary nor charged to the Reagan
cazpaign.

(3) Other county employees were directed by Murdock &nd Corcoran to work om the
Reagen campaign, at the ccunty courthouse and at other places, during working hours. ‘o
my knowledge, their political tims was neithsr deducted from their salaries nor chargsd
to the Resgan campaign.




Telephone records, copiss of commymdencu. eaplayee tim shu
eppointasnt schedules could well reveal prrt of the time ceampaign bu
transacted by county emmu. either at |the courthouse or at other pl

In addition, I question the use of these county proparties:

(1) Xerox Equipment: On January 11, 1980, Corcoran directed 5000 oo)hl of
' Reagen material to be mado on the Xerox machine in the commissicners office,

 (2) Automobiles: On February 11, 1980, in my presence, Murdock directed
Corcoran to make sure they had a county car, filled with gas, ready to drive to
Columbus the following day to attend a Reagan maeting.

(3) Typewriters: On numercus occassions I was directod to ask secretaries in
the commissioners office to typs, reproduce, and mail press relcases; and type and
reproduce other materials needed for our media relaticns program.

2 Stationery: Oan numsrous occassions, I saw staticusry and office supplies
"borrowed"” from the commissioners office for campaign purposes. I never sav them
returned. Also, county atatiomery was used for political ocrrespondence, such as
"thank you notes" from Murdock to people who were involved in the campaign.

(5) Postage: Cn seversl occassicms, I saw stamps "borrowed” from the
commissioners office for campaign purposes. On vne occassion, I sav soms m. but
only because I personclly saw to it.

(6) Funds of a political action committee (Ths Commiitee to Elect Republicans,
located at tbe Hamiltcn County Courthouse, controlled by Murdock and Corcorsn) paid

Resgan canmpaign sxpenses, including mine.

Some donations of money and equipment were used locally, and, to my knowledge,
wvere not reported azainst federal campaign spending limits:

(1) Meals at the New Orlcens Restaurant for Reagan Hcadquarters volunteers
were solicited in lieu of a donation for the campaign about May 1, 19°0.

(2) Use of A copler was donated from about April 1, 19°0,

(3) Donations raceived for campaign buttons from about April 15, 1990, were
never reported.

If, for example, misuse of a single 15-cent stamp every day for campaign pury: :es
dn each of the %8 Ohio county courthouses occurred, it would coat Ohio taxpayers nes ly
5000 & year. A faew Xerox copies would cost $32,000. Two gallons of gasoline would cost
72,000. An hour of secretarial time would cost $160,000. An hour of minor officialidids
tims would cost $392,000. Even a conservative estimate of $100 per day would illezally
divert $3,212,000 of public funds in Ohio for campaign purpouss. And that's only the
tip of the 1ceborg
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ShmnM!ly,

JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN

Sworn and subscribed in my presence this day of September,
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" JAMES W. AHLRICHS
NORMAN A.
RODERT L. RINEAR

° WILLIAM B. CHURGH, 111

OF COUNSEL:
SYLVIA SIEVE HENDON

October 3, 1980

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel !
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

i
|

In re: MUR 1297-

Dear Mr. Steele: g ¢

| :
I am in receipt of your letter of September 29 concerning statements made by one
James Jay Schifrin concerning me. Mr. Schifrin's charges to the Ohio Ethics
Commission, in his letter of August 17, 1980, forwarded to you, that I attempted
to suborn his "testimony" are completely false and without merit. I deny them.

Enclosed find copies of letters exchanged between Mr. Schifrin's lawyer, Mr.
Junewick, and my lawyer, Mr. Beall, shortly after the meeting Mr. Schifrin refers
to. These letters completely and categorically refute Mr. Schifrin's allegations.

Quite honestly, without in any way lessening or diverting attention from the
intensity of my denial of his charges (nor do I wish to irritate the Federal
Election Commission), I do not understand the involvement of the Federal Elec-
tion Commission in a matter such as this.

However, for your benefit, I am enclosing copies of material I am providing the
Auditor of the State of Ohio. It speaks for itself. As my letter to Mr. Ferguson
observes, I have not '"gone public" with this information in the interests of
protecting Mr. Schifrin. Let me remind you, however, that it is public informa-
tion on record in the Hamilton County Court House.

Sincerely,

!
P

Al
orman A. Murdock
NAM:mr

Enclosures BE, it




: ROBERY L. RINEAR

WILLIAM B. CHURCH, It

‘Or. COUNSEL:
SYLVIA SIEVE HENDON

October 1, 1980

Honorable Thomas Ferguson
Auditor, State of Ohio

88 East Broad Street, 5th Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215

In re: Charges made by James J. Schifrin concerning Hamilton County
Commissioner Norman A. Murdock

Dear Mr. Ferguson:

As you may know, Mr. James Schifrin made charges that county supplies and materials
were used by me or others in my political role as Co-Chairman of Governor Reagan's
campaign during the primary contest. I have denied and continue to deny those un-
founded charges of Mr. Schifrin.

With this letter, I am providing you with certain public information which I have
held from public view since discovering it. (I am concerned about the damage this
information would do to Mr. Schifrin if it became known to the community.) I pro-
vided this information orally to the Enquirer because it "broke" the story of Mr.
Schifrin's charges. The Cincinnati Post, on the other hand, wrote virtually nothing
about Mr. Schifrin's allegations. However, I did give a verbal report to the editor
of the Post and one of its other managers. 1 providc this information for you and
your office because I believe it is important that you should have it in order to
assist you in assessing Mr. Schifrin and his credibility. The information I am
providing you is public record in the Hamilton County Court House.

This public record information reflects a lawsuit filed by Mr. Schifrin and his
wife concerning a "head-on" accident Mr. Schifrin had with a Cineinnati Bell Tele-
phone truck on October 11, 1977. The documents, copies enclosed, speak for them-
selves. But, I wish to point out several specific items which are of critical
importance. They are:

1. Mr. Schifrin claimed head injuries and amnesia.

2. Mr. Schifrin claims he has been unable to work since the date of
the accident.
- (These two items - above - were allegations in his complaint
filed November 9, 1978.)




orable Thomas F&‘rgu.‘ _

|
!
|
1

Mr. Schifrin claims mental hea. th problems and weekly al

with Dr. Thomas R. Werner, psychiatrist, starting Janua

As of June 17, 1980, he claims $4,690 in expenses with Dr.

As of the same time, he claims to have spent $55 with Psych:
Associates, Inc. . ]

O0f particular importance is a letter dated May 30, 1979, from
Warren L. Richards, examining psychiatrist, employed by defense
counsel. The entire letter written by Dr. Richards is revealing.
However, you should pay particular attention to the third paragt!ﬁh
of the letter especially where Mr. Schifrin during the examination
is quoted as saying the following: "It was only 16 pages, really,
I 1ied just now. Eighty-seven sounded good. I do that too. I lie."
Then Dr. Richards went on to say immediately thereafter in the same
paragraph: '"To my inquiry as to whether this was a deficit or an
asset in himself, in his own opinion, he responded that it was
something that he had never noticed in himself previously; and that
he believed that the accident must have destroyed some of his

integrity."

I think these documents - particularly Item 4 - speak for themselves about Mr.
Schifrin and his credibility. I have talked to any number of people in the com-
munity who have seriously questioned Mr. Schifrin's credibility on the basis of
their knowledge and/or experiences with him in the past.

I have engaged legal counsel and have advised both Mr. Schifrin and the Cincinnati
Enquirer of this. Though his charges are totally without merit, I consider the
matter very serious and detrimental to me as a public official and practiecing lawver.
You should know that my staff and I will fully cooperate with you if you decide tu
pursue this matter. However, the basic purpose of this letter is to provide you
with public information which came to our attention after Mr. Schifrin made his
public charges.

Sincerely,
1) -

/ (i

Norman A. Murdock

Enclosures




JAMES W. AMLRICHS

NORMAN A. MURDOCK s elmn. OHIO 48238

| ROBERT L. RINEAR Ui : iy o T e18) 481.6780

WILLIAM B. GHURCH, Il

A : ﬂﬂndm:/' 3

October 7, 1980

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

€da 6130 0¢

0€

In re: MUR 1297

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter follows my letter of October 3, 1980, concerning this same matter.

First, concerning the issue of suborning Mr. Schifrin's "testimony" alleged in his
letter August 17, 1980. I responded to this charge in my letter of October 3. How-
ever, let me add that I do not understand Mr. Schifrin's use of the word "testimony".
This entire matter raised by Mr. Schifrin is nothing more than his allegations and
not in court. Consequently, I am confused as to the use by Mr. Schifrin of the

word "testimony'. He made charges and I denied them. That is the state of the
situation today.

Concerning the charges in his letter of August 6, 1980, I denied them when he filed
his letter with the Ohio Ethics Commission and when they became public. I continue
to deny those charges as they are simply untrue, without basis or any corroboration
wvhatever.

Again, I refer you to my letter of October 3 1980, to you and the accompanying
enclosures.

Sincerely,

/lin

Norman A. Murdock

NAM:mr




801 South Highland Street. Arnngqm. Virginia :mm 1703) 685-3400

i ‘

October 15, 1980

By 411900:

The ‘Honorable Max L. Frledersdorf Chairman
Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street, N. W.

Washington, D. c.

't

Dear Chairman Friedersdorf:

Jim Schifrin is a former Reagan volunteer in Ohio. He was
handling the media program (press relations, not advertising).

He was not authorized to incur any expenses. In May he became
irritated with several advance men and over his lack of funding,
quit, and submitted outlandish expense reimbursement claims which
the Committee refused to pay.

While Mr. Schifrin's letter of August 17, 1980, to the Ohio Ethics
Commission is false, libelous, and contains no allegation of
violations of federal law, we think the last sentence of the
second paragraph explains Mr. Schifrin's complaint. We, there-
fore, ask that you take no action against him.

I will respond to the allegations contained in Mr. Schifrin's
August 6, 1980, letter in the order they appear.

1. Hamilton County Commissioner Norman A. Murdock, Co-chair-

man of the Ohio Reagan organization, directed his 42-county cam-
paign from his county commissioners office, using county materials,
equipment, and staff.

Mr. Murdeck was Co-Chairman of the Ohio Reasan organization
for 42 counties. He did not use county materials, equlpment, or
staff for Reagan except as listed below.

2. Hamilton County Ombudsman T.J. Corcoran, administrative assistant
to the Hamilton County Commissioners, was assigned by Hamilton
County Commissioner Murdock to function as campaign coordinator of
the Murdock/Rcagan organization, To my knowledge, his political

time was neither deducted from his county salary nor charged to

the @eagan campaiqn,

Mr. T.J. Corcoran was Area Coordinator for Reagan. We do
nct know what the Murdock/Reandan oraanization is. We presume he
means the Reagan organization. Mr. Corcoran was, and is, a Reagan
volunteer working for Reagan only on his own time.

Paid for by Reagan Bush Committee United States Senator Paul Laxalt. Chairman Bav Buchanen, Treasurer




other places, dur nQ,thk g hot " To my knowledge, the
cal time was neither deducted from their salaries nor.charge
the Reagan campaign. e

The only county employees working for Reagan were Mr. Murdock, .
Mr. .Murdock's secretary, Mrs. Reed, and Mr. Corcoran. No one was
directed to work on the Reagan campaign. All three were volunteers
working on their own time. Mrs. Reed had a campaign typewriter at
home and she did some typing after hours at her office. Either
Reagan stationery or Mr. Murdock's personal stationery was used.
Stamps were purchased by the campaign. Typewriter ribbons were
not changed every time Mrs. Reed changed from county to Reagan
work, but the campaign did provide ribbons, and after the pri-
mary, when the campaign's leased typewriter was returned, all the
ribbons were given to the county. Our reports show the purchase
of typewriter ribbons but do not show this in-kind contribution to
the county. Py _

1. Xerox Equipment: On January 11, 1980, Corcoran directed 5000
copies of Reagan material to be made on the Xerox machine in the
commissioners office. .

The campaign committee contracted with the county for use of
their copier. A log was kept of all uses of the copier and the
county was paid for every copy. The largest number of copies run
was 1,600 not 5,000,

2. Automobiles: On February 11, 1980, in my presence, Murdock
directed Corcoran to make sure they had a county car, filled with

gas, ready to drive to Columbus the following day to attend a Reagan
meeting.

County automobiles were used to go to Colutbus on.county business.
They were not used for campaign business. County records show that
Murdock Adid not use a county car to go to Colurmbus on February 11, 1980
or the week preceding, or the week following February 11, 1980.

3. Typewriters: On numerous occassions I was directed to ask
secretaries in the commissioner's office to type, reproduce, and
mail press releases; and type and reproduce other materials needed
for our media relations program.

If Schifrin was so directed, it was not by Murdock, Corcoran,
or anyore else we can identify. One of Schifrin's constant complaints;
was that no money was allocated to his program. He was told on
occasion that Mrs. Reed would type his press releases. Of course,
county rress releases and other county materials were produced on
county time at county expense.




On, numerous occidsions, I saw stati
rrowed” from the commissioners offica for
urposes. I never saw them rcturned. Also, county stat
 used for political correspondence, such as "thank you not
' Murdock to people who were involved in the campaign. ;

" Bveryone associated with the Reagan campaign denies any know-
ledge of such "borrowing”. The Reagan Committee provided its own
stationery, envelopes, stamps, and typewriter ribbons. Mr. Murdock
did not use county stationery for any campaign correspondence.

S. Postage: On several occassions, I saw stamps "borrowed"” from the
commissioners office for campaign purposes. On one occassion, I
saw some returned, but only because I personally saw to it.

. Mr. Schifrin may have seen stamps “borrowed" from Mr. Murdock's
office. A roll of stamps was purchased by the campaign and kept
at the office.for campaign use.

6. Funds of a political action committee (The Committee to Elect
Republicans, located at the Hamilton County Courthouse, controlled
by Murdock and Corcoran), paid Reagan campaign expenses, including

A separate letter answering this point will be forwarded as
soon as it is received by us. The Committee to Elect Republicans
is not a federal committee. It made no contributions to Reagan or
other federal candidates. It did pay $100-$200 of Mr. Schifrin's
expenses that the Reagan campaign refused to pay.

l. Meals at the New Orleans Restaurant for Reagan Headquarters
volunteers were solicited in lieu of a donation for the campaign
about May 1, 1980.

No one solicited meals from the New Orleans Restaurant. The
owner on occasion directly offered meals to volunteers.

2. Use of copier was donated from about April 1, 1980.

The President of the local Pro-Life Committee gave the committee
a broken copier. Local dealers said it had not value. We, however,
reported a nominal value as an in-kind contribtuion as well as re-
porting the several hundred dollars required to fix it.

3. Donaticns received for campaign buttons from about April 15, 1980
were never reported.




Since Mr. Schifrin has attempted torgenerateva§ mn¢hfiqég1T§g$-
licity as possible with his ridiculous claims, we ask the Commissicn
tO'dismiss this complaint iinmediately, so

X

v the record can be set
straight before the election. LR :

Sincerely,
=5=‘:::Ln—-¢4?f‘
Loren A, Smith

cC: Marybeth Tarrant
LAS /my




Daytan. Ohio : ¥
October 15, 1980

Mr. Charles Steele

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1297
Dear Mr. Steele:

In reading the complaint by Mr. James Jay Schifrin I can only find one item
that refers to the Committee to Elect Republicans and that is one.Page Two,

Item Six. In response to these charges, I would be happy to provide your office
with copies of the campaign report that was filed with the local Board of Elec-
tions.

There was, in fact, reimbursement of expenses incurred by Mr. Schifrin. Because
there were several pages of miscellaneous expenses lumped together, I can only
estimate that between $100 and $200 of Mr. Schifrin's expenses could be directly
attributed to the Reagan effort. However, it should be pointed out that these
expenses, although they were Reagan oriented, were not authorized by the Reagan
campaign. It was the decision of the committee to reimburse Mr. Schifrin for
these unusual and illegitimate expenses to avoid embarrassment to the Republican
party as was threatened by Jim Schifrin on several occasions.

Please let me know if I can be of further assistance.

Since/’,;p

T Y U

Thomas H. Mills
Treasurer
Committee to Elect Republicans
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October 25, 1980

Charles N, Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

kS

This letter may be considered a reply to your letter of
October 21, 1980, Ycué letter was ldd:;cced to Mr, Gene Baxatow
an attorney here in Cincimnati who has represented me in the past
in matters concerning my restaurant, The Seafood Feast. Mr,
Barstow nor any other attorney will represent me in this matter
since it is my hope that the commission will dismiss any chaxges
against me and since wy businesa is presently doimng little bettex
than breaking even and can't afford vhat.oasily could be a
costly legal involvement. Sc please wgite e ditectiy at the
restaurant concerning MUR 1297,

The charge is as follows:

(1) Meals at the New Orleans Rcstauxaﬁt (now The Seafood
Feast)for Reagan Headquarters volunteers were solicited im lieu
of a donation for the campaign about May 1, 1980, Mr., Steele,
the word "solicited" implies that the Reagan representatives
or volunteers approached me for meals at the restaurant. Tbis

is not the case, Instead, I went to the local Reagan Headquarters




609 WALNUT STREET
CINCINNATI, OHIO
513-651-1786

on 6th Street in downtown Cincinnati and asked them df I couldn't
donate up to $100.00 in lunches for the volunteers. They
accepted. From March 37 to July 11, volunteers stopped in for
lunch for a total of $§68.30. The volunteers signed for the
meals and we kept the food checks on file. Mr. Schefrim himself
signed fer lunch. I enclose photostats of the food checks.
At this point I'd like to state that I didn't feel that this
was dishcnest at the time and do mot now. However, Special
Delivery letters from the Federal Election Commission are
upsetting to me personally and I can assure you that any donmations
in the future will be strictly appropriate.

Alsc, on April 10, 1980 I received a Thank-you letter from
Mr. Murdock, The Chic State Chairman for Mr. Reagan's election,
This letter {rom the mar at the top of the Slate Organization
indgicated tc me that word had traveled up the organfzation and
I took it to mean that the proper accounting cof my 11tt1g donation
had taken place. I send you a copy of this letter.

As for the other charges listed, I know nothing of them,

Please dismiss the charges associated with wre.

Siucege;y,

: . -7
L0 / y \_qzﬁjf
A ; .

o / = e Ean

C

ALl 7
Jeffrey,/ Senecal




MANA aEMElle CONCEPTS

1022 ALNETTA DRIVE
CINCINNAT! OHIO 45230

PHONE (513) 232-1902

October 15, 1900

i il Attechment 7

Ohio Elections Commissiun
o Ohio Secretary of itete
th Floor, State 0ffi~s Tower
Columbus, Ohio 43216

As political colummist for the Mt.Washington Press, I Joined the Reagan
casmpaign to find out how national politics worked at the local level. But after
ten months as Ohio Medir Chairman, I found out cnough. I saw local petty corruption.
Sent to Iowa before the coucuses, I predicted the ocutcome, Returning to Ohio, I saw
the same inept perforn'uce. In Msy 1980, I observed first-hand the arrogsnt incompetence
of the national Resgrn cdvance teem in Cincinnati, I then resigned.

T don't clair to be a political scientist, jJust an interested citizem who pretty
well understands vhy eizhty per cent of the public feels alienated by the governments
which coatrol our dail: lives.

To understand the: illegaliticvs and iwmproprieties in the Murdock/Resgen campaign
in Hamilton County, you need first to lock closely at the relationships among those

participating: ;

A. Hamilton County Commissioner Norman A. Murdock, state co-chairmam of the
Ohio Reagan campaign, directed his 42-county operation from his commissioners® office.
using county staff, rmaterials, and cquipment.

B. Hamilton County Cmbudsman T.J. Corcoran, tdministrative assisteant to the
Hamilton County Commiszioners, was assigned by Murdock as caupaign co-ordinator of the
Mardcck/Reagan camp2ign organizaticn. Corcoran was the chief political operative for
the entire "Murdock regicn,” with sole responsibility tor Hawmilton County..

C., Tom Mills, Corcorans roocmuate prior to and during such' of the primary
cappaign, had worked on Murdock's previous race for cocmissicner. Mills was employed
as a $1000-per-month tield representative by the Resgan organization, hired at the
specific recommendation of Corcoran and Murdock. His erea of responsibility during the
primary cempaign was the remaining Ll-counties of the "Mardock region.”

D. The Committee to Elect Republicans, 1000 Main Street, Cincinnati, Ohio L:202,
the same address s the Hamilton County Court louse, hnd been established by Corcoran and
Mills, at the direction of Murdock, to handle the more than §22 thousand collected at the
. $25-per-plate Reagan luncheon, September 21, 1979, at Cincinnati Convention Center. Tuis
political action ccmmittee was to distribute the proceeds from the luncheon to state and
local Republican candidates at the pleasurc and perrogative of Murdock., Mills was
appointed Treasurer, and both Mills and Corcoran were co-signers on all checks.




: 2 l‘und: tor the Relgln csmpuu pmn not band)
} 'p!tty cash fund for postage and mcldantah, egtabliy
: 8 bad ita "chawpagne opening” Pebruary 18, 1980.

s S Mummutmdmumtmmmuorth-ul ;
i mum-. 1t should be pointed cut that ih July 1979, Corcoren uplund Mock
w the state co-chairmanship of the Reagan campaign.

e * Norm's plsuning to run for governor in '&,mmmm::u
. campaign to ast up an orgsnization of ‘Mardock People’, mn'nm
‘tu-oonumpnud-ntmcmumr.mmm.mm

key spots in this (thonomcm).mmitouuruhnnmlon_

to make |

J or.Soit.v:lnbeyourJobuthopouonmchumotthcnus,
everything we put out for Reagan does the most for Norm."

¥ BEven at the expense of the Reagan campaign?” I asked.

" Sure," aaid Corcorsn. "Whether Reagan wins is not nearly so importent as how
we osks Murdock look. After all, how would you like to be press secretary for the next
_governor of Ohio?"

On numerous occassions between September 21, 1979, the date of the Reagan. lunchoon, ,
and May 26, 1980, vhen I resigned from the Resgan campaign, Corcoran either stated or :
implied that funds collected by the Ccamittee to Elect Republicans would be spent doing
the most good for Murdock. Corcoran also stat.cd a.nd implied that these funds might be
used for Reagan expenses, it doing that was in “our” best interests.

During this pericd there were frequent news reports about Common Cause suing
political campaigns for their involvement with political action committees. ¢ 80, naturally, °
I questioned the inter-relationships between the Committee to Elect Republicans and the
Murdock/Reagan cempaign. Such questions as: Ead the committee been formed properly? Wasn't
there a conflict of interest the way things had baen set upt! Was the committee's purjose
clearly detinedt Here thers enough members? Werse proper minutes and records being kept?

Obviously not---because August 27, 1980, the Cincinnati Enquirer reported that
the Hemilton County Board of Elections atated that " ..mt& to Elect Republicana 2
an offshoot of the Ronal Reagan campaign, wes delinquent in £iling a post-primary report.

I don't know who decided how the mcney was to be spent, if ‘expenditures were
fully documented, or if they were legal within the guidelines for a political action
compmittee.

But some things peid by the Committee to Elect Republicans should have been
paid by the Reagan campaign:

(1) Tom Mills received $432.22 from the Comittee in lieu of Reagan expenses.

(2) My expenses, totaling $559.85, incurred as a Resgan volunteer (working
‘exclusively on the Reagnn ceampeign, Authori-.-.ed by Corcoran on "official" Reagan expense
vouchers, and submitted “"through channels” to the Reagen orgenization) were paid by the
Commmittee to Elect Republicans. In fact, Corcoran showed me a band-written note from
Frank Donatelli, Reagan's Ohio political director, directing him to pay me from the
political action committee.




lhpubnenm ror m. cmm A28,
Murdock in the commissioners® m.‘

(b) comemummbuenm
.of deposit account in Novesber 1979. This bad two
muwtcrmmmmwmmeuha red. Az
Mttwmcmnmmw-umm.mu-.
' National Committes in December 12979.
umtmmrhnpmduhemummtm.

(5) Air fare and hotel sccomodations for a trip to Chicego in '
by the Committee to Elect Republicans, but the purpose of the trip was for Corcoran to
attend a mmg of Reagean operatives. 2

(6) The Committee to Elect Republicans peid expeases connected with Resgan's
visit to c:ncinnati in May 1980.

I cannot comment intelligently on every item listed on campaign reports submitted
by the Committee to Elect Republicans, because I do not bave copiea of those reports.
However, if those reports were made available to me, I feel certain that I could shed
sdditional light cn the a.ppropmcu of other emtries.

During the sems time period, the Committee to Elect Republicans md/or the
Reagan cempaign received in-kind contributions that were never properly reported.
Most of these contributions were at the expense of Hamilton County taxpayers. Here are
some of the things I witnessed first-hand:

(1) Norman A. Murdock, co-chsirman of the Ohio Reagan esmpaign orggnization,
directed his U2-county campaign from his commissioners' office, using county staff,
-mruu » &nd equipment.

(2) Dave Johnson, executive director of the Ohio Reagan campaign, billing the
Reagen campaign $1500-per-mcnth for his services, in addition to the money he sarned &3
- | an Ohio legislator, directed mes on two occassions to dictate press releases to his
| ncrettry in the gtate house,

(3) Bamilton County Ombudsmen T.J. Corcoran, sdministrative assistant to the
Hamilton County Commissioners, was assigned by Murdeck to function as campaign coordin:tor
of the Murdock/Reagan orgenization. To my knowledge, his political time was neither
deducted from his county selary ($4%00.00 per week) nor charged to the Reagan campaign.
Preaently, Corcoren is charging his afternoons towards his vacation, because of publicity
about his actions; and by doing that, he admits the basis of my complaint, that taxpayers
should not be subsidizing the Reagan cawmpaign by hia salary. Almost daily during my time
with the campaign, I spoke with Corcoran on the phone, during working hours. Often seVeral
times a day, and often for long periods of time., Many times & month, I met with Corcoran
at his office in thte courthouse to discuss Reagan business, All but a few occassions were
during working hours, On other occassions, I met with Corcoran at other places on Reagin
Yusiness during working hours. And I was only one of the people with whom Corcorean, as chief -
political operative for the Y2-county "Murdock Region", had to deal continuously.




(5) Prior to Corcoran and Murdock's decision to use corcorm's part

at 4175 Forest Ave, Cincinnati, Ohio 45212, and Corcoran's home phone (513-
as the Reegan office, Corcoran admitted that courthouse telephones may have
for long distance calls, both outgoing and incoming, during office hours, to emt
Resgan business in the summer of 1979. 8o that Telephome records of courthouse phones,
local Bo:g;n telephones (513-531-3457 and 579-1980), the Columbus Reagan telsphone
(614-461-6161), copies of ceampaign reports and correspondence, courthouse employee

time and payroll records, and appointment schedules would reveal part of the time
cagpaign business was transacted by county employees, either at the courthouse, or at
other places. -

(6) Cop:les of my expense vouchers to the Resgan campaign, prepared at tho
courthouse at Corcoran's direction, confirm that time was spent by Corcoran and others
with me on specific dates. - .

(7) om June 5, 1980, acmmphcedbymmqnalntmeo of mine to the
commissioners' office. The caller said she was a "volunteer” needing sowe information
about Reagan. Instead of referring bher to the Ragn bheadquarters, the receptionist
sald, " Sure, we have all that information up here.” The receptionist also said that
Mr. Corcoran, who usually hendled these calls, was out, presumably at Reagan headquarters,
but that Mr. Murdock was there. The receptiocnist then asked if he could help her, Murdock
got on the phone, fielded the caller's question, and went to look up her answer. At
no time was the caller told that she should have called the Reagan headquarters,

(8) On many occassions, either or both Corcoran and Mirdock attended or
traveled to or from Reagan meetings in Columbus, during working hours.

(9) On Februery 11, 1980, in my presence, Murdock directed Corcorsn to make
sure they had & county car, filled with gas, ready to drive to Columbus the next day
to attend a Reagan meeting. On other occassions, Corcoran admitted d.riving to & Reagan
meeting in Columbus in a county car,

(10) On the evening of January 10, 1980, Corcoran drove mé in & county car from
his home, which was still at time the official Reagan office, to Jeckel's Restaurant in
Cincinnati. We met with Sandra Schaller, a Reagan First District Alternate, and her
husband, Iater that evening, Corcoran drove me back to his home in the same county car.

(11) The Xerox machine in the commissioners' office was constantly used to make
copics for the Reagan cumpaign.There were two recasons. First, the Reagan campaign national
organization was not sending the immense amount of printed nter:lal needed to run a local

« canraign, let alone a U2-county region larger than most states.Second, there was no money
available to buy printing. So on one dsy alcne, January 11, 1980, Corcoran directed 5000
copies, some printed on both sides, to be made for a -eeting in Dayton the following cay.

(12) On num=rovs occassions, Corcorsn directed me to ask secretaries in the
corwissioners' office to type, Xerox, and mail press releases, materials for press kits,
media handbooks, media lists, and other materials needed for the media relations program.
This even happened February 21, 1980, after the Reagan headquarters had opened.




' 'mobor 15, 1980
Page Tive . :

(13) ; On numerous occassions, I ao‘;w stationery and other office s ‘ :
"borrowed” from the conmissioners’ office for Reagan campsign purposes. I never s
thu returned. AL

SJ)&) County stationery wss used for political correspondence and "thamk
you notu Murdock sent to people involved.in the campaign.

(15) On several occassions, I saw postage stamps "borrowed" from the
commissioners' officc for Reagan camprign purposes. On one occassion, I am aware
that a roll of 15-cent stamps was returned, but only because I personally saw to it.

(16) Meals at the New Orleans Restaurant, 609 Walnut Street, Cincinnati,
Ohio 45202, were solicited as a donation to the caumpaign, in spite of the fact that
campaign donations from corporations are not legal.

(17) A copier was domated to the Reagan campaign. When I advised Corcorsn
and the Columbus headquarters that this should not have been nceepted, since the eopier
too could be construcd as a corporate gift, the result was that an "out of order” sign
wes placed on the ccpier so viaitors wonldn't think it wvas being used.

(18) Donations received for ctupaign buttcu, T-shirts, md bupper stickers
were not reported.

Finally, a perscnel cooment: Why, if, as Mnrdock claimed in the Cincinnati
Enquirer August 10, 1930, that be had "nothing to hide,” have I been threatened,
timida ted, and asked to give false testimony sbout the irregularities I have reported?

I don't clain to have tkat saswer, just like a lot of questions raised during
ny involvement in the crmpaign. But unlese we ask the right questions, the *truth will
remain & mystery. °

Sincerely,

gmgw&%h

JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN

o . 5 : ; i en.
Sworn -&nd subscribed to in my presence this {25200 day

; =~ Ko [
O.f ’ '/‘:' A= 3 19 f-’" . 3_[{».-_[ L’c‘—v.n /(,)I ..‘.1\' 7

lvrcea

JANE ANN KAMPITIALS 7
Notary Public, Stule of Ohio
Ry Commission Exphras March 23, 1981




NORMAR A, MURDOCK
Heamilton County Commissioner
State Co-Chairmsn of the Reagan Campaign

3 : <
= _ =
.J ° CORCM ' TOM MILIS
_ lhniltm County Ombudsman ' Reagen Field Representative
- Administrative Assistant to the ' respongible for remaining 4l
 Hamilton County Cosmissioners counties in the "Murdock Region”
* Chief Political oinra.tin of Worked on Murdock's campaign for
- h2-comty "Murdock Region" county commissioner.
m munt; for Hamilton ~ Treasurer, Committee to Elect
‘Reagan Campaign Republicans
Corcoran's Roommate

COMMITTEE TO ELECT REPUBLICANS
Located at Hamilton County Courthouse
Under Murdock's diyection and conotrol

Composed of Corcoran and Mills

Checks signed by Corcoran and Mills

Paid Resagan campaign expenses

SIP BETWEEN THE HAMILTON COUNTY REAGAN CAMPAIGN AND THE COMMITTEE TO ELECT REPUBLICANS
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November 4, 1980 -

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel )
'Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1297
Dear Mr. Steele:.

As 1 stated to you in my letters of October 3 and October 7, 1980, I deny the
charges made by Mr. Schifrin. I reiterate the same denial in response to his letter
of October 15, 1980, covered by your letter to me of October 29.

I must suggest that the first paragraph in Mr. Schifrin's letter somewhat belies
his reasons and motives for initiating and pursuing his unfounded charges. He
became exceedingly bitter when he was rejected by the national Reagan advance team
in May, 1980. Mr. Calvin McDowell, Reagan advance, Arlington, Virginia, can en-
lighten you further in this respect. Mr. Schifrin resigned at that time because
he believed he was being ignored. There probably was some truth to this since,
according to reports, he was becoming a pest and obnoxious. Many believed that

he was not qualified nor capable of being Ohio media chairman.

1 frequently refused to follow Mr. Schifrin's urgings and instructions to do what
I considered to be unethical media publicity stunts. For example, he urged that

I take advantage of Maureen Reagan's visit to Cincinnati for the Arthritis Founda-
tion for my own political benefit. I refused. Alsn, he would become enraged when
I appeared on television without his advance knowledge and permission. He wanted
total control of me regarding all press contacts and conferences, I refused.

This upset him further.

The Reagan national staff, in May of 1980, insisted that Mr. Schifrin no longer

be involved in the Reagan campaipn. Again, I refer you to Mr. McDowell. Mr.
Schifrin apparently felt ignored and quit abruptly in anger and public outburst.

I did not patronize him when he quit. Obviously, this didn't help me. Subsequently,
he began making his unsubstantiated charges about me and others. There are many
people here with whom you can talk to learn more about Mr. Schifrin. Names will be
provided upon request. ’




In oy opi.niea, it is conceivable that !lt. Seh:l!.'ri.n eouttivad t:ha m:tu ncmrio
from the beginning for publicity and self promotion. !rankly, to hil cradit, he
hasn't done a badly in that respect.

Again, Mr. Schifrin's charges are not true. I'm available to talk with you. We
will fully cooperate. We have nothing to hide.

Sincétely,

/ /)éwc\ | L

Norman A. Hurdock

Calvin Mchowell
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every aspect of the city.”

BY JACKIE JADRNAK
Ganmneltt News Service

COLUMBUS, Ohio—The Ohlo Elec-
tions Commtasion decided Thurs-
day to conduct formal hearings on
charges that Hamilton County
Courthouse offices and materials

were used for political campaigning. .

This decision followed informal
testimony by two officers of Hamil-
ton County’'s Commitiee to Elect
Fepublicans. The pair ciaimed they
were innocent of charges of im-
proper campaign practices. -

Thomas H. Mills, treasurer of the
committee, also denied that Hamil-
ton County Commissioner Norman
Murdock had any connection with
the group, calling him “the most
honest and straight person I have
ever known'” and saying Murdock
was “naive—he basically thinks
people are good.”

T.J. CORCORAN, committee
chairman and administrative as-
sistant to the county commission-
ers. also appeared at the hearing,

Hov. 14, 1880

e meeen we w ViUW wiaUMUTERnNITCULE  AdVisor with the accounting firm Emst &
Whinney

uon‘ g wlmu Jay Schifrin, a
ormer campaign
worker who brought the charges
against the group.

Lass summer, The Enquirer re-
ported Schilrin's allegations, sup-
ported by & canceled check lromthe
commitiee listing the courthouse as
its address.

Elections commission members
indicated that they plan to subpoe-
na Murdock. along with his secre-
tary, Marilyn Reed, and workers at
the Bamilton County Board of Elec-
tions. The hearing probably would
be scheduled next month.

Schifrin has leveled a number of
charges against the Committee to
Elect Republicans and Murdock. He
charged that Reagan campaign ex-
penses were paid out of the commit-
tee's treasury—intended for staie
and local candidates—and that
Reagan campaigh activities were
directed by courthouce persennel
during their working hours.

Some of those charges may not
fail under the Ohio Elections Com-

mission’s jurisdiction, warned com-
mission attorney John Willlams. *I
am most concerned with what
courthouse employees did on county
time and with county materials to
benefit federal or state campaigns.”

Both Mills and Corcoran said
that any work done by courthouse
employees was done on their own
time and that the county was reim-
bursed for any photocopying.
stamps or other materials used in
campaigns. .

THE COMPLAINT before the
commission with the discov-
ery that the Committee to Elect
Republicans did not file a post-pri-
mary expense report due July 18.
That report was flied Sept. 11.

Five or six weeks ago, however,
Sechtirin {iled an aflidavit with the
commission detalling his charges
against the campaign committee.

Another complicating factor,
Will-ams said, Is separating the jocal
and state work done by the commit-
tee from the Reagan cempaign
wora done by Mills, Corcoran and

| ON THURSDAY, K10l euees oo oo .-
heard whether John Paul followed his advice Thul'un

State To Probe Election Allegations Agamst GOP

mnc said he was late In mtn(

the post-primary expense state-
ment because ‘he was not familiar

with filing rules. He also said he way
told by an empiloyee of the Hamil-

ton County Board of Elections that

the committee did not have to fiiea
report.

Money used by the committee
consisted of a net profit of approxi-

mately $12,000 from a September,

1979. luancheon in Cincinnati at
which Reagan spoke. Milis said. All
that money was intended to go to
local candidates, he said.

CORCORAN SAID that Murdock,

‘a regional co-ordinator for the Rea-

gan campaign, had no control over
the fund and did not indicate which
candidates should receive donations
from it.

Thomas Kaplin, an elections
commission member, said. *‘It

stretches my tmagination tnat this ;'

was not under the direct authoriza-
tion of Murdock. He’s got to be
awere of $12000 floating around

NORMAN MURDOCK

JIty e ———
This maiteralso 1= under invest-
gation by the Federa! Elections
Ceommniission, the state auditer and
the Ohio atlorney general.

e
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called to testify

By Maurcen Brown
Post Ohwo Buresu

COLUMBUS — Hamilton

Ceunty Commissioner Norman A,
Sturdock will be among persons
fthe Ohlo Elections Commission
isubpoenas for a Jan. 22 hearing
wn charges of fllegal campaign
‘wractices invoiving Murdock and
i{he Committee to Elect Repubii-
£ans.
7T . Because election commission
imembers were not satisfied with
wpparently contradictory state-
inents ofiered at a public hearing
‘fere Thursday, they voted unani-
mously to hold a more formal
foearing to get additional infor-
tmation. |

- While no new facts surfaced at

he hearing, some commission
v nembers were openly incredulous
L1t statements offered by Kepubli-
van officials for the committee.
# Commission member Thomas

aplin of Columbus was particu-
Jarly astonished with the opinion
4ffered by Thomas Mills, treasur-
<er for the committee, that Mur-
Yock was “naive” about people in
weneral and some of the goings-
©p of the committee.
& - MURDOCK IS a veteran of the
Dhio Legislature and Hamilton
County politics, and is weighing a
bid for Ohio governor.

« ‘It juststiflies the imagina-

(¢ nr

- !

tion,” Kaplin sald, that Murdock,
who was state co-chairman for
the Ronald Reagan campaign, did
not know how the committee was
spending its money. ;

“I'm questioning what the pur-
pose of this committee was,” Kap-
lin said.

“If som< of this was laundered,
they've got big problems.”

The issues revnive, in part,
around how money was spent by
the committee, which was estab-
lished to raise money only for
state and local Republican candi-
dates. N

James J. Schifrin, a Cincinnati
management consultant who was
media chairman for the Ohio
Reagan campaign before resign-
ing in May 1980, contends slush
funds were established by the
commniittee and the money was
sent to the Reagan campaign.

IN HIS FORMAL COMPLAINT
filed with the commission, 8chi-
frin also alleges that Reagan
workers employed ¢t the Ham!l-
ston County courthc:ise used state
time, money and resources to pro-
mote Reagan's candidacy.

“1t was illegal,” Schifrin saic,
when asked why he filed the com-
plaint. “I saw these zuys lying and
cheatllng and screwing up the

campaign.”

T- o Cincinnzti Pos!, Friday, November 14, 1980 38 meﬁ R‘O

liamilton County Commissioner Norman Murdock has been ub-
roenaed for a hearing on charges of iliegal campaign practices

He also contended that Mur-
Jock, speaking through Schifrin’s
nttorney, threatened to publicly
disgrace him i he didn’t recant
his allegations against the com-
mittee.

Mills and T.J. Corcoran,
administrative assistant to Mur-
dock who also handled the Rea-
gan campzaign in Hamilton Coun-
ty, both refuted Schifrin’s aliega-
tions.

They said Murdock had no
knowledge of committee expendi-
tures and plans, and that all work
by county empioyees campaign-
ing for Reagan was done on their
own time.

IN ONE CASE where the coun-
ty copying machine was used,
Corcoran said, the Reagan cam-
paign pald the county for the

ety

Mills also described Murdock
as “the most honest and straight
person” he ever knew. -

John Williams, legal counsel
for the elections commission, said
the attempt to define all the
issues in the case is “a little like
nailing Jello to the wall.” 2

“The fact that one set of facts.
has drawn the scrutiny of three
agencies indicates there's a iot of
issues to be considered here,” Wil-
liams said.

He referred to pending investi-
tions of the charges by the
ederal Ejections Ct )
and the gifice of Ohio Auditor -
Thomas E. Ferguson. ‘

T Y gy doa s S B S



1022 ams.:m DANVE
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45230

PHONE (813) 232:1802

JOHN WILLIAMS

General Counsel

Ohio Elections Commission

c/o Ohio Secretary of State
14th Floor, State Office Tower
Columbus, Ohio 43216

Dear thn:

The attached piece of Reagan correspondence , copied and mailed to me by
T.J. Corcoran from the Hamilton County Court House, is interesting from meny points
of view:

(1) It may have been.prepared at the courthouse at taxpayer expense.

(2) It explains the responsibilities in the campaign and relationships
among Corcoran, Mills, snd me,

(3) It shows that Mills made reports to Corcoran at the Courthouse., The
procedure was for Mills to> report on a tape recorder Corcoran had leased through a
courthouse supplier. Corcoran took the tapes to the courthouse where Commissioners’
secretary Marilyn Reed transcribed them.

() It revemls the immense scope of Corcoran's activities and the amount of
time needed to coordinate & Presidential primary ctapaign in the 1lst, 2nd, 3rd, Uth,
6th, 7th, 8th, and 10th Ohio Districts from his office at the courthouse on ta.xpayer
time.

(5) It demons!-iles the extensive use of telephones in the Hamilton County
Commissioners' office fur the Reagan campeign. FExemination of long-distance phone
charges for the courthouse and Reagan telephones would further clarify this point.
Reagan phone numbers included (513) 531-1555, (513) 531-3457, (513) 579-1980 in
Cincinnati and (614) L461-6161 in Columbus.

(6) Analyizing other campaign correspondence should bring other important
issues to light, as well as helping determine the in-kind contributions to the Reagan
Campaign and the Committee to Elect Republicans as defined in Para (5), Section 3517.(1,
Title XXXV of the Revised Code relating to campaign finances and practices.

Sincerely,

S a\lﬂ‘

AMES JAYSC

RIN

: 2 _
Sworn to and subscribed before me *his Sk day of X“"'ﬁ“’”l‘a Lo,
. B P T ¢ i




! Etdcéilancbhs Conments about procedures
in RFP 1980.

I have analyzed your political reports. They seem to he improving gtcatly t:o- the
very beginning. We should, of course, continue to upguard our whole effort no that
we can be prepared for future events. In analyzing your activities, wonth to date,
it appears that you have spent a priority of time in the 3rd District (6 days),
your next strongest effort in the 7th (4 days), two'days in the 4th and 10th and
one day in the 6th and 8th. This sequence appears to be in line with our strategy
and certainly will begin to show signs of organizational progress shortly. 1T have
additional comments which I think should be brought to your attention.

Next week the 4th and 7th Districts should be completely organized to the county
level. Obviously, we want to handle Bob Huffman carefully but we should, without
question, have the entire list of county chairmen by January 31. This includes
periodic phone calls to Roger Gillespie and further follow up with the other district
chairmen. You certainly realize the areas where we are weak and those should be
concentrated on to lock down all necessary chairmen by the 31st. . It should also

be brought to your attention that the state headquarters plans omn submitting an
entire slate of delegates and alternates the first week of February. We are not
going to wait any longer. The Reagan campaign must progress rapidly and begin

to show serious signs of aggressive organization. To ball is certainly going

to rest in your court heavily. B means of a copy of this memo, I am instructi
a!e the key county media personpel selecced along with all district media persons.
this regard, I'm sure It Would be appreciated. But, once

a ain, keep in mind that these people are to be appointed by Jim Schifrin,

I have talked with Recew Glllespl: zud he has fudicated to we that he has selected
some of his county chairmen. The information I have is as follows: Warren
County -~ Ralph Madded with possible co-chairmen of Bill and Janet Pierce; Darke
County -- Victoria Kester with a possible co-chairman of Jim Bueke who was located
and recommended by Bob Netzley; Rutler County (North) —-- Paul Deger at Manchester
Mzchine Co. in Middletown; FaivEiald De, Atnald; Hamiltou -- Earl H. Thompson
I1II, 206 Dick Avenue, Hamilton 45013. Some additional names were discussed;
however, they were not appointed to anything at the present time. They were

Dan Shell and Mary and Jim Stever. Perhaps you should follow up with Roger
Gillesple and lock these down once and for all. One additional name that I'm
sure will be appointed was Dr. Sfchl in Preble County. However, it is questionable
whether or not he will be willing to come out front. Tom, in light of what hap-
pened in Jowa, 1 can't emphasize strougly enough the iwmportance of locking down
these names immedfately.

" Additionally, in Shelby County Bob Netzley has recommended Phyllis Shields and
in Auglaize County he recommends Farrald Ritchy. You should probably check these
out,

One last comment, Tom. As we have already discussed, Randy Carson seems to be
placing himself sqguately in the middle of a heated Congressional primary race
and 1s disrupting the Reagan compaign. Please adviae of the outcome after your
discussion.with Randy.

Pleagse let me Vraee 2 ..




1022 ALNETTA DANE.
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45230
PHONE (613) 232-1802

JOHM WILLIAMS
General Counsel
Ohio Elections Commission
o Ohio Secretary of State
1 th Floor, State Office Tower
Columbus, Ohio 43216

Dear Jobn:

Some mention bhas been made of the fact that the Committee to Elect Republicuns
funds were used to pay for the Reagan rally in Cincinnati, May 28, 1980, under the
direct control of Hamilton County Commissioner Norman A. Murdock and Hamilton County
Ombudsman T.J. Corcoran.

Attached is a copy of the assignments of responsibilities for that rally,
presented by Corcoran during & meeting that lasted sevarl hours at Reagan headquarters,
26 East Sixth Strect, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202, during the afticmoon of May 23, 1980.

It may be helpful in auditing expenses and determining if all in-kind contributions
were reported.

Also of interest is that Deve Albanese of the Hamilton County Prosecutor's
office was assigned the responsibility of security for the event, The Hamilton County
Prosecutor was a 2nd District Reagan delegate at the Republican convention in Detroit.

Sincerely,

(e Sl

JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN

Sworn to and subscribed before me this day of MW“"W“’"/ 19 &7 .

"'fu [{\m /‘-«4/»\4 M‘L/
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Decoratiqna

Press
Jim Schifrin

| Contingency
Jim Dulles

Groups
Margie Ross

Handicapped - Danny School
Youth - High Schools

Court House - GOP Leadership
Businessmeir - Gerry Daly
Blacks - Ron Dumas

Pro Life - Rosemary Becker

Labor -
Denmocrats -

Ethuics (Itish

Program
Jean Clark

Dorothy Hare

Security
NDave Albhanese

Reaganmuf fines

Ilitz Squad
Betty Harrelson

, ftalian, Germon,

A3 pam.

ovuka, n Square
) 1]

‘1.
it
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

1.
2.

3.

SECTHR

Invitiug & Contdirmin
Seating on Platform
Podium (lighted)
Minister (Rev. Helfrich)
Backdrop (blue) ‘
Name tags of dignitaries
Flags

Banners

Platform skirting

Area marquees with Reagan message
Floral arrangements

Other

Handle all press releases
Set up aud test p.a. system
Set up platform :
Rope off designated areas
Arrange for press coverage
Distribute press credentials
Pperate p.a. : |
Develop alternate plan w/ rain
Print flyers and literature
Coordinate other materials
Coordinate any demonstration

Arrange for Volunteer booth & literature
table

Organize groups for Reagan with signs

Coordinate sign printing

Provide voluntcers for area blitz

Develop Program
Band
I'hotographer
Greeting Party

Transportation
Traffic control

Recruil girls
Coordinate outfits
Rehearse for cvent
Girls to act as ushers

Distribute flyers throughout area
Arrange for voter registration van




'CINCINNATI, OHIO 46230
PHONE (513) 232-1002

November 18, 1960

JOHN WILLIAMS

General Counsel

Ohio Elections Commiasion
c¢/o Ohio Secretary of State
14th Floor

State Office Tower
Columbus, Ohio 43216

Dear John:

Enclosed are copies from my records and correspondence about the $559.85
paid to me by the Committee to Elect Republicans for my expensos as & Reagan volunteer,

As you review the material, please note the following:

(A) Expense recaps were subnitted to Corcorsn at the Hamiltoa County Courthouse.
Reagan expense vouchers were prepared. Corcoran signed them and submitted them to the
Rerqen camprign for pey~-nt.

(B) Destinations sad purposcs detailed in my Jeswsry thru May 1980 expense
recaps (which have not yet been paid) show that on many occussions, taxpayer money was
being spent oan the Reagrn campaign.

(C) Expense recaps for October thru December 1979 are not available. I subnitted
them to Corcoran and copies of the Rergan vouchers were never retumed. However, at the
Elections Comicsicn kesring Novembor 13, 1880, Corcorsn said he would provide them.

(D) Corcorsa‘'s letter of June 2, 1980, included Hrmilton County Commissioneis'
secretary Marilyn Reed's initials. In that letter, Corcoren tried to cover up two things:

(1) 1 nevar worked for the Committee to Eleci Republicens. I worked only
for the Reagan campaign from August 1979 thru May 1980. To my knowledge, the Committee to
Elect Republicans was established only to distribute the proceeds from the Reagan lunch
September 21, 1979. Corcoran had previously shown me a handwritten note from Reagan‘'s Ohio
political director Frenk NDonnatelli directing him to pey me with funds from the Committee to
Elect Republicans,

(2) My Reagan expenses for October thru December 1979 had already been
processed by Corzcran and submitted te Lymn Kartavich at the Reegun heedquarters in Columbus.
‘At a meeting January 22, 1980, Kartavich told me that those vouchers had already been sent
to the Reagan campaign for payment, °

(E) Another )eiter arrived 3. e ccunty envelope.




Coreorui's June 9, 1980, letter,

i and Reagan expense vouchers

point out one of the contradictions 1& t.la tutumy of Corcom and unu,
_ Co-i.uion hearing on November 13, 1980 :

(1) Corcoran ltlt.ed that there was no Reagan emi prior to Iﬁlnn
official announcement of candidacy and that all activity prior to g« ‘September 21, 1979,
Reagan luncheon &t Cincinnati Convention Center wes related to the co—nm to- Iil.cct
Republicans.

(2) Mills stated that no Committee to Elect Republicans activity transpired
at the Hamilton County Courthouse at any time.

(3) My paid Reagan expense vouchers included meetings at the Hl-ilton
County Courthouse during that period.

Corcoran's June 9, 1980, letter also contradicts his June 2, 1980, letter by
stating that he had -forwarded "additional" copies of my Reagan expense vouchers to the
Reagan campaign. The June 2 letter makes it look as if he had never seen any expense
recaps., Corcoran's dated signatures on these Reagan vouchers should prove most enlightening.’

(G) Corcoran's July 31, 1980, letter and the check from the Committee to Elcect
Republicans, 1000 Main Street, the same address as the Hamilton County Courthouse, show
that the Coomittee to Elect Republicans paid my Reagan expenses for October thru December
1979 plus milesgs for = trip to the Foconos November 15-19, 1979, for Reagun campaign
personnel to attend a csmpaign seminar conducted by the Republican National Committee.
Those attending were Corcoran, Mills, Marilyn Reed, and me. *

Obviously, your commission members will have other questions about the relationshiyp
between the Committee to Elect Republicans and the Reagan campaign controlled by state
co-chairman Mardock, Hamilton County Ombudsmun Ccrcoran, £nd Reagan field representative
Mills. If I can he of any help, please don't heait~te to ark.

Sincex ely,

QM E 80&3 S am

JANES JAY SCHIFRIN

.(H
Sworn to and subscribed in my presence ths ddy of heyrmber/ 19. 8o

/9 o, Q. ’(“"“O’Q“““

JALIE ANN KAMPEIAUS
Motaiy Pobis, Siota of Ohlsy
My Coirn sion Lunircs Morch 25, 1981




Dent.im.ticn
Courthouse -meeting w/Jeff Corcoren, Tom Mills
Courthouse-mecting w/Jeff Corcoran :

4175 Forest Avenue- meeting w/Jeff Corconn

Sive Advertising-meeting wf Steve Straunchen

Mutual (office)-meeeting w/Debbi Bailey

Queensgate Frisch's- meeting w/Jeff Corcoran, 'rnu Mlls,

Norman Murdock

Courthouse-meeting w/Jeff Corcoran

Murdock Office-Press Conference

4175 Forest Ave: Meet Jeff Corcoran, Tom Hilh » &nd
Norman Murdock to attend meeting in Dayton -

Sive Advertising-meeting w/Steve Straunchen '
4175 Forest Ave: meet Tom Mills for meeting in Dayton
Mutual Office: meeting w/Debbl Bailey

4175 Forest Ave: Tom Mills, transportation to Columbus
4175 Forest Ave: Tom Mills, transportation to Dayton
January totals-e--- e can——

Reagan Office,Columbus: Meeting with Dave Johnson
The Station: Meeti.ng w/Carl Bizzantz
Courthouse: Meeting w/Jeff Corcoran, Tom Mil]s,
and Nornan Murdock

Courthouse: Meeting w/Jeff Corcoran

Lincoln Dey Dinner

Courthouse: Taft Press Conference

Reagan Office: mect w/Jeff Ccorcoran

Reagan Office: meet w/Jefr Corcoran

Wise Temple: to torrow loudspeaker

Reagan Office: champagne opeiing

Audiocraft: return telephone patch

Reagen Office: pella relutions

Resgan Office: peldia relallons

Courthouse: Press Release to 'larilyn Reed
Reagzan Office: meet w/Jeff Corcoran

Reagan Office: meet w/Jeff Corcoran

L17s5 Forest Ave

Yeacan OFfice: meet w/Jerf Corcoren

lteagan Office: meet w/ Jeff Corcoran

Reazan Office: neet w/Jeff Corccran

‘Jcens‘ate Irisch's: meeting w/Jeff Corcoran,Tom Mills,
Ueruan turdock

tearan Office
417 Forest: Tow 2i11s for trip to Coluwmous
Rea.an Office: meetin: w/-fl:ff‘ Corcoran

Tel rury Mot o l0eooe. oo Lol




J iieagm Oi‘fice

fter convent.ion (e o,
umti.n r with .\edia volunteera 20

‘ar 13 Courtho se: .eetin; w/Jeff Corcotan. : el SR e
.. Reggan Office: :-xedu relations st i A a8
Mar 14  Reagan Office: mceting w/Jeff uorcom : -
ar 17 Reagan Office: weeting w/Jeff Corcoran (weekly p]nnning) 2n
Mar 20 Reacan Office: Fress coiuference at Board of Elections - 2%
Mar 25 Reagan Office: weekly plannins meeting w/Jeff Corcoran 29
Mar 26 Reagan Office: Wedia relations, Gradison Breakfast ARSI @8
lar 2% Reagan Office: mella relations . o
Mar 29 Murdock Office: Fress Lonference hial
H.‘r 31 hll'ch Toblls ----- T e L o (e G G e o e = &= - o o 3‘1

1.50
“1.3%

- 1.50
1.20

4.60

1.00
,10

1.20
1.20

.50
1.50

&5
R

; Apr @
o Apr 11
_ Apr 20
o Apr 22
Apr 30

May 1
lay 2
S May 11_:.
May 1
= May 16
- May 20
: ay 21
[ May 22
May 23

SUMMARY

Reagan Office: media relations 28
Reagan Office: Danny Schad) Press Conference 29
Reagan Office: media relations 29
Columbus: Governar's 'ansion 5 - 286
Reagan Office: media relations 128
April Totals---cecccccncccccaccnaa—- S - - 3“8
Courthouse: Danny Scholl Press Conference 26
Reagan Office: meeting w/Jeff Corcoran 28
Reazan Office: media relations 23
Reagan Office: meeting w/Jeff Corcoran 29
Reagan Office: media reletions 28
Reagan Office: media relstions 24
Reagan Office: media relations s o)
Reagan Uifice: media relatsons 28
Reagan Office: Rally meeting 23

Moy TotalS—cocnce-aa R e ecccenncae— ---- 450

215C miles @ ,15 per mile = $323.h0
Parking = 7,05
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Mr. James Jay Schifrin
1022 Alnetta Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Jim:

Would you please forward to this office copies of all your claimed
expenses. Additionally, I would like to clarify the comments made
in your letter of May 30 for your better understanding. First, sny
approved expenses due you from the luncheon will be paid by the
Committee to Elect Republicans as soon as we receive the copy of
your expensce., Secondly, I will forward all your clalued expenses
on to the Reagan campaign for their evaluation and reimburaenent.
Please advise if 1 can be of further assistance.

T J‘ Corcovan

TJC:mr




June 4, 1960

NORMAN A. mam i

Hamilton County Oo-d.um Otnu
Room 22k

Hamilton County Court louse

1000 Main Street

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Norm:
What's going on down there? In Jeff Corcoran's letter of June 2 ( dictated and

typed by county employees on & county typewritor on county time and undoubtedly
inourring other county expenses) he askod me to submit xy expsnses,

However, those expenses prior to Jan 19680 he pre pered himself, He even gave me a

bad check from the Conmittes to Elect Ropublicans to cover part of it. The other
part, he prepared and submitted to Iynn Kartavioh in Colwmbus, which she subsequently
admitted having receing and approving, Now he'a asking m» to send him the same
naterial for evaluation and relmbursement,

The next thing I'll probably hear is that he's never received the Jan-May 1960
axpenses I mailed on May 27,

Why, after reading how you intend to seo I am paid every bit of expenses owed,
I getting the run-around, tho very rearon I got mad and quit the eanpaign?
On2 would #Afh': wour *ish would be to se~ that I = pald irvedictaly. One would

also think county employees could find a better use for their time,

Sincerely,

JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN




BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF HAMILTON COUNTY
ROOM 224 COURY NOUSE
CINCINNATI. OHIO 45202

Mr. James Jay Schifrin
1022 Alnetta

Cincinnaci, Ohio 45230

EOUELELE O E




Mr. James J. Schifrin
1022 Alnetta '
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Jim:

I have reviewed your expenses submitted for August and September, 1979. Attached

for your convenience is a copy of what we have on record for those two months.

The amount totals $141.90. Our records also.show paying you $100.00 with check
145 which would leave a balance due you of $41.90. That check is enclosed.

This amount is $150.00 short of the check that was cancelled, no. 144. Would
you please advise where our records are deficient so that we can reimburse you
for your complete luncheon expenses. Algo, as I indicated to you in my cor-
respondence of June 2, I have forwarded additional copies of your expenses to
the Reagan campaign for their reimbursement. I shall follow up with a memo
requesting early and prompt payment.

Siyterel

rcoran

Fnclosurc

RILEWED N dun BO
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4173 Forest 'Ave:'lu'e
Cineinnati, Ohio 45212
July 31, 1980

Mr. James Schifrin
1022 Alnetta
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Jim:

Enclosed is our check from the Committee to Elect Republicans as full
and final reimbursement for all the expenses you incurred. This includes
the following: October - $68.85, November - $81.65, December - $82.65 ~
and $184.80 for your mileage to the Poconos. I'm sorry for the delay
but, because we wanted to clear up this matter, we have decided to pay

c it out of our local account. Thank you for your help in the past. I
hope we can_remain friends.

N

|

St?cerel K
Corceran

Enclosure
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COMMITTEE TO ELECT REPUBLICANS A, o
1000 MAIN 8T, 194
CINCINNATI, OHIO 48202
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: ‘sur'e 1640 L
1800 M STREET, NORTHWESYT
_ WASHINOTON, D. C. 80056
208 - 785-3335
208 - 220-4308

‘December 4, 1980

The Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf, Chaltman
Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1297

Dear Chairman Friedersdorf:

We "received a copy of Mr. Schifrin's further alleda- =
tions on November 12, 1980. His Cctober 15 letter is latgqg: a i
repetition of the complaints he has already made.

Mr. Schifrin's primary complaint seems to be that Mr.
#Murdock, or Mr. Corcoran, or the Committee to Elect Republicans
may have benefitted from association with the Reagan Campaign.
We hope everyone associated with the Reagan Campaign benefitted.
We, of course, did not want to expend our limited funds to
further someone else's candidacy at the expense of Governor
Reagan, but we have no evidence that this occurred.

The Committee to Elect Republicans is a local commit-
tee. The Reagan Committee frequently cooperated with local
committees and I am sure that there was much overlapping of
personnel in most states. We needed state, county, and city
organization as did every other candidate; and support of can-
didates is the raison d'etre of local party committees. Mr.
Schifrin has evidently confused independent expenditure com-
mittees with party committees. The Committee to Elect Repub-
licans did not make any expenditures on behalf of the Reagan
Campaign.

The allegations of misuse of county personnel and
equipment were fully explained in our October 15 response.

Starting on page two, Mr. Schifrin numbers six in-
stances of expenses paid by the Committee to Elect Republicans
that he believes should have been paid by the Reagan campaign.

(1) The Committee to Elect Republicans did not pay any
expenses for the Reagan Committee. We are informed that the
$432.22 that Tom Mills received from the Committee to Elect Re-
publicans was a personal loan and has, or will be, repaid. It was




'-;;éhalruin Friedersdorf

ﬁo; for any Reagan Committee expenses.
(2) This item was addressed previously.

(3) The Reagan Campaign did not pay for pﬁopli t6Q7
attend RNC Conferences and I can think of no reason why that
should be considered Reagan campaign expenses.

(4) We do not understand what expenses could result
from the Committe to Elect Republicans placing its funds in a CD
or what expenses the Reagan campaign could pay.

(5) T.J. Corccran did attend a seminar in Chicago. All
1nV1tees were told that the sponsor of the seminar would not be
responsible for the attendees expenses. The seminar covered areas
that would be of use to anyone involved in any campaign. We hope
that it helped elect many Republicane candidates. It cannot be
construed as a Reagan campaign expense - Governor Reagan was not
even a declared candidate at that time.

(6) wWe have been informed that the Committee to Elect
Republicans incurred expenses that were reimbursed by the Chio
State Republican Party in connection with Governor Reagan's vicit
to Cincinnati. State or local party committees incur expenses as
the result of a candidate's visit. They try to use the publicity
accompanying the visit to hype the local party and candidates.
These were not expenses incurred by the Reagan campaign or for
the benefit of Governor Reagan's candidacy.

The COctober 15 response answered the remaining
allegations. While most of them are untrue or incomplete, none
of them, with the exception of 16,17, & 18 would be violations of
the Federal Election Laws if they were true. No meals were
solicited from the Rew Orleans Restaurant(16). The.gcopier was
not from a corporation, had no value, and was reported as a
in-kind contribution(l17). The party bought and sold buttons and
campaign materials. There was no contribution to the Reagan
Campaign(18).

Even if #Mr. Schifrin's allegations had some basis in
fact, there does not appear to be a FCCA violation. Local
committees can "contribute" up to $1,000.C0 to federal candidates
without having to register with the Commission. If the Committee
to Elect Republicans contributed anything (which we deny) to the
Reagan Committes it was less than $1,000.00. The Committee to
Elect Republicans was therefore under no duty to register with,
or report to the FEC. They did register with, and report to the




Ohio Election Commmission. The Reagan Canpaign is un

obligation to report all contributions. All known contnibutions
were reported. We do not think the Reagan Campaign can be held
liable for not reporting a contiibution of which we had no

- knowledge. If such contributions are discovered we will nnend
our reports to reflect them.

For the record, We have not "threatened, intimidated",
or asked Hr. Schifrin "to give false testimony".

We trust the Commission will promptly dismiss this
frivolous complaint and implement procedures to deal with P & N's
that do not waste your time. or respondents' time.

Very truly yours,

N "?u@%

Mary Lee Garfield

MLG/ip
cc: Loren A. Smith, Esq.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 '

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Jay Schifrin
Management Concepts
1022 Alnetta Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

MUR 1297
Dear Mr. Schifrin:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the
allegations of your complaints dated August 23, 1980
and October 15, 1980, respectively, and made the
following determinations based on information provided
in your complaint and information provided by the
Respondents:

1. Found no reason to believe that Norman
Murdock violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A).

2. Found no reason to believe that Jeff
Corcoran violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A).

Found no reason to believe that the Reagan
for President Committee violated 2 U.S.C.
§§ 434(b) or 44la(f) in connection with
alleged contributions effected by Norman
Murdock and Jeff Corcoran.

Found reason to believe that The Seafood
Feast violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b but deter-
mined to take no further action.

Found reason to believe that the Reagan for
President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §

441b in connection with an in-kind contribu-
tion from The Seafood Feast but determined
to take no further action.

Found no reason to believe that the
Committee to Elect Republicans violated 2
U.S.C. §§ 433 and 434.




Found reason to believe that the Reagan
President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §
434(b) (2) in connection with an in-kind
contribution from the Committee to Eléet
Republicans but determined to take no
further action.

Found no reason to believe that the Reagan
for President Committee violated 2 U.S8.C.
§ 434(b) (2) in connection with the sale of
buttons.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the
- file in this matter. The Federal Election Campaign Act
allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the
Commission's dismissal of this actlon. See 2 U.S.C. §
437g(a) (8).

Should additional information come to your attention
which you believe establishes a violation of the Act,
you may file a complaint pursuant to the requirements
set forth in 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. § 11l1.4.

Sincerely,

'ﬂ&l
©
-
~r

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

40




CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mary Lee Garfield
Garfield & Hamersley
1800 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1297
Dear Ms. Garfield: |

On January , 1981, the Commission made the following
determinations in connection with the above referenced
MUR:

1. Found no reason to believe that the Reagan
for President Committee violated 2 U.S.C.
§§ 434(b) or 44la(f) in connection with
alleged contributions effected by Norman
Murdock and Jeff Corcoran.

Found reason to believe that the Reagan for
President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §
441b in connection with an in-kind contri-
bution from The Seafood Feast but determined
to take no further action.

Found reason to believe that the Reagan for
President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434
(b) (2) in connection with an in-kind contri-
bution from the Committee to Elect Republicans
but determined to take no further action.

- Found no reason to believe that the Reagan
for President Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §
434 (b) (2) in connection with the sale of
buttons.

Accordingly, the Commission has closed the file and
it will be made part of the public record within 30 days.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the




'public record; pleaso do'ao within 10 days.-

If you have any questions, please ditect tham to
Marybeth Tarrant at. 523-4175.

sincerely,

~
o
'\Q!
L=
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Jeffrey Senecal

The Seafood Feast

609 Walnut Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

MUR 1297
Dear Mr. Senecal:

On ,» 1981, the Commission found reason
to believe that The Seafood Feast had violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act") in connection with the
above referenced MUR. However, after considering the
circumstances of this matter, the Commission has deter-
mined to take no further action and close its file. The
file will be made part of the public record within 30
days. Should you wish to submit any materials to appear
on the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the making of a
corporate contribution is a violation of the Act 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
Marybeth Tarrant at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 i

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Jeff Corcoran .
Hamilton County Courthouse
Room 224

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Mr. Corcoran:

On September 29, 1980, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that you had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

The Commission, on January , 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and
information provided by the Reagan for President
Committee, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, thé Commission closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public
record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
© WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Commissioner Norman A. Murdock
Hamilton County Courthouse
Room 224

‘Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Commissioner Murdock:

On September 29, 1980, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that you had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended.

The Commission, on January , 1981, determined
that on the basis of the information in the complaint
and information provided by you and the Reagan for
President Committee, there is no reason to believe
that a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction
has been committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed
its file in this matter. This matter will become a
part of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 :

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Thomas A. Mills, Treasurer
Committee to Elect Republicans
4175 Forest Avenue

Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Mr. Mills:

On September 29, 1980, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that your committee had violated
certain sections of the Federal Electlon Campa1gn Act of
1971, as amended.

The Commission, on January , 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and
information provided by you and the Reagan for President
Committee, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.
This matter will become a part of the public record
within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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telephone: 231-6221

Copyright ® 1981 Mt. Washington Press

James Jay Schifrin, whose weekly
column appears in the Mt. Washington
Press, says that a public official
against whom he brought charges of
breaking elections laws has tried to
smear him, has improperly tampered
with his lawyer, and has conducted a
campaign of vilification in reply to the
charges.

Schifrin says that Hamiiton County

Commissioner Norman Murdock haa
been circulating copies of a psychi-
atric report that was done in conjunc-
tion with a suit that Schifrin filed
against Cincinnati Bell following an
accident with a Cincinnati Bell truck.
ie says that he has learned from
’incinnati dajly news reporters angd
:levision broadcasters that Murdock
alled them and told them that Schi-
rin's charges cannot be taken serious-
7, accusing Schifrin of being emotion-
:lly unbalanced.

Murdock was Ohio co-chairman of
the for President campaign,
and Schifrin worked as news media
coordinator for the Ohio campaign
under Murdock.

*‘I worked for the man for almost a
year, and he discovered that I was

‘crazy’ only after I filed the charges,’’
Schifrin said.

Schifrin has filed complaints that
Murdock used Hamilton County of-
fices, equipment, staff employees, and
'materials in the campaign, and that
Murdock's operation - of the campaign
was intended to give Murdock maxi-
mum credit and exposure in prepara-
tion for a bid by him for the Ohlo

in 1063.

Schifrin filed complaints with the

Ohio Elections Commission, the Ohio

Reagan delegate at the Republican
National Convention. Leis found that
Murdock and his assistants had used

a public hearing January 23 on the

charges. That hearing was continued
to February 18 te review new evi-
dence. The _ in that hearing
are T. Jetfrey{ ran, Hamilton
County ombudgman, and Thomas
Mills, Coreorn’s’ former roommate,

was either false or deceptive. .

One of Schifrin’s most serious

e against Murdock does not relate to
elections law. He ¢ that Mur-
dock tried to get him to’alter his
testimony before the elections regula-
tory commissions, and that Murdock
tampered with his lawyer so that the
lawyer represented Murdock's inter-
ests, not Schifrin’s.
Schifrin says that he asked lawyer
Walter Junewick to represent him in a
meeting that Murdock requested, and
that Junewick agreed. He says that
Junewick then presanted him with a
statement submitted by Murdoek
recanting his charges against Mur-
dock, and that Jumewick suggested
that he sign it. He says that Junewick
told him that Murdock said that he
would try to discredit Schifrin using

O S R
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88 SOUTH ATH STREST,

Federal Elections Commission : d
1325 K Street NW
washington D.C. 20463

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing to you in reference to a case in southern Ohio
that has come to our attention. James Schifrin of Cincinnati has
1nformed us of his allegq$1ons against the fiamilton County Commit-

tee to Elect Republ:canv As you know, the ‘Charges include mis-
use of the Committeée's funds and unsuitable utilization of county
resources and employees' time.

Since its inception ten years ago, Common Cause has worked
for a number of reforms, striving to make government more account-
able to the people; more accessible; and more responsible. The
organization is especially interested in the assurance of just
campaign practices, for the electoral process is the very basis
of representative democracy.

Therefore, we urge you to review Mr. Schifrin's claim most
thoroughly, and if appropriate and possible, amend the situation.
This case has received a fair amount of press coverage in the
greater Cincinnati area. Perhaps your agency can help to assure
the public that the political process is not wholly lacking in
integrity, and that dishonest campaigning is not tolerable.

Your attention to this matter is appreciated.
Slncerely,.l%%jtifbeql—d
Regional Field Director
SB/asf
cc: Ohio Elections Commission

James Schifrin
Theo Brown




REGIONAL OFFICE
65 8. ATH ST.
COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215
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Federal Elections Comnmission
1325 K Street NW

Washington D.C. 20463



1022 Alnetta Urive
Cinctmat i, Ohlo 5230
(512) e32-1907

January S0, 1

JOIN WILLIAlS

E}ections Counsel

Ohio Elections Co mmission
c/o Ohio Secretary of State
1h4th Floor

State Office Tower
Columbus, Ohio 43216

Dear John:

I have reviewed exhibits "A," "T," and "CC" in Case Number 31-38 presented
by the Committee to Elect Republicans and have found many discrepencies.

Perhaps you may wish to add my wudit report to the information the Commission
has uncovered.

Sincerely,

goves JoaSchln

JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN

o A
Sworn and Subscribed in my presence this A day of
0
‘}Q‘ Lot gt 19 'cD/ e
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JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN
1022 Alnetta Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230
(513) 232-1902

AUDIT REPORT
COMMITTEE TO ELECT REPUBLICANS
JANUARY 26, 1971

During my review of Exhibits "A," "T," and "CC" of Case 31-38, the following
irregularities u.nq errors were noted: ;

I. CONCEAIMENT: With regard to R.C. 3517.13 (G), stating that no persom shall
knowingly conceal or misrepresent contributions given or received or expenditures made
in connection with an election, these records suggest a systematic attempt to ecover up
the relationship between the Committee to Elect Repudblicans and the Reagan campaign;
willful involvement of Messers Murdock, Corcoran, Mills, and others at the Hamiltom
County Courthouse; and the many purposes to vhich money collected at the September 21,
1979, "lunch With Ronald Reagan" have been put.

A. Relationship between the Committee to Elect Republicans and the Reagan

caspaign:

ON EVERY CHECK that included a reference to the Reagan campaign (13 checks
totalling $560.50), the Reagan reference was eliminated on the typed statement of
expenditures in the corresponding financial report.

Check Notation on Check Amount Purpose of Expenditure on Report

September 21 Reagan 325.00 Hall Rental
Convention Center

Reagan Banner 104,50 Banner ]

Reagan Conference 50,00 Conference
Reagan Rally 136.32 Flyer Printing
Rally-Reagan 99.75 Material

Vest lLetter Reagan 14,07 Press on Letters
Reagan letter 7.30 Press on letters
Reagan Rally 13,93 Material

Reagan Hqts 20.80 Campaign Hats
Reagan Outfits 1085 Material

Reagan rxpense 41.90 Miscellaneous Expenses

Reagan 52.25 Booth Rental

IM# 9 Balloons 83183 Balloons
Reagan 20 $940.50
L




Miscellaneous 'Expenses

Miscellaneous Expenses

Miscellaneous kxpensc

C. “'Corcoran's name deleted: Seven checks totalling $711.11, included
some reference to 1‘3. Corcoran., Yet, on the typed statement of expenditures in the
financial report, his name NEVER appeared.

Check Payee ‘ Notation on Check Purpose of Expenditure on Report

119 T.J. Corcoran - Luncheon Expenses

126 Sheraton O'Hare Hotel Reagan Conference Conference (also noted as "Keagan
.Conference N. Murdock & T.J. Cor-
coran on handwritten report € Nov

Republican National Corcoran Concord Conference
Committee

Jeff Corcoran Reagan Qutfits Material
187 T.J. Corcoran RNC Seminar Campaign School Expenses
196 T.J. Corcoran cecmecnconcacenan Postake
211 T.J. Corcoran Columbus Expenses Mileage
D. Reimbursements: When the word "reimb." was used on the handwritten

financial report of B Nov 79 (T-14), the refernce to reimbursements was deleted in £VihY
cas. o the ‘ypewritteu report for thc same period dated 22 Aug 30 (T-1).

Check Payee Notation on Check Puugose of Expenditure on Keport
y Nov '_72 22 Aulr &0

124 Marilyn Reed Postage Reimb. Stamps. Stamps

13k Cincinnati Insurance Refwb. Printing, Printin,:
Flyers, Stamps

155 larry lioody rececccccccanc—ae Reimb. Stanips Postag
3 . Cconference Loiicies
E. heagan Rally: on 22 Jan 2, members of the Committee to plet
hepul? lcans testified that the money spent by the committee for the Reusan rally ia
Cincinnati in fay 1990 was reimbursed by the State Republican Party Firarce Commit!ce anid
+he Reagan-Bush campaign. Examination of the exhibits revealed that expei.ses of §31 ..
were incurredy but that only $2205.47 was reimbursed.

=




R ek
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k. #z On 22 Jen A1, Norman Murd. tostﬂtﬁrﬂ' thlt hi hld mmr
from

1y benefit ) the Committee to Elect Republicans, Howsvér, on the handwrit
rt of 6 Nov 79 (T-23), check number 12G to the Sheraton O'lare IHotel, showed "Reag
Conference N. Murdock & T,.J. Corcoran” as the explanation for the expense. However, thia
“was changed to "conference” in the explanation column on the report of 22 Aug %0 (T-3).
Check number 132 to Delta Airlines for $134.00, with no notation on the check nor explana|
ation on the 6 Nov 79 financial report, showed only "Air Fare" as explanation on the "

whitewashed financial report of 22 Aug 0.

G. Marilyn Reed: Check 131 for $200,00 issued to Marilyn Reed requires
further docm..euwA_LFon and explanation.

II. MISSING INFORMTION:

A. Checks: No documentation was offered in the exhibits for 13 missing
checks with the following numbers: 138, 139, 142, 143, 1ki, 172, 175, 179, 190, 197,
200, 209, and 210. ,

B. Contributions: Only $15,755 of the reported $22,405 in contributions
are accounted for on the handwritten pre-election financial statement of 6 Nov 79 (T-14),
No contributions are itemized in the typed version of the pre-election financial report
of 22 Aug 80 (T-1)

C. Check number 192, dated 25 July 80, issyed to Ellen Brooks for $38.18,
is not reported on any financial report. y

D. No Checks for Items on Reports:
(1) $102.22 for personal loan to Tom Mills (T-L2)
(2) $25.00 for campaign contribution to Lynn Kartavich (T-k2)

(3) $35.00 for finance school registration to Republican National
Committee (T<k3). Ih=

(4) $105.00 for fundreising tapes to Rmbnéan National Committee (CC-2)
IIX. ERRORS:

A. The Pre-General Report (T-31), which should have beea filed 18 July 80,
shows & final balance on hand of $587.24k. If the comtributions and expenditures contained
in the report were accurate, the Committee to Elect Repudlicans would have ended the periec
with a deficit of ($23.43).

B. The 19 Dec 80 Post-General Report (CC-l) compounds the errors of the !
previous report. In addition to carrying over an incorrect beginning balance of $587.2L,
contributions listed on CC-3 of $620.46 do not with the control figure of $620.76
on CC=1, And the expenditure control figure of $997.24 gshown on both CC=l and CC-2 does
not agree with the total expenditures listed on CC-2 of $1072.24, so that instead of the
ending balance of $135.76 shown on CC-l, the Committee to Elect Republicans should show &
deficit of ($475.21), if the contributions and expenditures contained within the report
accurate.

IV, OTHER:

.k, Memory Typewriter: The $620.00 deposit on the memory typewriter (check 10
T-5) used by the Reagan campaign and the return of the deposit(s) ($40.00/A-7 and $620.46
CC-l) demonstrate the fénancial inter-relationship between the Reagan campaign and the
Committee to Elect Republicans.




Aagmcutssso e firm (#195/2-34)
T=33) demonstrate further thc financial mhr-nhtimhl’

campaign and the Committee to Elect Republicans. See Exhibits "M* and "K-l"

; C. File Cabinet: Detailed gquestions about the purchase of this $133.24

it.cn from Swallens (Check 207/CC~5), shown as an expenditure on CC-2, ps well ag the
contents, might make clearer the relationships among the people and committees involved.
""If the Committee to klect Republicans was only in existance to disburge the $13,4°2%.Ll
in proceeds from the "Lunch With Ronald Reagan " 21 Sept 79, it could have been done by
writing & few checks. A file cabinet would not have been needed to ctore all the records.

Reagan C Ex nses: If the information in Exhibits "A," "T,” and
"cc" is accuute, an anaﬁags o% the distribution of the proceeds from the "Lunch With
Ronald Reagan" 21 Sept 79 reveals the following were paid by the Committee to Elect
Republicans:

(1) LOlns to melnberS.................-u....-$ h32022

(2) Reagan Campaign Expenses....$3911.17
less: refunds...ceoccececess 660.46 3250.72

(3) Re.g‘n R.llyaon.coooooooooa.$3l.q$'r52
less: reimbursements........ 2905.47 373,05

(h) Other umnses..oa.alcda.--.aoo.oocaol-.a llllg)h
$5177.53

E, Preparation of Exhibits: Ferhaps the best proof of the allegations
in Case 31-33 are the exhibits | presented by the Committee to Elect Republicans. If, indeed,
the committee was located at 4175 Forest Avenue (Corcoran's home) and no work for fhe
committee was performed at the courthouse, then the committee would not have had access
to an IBM Selectric typewriter, with irregularities in the typeface remarkably similiar
to the typewriter used by Marilyn Reed at her desk in the Commissioners' office. The
committee’s treasurer's skill in the preparation of affidavits, financial reports, and
correspondence has already been demonstrated suspect. Therefore, with recpect to ..C.
3917.01 (L) (5) aud h.C. 3517.10 (A), the Elections Cow.iission way wish to determine
where, when, and by whom preparation of “hese exhibit: was done. "hirty-tfour (“)) «.»inits
anpear in vour file, incluaings MA=2," MA=3" MA@, NAS M Mawb, M NALT, M BasB, M )"
m‘_1 " "I\.-B n “M-R 1] ll\_10 1] "2»—11 ([ “M—13 " "\'1—15 " "M—"B 1] nr_1 nonpg y ] “I'—j " nr.quur.
ur-u v oo 43 " "‘r‘-%O n "P-LO " "‘I‘—M "o "—L2 " "T-h3 " "T-M; " "'-£s5 " "\-3 W =Ty,

" _,u—? " and "J;-j."

All but three of the above exhioits ("T=31," "T=34," and "{-33") appe.r o
have been tvoed on the same typewriter,




MARY BETH TAGRAAT
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1325 ") Sieeer, N.W.
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MANAGEMENT coucsm
1022 ALNETTA DRIVE
ONWM‘I. OHIO 45230

PHONE (613) 232-1902

JOHN WILLIAMS

General Counsel

Ohio Elections Commission

c/o Ohio Secretary of State
l4th Floor, State Office Tower
Columbus, Ohio 43216

Dear John:

The attached piece of Reagan correspondence , copied and mailed to me by
T.J. Corcoran from the Hamilton County Court House, is interesting from many points
of view:

(1) It may have been prepared at the courthouse at taxpayer expense.

(2) It explains the responsibilities in the campaign and nhtionlhipl
among Corcoran, Mills, and me.

(3) It shows that Mills made reports to Corcoran at the Courthouse. The
procedure was for Mills to5 report on & tape recorder Corcoran had leased through &
courthouse supplier. Corcoran took the tapes to the courthouse where Commissioners'
secretary Marilyn Reed transcribed them.

(4) It reveals the immense scope of Corcoran's activities and the amount of
time needed to coordinate a Presidential primary campaign in the lst, 2nd, 3rd, Lth,
6th, 7th, Sth, and 10th Ohio Districts from his office tt the courthouse on taxpayer
time.

(5) It demons::.tes the extensive use of telephones in the Hamilton County
Commissioners' office for the Reagan campaign. Examination of long-distance phone
charges for the courthouse and Reagan telephones would further clarify this point.
Reagan phone numbers included (513) 531-1555, (513) 531-3457, (513) 579-1980 in
Cincinnati and (614) 461-6161 in Columbus.

(6) Analyizing other campaign correspondence should bring other important
issues to light, as well as helping determine the in-kind contributions to the Reagan
Campaign and the Committee to Elect Republicans as defined in Para (5), Section 3517.01,
Title XXXV of the Revised Code relating to campaign finances and practices,

Sincerely,

e Xy

4
Sworn to and subscribed before me *:is i day of L’*‘“‘M 19 f 2.
Lo,

JANE At kALY VHALS  Noxuy




70: Tom Mills Jeff Corcoran

RE: Miscellaneous Comments about procedures A :lnnuty 25, 1980 ‘
in RFP 1980. y ]

- TOM:

I have analysed your political reports. They seem to be improving greatly from the
very beginning. We should, of course, continue to upguard our whole effort eo that
we can be prepared for future events. In analyzing your activities, month to date,
it appears that you have spent a priority of time in the 3rd District (6 days),
your next strongest effort in the 7th (4 days), two:'days in the 4th and 10th and
one day in the 6th and 8th. This sequence appears to be in line with our strategy
and certainly will begin to show signs of organizational progress shortly. I have
additional comments which I think should be brought to your attemtion.

Next week the 4th and 7th Districts should be completely organized to the county
level. Obviously, we want to handle Bob Huffman carefully but we should, without
question, have the entire list of county chairmen by January 31. This includes
periodic phone calls to Roger Gillespie and further follow up with the other district
chairmen. You certainly realize the areas where we are weak and those should be
concentrated on to lock down all necessary chairmen by the 3lst. . It should also
be brought to your atteantion that the state headquarters plans omn submitting an
entire slate of delegates and alternates the first week of February. We are not
going to wait any longer. The Reagan campaign must progress rapidly and begin
to show gerious signs of aggressive organization. To ball is certainly going

to rest in your court heuvily. . of this memo, I am hutmct S

aye the key county me ' lected along with all digtrict media pe .
£ regard, 1'm sure be appreciated. B once

ag_g_in_,_kgm_in mind that these people are to be a intod by J

I have talked with Roger Gillespie and he has indicated to me that he has seslected
some of his county chairmen. The information I have is as follows: Warren
County -- Ralph Madded with possible co-chairmen of Bill and Janet Pierce; Darke
County -- Victoria Kester with a possible co-chairman of Jim Buske who was located
and recommended by Bob Netzley; Butler County (North) -— Paul Deger at Manchester
Machine Co. in Middletown; Pairfield -- Dr. Arnold; Hamilton -- Earl H. Thompson
III, 206 Dick Avenue, Hamflton 45013. Some additional names were discussed;
however, they were not appointed to anything at the present time. They were

Dan Shell and Mary and Jim Stever. Perhaps you should follow up with Roger
Gillespie and lock these down once and for all. One additional name that I'm
sure will be appointed was Dr. Siehl in Preble County. However, it is questionable
whether or not he will be willing to come out front. Tom, in light of what hap-
pened in Iowa, I can't emphasize strongly enough the importance of locking dowm
these names immediately.

Additionally, in Shelby County Bob Netzley has recommended Phyllis Shields and
in Auglaize County he recommends Farrald Ritchy. You should probably check these
out.

One last comment, Tom. As we have already discussed, Randy Carson seems to be
placing himself squarely in the middle of 8 heated Congressional primary race
and is disrupting the Reagan campaign. Please advise of the outcome after your
discussion with Randy.

Please let me know if vou heve sny questions.




Mmmsuem coucerrs
1022 ALNETTA DRIVE
cmmno&m 46230

D T T
PHONE (813) 232-1902

JOHM WILLIAMS

General Counsel

Ohio Elections Commission

c/o Ohio Secretary of State
14th Floor, State Office Tower
Columbus, Ohio 43216

Dear John:

Some mention has been made of the fact that the Committee to Elect Republicans
funds were used to pay for the Reagan rally in Cincinnati, May 28, 1980, under the
direct control of Hamilton County Commissioner Norwman A. Murdock and Hamilton County
Ombudsman T.J. Corcoren.

Attached is a copy of the assignments of responsibilities for that rally,
presented by Corcoran during & meeting that lasted sevarl hours at Reagan headquarters,
26 East Sixth Street, Cincinmati, Ohio 45202, during the afternoon of May 23, 1960.

It may be helpful in mdittng expenses and determining if all in-kind contributions
were reported.

Also of interest is that Dave Albanese of the Hamilton County Prosecutor's
office was assigned the responsibility of security for the event. The Hamilton County
Prosecutor was a 2nd District Reagan delegate at the Repudblican convention in Detroit.

JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN

<~
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 0"1’ _ day of W"/’ 19 9o .

X s 2ECa
[iues March 25, ivel
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Groups
Margie Ross

Hpndicapped - Danny School

Youth - High Schools

Court House - GOP Leadership
Businessmen - Gerry Daly

Blacks - Ron Dumas

Pro Life - Rosemary Becker

Labor -

Democrats -

Ethnics (Irish, Italian, German, etc.)

Program e
Jean Clark 2.

Dorothy Hare 3.
4.

Security 1.

Dave Albanese 2.

Reaganmuf fines 1.
218
3.
4.

Blitz Squad
Betty Harrelson

Name tags of dimtm
Flags

Banners

Platform skirting

Ares marquees with Reagan m
Floral arrangements

Other

Handle all press releases
Set up and test p.a. system
Set up platform

Rope off designated arsas |
Arrange for press coverage |
Distribute press cudmtuh
Operate p.a. I

Develop alternate plan w/ rain
Print flyers and literature
Coordinate other materials
Coordinate any demonstration

Arrange for Volunteer booth & literature
table

Organize groups for Reagan with signs

Coordinate sign printing

Provide volunteers for area blitz

Develop Program
Band
Photographer
Greeting Party

Transportation
Traffic control

Recruit girls
Coordinate outfits
Rehearse for event
Girls to act as ushers

Distribute flyers throughout area
Arrange for voter registration van




CINCINNATI, OHIO 486230

PHONE (613) 232-1902

Nevesber 18, 1960

JOHN WILLIAG
General Counsel

Ohio Blections Commission
c/o Ohio Secretary of State
14th Floor

State Office Tower
Columbus, Ohio 43216

Dear John:

Enclosed are copies from my records and correspondense about the $559.83
e paid to ms by the Committes to Elect Republicans for sy expenses &s & Reagan voalumteer.

As you reviev the mterial, pleass note the following:

(A) Expense recaps were submitted to Corcorem st the Hamiltom Coumty Courthouse.
~ Reagan expense vouchers were prepared. Corcorea siganed them aad submitted them to the
Reagan campsign for paymsnt.

(B) Destinations and purposes detailed im ny Jaawary thru May 1980 expemse
= recaps (vhich have mot yet beem paid) show that on many occassions, taxpayer momey wes
being spent oa the Reagan campaign.

(C) Expense recaps for October thru December 1979 are aot available. I submitted
thea to Corcorea and copies of the Reagan vouchers were naver returned. However, at the
—_— Elections Commissiom hearing November 13, 1980, Corcorean said he would provide them.

(D) Corcoraa‘'s letter of Jume 2, 1980, imcluded Hamilton County Commissiomers’
secretary Marilyn Reed's initials. In that letter, Corcoren tried to cover up two things:

(1) I never worked for the Committee to Elect Republicans. I worked only

for the Reagan campaign from August 1979 thru May 1980. To my knowledge, the Committee to
Elect Republicans was established only to distribute the proceeds from the Reagan lunch
September 21, 1979. Corcoran had previocusly shown me & handwritten note from Reagan's Ohio
political director Frank Donnatelli directing him to pay me with funds from the Committee to
Elect Republicans.

(2) My Reagan expenses for October thru December 1979 had already been
processed by Corcoran and submitted to Lynn Kartavich at the Reagan headquarters in Columbus.
At a meeting January 22, 1980, Kartavich told me that those vouchers had already been sent

to the Reagan campaign for payment.

(E) Another letter arrived in a county envelope.
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(¥) Besides chovtn; that mr money was being

k qm'm'. June 9, 19&, l.cttcr, & copy of

21, 1979
Beagan luncheon at Cincinnati Convention Center was related to the Committes $0 l].:ct g
Republicans.

(2) Mills stated that no Committee to Blsct Iopubncm acuvtt.y transpired
at the Hamilton County Courthouse at any time.

(3) My peid Reagan expense vouchers included meetings at the Hamilton
County Courthouse during that period. :

Corcorsn's June 9, 1980, letter also contradicts his June 2, 1980, letter by
stating that he had forwarded "additionsl” copies of my Resgan cxpouc vouchers to the
Reagan campaign. The June 2 letter makes it look as if he had never seen any expense | |
recaps. Corcoran's dated signatures on these Reagan vouchers should prove most enlightening, |

(G) Corcoran's July 31, 1980, letter and the check from the Committee to Elect
Repudblicans, 1000 Main Street, the same address as the Hamilton County Courthouse, show
that the Committee to Elect Repudlicans paid my Reagan expenses for October thru December
1979 plus mileage for a trip to the Poconos November 15-19, 1979, for Reagan campaign
personnel to attend a campaign seminar conducted by the Republican National Committee.
Those attending were Corcoran, Mills, Marilyn Reed, and me.

Obviously, your commission members will have other questions about the relatiomship
between the Committee to Elect Republicans and the Reagan campaign controlled by state
co-chairman Murdock, Hamilton County Ombudsman Corcoran, and Reagan field representative
Mills, If I can be of any help, please don‘'t hesitate to ask.

/9%
Sworn to and subscribed in my presence this day ofm_w. o .

L (P

JATIE ANN KAMPHAUS
Notary Pubtic, Stote of Ohio
My Ceriraziion Eapires March 25, 1981




. JAMS JAY SCHIVRIN
January-May 1980

Boe

for President-Travel Expenses

Destination
Courthouse-meeting w/Jeff Corcoran, Tom mn-

Jan 2 Courthouse-meeting w/Jeff Corcoran
Jan 5 U175 Forest Avenue- meeting w/Jeff Corcoren
Jan 7 Sive Advertising-mseting Steve ltnuclnn
Jan 8 Mutusl (office)-meseting w/Debbi _-
Jan 9 Queensgate Prisch's- meeting w/Jeff Cononn. ‘!- llllh. ' :
Norman Murdock L0
Courthouse -meeting w/Jeff Corcaran H e
Jan 11 Murdock Office-Press Conference ' A .
Jan 12 U175 Forest Ave: Mset Jeff Corcoren, Tom Hﬂ.h, ondl T
Norman Murdock to attend meeting inm Daytom - - &
Jan 14 Sive Advertising-meeting w/Steve Straunchen S . .50
Jan 15 U175 Forest Ave: meet Tom Mills for meeting in Daytom 3
Jan 17 Mutual Office: meeting w/Debbi Bailey *
Jan 22 L4175 Forest Ave: Tom Mills, tremsportation to Columbus - oh
Jan 28 U175 Forest Ave: Tom Mills, transportation to nqtcn &
Jin 31 January totals I k7.9 1755
Peb 5 Reagan Office,Columbus: Meeting with Dave Jobnsom . 258 1.00
Feb 7 The Station: Meeting w/Carl Biszzants 8
Feb 11 Courthouse: Meeting w/Jeff Corcoran, Tom Mills, ‘
and Norman Murdock 26 .25
Feb 13 Courthouse: Meeting w/Jeff Corcoran - 26 .25
Feb 14 Lincoln Day Dinner a8 1.00
Feb 15 Courthouse: Taft Press Conference 26 .25
Feb 16 Reagan Office: meet w/Jeff Corcoran 28 1.20
Feb 12 Reagan Office: ueet w/Jeff Corcoran a8 1.50
Wise Temple: to borrow loudspeaker 30
Reagan Office: champagne opening 28
Feb 16 Audiocraft: return telephone patch 30
Reagan Office: meiia relations (] 1.05
Feb 20 Reagan Office: media relations 28 1.20
Feb 21 Courthouse: Press Release to 'farilyn Reed 26 .10
Reagan Office: meet w/Jeff Corcoran L 1.%0
Feb 22 Reagan Office: meet w/Jeff Corcoran 28 1.95
L175 Forest Ave 8
Feb 23 Reagan Office: meet w/Jeff Corcoran 28 .20
Feo 25 Reagan Office: meet w/ Jeff Corcoran 2f l.20
Feb 27 Reazan Office: neet w/Jeff Corcoran 3] 1.90
Feo c? wieenscate Frisch's: meeting w/Jeff Corcoran,Tom Mills,
Moruwan Murdock 30
Xeagan Office 6 £S5 0
417¢ Fores%: Towm i1ls for trip to Columbdus 24
Fer 27 Reagan Office: meeting w/ eff Corcoran 2? 1250
<

et

Te' ruary Totals------~- i o e oo e [ 13.45



Descript o :
mzﬁﬁee- meeting w/.r-rr cmqm. !w um-
Reagan Office: meeting w/Jeff Corcoran = =

Reagan Office: meeting w/Jeff Corcoran, lornn Mxrdoekm
after Conwntion Center

Reagan Office: weetins with medis volunteers

Courtho:se: ueetins w/Jeff Corcoran -

Reggan Office: medis relations Pl

Reagan Office: meceting w/Jeff Corcoran :

Reagan Office: meeting w/Jeff Corcoran (weekly planning)

Reagan Office: Press conference at Board of Elections

Reagan Office: weekly planning meeting w/Jeff Corcoran

Reagan Office: Wedia relations, Gradison Breakfast

Reagan Office: media relations

Murdock Office: Press Conference

March Totals

Reagan Office: media relations

Reagan Office: Danny Schodl Press cm”neo
Reagan Office: media relations

Columbus: Governor's 'ansion

Reagan Office: media relations

{ o
i |
o]
s
'f”

Courthouse: Danny Scholl Press Conference
Reagan Office: meeting w/Jeff Corcoran
Reagan Office: media relations

Reagan Office: meeting w/Jeff Corcoran
Reagan Office: media relations

Reagan Office: media relations

Reagan Office: media relations

Reagan Office: media relatsons

Reagan Office: Rally meeting

May Totals - --

W
REREE KL
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SUMMARY

215€ miles @ .15 per mile = $323.40

Parking = 47,05
$370.55
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Mr. James Jay Schifrin
1022 Alnetta Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Jim:

Would you please forward to this office copies of all your claimed
expenses. Additiomally, 1 would like to clarify the commenty made
in your letter of May 30 for your bester understanding. First, any
approved expenses due you from the luncheon will be paid by the
Committee to Elect Republicans as soon as we receive the copy of
your expenses. Secondly, I will forward all your claimed expenses
on to the Reagan campaign for their evaluation and utﬂnxmc.
Please advise if I can be of further assistance.
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JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF WAMILTON COUNTY
ROOM 834 COURT NOUSE

v t ¢
Y {0 T
CINCINNATI, OHIO 48202 NE ,,-/

Mr. James Jay Schifrin
1022 Alnetta

Cincinnati, Ohio 45230




Mr. James J. Schifrin
1022 Alnetta
Cincinnati, Ohio 65230_

Dear Jim:

I have reviewed your expensaes submitted for August and September, 1979. Attached
for your convenience is a copy of what we have on record for those two months.
The amount totals $141.90. Our records also show paying you $100.00 with check
no. 145 which would leave a balance due you of $41.90. That check is enclosed.

This amount is $150.00 short of the check that was cancelled, no. 144. Would
you please advise where our records are deficient so that we can reimburse you
for your complete luncheon expenses. Also, as I indicated to you in my cor-
respondence of June 2, 1 have forwarded additiomal copies of your expenses to
the Reagan campaign for their reimbursement. I shall follow up with a memo
requesting early and prompt payment.

Enclosure

REEWED © duw B0
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'REAGAN for PRESD ST T
I:DD“ES'S 1902 Alnetta““ ‘
ITY Cincinnati STATE Ohio y41:d MONTH SEE ATTACHED
AXTACH ALL RECEIPTS For 1Tems over s 2.C0 WORK ENDING: _Aug. 31

SUNDAY MONDAY TUESDAY | WEDNESDAY| THURSDAY FRIDAY 29,10 6.0 &

" James Schifrin

Breakfast

Piane

Car Rental

* Private Auto ;
(Miles/Ant.) 274 _/41.10 |
Taxi, Parking,

1.70

$42.80

GRAND 71CTAL Sl

2ATD 8 CK NOL, 0 DALE:

SECTION/MANAGER
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= [REAGAN for PRESIDENT DXEENSE RESGL.
CT

S 1902 Alnetta
J L d
ames J. Schifrin TY Cincinnati STATE Ohio zip 45230

SEE ATTACHED

MONTH
ACTACH ALL RECEPTS FOR TeMs over s £.00 WEE EXDING: Sept. 30, '79

SUNDAY MONDAY TUESDAY | WEDNESDAY| THURSDAY FRIDAY | XIXTOUXBKX

Breakfast

Lanch
Shuser

Ls (Meals & Lodging)
Plane

Car Rental

* Private Auto

(Miles/Amt.) 542 / 81.30
Taxi, Parking,

3.95

$99.10

G3ND TOTAL $99.10

DAYE:

: SECTION/PALIAGER
L t Ce&LelLd




1AVEL M&s Hnm.mg

DESTINATION / PAOSE

“REEMS AVIBING / MG w/ T ROwES

M1, WASINGION PEeRS /4D LAYouT

‘mm!nwmwlmm

O cWwWATI EVQUIsER /PAGD AD

MRLETMUSES GME) /MmEEr Wi Susuraay MEwSMPORS
NI FTOUEY  ADLEETISWG-/ (T W/ oM ATRWS
AVUsLarensss (orp i) [Heer wiSuBuranw ABustabets
MMERALD oW [Commau PAOSS vEasvce
Mo, enceseises rince) | Peer w /sveueenn ¢ wousAmeS
conveviun e [witecr Se of Wweseow

KASON'S oFFiCE [Pckup PraToS

couer Hovse  / melr w/Jete Cotcotan)

43S tokesT AVE /A MEDW MATOUAL |

250
25qr
25 Sef7
2351

IMTAOTD |piup ReAGAN PICTURRS RR PAESS KITS
comvavran TR [ wser sne o Lo

OB HoUse [ pesvee WaERAL RoR RS K
cwciwvan foST /m LMoY

geves SovemsinG /meiwe w/eqr veeves

uly WOSE [ Pexvp mmRAM R Tlegs Kats
CoMiw CTer /58 UP WNCWEON)

Cowemew carl/ RRLAN LWCnaw

Cover Hevs € /eeerwG W/IeF oAy
evcwnkm POST / PracuP TeML MRS

Covpy wovsSE [ meeiw s w/.‘l &CF ConloN

GOy v sbeaw Aless /vBuver pcruee
OPEACE OF coNGABSs praw Kandn0ss [ mELT w /godil Guuespe




RECoaowG ABLITIES 1000

Joiad o5-0¢- Poacer Schavess §13.96

.




4175 Forest Avel;nc
Cincinnati, Ohio 45212
July 31, 1980

Mr. James Schifrin
1022 Alnetta
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Jim:

Enclosed is our check from the Committee to Elect Republicans as full
and final reimbursement for all the expenses you incurred. This includes
the following: October - $68.85, November - $81.65, December -~ $82.65
and $184.80 for your mileage to the Poconos. I1'm sorry for the delay
but, because we wanted to clear up this matter, we have decided to pay
it out of our local account. Thank you for your help in the past. I
hope we cap remain friends. '

Enclosure

mv : 477
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THE RFTH THIRD BANK ﬁ'/
CINCNNATY, OO 45399
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 Last wesk at the Ethics Commission

1|8 politician from Patronage County

Ris opponent of a most un-
campaign violation.

“Not 80, counte Larry Lackey
P udslinger’s elu'l;zln mmnr:
:{|“T've known Senator Mudslinger for 30
: < 'Ho'n the most honest politician I

Was away on va-
cation at the
{lthe 4 and couldn’t attend

/| “But Mudalinger said I wasn’
t fit to
j ’ut with the pigs. You should have

[ By James Jay Schitein

seen the hievluon eommoreﬁ," cried
Goodguy

; “l ean explain :lnt," said b
we went a little overboard
But Senator didn’t know
anything about it. His only fault is
being a little too natve when it comes
to tl'ultlngu people who work for him."
‘‘Mudslinger’'s been gullty of un-
(euncu behavior for yu‘:."ycl:ln‘::d
|Goodguy. ‘‘The Ethics Commission
'lhoum do something about it.’’
| ‘“I'm sorry, we can't,” satid the
commission . "“The legisla-
ture wrote the rules for the Ethics
fCommlnlon. and under those provi-
\stons, those legislators are exempt."’

James Jay Schifrin addressing
ISchool. Photo by Steve Baker.

Mt. Washington Press columnist
James Jay Schifrin presented his
que political awareness program to
senior class government students at
! erson High School and Turpin High
I |School recently.
!, Working with social studies depart-
! /ment heads Steve Baker at Turpin and
" |{Joe Porter at Anderson, Schifrin,
former media chairman for the Rea-
gan campaign in Ohio, appeared as the
Grain Party Presidential candi-

te.
Speaking from a soap box, Schifrin’s
romise to schedule high school

from noon to 2 p.m. won loud
pproval, especially from the 7:80
m. b

Ray Akers’s senior civics clsss at Anderson High

- Columnist Is Speaker

lenty of political syrup, a Free Grain

arty tradition.

The program took the form of a

ress conference. Turpin civics teach-

r Bill Croskey and Ray Akers and
Andy Wolf at Anderson interviewed
|the counterfeit candidate, who lam-
jpooned actual candidates with parod-
'les of their promises and platforms.

1 thought he was real,’’ said one
Turpin student. ‘‘He sounded just as
bad as the ones on TV.”

A serious question-and-answer ses-
ision followed the presentations. For
|lexample, Schifrin showed that if the
{100-member audience at Anderson
jeach had part-time jobs earning $100-
jper-week, the class would pay $183
thousand a year in taxes. ‘‘Learn
everything you can about the way your

ernment works. The people you
elect u: spending yowr money,” Schi-
said.




IhOT u Q@ NOLOMHSYM
3 z A—.SM-—-W ..V_.. WNma

34

1avhul H139 LYW

QZISh O1HO ‘Wdvwhwn
3nya Wiy 2101
?..d.e_um




' MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS
1022 ALNETTA DRIVE
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45230

PHONE (513) 232-1802

November 15,

JOHN WILLIAMS
General Counsel
Ohio Elections Commission

c/o Ohio Secretary of State
14th Floor

State Office Tower
Columbus, Ohio 43216

4
el

419

¥

Dear John:

r

TS
p

£1:29 D2MNO: ¢

Enclosed is a copy of the ticket issued for the Lunch with Ronald
Reagan, September 21, 1979, with T. J. Corcoran's signature on the back.
As noted by members of your commission, no reference is made to the
"Committee to Elect Republicans." The ticket does, however, show Norman
A. Murdock as state co-chairman. A prudent person might ask if there were
no official Reagan activity because at that time Reagan was supposed to be
an undeclared candidate, why Murodck’'is shown with an official title.

Also enclosed are the November 14 clippings from the Post and Enguirer.

Sincerely,

%avmzs %Bld gtﬁ:{;ﬂlﬁ)
JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN

Tom Staub, Attorney General's Office
Leonard J. Schwartz, Elections Counsel,

Ohio Secretary of State
Edwin Patterson, Ohio Ethics Commission

Joe Willis, Legal Advisor, Ohio Auditor's Office

bcc: Mary Beth Tarrant, Federal Elections Commission
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agvisor with the accounting firm Bmst &

ON THURSDAY, K10} veew oev oo -

- e conng oo

everyupeetott.heclty" . heard whether John Paul fellowed his advice m : -

BY JACKIE JADRNAK
Gannett News Service

COLUMBUS, Ohto—The Ohjo Elec-
tions Commission decided Thurs-
day to conduct formal hearings on
charges that Hamilton County
Courthouse offices and materials

State To Probe Election Allegatlons Agamst GOP

were used for political campaigning.

This decision followed informal
testimony by two officers of Hamil-
ton County’s Committee to Elect
Republicans. The pair claimed they
were innocent of charges of im-
proper campaign practices. -

Thomas H. Mills, treasurer of the
committee, also denied that Hamil-
ton County Commissioner Norman
Murdock had any connection with
the group, calling him “the most
honest and straight person I have
ever known” and saying Murdock
was “naive—he basically thinks
people are good.”

T.J. CORCORAN. committee
chairman and administrative as-
sistant to the county commission-
ers, a1so appeared at the hearing,

fall under the Ohig Elections Com-

bursed for any photocopying,
stamps or other materials used in

-

THER COMPLAINT bdefore the
discov-

of & net profit
from &
, luncheon in Cincinnati at

which Reagan spoke, Mills said. Al

that money was intended to go 0
local candidates, he satd.

CORCORAN SAID that Murdock,

. ‘a regional co-ordinator for the Rea-

paign
Another complicating uctor.
said, is se; the local
and state work done by the commit-
tee from the Reagan campaign
work done by Mills, and

, had no control over

Thomas Kaplin, an elections
commission member, said, *‘It
stretches my tmagination that this
was not under the direct authorisa-
tion of Murdock. He’s got to be

aware of $12000 floating around

Hamiiton County.”

This matter also is under investi-
gation by the Federal Elections
Commission, the state auditor and
the Ohio attorney general.

”
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Commis

sioner

called to testify

By Maureen Brown
Post Ot Burean
COLUMBUS Hamilton
County Conimissioner Norman A
Murdock will be among persons
gt Ohio Elections Commission
Subpornas for a Jan 22 hearing
Won charges of Hllegal campatgn
‘practices involving Murdock and
fhe Committee to Elect Republi-
WLans
¥ Because election commission
:"nemlwrs were not satisfled with
@pparently contradictory state-
Jnents offered at a public hearing
$ere Thursday, they voted unant-
mously to hold a more formal
earing to get additional infor-
ation.

‘While no new facts surfaced at
he hearing, some commission
embers were openly incredulous
t statements offered by Republi-
n officials for the committee.

Commission member Thomas
aplin of Columbus was particu-
ly astonished with the opinion
fered by Thomas Mills, treasur-
for the committee, that Mur-
k was “naive” about people in
neral and some of the goings-
0 of the committee.
- MURDOCK IS a veteran of the
io Legislature and Hamilton
gounty politics, and is weighing a
Bid for Ohio governor.

-

!

v ‘It just stifles the imagina-

tion,” Kaplin said, that Murdock,
who was state co-chairman for
the Ronald Reagan campalign, did
not know how the committee was
spending its money.

“I'm questioning what the pur-
pose of this committee was,” Kap-
Iin sald.

“If some of this was laundered,
they've got big problems.”

The Issues revolve, in part,
around how money was spent by
the commuittee, which was estab-
lished to raise money only for
state and local Republican candi-
dates.

James J. Schifrin, a Cincinnati
management consuitant who was
media chairman for the Ohio
Reagan campaign before resign-
ing in May 1980, contends slush
funds were established by the
committee and the money was
sent to the Reagan campaign.

IN HIS FORMAL COMPLAINT
filed with the commission, Schi-
frin also alleges that Reagan
workers employed at the Hamil-
Lon County courthouse used state
time, money and resources to pro-
mote Reagan’s candidacy.

“It was illegal,” Schifrin said,
when asked why he filed the com-
plaint. “I saw these guys lying and
cheating and screwing up the
campaign.”

S 0 0 Lo § L0

Hamilton County Commissioner Norman Murdock has been sub-
poenaed for a hearing on charges of illegal campaign practices

He also contended that Mur-
dock, speaking through SBchifrin’s
attorney, threatened to publicly
disgrace him if he didn’t recant
his allegations against the com-
mittee.

Mills and T.J. Corcoran,
administrative assistant to Mur-
dock who also handled the Rea-
gan campaign in Hamilton Coun-
ty, both refuted Schifrin’s allega-

They said Murdock had no
knowledge of committee expendi-
tures and plans, and that all work
by county employees campaign-
ing for Reagan was done on their
own time.

IN ONE CASE where the coun-
g copying machine was used,

said, the Reagan cam-
paign paid the county for the

services.

Mills also described M
as “the most honest and
person” he ever knew.

John Williams, iegal counsel
for the elections commijssion, satd
the attempt to define all the
issues in the case is “a little Ik
nailing Jello to the wall.” :

“The fact that one set of facts.
has drawn the scrutiny of three
agencies indicates there’s a lot of
issues to be considered here,” Wil-
liams said.

He referred to investi-

Pﬁm of the charges the
ederal Elections gmﬁdon

and the office of Ohio Auditor
Thomas E. Ferguson. d
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MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS 5
1022 ALNETTA DRIVE
CINCINNATY, OHIO 45230

A Sl S R D
PHONE (513) 232-1902

Charles Steele

General Counsel

Federsal Elections Commission
1325 "K" Street, R.N.
Washington D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:

Attached are further developments pertaining to my previously submitted
charges against Norman Murdock and others.

Items "A" and "B" raise questions about the appearance of a conflict of
interests by Commissioner Murdock.

. In Item "C" and in & November 7 television report, Mardock said he's
considering a federal appointment in the Reagan administratiom.

Previcusly reported, Murdock said state and federal agencies investigating
charges of his campaign illegalities had found nothing. Does Mardock speak for the
Federal Election Commission?

Sincerely,
Schilu
%amzs%&a cupum

JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN

Sworn to and subscribed in my presence this Jeott day of W/ 19 82,

U /25

JANE ANN KAMPHAUS
=tz -y Public, State of Ohlo
My Caye-icn Expires March 25, 193}
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MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS ’

1022 ALNETTA DRIVE
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45230

PHONE (513) 232-1902

November 7, 1980

Notes on & conversation with ﬂlvid Rowe, Kroger Co. Real Estate Department

I called Rowe at his office at about 2:40 p.m. this date, identifying myself
at first as a columist with the Mt. Was on Press and later during the conversation
as the person who had brought charges orman Murdock. I asked about Mardock's ]
actions at Tuesday's commissioners' meeting, referring to the item on page B-5 of Vednesday's

irer. Rows explained that he had met with Murdock the previocus week, and at that time,
explained everything necessary for representatives of the Kroger Company to

appear at the upcoming commissioners’' meeting. Rowe was shocked at Murdock's suddea turmne

around. Their relationship previcusly had been so frieadly.

Rows suspected & connection existed between Murdock and the people who opposed

s~ the Kroger project. He'd been told soms things, but he did not have concrete proof. Rowe

~ Offered two possible connections: (1) Krauss, the attorney for the present lamdlord who

" stood to lose a great deal of money if the proposed project went through. And (2), the

~~ law firm of Bartlett, Junewick and Carpenter, representing the people opposed to the
project.

Not previously disclosed to the press, Rowe confided that Carpenter's father

was & real estate agent, who previously tried to interesat the Kroger Co. in an unaceeptable

- location for the project. When rejected, the elder Carpenter threatened to fight them to
the death, using any means possible. His son, attorney Stanley Carpenter, was leading the

—~ fight for the opposition, which, according to Rowe, was not broad-based in the commmity.
Carpenter's partner, Walter Junewick, was the attorney who acted as the go-between with

¢ Murdock and me during the week of August 10, 1980, when he delivered Murdock's ultimatium

to change my testimony or be publicly humiliated. Junewick was supposed to be representing

me, However, when he advised me to sign a false statement, it appeared to me that he

e might actually be acting in Murdock's interests. Immediately after my rejection of Murdock's
ultimatium, Junewick resigned as my attorney, stating that he had business with the
commissioners and needed to retain his credibility with Murdock. Junewick had previously
disclosed no conflict in representing me, but he had explained that his firm represented
people against the Kroger project, but had not told me that his partner's father had an

interest in selling land to Kroger.

I was not surprised at Murdock's actions at the commissioners' meeting, because
on November 4, the day of that meeting, Enquirer reporter Bob Weston had told me that
Murdock had been at the Enquirer demanding & retraction, Weston told me that he had asked
Murdock about the charges of intimidation I had lodged against him. Murdock had laughed them
off, advising Weston to check with Junewick, the implication being that Junewick would
contradict my testimony.

Conclusions: A clear abuse of office appeared ‘to exist when Commissioner Murdack
acted against the Kroger project, in support of Junewick's law firm and tho interests of
relatives of partners in that firm. Concerning Junewick's actions during the week of August
10, either he was representing my adversary's interests as opposed to mine, or else Murdock
tampered with my attorney in his relationship with me.

)
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‘!!c would not be ?pocl

lhncidb to ve it up.
on what
type of job would {nterest him, but
some speculate that it would be a
high cabinet post or an am-
bassadorship.

He has not ruled out running for
governor, a post io’ coveted in the
early 1970's.

Mutdock said he might be talk-
Ing with Reagan aides sometime in

" the nest tyw day{ and did not rule
. out the possjbility thet he might in-
- "itiate a conversation with the new

admipistration 1eaders about what
posta may be offered him.

While keeping some modesty, he
pointed out that he was the first

| q{:r elected Republican Jeader in
" Ohio to jul:‘p on the Reagan band- -_
ay, 1879 when others’

were heeding  advice to stay
aeptsal, : , 5
1t proves ] was rigit,*’ he said.
Murdeck reflected that he sensed
last apring the mood of the country *
swinging to éonurvni-lt. Aail the

_swing was Mguﬂov 4. /
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!llmlock said lse has been so0

blny with the Reagan campaign
that be bad not thought about his
future political plans but did admit
that the thought of going to a job in
the federal government *‘has cross-
od my mind."’ :

He thinks he could be one of the
chosen few to be offered posts in
Washington since he was one of 50
Reagan primary campaign
¢hairmen for Reagan and one of
_about 100 co-chairmen for the main
race with President Carter.

- In one conversation, he could not
help but cite a lot of his qualifica-
“tions for a Washington post, star-
ting with work with the FBI and
state legislative experience, in-
cluding being mipority leader of
the Ohio House.

" For most of his political life,
Murdock said, he bas had two or
thres jobs to be juggled ot once. An
ambassadorship in a far gway
country sounded tempting to him,
when ome reporter tossed some

. ‘speculation at him.

Ok LI

Gordon H. Scherer, who held the
title of honorary chairman of the
Reagan-Bush campaign in
Hamilton County, feels that Mur-
dock would be making a mistake
by going to Washington if he had
any interest in staying in state or
local politics.

*‘He should stay in this county."
Scherer said. "‘Once you get to
Washington you tend to be forgot-
ten. It's about impossible to come
back."”’

Scherer represented the Ohio
first dlstnct in Congress for 10
years.

Taft, commisssioner-elect, hopes
that Murdock stays in Hamilton
County since he has a good ‘‘work-
ing relationship'’ with both Mur-
dock and Commissioner Robert
Wood, who was reelected Tuesday.

“l can uniderstand his (Mur-

k’s) position,”’ Taft said. ‘*He
as contributed bis time and
prestige (to the Reagan cam-

paign).”
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SPECIAL DELIVERY
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Loren A. Smith

Reagan for President

901 South Highland Street
Arlington, VA 22204

Re: MUR 1297

.

Dear Mr. Smith:

On September 29, 1980, your committee was notified
that the Federal Election Commission received a complaint
from James Jay Schifrin alleging that Reagan for President
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended. You were also given a copy of the
complaint and informed that your response to the complaint
should be submitted within fifteen days of your receipt
of the notification.

On October 21, 1980, the Commission received a letter
from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in the
complaint. We are enclosing a copy of this letter. As this
letter is considered an amendment to the original complaint,
you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which to
respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact Marybeth
Tarrant, the staff member assigned to this matter, at
(202) 523-4175.

Chafles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Letter from complainant
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SPECIAL DELIVERY
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Norman A. Murdock :

Ahlrichs, Murdock & Rinear
CO. '} Lo Pvo

4037 Glenway Avenue

Cincinnati, Ohio 45205

Dear Mr. Murdock:

On September 29, 1980, you were notified that the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint from James
Jay Schifrin alleging that you have violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

You were also given a copy of the complaint and informed
that your response to the complaint should be submitted
within fifteen days of your receipt of the notification.

On October 21, 1980, the Commission received a letter
from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in the
complaint. We are enclosing a copy of this letter. As this
letter is considered an amendment to the original complaint,
you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which to
respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact Marybeth
Tarrant, the staff member ass1gned to this matter, at
(202) 523-4175.

. Steele
General Counsel

Enclcsure
Letter from complainant




SPECIAL DELIVERY
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Jeff Corcoran
Hamilton County Courthouse
Room 224

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Re: MUR 1297

Dear Mr. Corcoran:

On September 29, 1980, you were notified that the.
Federal Election Commission received a complaint from James
Jay Schifrin alleging that you have violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

You were also given a copy of the complaint and informed
that your response to the complaint should be submitted
within fifteen days of your receipt of the notification.

On October 21, 1980, the Commission received a letter
from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in the
complaint. We are enclosing a copy of this letter. As this
letter is considered an amendment to the origindl complaint,
you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which to
respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact Marybeth
Tarrant, the staff member assigned to this matter, at
(202) 523-4175.

s

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Letter from complainant







FEDERAL ELECTION (

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

SPECIAL DELIVERY |
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Thomas A. Mills, Treasurer
Committee to Elect Republicans
- 1790 Mars Hill Drive, Apt. A
Dayton, Ohio 45449

Re: MUR 1297

Dear Mr. Mills:

On September 29, 1980, you were notified that the Federal
Election Commission received a complaint from James Jay
Schifrin alleging that your committee violated certain sections

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.
You were also given a copy of the complaint and informed
that your response to the complaint should be submitted

within fifteen days of your receipt of the notification.

On October 21, 1980, the Commission received a letter
from the complainant pertaining to the allegations in the
complaint. We are enclosing a copy of this letter. As this
letter is considered an amendment to the original complaint,
you are hereby afforded an additional 15 days in which to
respond to the allegations.

If you have any questions, please contact Marybeth
Tarrant, the staff member assigned to this matter, at
(202) 523-4175.

Charles N. Stéele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Letter from complainant
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Cincinnati, Ohio k5230
(513) 232.1902

Mary Beth Tarrant

Jederel Elections Commission
1325 "K" Street X W,
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Ms. Tarrant:

Enclosed are the press clippings to date appearing in the cmmu
newspapers concerning MUR-1297.

Call me if you need anything else.
8incerely,

o Yoy

JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN




local ,briefs

UC professor saves

children from fire

A 2B-year-pid Unlverslty of
Cincinnat! [ siructor led his two
cXhiidren from their burning
apartment to safety, then went
back into the building to alert
occupants of five other apart-
ments Sunday.

Av! Lin, a professor of aero-
nautical engineering, suffered
burns on his left shoulder and
hand. He was treated at Jewish
Hospttal and released. No one else
was injured.

Fire Marshal Edward Andrews
said grease ignited on the stove in
the Lin’s apartment at 1622 Crest
Hills Drive, Roselawn, at 3:51 p.m.
Sunday. Th fire was confined by
firefighters to that apartment
and caused $15,000 damage, An-
drews said. Mrs.'Lin was away at
the time.

o The couple and their two chil-
...dren, ages 3 and 5, came here
; from Israel two years ago. They
-are staying with friends, Andrews
sald.

I 2492

33070

Mobule home owngf
sues for rent loss -

The owner of an Overpeck,
Ohfo, mobfle home {n which three
people were shot to death last
Orctober has sued the Butler
County sheriff for sealing the
traller as evidence for almost six
months.

In the suit, filed in U.8. Dis-
trict Court here, John Vicogy, of
Hamiiton, asks $10,000 in damages
from Sherm Robert Walton, who
seized the trafler in the Jackson
‘Lane Trailer Park in Kk, 10
miles northeast of Hamfiiton.

Vicory's suit says he was not
able to rent the traller until it was
returned to him in March.

The mobile home was the
scene last Oct. 2 of the fatal
shootings of John Russo, 27,
Roddy Wright, 31, and Gayle Mize,
18. At the time, police theorized
the killings resulted from an
argument over $80.

In March, 27-year-old Richard
Saylor was convicted of three

Mo-"‘.> s
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'Prosecutor candndoté late sumaer, was

seeks investigation

A special prosecutor should be
assigned to Investigate allega-
tions made in August against two
Hamiiton County oﬂ‘lculs, the
Democratic candidate for county
prosecutor said Sunday.

Candidate Everett Landen de-

_ manded in s press conference '
that Prosecutor Simon Leis ap-
point an impartial person @

study charges against Coun
Commissioner Norman M

and County Ombudsman T. Jeff
Corcoran

The two officials were accused
this summer of using their public
offices to conduct local business
for Ronald Reagan’s presidential
campaign.

Leis 13 in charge of that inves-
tigation and, Landen pointed out,
me Republican ptoncutor was &

Ruguu de te to the 1984.
Republican cu:“m 1
‘Buemlln 118 Do- -

mmmmn &

is’ polits m"
uucmmumm‘

| comment Sunday nldlt.

Chevnot woman dm :
in auto acadent '
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Landen C;iﬁ_;)r Probe
Of Murdock, Corcoran

Everett E. Landen, Democratic
candidate for Hamjlton County
prosecutor, Sunday called on his
opponent, prosecutor Simon L. Leis
Jr., to name a special investigator to
look into the allegations of irregu-
larfties within the local Ronald
Reagan campalgn organization.
The charges -be robed by
the Ohio Secretary of State—were
made by former campaign volun-
teer James Jay Schifrin in August.
e accused two county officials of
mingling county business with the
. Reagan re-election effort
i “T aow ~al' upcen Simen fels to

e

do what he should have done in Au-
gust, appoint a special prosecutor to
lnvestlnte the all wrongdo
of Norman Murdock and TJ. ‘Jef
Corcoran,” Landen said. Murdock is
2 county commissioner; Corcoran is
county ombudsman and area €0-
ordlnawr for the Reagan campaign.
Asonad men &nn only as-
sume dohy concluding
this investigation is pomlc.lly
motivated on the part of Mr. Leis
and that Mr Leis has made himself
:n accessory to the possible illegali-
‘“ »
TEIS A Rerubd!can delegate o

- r—

the July national convention, could
s:; :‘e‘e ruchowr comment Sun-
noon onnla:.
Murdock vehemently denled the
allegations. “Tm sick and tired of
thll matter and these charges,
which are not true and y
unsupported,” Murdock said. He
said the charges had been passed on
m& and federal officials, who

tromthebeﬂmnn‘
that I will mM

. However, as

poliey, hu
regularly declines comment on
compldnu

———
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mated that one half drowned.

octurred had we n
on’t think so. xm the w‘%l:ll-?ﬁn
who drowned would

Wmmu
did waa, I , & Doble cause.

gwml.mu.
Aberdeen Rd.
Park Hills, Ky.

Question: >c°uld that program have = - | = "
I ‘Obsolete Method’
n, ah when, 13 the news world going to

Whe
catch up? On Page A-4 of The Enquirer, in
‘an A&M Press story about Bishop

long as we

‘Enforcing The Law’

My letter i3 written in response o one
printed in a recent Enguirer (Sept. 30) in
a!ach J. T. Lancaster criticised Simon

1 would like to quote the late J. Ed
Hoover vho.uomq‘t'?m.w the wc:r‘

THE ONGNNATI ENQUIRER/Thursday, October 16, 1980 A-15

to count peace of mind, better communi-
cation between husband and wife, respon-
sibility shared, rather than shouldered by
one person. I could go on, but I'm sure you
get my drift.

Could it be that there are those who
don't want le to know about NFP?
That would cut ically into the sales of
Ppills, devices, etc., wouldn't it? It would also
mmake a dent in the number of visits to doc-

It e
S 4o tres of the side effects of the pills

Ol
SR

John R. Quinn%

control accepted by the church
is the rhythm method which calls for
smcw.dmwhoncm
1s likely to be L

The “rhythm™ method is obsolete. It is
hit-or-miis system calendar. If
me ssrves (it’s Y
this method at about 85%. Natural family

(NFP), on the other hand, is a
&mm)'mm of dete

woman's fertile ] y
compares fa’ to that of any artificial
birth-control me now known. And

there are no side effects, unless you want

and devices, Wotld that do something to
.m@ . ',_\' i1 "
. We ase Glly nsers of NFP, not

because “ i or us.
This does. ocal are the

of the toCoupelmne iisted in
Cin telephone directory.

. JOANNE ENGEL
3784 Darwin Ave.

“Results Of Charges’

" In m¥-August, reporter Bob Weston wrote

& series of articles possible
work done Tor the primary election of
Republican ‘candidate Ronald Reagan by
two Hamilton County on county
time and using county x and other
equipment.

Aceonna to The Enguirer, charges
were filod with the Ohio ghm,Oomn-
sion and the Ohio secretary of state's of-
fice. I am anxious to know what the resuits
of the charges were since the use of public
funds for such purposes is contrary to US.
law and against the principles of our go-
vernment.

‘Commission and the Federal
Commission. The,

" conduect Investigative activities In
_lt.mocphouotoourMm his

There are plenty of opportunities for &
person to donate money to the can te!
of his choice and I, for one, do not Y- |
tax money going to any canidate. d "

CLARENCE V.SCHULTZ
7421 Montgomery Rd.

The alleged trregularfties referred to ip .
Mr. Weston’s articles are under investiga-
tion by several agencies, including the
state auditor’s office, the Ohlo Eleci

tors office and the Ohio Ethies
n. All of these agencies prefer to

tialfty, so there has
deen no publicity concerning thelr activi-.
ties. Whenever of these {23 ]
its findings in this case, The will |
report those findings. —Bd. 7

‘Explain This’ oS
Please print this letter as an example of

why Americans are not buying American-
made autos more, ]

wagon, purchased
Last month we sold the Toyota and bough
umm«mvmmuonm

We used a bike rack on the Toyota and
it never any part of the car in five |
m'o the rack on the Volare one

and the rear hatch was bent at the .
hinge to the tune of $178. o

ROBERT SCHOETTINGER
2512 Bremonit Ave.




Republican Committee Is Late With Financial Report

SY BOB WESTON

_ Reparter h
election
e R
Republicans, an offshoot of

She said the committee should have
filed a 3 Secause

1t con 94000 to the cam; com-
mittees of state and local jean
candidates right after the

The Board of Blactions cond\mlll the
sudit of the committes’s finances in re-
sponse to instructions from the Ohilo secre-
uryolmwtomw acting on a formal

nt tlled by James Schifrin, a former

- co-ordinator for the Reagan cam-
paign.

SCEIVRIN RAS fMed mplunh with
MM agencies alleging that m
«t of the courthouse of Ihnmnn
County Commissionss Murdock.
The other

Norman
, the Ohlo Ethics Commis-
alon, has an intention to Investi-

To Blect mum ssld committee
Treasurer Thomas H. Milis was toid by an
unidentified board of elections employee
that he would not have %o file a finance re-
port until Nov. 3.
Illlo. a former $1900-a-month fleld
tor for the campalign In south-
ern Ohlo, could not be reached for com-
ment Tueaday.

AM the commitiee was directed o flle
e late npon it complied promptly last
‘I'hunw she said
‘The report showed that the commitiee
now has only $730.30 remaining from
$22,405 originally raised at a Cincinnat!
luncheon last Sept. 21. featuring & speech

candidates, Corcoran has said.

o] uru 0 the u-om of Robert

Taft 11 and Robert A. ICIII
conns‘“w wmm in the
November election.

th'ggio m llouu“c;n Ig‘:
)
Commitiee on 2’ according to fu

port.
Among the expenditures listed th
mzc:c.mommw .

Corcoran, who also eerves as ares co-
ovdinator for mo llm cam|
that to the best of unm
mmm-nyormmanumt
o Jan. 0.

“But he's 3000 o recetve a final expense
chesk trom the national organiza-

mmmmmuhuu

-I the committees reimbursed Schi-
fein for his expenses “to Reep
nim happy

Resgan campaign
pophmun\w 11 the petty ex-
ummmwemu‘;uu:umgr I

volunteer woekers wete told early on
Mmlonoumt reimbursement tot 5
1NOr SXPENINS.

Schifrin dented he was ever told M

would have to absord some of the personal” *

expenses he Incurred during the campaign.
*On the contrary, they told me they.

couldn’t put me on the payroil, but they

would take care of all my cam|

penses,” he sald. “They &1l owe me

they
can deduct that from what they
me."
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Readers' Tiews

Must Be Investigated

%Charge Of Campaigning

TO THE EDITOR: After reading Mrs. Edw.

K. Ernst’s comments in Readers’ Views

{“Why Buch Interest in Small Incident?”

-Aug. 17), I feel obligated to come to the de-

fense “&t"&b Weston, The Enquirer’s poli-
r.

I do not know if taxpayers’ m or
(Hamiiton] county equipment was owuled to
foster Ronald Reagan’'s presidential cam-
paign. I hope not, primarily because 1 re-
goct Norman Murdock. However, 1f Mr.
Weston received word that political mis-
‘conduct did take place and his sources are
reliable, he must report the possidility of
unethical behavior. I might add that he
must make such a report regardless of the
‘political party involved.

It remains to be seen if James Schifrin
is right. But it does appear that he 13 a
Republican, and at least was a Reagan
supporter. Co uently, Mr. Weston can-
not be accused of accepting the word of a
Demqcrat who may benefit from false al-
legations. :

anti-Republican. This is news t0o Demo-
crats. Although Mr. Weston seeks balance
in his reporting, his columns do tend to

Mrs. Ernst suggests that Mr. Weston 1.

mention Republican candidstes more

. often than Democratic ones.

Mrs. Brnst may be right when she notes
that “hundreds of thousands of dollars”
are being wasted b However,
within the context of her letter such a re-
mark only serves to change the subject
The issue remains whether or not the
county office was used to run Reagan's
campaign. If the latter did occur, it is high-
ly unethical and the taxpayers have a right

- toknow about it.

Of course, there is a related issue here,
and that is the fact that Hamiiton County
government is ruled by one party. All 11
elected offices In the courthouse are held
by Republicans. There is no balance and
no check, and there won't be untii two-

' party government is restored to the county.

Thomas Jefferson said, ‘‘No govern-
ment ought to be without censors, and
where the press is free no one ever will. If
virtuous, it need not fear the fair operation
of attack and defense. Nature has given to
man no other means of sifting out the
truth either in religion, law or politics.” If
this observation is true, then a reporter has
a duty to uncover and reveal polltical cor-

ruption. In this light, Mr. Weston should be
ligh ‘

for having the courage $0 Jook
into Mr. Schifrin's Aot
JONN WAKSMUNDSKI ;
39 Springbrook Dr
‘Turn Off People’ 2
We are members of University of Cinein-
nati Committee Against Registration for

% s0me of the potnts made by Kelly

some of ' ts ;

in ber letter (Aug. 9) the anti-
draft demonstration at the U 8. Post Office
m:m%CARDu?ors‘nmmm i
believes In represen viewpo!
mounu-dnn‘:noveme'a :

The speakers at the July 22 rally reflect-
od the diversity within the movement
Opinions were delivered by members of .

. unton%ro sentatives of veligious
the U omen’s Center, :ln': anti-Kisn -

Network, the Vietnam Veterans

the War, and the Committee

tration for the Draft. The “ranting and
raving” that Kelly objected to by members
of the Revolutionary Communist Youth
Brigade (RCYB) was activity by members
of that group following the organised rally;
they are one voice in the movement and it
was their tactics that drew her attention
and that she found offenstve. -

We want to make it clear that the Revo-
lutionary Communist Party and the RCYB
do not represent us. We in UC CARD do not
tp‘prove' of their actions because they turn -
off many of the people we need to reach. In
fact, their part in CARD has been oppor-
tunistic and disruptive. Their presence at
ours and other rallies makes it easy for the
media, and consequently the public, to dis-
credit groups working hard for positive so-
cial action.
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Readers’ Views

K

Why Such Interest
In Small Incident?

TO THE EDITOR: Words fall me when I try
to describe my feeling upon reading The
Enquirer Aug. 10 and finding a great deal
of exposure devoted to a certain matter
wheretn one of your reporters, Bob Weston,
and a James J. Schifrin seem to have a
great deal of rapport with each other —
also animosity toward the Republican
Party and Ronald Re (“Republican
Group Alleged to Work from County Of-
fice,” “Local Reagan Staff Accused of Mis-
c!:;)nduct.“ “Murdock Claims ‘Nothing to
ide’").

They [Weston and Bchifrin) have been
in print before and with the same purpose,
to accuse and to deride individuals.

Without knowing (and I do not want to)
either person, 1 have read many of Mr.
Schifrin’s scurrilous and biased columns in
the Mount Washington Press, and finally
was 30 disgusted that I just toss the paper
in the garbage.

1 feel The Enquirer should look Into
why the evident interest and concern
about the taxpayers’ money. In view of the
hundreds and hundreds of thousands of
dollars being wasted by our representatives
in Washington, I find this great revelation
of a few dollars is far too sllly to warrant so
much space in your paper when there are
far more important news items.

As one of the taxpayers Mr. Schifrin
clalms W represent, please advise Mr Wes-
ton and Mr Schifrin that we would ap-
preclale their devoting time possibly to
learning {{ Libya would consider lending

dollars, also, we will fight our own hattles.
At least 1T am honest enough o want to

with

By the way, I hope Mr Schifrin said
thanks o the Republicans for the money
retmbursed him for his clalmed services
Was Lthig part of my contribition dolinry?

And please, Mr Editor if an apology s
forthcoming, may we see It on the front

i page also? And nlso possibly on another

page of the Sunday editton?

MRS EDW. E ERNSNT
8569 Knotty Pine Dr

‘Frailty Of Logic’

Waltler Willlams wrote an interesting letter -

(Aug. 8) regarding Mayor Blackwell's atti-
tude toward gays. I think, though, that he
displayed a certain fraiity of logic which

- warrante samment

It's a shame Mr. Brumfield did n¢
bother to research the styles of the ja.
festival performers he disparaged. Eac
one is different. All add to the richness (
American music just as W. C. Handy, Sco
Joplin and Fats Waller did years befo!
them. Give us this “lJowest common de¢
nominator in music” any day. It sure bea

punk rock.

JUANITA TEMPLE
BRENDA JONES
3950 Rose HillL

‘Fights For Peace’

Correct me 17 I am wrong, but the unde:
standing I have of Jim Borgman’s cartoo
(Aug. 8) i3 that of & man whose mind
and thus rational thinking — is close
Menachem Begin, the prime minister «
Israel, i3 presented as unyielding, stut
born, indeed a hindrance to peace.

Does Borgman base his accusation ©
fact? Jerusalem is an open city today. F.
the first time in 20 centuries, members
all faiths can worship freely in it. Shou.

MENACHEM BEGIN Is stubborn in his ques

U] gt 90010 SUT I0Us ewsres —- -




State To Probe Campaign Viola_tion Charges |

BY BOB WESTON
Gagdrer Reperter

NEW YORK - of
Py
campaign organisation tn

County will be in'
, @ lawyer for the
?u'umm.uw

management consul!
cist, accused Hamlliton CO\II\:{
Commissioner Norman Murdock

the
Reagan as
courthouss offics.

-

nea
of his

HB ALSO that the local
used county

m%l t in viola-
ton “"mhnlw-
dock all of the allegationa,
saying he is unaware of any wrong-

by any county employess.
The Baquireralso learned
1ts own investigation that

. Cincinnat! commities
offshoot of the Resgan

eempaiga

might be (n viclation

of finance report-
ing lawa.

That two-man committee, called

" the Commitaes To Elect Republi-

cang, has not flled any reporta with
the Federal Rlections Commission
(PRC). Its chairman, Hamliton
County Ombudsman T.J. “‘Jeff”
Corcoran, maintains that he was-
told by FEC officials that It wasn®
neceassry to flle with the federa)

agency.

Schwarts, whaoee ent l1a
rfesponsible for such investigations,
mid ‘‘we will take The Engutrer
articie and see If there are viola-
tions of the state reporting statutes.

SREMS to me that our first

7
_ eg I the secetary of sals's officq

it

st ':‘lu the Hamilton County

Anthony Gertz, Reading mayor

office stems from his father,.
Chariles Gertz, who was mayor of
that city for 30 years. Page C-2. -

mupgw%musm-
s00sme Hariel 4nd how 1 vas landes”

sion o investigate,” the state-
lawyer said.

heard from Edwin Pattersen, alow- |

yor on the Ethics Commisstan shid
who (ndicated he would be
:‘l.b.l:!orhmth_

According (o Schwarts, If the | -
uem._ .wm:

ent

]
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b Enquirer photo BY DICK SWAIM
apartment on Langdon Farm
n Aprl with the heip of students

i

g Phane, who is learning the language
t team Rard Tha W.vear.nld Immi-

School Board, Teachers
To End Benefits Tussle

The legal remnantng of the bhitter 190,
Cincinnatl teachers strike <hould

finnlly be 1ald W rest later Lthis

month when the schiool bonrd and
Clueinnatl Federatlon of Teacher:
(CFT) seltie n dispute over the
board’s cut-off of striking teachers’
Blue Cross/Blue Shield medical
coverage

The board has agreed W pay all
Lhe medical expenses incurred by
Lthe strikers Lthal would have been
covered by Blue Cross  up o a Wotal
of $25000 The CFT has agreed L
contract language stating that from
now on, the board has the right W
cutl off Blue Cross benefits iminedi-
alely L teachers absent without
proper authorization

THE SETTLEMENT W the CF IR
3 year old lawsultl Is scheduled to be
flled In court Aug 25 according W
bonird nttorney James Hehner

The bonrd hopes the settiement
will tinprove relntions with employ
eces, Helmer snid o return. Lhe
board ¥s getting “'a procedure
whereby this should never be g
problem in the future ” he sald

The medical clalms W be pald by
the board should be well within the
$25000 Ihnit, he sald, esUmating
that they probably total $12000 to
$15.000

Bonid of Fducation Preddent
John itue sald Lhe seltiement
“establisties the poinoipie we've
been defending  tha! the hoard has
not ondy the ciyhit bat the obligation
Lo suspend filnge benefits during o
work stoppage There won't be nny
question inanybody’'s minid

Hue sald the board dedided it
would be cheaper Lo settle Lhan o
continue to pay legnl fees i the
case The fees already approxtmate
ly equal the medical expenses the
board expectls to pay

ROBERT SUESS, CFT trensurer
sald the unton Is pleased with the
settlement, but he satd the board
should not expect it wili produce i
big improvement in relations with
Lthe teachers

“We're happy to el thnt thorn
out of our side. but | dont Think ji
represents nodrmanaae S g dnboy
relations o the oo
Instibo . hie snid

st don’t thilack the bosrd his
Aaccepled the conce gt of tegcher
undonist and collec hve baayining
Untl they incorprante thove con
cepls ln Lthelr mettiond of opernting
they won't have good inbor 1ela
tions” Suess ndded

.
st b

BARBARA ZIGl |

Candidate Hits ‘Courthouse’ Panel

Fve Hulton,
for Handiton Counly recotder,

candidatse
sl
the Republican Party should “hang
a4 red, white and blue banner” pro-
clahining the courthouse as GOP
campaulgn hendquarters

Bolton released a statement fol
lowing a Sunday Fnquirer story
which revealed Lthat n two memher
Republlcan cominitiee was issulng
checks showing the cominittee’s ad
dress as 1000 Main KL the court
house

The commitiee, an offshool of
the Runald Reagan campalgn
organization, is known as the Com -
mitiee Lo Elect Republicans. Its only
members are T.J. “Jeff"” Corcoran, a
county employee, and treasurer
Thomas H. Mills. Both men have
been active in the Reagan cam-
patgn.

Democrativ

“The address on the chiec ks wines
Just a Freudian stp o the pen suid
Bolton, who will oppose incumibent
John ¥k Held in November

“Afler Lhe years of this nhuse dr,
countly electlions 1t S nntural N
should finally carry over o w nn
tlonnl campatgn They've done 1t
out of habit

And, she sald the practice repre
sents the use of public resources Lo
perpetuate (the Republicans’) po
Iitical ambitions ™

Bolon, 28, a teacher ut Wyoniing
High School. sald using the court-
house address for campalgn busi
ness {8 “inwlerable” on a local level
and “outrageous” in a national
campalgn.

Held declined comment on Bol-
ton’s statement.

neighborhoods

Racidonte Dicrnice LrimaProblems




Agencies unsure on campaign complaint

and egquipment were used for the
[cimipaig)

A former mamber of the Ron-
ald Reagan campaign In
Hamtiton County filed a com-
m& late last week with the

Ethics Com

Both state agencies which
were sent a complaint against
officials of the Reagan campaign
in Hamilton County say the mat-

::-'-.” be out of their jurisdic-

:Meteor view may cloud

hoping to 8 view of the annual Perseid meteor
mwuﬁmwmm

James Ja

y Schifrin charged
that during the Ohio primary
Commissioner

Hamiiton County

mission was unsure whether it

county ombudsman and Mur-
doek’s assistant, worked as a Rea-
gan campaign coordinator on
county time and that sscretariss
were asked to type campalgn

during office

Schifrin, & private
ment consultant ané

UEUAUDT 1 1 1IUL WS GUUU 8D 1 Ussu
to be.”

He was a marvel 0 medical

i JElt
l!'gl’ {3
‘!5 |

]
1




Local Reagan

B0B WESTON
adver Repmrter

780, The Oncirewtt Enguirer

ormer mma-?
Yrtel has filed eouwhlnh with

mleopnelﬂ.uem
-(,mn

irdock d Cﬂ‘
d -qulp for :go Reagan

wm:".,m

feuse u--
ln m ® the Ohio Bikice
and the Ohio Seeretary

vaocl omm-v
e~y

mn-m

nother trget of Sehiivies ale-
lon. was Hamiiton County
Sudzman T.J. “Jeff” Ostosrun,

) i alen area eo-ordinater for the
1gan campalgn.

SCHIPBIN, A free-lance Ban-
ment consultant and pubiieist,
rged thet Corcoran has devoted
ny hours o the Reagan cam-
4n when he should have been
sing ot his (0.500-a yeas countly

‘orcoran vehemently denied the
that he has not m.;: Tull

+a the county

‘1 conaiatently put tn 10- 39

re per week on county busl

n | am patd for. and [ have the
irds W ahow 187 Oovcoran thalst

| have only been in Resgan

Jguarters once in the

s weaks When | walied out of
re the leat Ume. one of the ro
said ‘Well we woni see him
1 Tor another month "~

I'n another allegstion, Behifrin
4 he bsd seen Murdocl snd
~nran using Murdock’s secretary
he rourthouse W Lype corre-
sidence and other materia) for
HReagan campaign

He amld he had even heard her
iplain that she had s mueh
gan work Wn do Lthat she nouldn
u her normal countly duties

THE SRCRETARY, Marlliyn
4. replied, “l cant ever
¥ing that statement *

Murdock and Corcoran also
11led Behifrin's allegations that
'y used county stationery and
npo for Reagan campaign oerve-

ln-nhmumnﬂum
m.- (county) office that if we 0

Six Cincnninti firefighters are
g ed fighting an Avondale fire,
which began with 8 woman trymg
10 rid har @partment of wasps. The
fira coumed $10,000 darmage Page
B-4.

SnGey Aupnt 10, 190

Crmirer st BV MATAL I FORE

7.4 CORCORAN, ombudemen for Hamiiton Comty. dendes he devoted e o politics Thet should heve heen 1pent working on government matters

owned vehicle for 8 Uip o Onlum
bus for anything other than rounty
business He specifically denled
W Columbus Feh 12 and sald
has actually used his own cas for
eounty BusinAse onN MANY occasions
without asking for reimbursement )
o He beard Carroran direct that
000 no,nn of Reagan metertal be
1un off on a Kerox copler in Lhe
county commiIissioners’ office
has been NO use of county
aterials, ges, sutaomoblles. or any-
thing for Lthe Reagan campalgn that
18 unacoounted for or that has cost
the taspayers any doliars.” Corro-
an eaid )

o He was told that free meals

rent in liev of s oash mmmuon
bLh- tor 10 the campalgn.
L- lcnltud recelving two

ot the restsurant him-
alf, but teer

Reagan volun Marjorte

Ross denied thet anyone b the
asked the
sestamraisur (0 provide tree meals )

ALTHOUGR NOT as pert of
formal compiainta, Schifrin uld
that Coreorsn told him 00D afer

promote Murdock as much as Rea-
oan:
“=‘Bven ot the uwnn of the
campaign?”

n-pn'tmn;mtmul iy,
y 80 Lot -
tant as how we make Norman look.
ARar all, how would you iike to be
the Iul:rnu secretary for the
@governor of Ohto?

mm-ulzmunuuun

anything that
satements be i3 allud
W are just not true,” he maid. '
would never acrifice Reagen's
for the y \n any
8% anY time, because it would be
[} posture to take "

JAMES SO-EFRIN, B, s0ys he wants 10 Make 0re N
County Cosvevdssionsy Nerrman

Engrer shotes

money wes ipent far politics, and Harvdlon

wm"“m.mh'ﬂh'"

Murdock Claims ‘Nothmg To Hide’

Ham!titen County Commissioner

Norman A. Murdock has agreed 0o

meeting (0 “clear the air” on allega-
Uons mede by James J Schifrin.

Bchifrin is the former state

ia oo-ordinatos of fean

Reagan's mm---

motivaled by

" elemming from

against some members of
national Reagan organisstion

However, Murdock met privately

With his accuser lale Friday in whet

he calied ‘en honest effort to re-

lchlffln who quit his eampsigr
rllt te media co-ordinator ir
ate Ily 081d after his meetiny
with Murdoct

“1 want (0 see justice done wher-
over the truth leads. | ount (o ser

Deyete by s0me campaign avOs-
syers D! us
comprnssisd fer.”

Schifrtn had sald i his com-
abuses of




Atien 3 eenter nEa BRI
stationary for about two hours
sbout 33 miles east-southeast of
Brownsville, the Nationa) Hurricane
Center at Miaml| reported
By early evenl lho wind was
lo ) na'- at this berder
city ;? An ot rig 8

Republican Group
Alleged To Work
From County Office

BY BO® WESTON
Gratrer Reperter

©1988, The Oncinnetl Enquirer

A two-member Cincinnat! Repubil-
can committee i3 igsuing checks
that show its address as 1000 Main
8t - which happens to be the loca-
tion of the Hamilton County Court-
house.

The committes, an offshoot of
the Ronald Reagan campalgn
organisation, is known as the Com-
mittee To Elect Ron:l:::.. Its
oniy members are ¢ TJd.
“Jeff” Corcoran, & county employee,
and treasurer Thomas H. Mills, both
of whom have been active in the

palgn.

mﬁum County Commissioner
Norman A. Murdock, state co-chals-
man of the Reagan campaign. said
the use of the courthouse sddress
on the checkbooks la too absurd to
be anything but a “naive mistake.”

But the mixing of political end
governmenta) duties s exactly what
former Reagan worker James J.
Schifrin is alieging has occurred.
Schifrin has filed formal com-
plainta with the Ohio Secretary of
State's office and the Ohlo Bthics
Commission.

THR EXISTENCE of the court-
house address on the check was dis-
covered when Schifrin was asked to
provide documentation for his

charges.
In sddition, The Enquirer deter-

mined lndoycndmny that the Com-

mitee o Blect Repubdlicans may

have run afoul of federal

finance reporting laws.

County commissionsts and also
serves &s county gmbudsman et an
annual salary of 80880 Unti! re-
oently, Mills was a $1,000-a-month
Neld director for the Reagan cam-

“gtml. 39, bll-oa‘ nm

carelessness for the prin
an the committiee’'s checkbooks,
corvesponds (0 that of the
Hamilton County Courthouse.
“When | made out an order for

the checkbooks, I gave 1600 Main 8¢ -

a9 the address of my piace of em-

came out on the

of me aot'h have it changed, be-
cause this committes certainly
dossnt operate out of the court-

A SPOKESHMAN for the Pederal
llecllom Commission (FEC) In

indicates the commitiee may
bave spent more than that amount
to the Reagan s
maoney to local and state

blican
for o Fountain Square

Nand turned It inside out.”
A late afternoon

sage from the National

Secvioe station here closed with: “No

storm of this

has ms
this ares In Distery. We
can offer some idess of what
has iIn other aress In

s 2 0 -

Coast Guard officers in Corpus
Christ! sald the 840-fool tanker.

Chinese and
e gt s
miles south of Port Aransas on
Mustang Island.

GMOBmATY, GuD 40303
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Comwrygs 7o BLecT RervaLcan
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Gagirer Grapiée

OEICK TO Resgan carvpeigh worker beers adéress of Hemiiton County
Courtheuee.

CORAN SAID the Commit-
lu To Rlect Repubiicans was form-
od t0 allocate the money raised
when spoke to state and
local Repubdlican commitises at o
Cincinnat! luncheon last Septem-
ber. At that time, Reagan was stil)
not & declared candidate, and he re-
that all of the money from
luncheon be distributed in that

unmo&mmm
ve gone to other QOP campaign
commitiess, however.

Oone of its recent cheocks, for

961790, went to pay the dback ex-
ponsss of Sehifrin, former state

media co-ordinator who quit the

campaign three months ago in pro-

test over the way press relations
handled

were |
Schifrin ¢ that Murdock
directled the &-county Reagan

cam from his courthouse of-

houss
while mmn( o malary at taxpay-
ors’ expense.

Schifrin also says that 5,00(
copies of Reagan campaign materi-

organismtion who has gotten
his npﬂun reimbureed by the
committee instead of the Reagan
eunmm We did It that way 0
clear matters up with him and
make him happy.”

The committee also paid the full
cost of the Reagan rally in Fountain
Sgquare May 38.

“Many of the

Molten-Rock Dome Filling Mt. St. Helens’ Crater

VANCOUVER, Wash. (AP)-Fresh molien rotk u;mmm).u—-n- Sut Oy Saturday morning K appeared to
from within Mount 8¢. Helens has besn pushihg cdn.-.'nuuun-.uu
up Into the volcano’s « lava dome ﬂ“.-m“b“

grew 35 foot talier during its fires day, oft- g—m-nunmmuﬂ

- {ng Tetght G, W fust 595
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Murdock Vmces Frustrations

On Communications Problems
..I:IIIWEHTIIIH

'BY BOB WESTON

Enquirer Reporier

DETROIT —Hamtiiton County Com-
missioner Norman A. Murdock, ¢o-
chairman of Ronald Reagan's prest-
dential campaign in Ohilo, has told
Reagan’s national campaign leaders
that the communications within
the organimation are terrible.
Murdock had an opportunity to
air his complaints Saturday at a
gre-convenuon meeting with mem-
ers of Reagan’s campaign high
command, including national cam-
gn manager Wililam Casey. And
e took full advantage of it.
Informed pources said Murdock
“pulied no punches” in his criticism
of the way the Reagan campaign
organization has handied internal
communications. Murdock, one of
the three co-chairmen of the Ohio
delegation to the GOP convention,
declined to comment publicly about
what he told the Reagan cam,
leaders, except to say he had offered
“constructive criticism.”

HOWEVER, SOURCES said he
could not have stated his prodiems
with the organisation in any

responded that
whs well

taken, indicating that the
fort to improve em

»03

-eé

with its campaign forces in the vari-
ous states.

Murdock’s relations with the
Reagan campaign organisation
were severely strained several weeks
ago, when lzpwu loaked out that
Cuyshoga County Repubdblican
Chairman bert Hughes might
take over the campaign Iin
Ohio for the fall election race.
Reacting in high dudgeon, Murdock
told the press that no one had In-
formed huno&;ny such plans.

Fum campeign officials

t any changes were in the
works, mu nm. they Iud full
confidence in Murdock and o‘::

Ohio emplltn for the fall. And
Hughes said he was considering
that poesibiiity.

Nothing came of it, however, and
Murdock continues to share the
title of state campaign chairman
with state Rep. Donna Pope, 8

Cleveland-area legisiator.

IUIDOCI'S REMARKS about

problems

reportedly struck a responsive chord
with some officlals of other state
delegations who attended the
Saturday nlo’onn. The cnncmﬁ-:
tian privately has grumbied on fre-
quent occasions about not being
kept sufficlently informed about
what the national staff ts
up to and often having to find out
second-hand .

Recently, the Cincinnatian
du}nnud by Murdock as state
media co-ordinator—James Schi-

frin—quit the Reagan campsign in
protest over the way the Republican
candidate’s staff was handling press
relations.

Schifrin also accused Resgan

advancemen with being

campaign
."iﬂ vd;u.'.: workers were eo:
disgssaciniad

e

® e
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¢ optnion, both
ire those who
t owe it to your
ly the factual
on rests. I refer
made in the
: or are at best

not escape the
.St be especially
bert F. Drinan,
e in Congress,
us embarrass-
wuld be rather
since the Vati-
'he reasons be-
1 that no crit-
't Drinan as an
aS 3 congress-

incumbent (Jimmy Carter) with an

mal four-year record, and the other (
Kennedy) a spoiled playboy, a liar, a cheat
and a self-confessed coward (if not worse)
— we are indeed In & sad state.

It was not surprising to learn that Sen.

baum,
stands up and supports the coward of
Cheppaquiddick, for the inhu-
man death of Mary Kopechne, my stemach
turns.

Of course, it is typical of Metsenbaum's
entire record his term in the Sen-
ate. Voting for t&:z‘mm Canal givea-
way, supporting tegic arms-limita-
tions treaty (SALT 1I) — I see where he

greedy brethren, the profligate spending
programs, including the Taj Mahal new
Senate office bullding, ete. If Kennedy
should be elected by some miracie (God
forbid), Me. Metsenbaum will certainly
find himself in unenviable company.

I have always been proud to be an
Ohican because of this state’s great record,

ever recapturing its former stature
throughout the

CURT F. WULFP
3% Ashworth Dr.

‘Long Overdue’

The front-page story of The Enquirer (May
28) entitled “Schools Crack Down

on Stu-
dent Drug Use” was the most insulting and

. Where is the
- fact that Rep.

' &hmmm&

know, the one about how
Hamilton

County 1s. If that's so, why &8 | .

Hamilton 20 heavily in dedt? “Con-
servative” means ‘ou'u paying ..,
your bills. which makes wp &
fair-sise chunk of Hamiiton County, is

no Mmeans condervative. Just look at
makeup of city councl.
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of Ohlo’s March 3 filing deadline be-
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Found Fault with Law Recently,”
May 28)? b

The law was written by Republicans '
and Democrats in order to perpetuate the
two-party political system, and it ises
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You also say that Pope John Paul II
called the “theology of liberation” a “false
theology.” This statement is inaccurate. It
is well known that the U.S. press widely re-
ported such a statement, attributing to
Pope John Paul a condemnation of libera-
tion theology (for example, a New York
Times editorial, Jan. 20, 1979: The pope
“spoke out flatly against the concept of
‘liberation theology’ "). But it is difficuilt to
base the statement on the actual words of
the pope. Nor were his remarks interpreted
as a condemnation by liberation theolo-
glans or by others in Latin America,
whether conservatives, moderates or libe-

rals.

Moreover, upon his return from Mexico,
Pope John Paul in a general audience 4id
endorse the “theology of iiberation.” He
quoted the Swiss theologian Hans Urs von
Balthasar, who said that some trends in
Latin American are producing a ‘‘false
iiberation theology,” but the pope went on
to praise both Von Baithasar (who called
for a more universal of liberation)
and liberation theology iteelf.

Pope John Paul linked evangelization
and liberation (as did the bishops at Pue-
bla), saying that in evangelization and in
the Gospel message are found “the most

found source of the liberation of the
uman person.”

CARL J. MOELL,S8.J.
Chairman

Theology Department
Xavier University.

The actual words of Pope John Paul IT
on which the editorial based its conciu-
sions were: “Liberation theology s a false
theology. If you start to politicise theoiogy,
1¢ 13 no longer theology.” —Ed.

‘Pay Our Dues’

Let’s put the boycott in perspective. Our
young Olympic hopefuls are being asked to
make a pretty big sacrifice in support of
their country’s foreign policy. It occurs to
me, however, that the magnitude of this
sacrifice is considerably diminished when
it is compared to sacrifices demanded of
the thousands of young people who served
in the armed forces during this country’s
history. Entire careers, even lives, were de-
stroyed in support of foreign policy,
whether It was called a cold war, hot war or
police action.

I feel for the young people who won't
get a chance o go for the gold. But I don't
think it is too large a sacrifice If the action
will help show the aggressor nations of the
world that we continue to stand for free-
dom and, as a result, future hostilities may
be deterred. To continue our membership
:'n a free society, we do have to pay our

ues.

WOLPFGANG D. ESCHENLOHR
1142] Oak Stand Dr.

‘Blackest Hour’

The United States in general, and Ohio In
particular, is seeing its biackest hour!

When our two senators from Ohio de-

clare their aliegiance to two men — one an

DRUG USE in Cincinnati public schools is
problem the board of education has ignored
for far oo long, Mmaintaing H. N. Kress.

ridiculous thing I have ever read coming
from the Cincinnatt School District offi-

cials.

Why in the world are they waliting until
next September to enforce the drug laws in
the city schools? Why in the world hasn’t
something been done about the use of
drugs in our schools or on school property
in the past?

Perhaps now you know the reason why 1
have not voted for any of your school issues
in at least the last six years. It is about time
the Cincinnati public schools wake up and
realize that we responsidble property
owners and parents in Cincinnati think it
is long overdue to act In a prudent and re-
sponsible manner, as the school board
members will do “next Seplemberi” Where
in the heck have they been for the past six,
eight or 10 Septembers?

1 will believe it when I see {¢.

H. N.KRESS
8320 Fourth and Walnut Bidg.

‘Stakes Are High’

If a man is known by the company he
keeps, Ronald Reagan had detter check
out some of the people working for him, or
he can forget his dream of occupying the
White House. Because, If the advance men
who came to town (for Reagan’s appear-
ance here] are any indication, the closes

he’ll get to the Inauguration next January
will be to watch it on television.

Some people say a good sdvance man
can never work In the same place twice,
because after he leaves he'll have made so
many enemies, toid 50 many lies, burned 20
many bridges, that It won't be safe for him
to show his face again. If this is true, Rea-
gan's advance team is the best in the busi-
ness.

Whoever decided to hoid a § p.m. rally
on Fountain Square should be sent to 8ibe-
ria. And not holding a press conference in
Cincinnat! was downright suicidal. Even a
first-year political-science student knows
the importance of the media. it'’s their re-
sponsibility to inform the American public
on the qualifications of those who aspire to
be President. The media professionals in
Cincinnati take their responsibility seri-
ously. They realize the need for a percep-
tive electorate If our system of government
is to endure. If, across our nation, 100 mil-
lion people vote in W what chance
is there for our children? Therefore, it does
not seem too much to expect X
young lions t0 understand that members
of the press might like to ask their candi-
date a few during his only ap-
pearance in Cincinnatl in the 1980 Ohlo

campaign.

primary
Jimmy Carter could ask for no greater

P

strictions. Why March 20? Why n.
Are state election officials -
about an overwhelming volume
pendent presidential candidates”

As far as interpreting Secret:’
Anthony J. Celebrezze’s stateme:
was getting pressure “from no ¢
put esentative Anderson or.
as & sign that Mr. Anderson h:
generated a strong following ir
article ing the same day i
quirer icates that 22% of Oh
would support an Anderson
(“Reagan Gains If Anderson
Ohto”).

The one correct observation
was that John Anderson want
thrown out 50 he can get on
Special treatment under a poo’
law, or fair treatment accord
Constitution? You missed the re

KEITH R. KNAPP
6128 Joyce Ln.

‘Important’

1 wish to congratulate you a
Palmer on the excellent articls
ent Children” (May 3¢). It is tis
esting and important.

1 should like to call to M
attention the fact that the B
Big Sisters take care of one-;

T1 years 1 woul

E

5
Sg

1

an interesting fact tha
our children get into trouble.

do is t0 give them friendshir
standing 20 that they become
can citisens. It is a one-to-on
one Big Brother or Big Sister

Brother or Little Sister. A ses
the records would reveal th
many prominent citisens wh
success 0 their early associs
Big Brother or Big Sister.

IRVIN F. WESTHEIMER
2444 Madison Rd.

‘Clearly Seen’

In your article “Two-Career C
26), 1t Is mentioned that, aj
couples are now in the majo:
regarded as odditi
and institutions, which oper
traditional family is still the
certainly the case, as can be ¢
your article (May 27) “Cor
mists”: “You return home frc
at woek . . . The furthest thi
mind is making small talk =
and kids.” ]
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CandidétesElusive,

| Jewish Leader Says

BY 808 WESTON
‘Enqﬁor Reporfer

_loea.l Jewish leaders have tried W0
_set up separate meetings with all of
“the major presidential candidates
.when they come to Cincinnati to get
their views on Isreel, the Mideast
Zsituation and other concerns.
* But so far, &hey‘n had no suc-
cess.
. The exception was John Connal-
:ly, whom they cornered last Novem-
. ber to explsin the controversial
‘Mideast he had unvelled &
“. few days earlier in Washington.
¢ *“That really was a different
‘situation,” said Benjamin QGettler,
.president of the local Jewish Com-
munity Relations Council. “We
asked w talk with him for a special
purpose.” -
- , Qettler sald the meetings they've
_been trying to iine up are more
< (eneral in nature.

.~ He sald he malled out invitations
11 days ago to Democrats President

Carter and Sen. Edward M. Kenne-
4y, Republicans Ronald and
«@eorge Bush, and Independent Rep.
*John Anderson.

*  “Anderson is the only one we
,haven't heard from,” Gettier reveal-
“&d. “We probably alted 100 long on
<he others, because all of them sald
their schedules would not permit

“them to attend such a meeting.”

‘-":. QGettler said both Mr. Carter and

ennedy had asked if they could -

'send someone else to represent
“them. “But we weren‘t interested in

3hat,” he added. “It was either them
_ornoone.”

. Unlike the Connally meeting, -
“¥hich was held without advance _
‘public notice and behind closed

Gettler sald the
mmﬁmhm mm
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m is, uniess the candidates

wanted it otherwise,” he sald.
Al el s

ndl:; CINCINNATI i and

rs were irked when
mum did not schedule 8
news conference here last Wednes-
day, they should sympathise with

some of their brethren in the Day-
ton area.

‘s advance men nm-
iy nott some media representa-
tives in that area that he would hold
& press conference in Dayton at ¢
a.m. Thursday.

But when the

were chang-
od, they neglec
along.

to pass that word

Jim Schifrin, who was Resgan's
state media co-ordinator, said he
recelved a phone call from a Xenia
radio station newswoman com-
plaining that she and some 2
others showed

up only to find out it
had been called off.

mu%hmmm

mnummm

B
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IN A Cincinnati television inte
view last week, Reagan said he b
lieves most Americans have chan

ed a great deal in their thinky
:an:e Barry Goldwater’s defeat

In Reagan's view, Goldwater d
not lose to Democratic Preside
Lyndon B. Johnson because he w
& conservative.

“He lost because his oppone:
succeeded In creating an image
him as a dangerous radical” t

. GOP candidate said.

“The polls revealed that mo
than three-fourths of the Americ:
people at that time believed t'
central government could solve :
the social and economic problem
the former California govern
added. 80 Barry Og.lgmr tl:i
trying to warn people of some

ready to accept. Tod:
mmle know that the fede
mmment cannot solve the pr¢

* * *

STATE SEN. Stanley Arono’
nent in the November elec!
says he believes the veteran legi:
tor is “stockpiling” his campa.
money for another crack at Den
euubp Thomas A. Luken in 198
*“He’s already got more th
wmmhuwehen.mdhcs
he’s coln( to raise more during t
campaign,” sald Democrat Ke
Farrish Jr. “There’s no way h
going to spend all of that runn!
me. It’s more than jus
hunch that he‘s loollng tor
Luken
Aronoff, who lost to Luken
about 5,000 votes in 1978, 1s not s:
ing anything about his plans at t!
nt.

Aronoff, incidentally, attende(
fund-raiser for 2nd District ce

y
xulel to point out that his preser
id not mean he was backing Re:
man against Tom Atkins, t:
lunl Party-endorsed canc i
d and Amom primary opr

:Ahead For Schools
If Tax Levy Fails

*gv BARBARA ZIGL)
+Enquirer Reporier

“%ou don’t hear much about what will happen if
‘the Cincinnati school levy falls Tuesday.

T One reason is that the cam

to sound positive rather t an making

ﬂoomy prodtctlom of lm

. -vhuwmmwwc %
| g R R U e

A new state law forbids a district to cloee its
board

doors, 30 the school
but to the

are the |

miflion to

conditions.
At thll point, th. erystal ball becothes in-

B e

would have no choice

S i ooty

 oniroling Board says o that vt |

JiE aen]




Because of compiaints, Hamitton

County Sherift's Deputy Robert
Jones wh s1op fsking 8 pubkc |
on the Colerain police levy, Seturdey,
TENQURE muncohstommm::yy. N , e
: . ° ° el ) ° I |
Reagan Aide Quits, Citing Campaign Incompetence
BY BOB WESTON : lance public relations consultant, came 10 gaid. “This was just one of several examples of “Tt’s bad enough that they never put me
Enqurer Reperter light w! he was asked about his absence the stupid mentality that seems to prevall in  on the payroll after Dave Johnson (the state |
Cincinnatian James J. Schifrin revealed from the Reagan rally in Fountain Square mm mﬂ?&ﬁfn&% m W) mm_’“? mu:.g
mo?%“wmﬁ wm.mmiummw '&...en:&unennummnmnh ﬂmmmam:hmdmmm
mon&::nmmm the “total nmmmmsma%m campaign are going to lose it for him.” i toward the expenses I have run up
Reagan organisation. P g lations during ad o campaign.

Hamition County Commissioner Norman $he i candiste s Ot viatt e B e T A Murdock said he was surprised that 8chi-
me&uuum"nﬁ‘u €o- Safr tinos last A said be got no- od him and other local volunteer workers to  IFin would even mention the expenses.
chairmen, shid he was "surpelaed and AURP-  Chre With Tepeated appeals for Reagan to be thetr servants, without showing any grati- |
pointed® when he learned of Schifrin’s resig “IF HE has any unpaid expenses, we will
pafden, hoid a general news conlerence while he was tude for thetr soe that he gets paid even if I have to do it out

“1 heard that Jim had some prodblems intown. “I drove one of his advance guys half-way ,

of my own pocket,” Murdock said.
Reagan staff, decame upset and Reagan granted interviews to each of Over the state and he never so much as said

m’g:mtm.mthhphmgmm- mmulngnmumwmnunonmuo ‘thanks,’ " Schifrin said.
tion from Cleveland where he was accompa- sn newscasts, but his press secretary, Ed Another matter bothering Schifrin was penses because of the heavy spending up

m‘:m'ﬁ"m w' hs doee mvm tadio PepOrtars. incurred on behalf of the campaign. But "‘°m°' the campaign. Essentially, we ':';

0 doeh if he only was scheduled for two Schifrin insisted that this was not a major Stucted everydody not to incur expenses
Mmm‘h‘: gu'f‘::;“m"myl — cmcmmu.ie could and should have f8ctor in his decision to quit working on the m :l:l‘l.t.'.'! ‘zhe ocnkmd immediate reim-
THE RESIGNATION of Schifrin, a free- held & general news conference,” Schifrin Campaign. 3
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MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS
1022 ALNETTA DRNVE
CINCINNATI, OHIO 48230

PHONE (513) 232-1902

F066 ]

October 15, lﬁ

e political sciemtist, just an interested qitizem who pretty
: public feels aliemated by the govermments

A oanpaign

A. Hamiltom County Commissioner Normen A. Murdock, state co-chairman of the
Ohio Reagan caapaign, directed his k2-county operation from his commissicmers' eoffice,
using county staff, materials, and equipment.

B. Hamilton County Ombudssan T.J. Corcoran, administrative assistant to the
Hamilton County Commissioners, was assigned by Murdock as campaign co-ordimator of the
organisation. Corcoran was the chief political operetive for
region,” with sole responsibility for Hamilton County..

C. Tom Mills, Corcorens roocamate prior to and during much of the primary
campaign, had worked on Murdock's previous rece for commissiocner. Mills was employed
as & $1000-per-month field representative by the Reagan organisation, hired at the
specific recommendation of Corcorsn and Murdock. His area of reaponsibility during the
primary campaign was the remaining ll-counties of the "Mardock region.”

D. The Committee to Elect Republicans, 1000 Main Street, Cincimnati, Ohio 45202,
the sams address as the Hamilton County Court House, had been established by Corcoren and
Mills, at the direction of Murdock, to bandle the more than $22 thousand collected at the
$25-per-plate Reagan luncheon, September 21, 1979, at Cincinnati Convention Cemter. This
political action committee was to distribute the proceeds from the luncheon to state and
local Republican candidates at the pleasure and perrogative of Murdock. Mills was
appointed Treasurer, and both Mills and Corcoran were co-signers on all checks.




E. Fmds for the Reagan campaign were not handied Yo
smell petty cash fund for postage and incidentals, established aft
headquarters had its "chaagagne opening” Fedruary 18, 1980,

; But to understand fully the trus Jurpose of these =
activities, it should be pointed cut that in July 1979, Cowce

will be your job as the person in charge of
ve put out for Reagan does the most for Norm."

political campaigns for their involvement with political action committees. * 80, naturelly,
I questioned the inter-relationships between the Committee to Elect Republicans and the
Murdock/Reagan campaign. Such questions as: Had the committes besm formed properly? Wasa's
there a conflict of interest the way things had been set wp? Vas the committee's purpose
clearly defined?! Were there encugh members?! Were proper mimutes and records being kept?

Obviocusly not---because August 27, 19&.%%%3{&“‘“
the Hamilton County Board of Elections stated that "... Prpublienan o
umm«mmmm,mummhmam-mm.

I don't know who decided how the maney was to be spent, if expsanditures were
fully documented, or if they were legal within the guidelimes for & political actiom
committee.

_ But some things paid by the Committee to Elect Bepublicans should have been
paid by the Reagan campaign:

(1) Tom Mills received $432.22 from the Committee in lieu of Reagan expenses.

(2) My expenses, totaling $559.85, incurred as & Reagen volunteer (working
exclusively on the Reagan campaign, suthorized by Corcorem on "official” Reagea expense
vouchers, and submitted “through channels” to the Reagan orgenisation) were paid by the
Comiaittee to Elect Republicans. In fact, Corcoran showed ms & bhand-written note from
Frenk Donatelli, Reagan's Ohio political director, directing him to pay me from the
political action committee.
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Reagan properly reported.
Nost of these contributions were at the expsnse of Hamilton County taxpayers. Here are
some of the things I wvitnessed first-hand:

(1) Norman A, Murdock, co-chairman of the Ohio Reagan campaign orggpization,
directed his L2.county campaigs from his commissioners' office, using county staff,

materials, and equipment. =

(2) Dave Johnson, exscutive director of the Ohio Reagan campaign, billing the
Reagan campaign §1500-per-month for his services, in additiom to the money he eammed as
an Ohio legislator, directed me on two ooccassions to dictate preass releases to his
secretary in the state house.

(3) Eamilton County Ombudsman T.J. Corcoren, administretive assistant to the
Hamilton County Commissioners, was assigned Wy Muardock to fimction as campaign coordinator
of the Murdock/Reagan organisation. To my knowledge, his political time was neither
deducted from his county salary ($400.00 per week) nor charged to the Reagan campaign.
Presently, Corcoran is charging his aftemoons towards his vacation, because of publicity
about his actions; and by doing that, he admits the basis of my complaint, that taxpayers
should not be subsidizing the Reagen campaign by his salary. Almost daily during my timse
with the campaign, I spoke with Corcoran on the phone, during working hours. Often several
times & day, and often for long periods of time. Many times & month, I met with Corcoren
at his office in the courthouse to discuss Reagan business. All but a few occassions were
during working hours. On other occassions, I met with Corcoran at other places on Reagan
business during working bours. And I was only one of the people with whom Corcorean, as chief
political operstive for the 42-county “"Murdock Region", had to deal continuously.




JOIN WILLIAS
October 15, 1980
Page Your 1

() Other county employees were directed by Murdock and Corcorem
the Reagan campaign, at the county courthouse and at other places, during
To my knowledge, their political tims was neither deducted from their salaries
charged to the Reagan campaign. County perscnnel conoerned theaselves with rd
murummﬂ-u-,mmmrmmmmmm
county materials were used at both the luncheon and the rally.

(5) Prior to Corcoren eand Murdock's decision to use Corcorsn's tant
at 4175 Forest Ave, Cincinnati, Ohio 45212, and Corcoren's hame phone (513-531-3457),
as the Reagan office, Corcoren admitted that courthouse telephones wunhnnul
for long distance calls, both ocutgoing and incoming, during office hours, to conduct
Reagan business in the summer of 1979. 8o that Telephone records of courthouse phowes,
local Reagan telephones (513-531-3457 and 579-1980), the Columbus Resgan telephone
(614-461-6161), copies of campaign reports and correspondence, courthouse employes
time and payroll records, and appointment schedules would reveal part of the tims
campaign business was transacted by county employees, either at the courthouse, or at
other places.

(6) Copies of my expense vouchers to the Reagan caampaign, prepared at the
courthouse at Corcoren's direction, confirm that tims was spent by Corcoream and others
with s on specific dates.

(1) mes,lm,QMNmuwuum.otmuﬁo
commissioners' office. The caller said she was a "volumteer"” needing some information
tboutlhlnn Inltﬂdotﬂt.rrh;hrtothomm,mw
said, " Sure, wve have all that information up here.” The receptiocnist also said that

Mr. Corcoren, who usually handled those calls, was out, presumably at Reagan headguarters,
but that Mr. Murdock was there. The receptionist them asked if he could help her. Mardock
got on the phone, fielded the caller's question, and went to look up her amswer. At

no time was the caller told that she should have called the Reagan headquarters.

(8) On many occassions, either or both Corcoren and Murdock attended or
traveled to or from Reagan meetings in Columbus, during working hours.

(9) On February 11, 1980, in my presence, Murdock directed Corcoren to make
sure they had a county car, filled with gas, ready to drive to Columbus the next day
to attend & Reagan neeting. On other occassions, Corcorsn admitted driving to & Reagsn
meeting in Columbus in & county car.

(10) On the ewening of January 10, 1980, Corcoran drove me in & county car from
his home, which was still at time the official Reagan office, to Jeeckel's Restaurant in
Cincinnati, We met with Sandra Schaller, a Reagan Pirst District Altermate, and her
husband. Iater that evening, Corcoran drove me back to his home in the same county car.

(11) The Xerox machine in the commissioners' office was constantly used to make
copies for the Reagan campaign.There were two reasons. First, the Reagan campaign national
organization was not sending the immense amount of printed miterial needed to run a local
campaign, let alone a 42-county region larger than most states.Second, there was no money
available to buy printing. So on one day alone, January 11, 1980, Corcorean directed 5000
copies, some printed on both sides, to be made for a meeting in Dayton the following day.

(12) On numerocus occassions, Corcoran directed me to ask secretaries in the
commissioners' office to type, Xerox, and mail press releases, materials for press kits,
medie handbooks, medis lists, and other materials needed for the media relations program.
This even happened February 21, 1980, after the Reagen headquarters had opened.




Slh) mmmmuurummwuw
mm Murdock sent to peocple involved in the caspaign.

(15) On seversl ocoassions, I saw postage stemps “Sorrowed” from the
commissioners' office for Reagan campeign purposes. On one cccassion, I am aware
m.mnotu.cmmmmum,mmmrpnmmuu.-

(16) Meals at the New Orleans Restaurent, 609 Walnut Street, Cincinnati,
Ohio 45202, were solicited as & donation to the cw, in spite of the mt that
campaign donations from corporations are not hg&‘l.

(17) Aeouummummm When I advised Corcerea
ummmmmmmmu—m,-mmmr
%00 could be comstrusd as & corporats gift, the result vas that an “out of ordez” sign
was placed on the copier s0 viaitors wouldn't thiak it wvas being used.

(18) Domations received for campaign buttoms, T-shirts, m busper nunu
were not reported.

Finally, & persocoal commsat: Why, u.umcm-dnmc
th.lw,mtbm'mmctohw, have I been
m,mmuunmmtmmwwtuuxunmt

I don't claim to have that answer, just like & lot of questions reised during

oy involvement in the campaign. But unless we ask the right questions, the *truth will
remain & mystery.

/[{‘3‘

"Sworn snd subscribed to in my presence this

day

of " .¢atez 19 P2 . e (oo [ bl
JANE ANN KAMPHAUS *

Notary Public, State of Ohio
8y Commission Expires March 23, 198]
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T.J. CORCOPAN : T0M MILIS
Hamilton County Ombudsman Reagan Field Representative
| Administretive Assistant to the ‘ responsible for remaining Ul
Hamiltom Comty Commissioners counties in the "Murdock Region”
* Chief Political mtn.ot Worked on Murdock's campaign for

k2.comty Region county commissioner.
‘Sole Responsibility for Ramilton Treasurer, Committee to Elect
Republicans
L Corcoran's Roommate

COMOITEE TO ELECT REFUBLICANS
located at Hamilton County Courthouse
Under Mardock's diyection and control
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The Honorable Max L. rrtcdbrador!.
Chairman ;

Federal Election Collisaion

1325 K Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20463

L 4

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Mary Lee Garfield and Harry Diffendal, both
members of the bar of the District of Columbia, are hereby
authorized to represent the Reagan for President Committee
and the Reagan Bush Committee in all matters before the
Federal Election Commission.

The address to be used is:

Garfield & Hamersley
1800 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20036
202-785-3333

Mrs. Garfield is authorized to receive any and all
notifications and other communications from the Comission on
behalf of the Reagan and Reagan Bush Committees, and has
been appointed agent for service of process.

Sincerely yours, {

Loren A. Smith
Chief Counsel
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LAS/ip
cc: Anne Weissenborn
Marybeth Tarrant

sy 8930 0¢

¢y 8I3n0g o

(1 "1 VRS q - Patd for by Reagan Bush Committee. United States Senator Paul Llnlt Chairman. Bay Buchanan, Treasurer.

.__________________________________________"“i__d________________________________a.....




- WASHINGTON, D. C. 20000
808 - 786-8888
208 - 259~4008

December 4, 1980

The Honorable Hax L. Friedersdorf, Chaitman
Federal Election Commission

1325 K Btreet, NW

wWashington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1297

Dear Chairman Priedersdorf:

We received a copy of Mr. Schifrin's further allega-
tions on November 12, 1980. His October 15 letter is largely a
repetition of the complaints he has already made.

Mr. Schifrin's primary complaint seems to be that Mr.
Murdock, or Mr. Corcoran, or the Committee to Elect Republicans
may have benefitted from association with the Reagan Campaign.
We hope everyone associated with the Reagan Campaign benefitted.
We, of course, did not want to expend our limited funds to
further someone else's candidacy at the expense of Governor
Reagan, but we have no evidence that this occurred.

The Committee to Elect Republicans is a local commit-
tee. The Reagan Committee frequently cooperated with local
committees and I am sure that there was much overlapping of
personnel in most states. We needed state, county, and city
organization as did every other candidate; and support of can-
didates is the raison d‘'etre of local party committees. Mr.
Schifrin has evidently confused independent expenditure com-
mittees with party committees. The Committee to Elect Repub-
licans did not make any expenditures on behalf of the Reagan
Campaign.

™
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The allegations of misuse of county personnel and
equipment were fully explained in our October 15 response.

Starting on page two, Mr. Schifrin numbers six in-
stances of expenses paid by the Committee to Elect Republicans
that he believes should have been paid by the Reagan campaign.

(1) The Committee to Elect Republicans did not pay any
expenses for the Reagan Committee. We are informed that the
$432.22 that Tom Mills received from the Committee to Elect Re-
publicans was a personal loan and has, or will be, repaid. It was




Chairman Friedersdorf -2-

~not for any Reagan Committee expenses.
(2) This item was addressed previously.

(3) The Reagan Campaign did not pay for pcopl. tc
attend RNC Conferences and I can think of no reason why that
should be considered Reagan campaign expenses.

(4) We do not understand what expenses could tiiuit
from the Committe to Elect Republicans placing its funds in a CD
or what expenses the Reagan campaign could pay.

(5) T.J. Corcoran did attend a seminar in Chicago. All
invitees were told that the sponsor of the seminar would not be
responsible for the attendees expenses. The seminar covered areas
that would be of use to anyone involved in any campaign. We hope
that it helped elect many Republicans candidates. It cannot be
construed as a Reagan campaign expense ~ Governor Reagan was not
even a declared candidate at that time.

(6) We have been informed that the Committee to Elect
Republicans incurred expenses that were reimbursed by the Ohio

State Republican Party in connection with Governor Reagan's visit
to Cincinnati. State or local party committees incur expenses as
the result of a candidate'’s visit. They try to use the publicity
accompanying the visit to hype the local party and candidates.
These were not expenses incurred by the Reagan campaign or for
the benefit of Governor Reagan's candidacy.

The October 15 response answered the remaining
allegations. While most of them are untrue or incomplete, none
of them, with the exception of 16,17, & 18 would be violations of
the Federal Election Laws if they were true. No meals were
solicited from the New Orleans Restaurant(l6). The copier was
not from a corporation, had no value, and was reported as a
in-kind contribution(l17). The party bought and sold buttons and
campaign materials. There was no contribution to the Reagan
Campaign(18).

Even if Mr. Schifrin's allegations had some basis in
fact, there does not appear to be a FECA violation. Local
committees can “"contribute®" up to $1,000.00 to federal candidates
without having to register with the Commission. If the Committee
to Elect Republicans contributed anything (which we deny) to the
Reagan Committee it was less than §1,000.00. The Committee to
Elect Republicans was therefore under no duty to register with,
or report to the FEC. They did register with, and report to the




fchnttnan Friedersdorf

Ohio Election Commmission. The Reagan Campaign is under an
obligation to report all contributions. All known contri

were reported. We do not think the Reagan Campaign can be

liable for not reporting a contribution of which we had no o
knowledge. If such contributions are discovered we will alond :
-our reports to reflect them. e

For the record, We have not "threatened, intimidated®,
or asked Mr. Schifrin "to give false testimony®.

We trust the Commission will promptly dismiss this

frivolous complaint and implement procedures to deal with P & N's
that do not waste your time or respondents' time.

Very truly yours,

\ﬂm\\'?‘m

Mary Lee Garfield

MLG/ip
cc: Loren A. Smith, Esq.




gARmELD & HAMERSLEY
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
f?’ SUITE 1040
1800 M STREET. NORTHWEST
o~r WASHINGTON, D. C. 20036

Marybeth Tarrant, Esq

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D.C.
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oF COUNGRL.:
SYLVIA SIRVE HENDON

November 4, 1980

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1297

Dear Mr. Steele:

As I stated to you in my letters of October 3 and October 7, 1980, I deny the
charges made by Mr. Schifrin. I reiterate the same denial in response to his letter
of October 15, 1980, covered by your letter to me of October 29.

1 must suggest that the first paragraph in Mr. Schifrin's letter somewhat belies

his reasons and motives for initiating and pursuing his unfounded charges. BHe
became exceedingly bitter when he was rejected by the national Reagan advance team
in May, 1980. Mr. Calvin McDowell, Reagan advance, Arlington, Virginia, can en-
lighten you further in this respect. Mr. Schifrin resigned at that time because
he believed he was being ignored. There probably was some truth to this since,
according to reports, he was becoming a pest and obnoxious. Many believed that

he was not qualified nor capable of being Ohio media chairman.

1 frequently refused to follow Mr. Schifrin's urgings and instructions to do what
I considered to be unethical media publicity stunts. For example, he urged that

1 take advantage of Maureen Reagan's visit to Cincinnati for the Arthritis Founda-
tion for my own political benefit. I refused. Also, he would become enraged when
I appeared on television without his advance knowledge and permission. He wanted
total control of me regarding all press contacts and conferences. I refused.

This upset him further.

The Reagan national staff, in May of 1980, insisted that Mr. Schifrin no longer

be involved in the Reagan campaign. Again, I refer you to Mr. McDowell. Mr.
Schifrin apparently felt ignored and quit abruptly in anger and public outburst.

1 did not patronize him when he quit. Obviously, this didn't help me. Subsequently,
he began making his unsubstantiated charges about me and others. There are many
people here with whom you can talk to learn more about Mr. Schifrin. Names will be
provided upon request.




Let me tell you about one occasion concerning hin ' There are -uy v!.tmnm
to this. For my birthday, in November, 1979, my staff took me to lunch at &
crowded fashionable downtown Cincinmati restaurant. At the end of lumch, Me.
Schifrin appeared in a costume as an elephant (trunk and 2ll) and presented me
with a wrapped and ribboned boxed gift which he insisted that I open at once., In
it was a large peanut butter jar with two large fresh pieces of elephant excrement
— four or five inches in diameter. I was shocked and embarrassed -— people were
oat:lng and drinking all around us. The story appeared in one of our dn:l.l'.y papers.

In my opinion, it is conceivable that Mr. Schifrin contrived the entire scenario
from the beginning for publicity and self promotion. PFrankly, to his credit, he
hasn't done a badly in that respect.

Again, Mr. Schifrin's charges are not true. I'm available to talk with you. We
will fully cooperate. We have nothing to hide.

Sincerely,

)/)é-c\ | ol

Norman A. Murdock

cc: Calvin McDowell




| A¥LriCHS. MURDOCK & RINEAR Co.. L. P. A.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
40387 GLENWAY AVE.

CINCINNATI, OHIO 48208 \/ A ‘.\//

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463
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Chazles N, Steele
General Counsel
Federal Rlection Commissioa

PS :0lv 0€130 0:

Dear Mx. Steele,

This letter may be esmsidered a reply to your lettes of
October 21, 1980, Yaur letter was adivessed to Nx. Gouns Baretew
an attormey here in Cineciamati who has represented me in the past
in mattezs concerning my restaurant, The Seafood Peast. NMx.

Barstow mox any other attormsy will Wt e im this matter
since it is my hope that the commission will éisaise any charges

against me and since my business is preseatly doimg little better
than brealting even and can't affoxd what easily could be a
costly legal imvolvement. 8o please write me directly at the
restaurant comceraisg MUR 1297,

The charge is as:felliews:
(1) Meals at the New Crleans Restiustiut (now The Seafood

Feast)for ‘Reagan Headquarters volunteers were soligited im lien
of a domation for the campaiga about May 1, 1980, IMx, Steele,
the word "solicited" implies that the Reagan representatives

or volunteers approached me for meals at the restaurant. This

is not the case. Imstead, I went to the loecal Reagan Headquarters
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609 WALNUT STREET
CINCINNATI, OHIO
513-651-1786

on 6th Street in downtewn Cimeimmati and asked them 4f I cenlida’t

donate up to $100,00 in lunches for the volunteers. They
acecepted. From Narch 27 to July 11, voluateers stopped ia fer
lunch for a total of $68.30. The volunteers signed for the
meals and we kept the food checks on file. Mr, Schefrim himself
signed for lumch, I emclose photostats ef the food checks.
At this point I'd like to state that I didn't feel that this
was dishonest at the time and do mot now, HowesSer, Special
Delivery lettexs from the Federal Blection Commission azxe
upsetting to me personally and I cas assure you that any demations
in the future will be strictly appropriate,

Also, om April 10, 1980 I received a Thank-you letter from
Mr, Murdock, The Chic State Chairman foxr Nr., Reagan's electionm,
This letter from the man at the top of the State Oxgamisation
indicated to me that word had traveled up the organization and
I took it to mean that the proper accounting of my little domatioa
had taken place. I send you & copy of this lettex.

As for the other charges listed, I know nothing of them.

Please dismiss the charges associated with me.




Mr. Jeff Senecal
New Orleans Restaurant
609 Walnut Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear Mr. Senecal:

Your offer to our volunteers is most generous. Your enthusiasm and
dedication is what will make our candidate the overwhelming choice
of Americans this November. We appreciate your thoughtfulness and
hospitality.

Sincerely,

/I

Norman A. Murdock
Ohio Chairman
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Reagan for President — United States Senator Paul Laxalt, Chairman: Bay Buchanan, Treasurer.
A copy of our report is filed with and available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. 20463
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Mr. Jeff Senecal
New Orleans Restaurant
609 Walnut Street
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October 17, 1980

Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

1325 L. Street.N.W.

wWashington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1297 supplement

Dear Chairman Friedersdorf:

Enclosed is supplemental information concerning
MUR 1297 as it relates to the Committee to elect
Republicans and a letter of authorization from the
Committee to Elect Republicans.

Sincerely yours,

o AL

Loren A. Smith

LAS/jac

Enclosures

8k :0ly 021007

Paid for by Reagan Bush Committee. United S'utes Senator Paul Laxalt. Chairman. Bay Buchanan. Treasurer.
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Mr. Charles Steele

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1297
Dear Mr. Steele:

In reading the complaint by Mr. James Jay Schifrin I can only find one item
that refers to the Committee to Elect Republicans and that is one Page Two,

Item Six. In response to these charges, I would be happy to provide your office
with copiles of the campaign report that was filed with the local Board of Elec-
tions.

There was, in fact, reimbursement of expenses incurred by Mr. Schifrin. Because
there were several pages of miscellaneous expenses lumped together, I can only
estimate that between $100 and $200 of Mr. Schifrin's expenses could be directly
attributed to the Reagan effort. However, it should be pointed out that these
expenses, although they were Reagan oriented, were not authorized by the Reagan
campaign. It was the decision of the committee to reimburse Mr. Schifrin for
these unusual and illegitimate expenses to avoid embarrassment to the Republican
party as was threatened by Jim Schifrin on several occasions.

Please let nie know 1f I can be of further assistance.

da Y0

Treasurer
Committee to Elect Republicans




1790 Mars Hill Drive, Apt. A
Dayton, Ohio 45449
October 15, 1980

Mr. Loren Smith

901 South Highland Street

Arlington, Virginia 22204

Dear Mr. Smith:

This letter will serve as your authorization to represent me in
MUR 1297. Please feel free to contact me if you have any further
questions. :

Sincerely,

Thomas H. Mills
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By

Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

1325 L Street N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463
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901 South Highland Strest, Arlington. Virginia 32304 (703) 685-3400
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October 15, 1980

The Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street, N. W.

Washington, D. C.

40 1119h0

Re MBR: 1297

1

Dear Chairman Friedersdorf:

Jim Schifrin is a former Reagan volunteer in Ohio. He was
handling the media program (press relations, not advertising).

He was not authorized to incur any expenses. In May he became
irritated with several advance men and over his lack of funding,
quit, and submitted outlandish expense reimbursement claims which
the Committee refused to pay.

While Mr. Schifrin's letter of August 17, 1980, to the Ohio Ethics
Commission is false, libelous, and contains no allegation of
violations of federal law, we think the last sentence of the
second paragraph explains Mr. Schifrin's complaint. We, there-
fore, ask that you take no action against him.

I will respond to the allegations contained in Mr. Schifrin's
August 6, 1980, letter in the order they appear.

1. Hamilton County Commissioner Norman A. Murdock, Co-chair-
man of the Ohio Reagan organization, directed his 42-county cam-

paign from his county commissioners office, using county materials,
equipment, and staff.

Mr. Murdock was Co-Chairman of the Ohio Reagan organization
for 42 counties. He did not use county materials, equipment, or
staff for Reagan except as listed below.

2. Hamilton County Ombudsman T.J. Corcoran, administrative assistant
to the Hamilton County Commissioners, was assigned by Hamilton
County Commissioner Murdock to function as campaign coordinator of
the Murdock/Reagan organization. To my knowledge, his political

time was neither deducted from his county salary nor charged to

the Keagan campaign.

Mr. T.J. Corcoran was Area Coordinator for Reagan. We do
not know what the Murdock/Reagan organization is. We presume he
means the Reagan organization. Mr. Corcoran was, and is, a Reagan
volunteer working for PReagan only on his own time.

Paid for by Reagan Bush Committee. United States Senator Paul Laxalt. Chairman. Bay Buchanan, Treasurer.
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3. Other county employees were directed by Murdock and

to work on the Reagan campaign, at the county courthouse
other places, during working hours. To my knowledge, thei
cal time was neither deducted from their salaries nor charg
the Reagan campaign. }

The only county employees working for Reagan were Mr. Murdock,
Mr. Murdock's secretary, Mrs. Reed, and Mr. Corcoran. No one was
directed to work on the Reagan campaign. All three were volunteers
working on their own time. Mrs. Reed had a campaign typewriter at
home and she did some typing after hours at her office. Either
Reagan stationery or Mr. Murdock's personal stationery was used.
Stamps were purchased by the campaign. Typewriter ribbons were
not changed every time Mrs. Reed changed from county to Reagan
work, but the campaign did provide ribbons, and after the pri-
mary, when the campaign's leased typewriter was returned, all the
ribbons were given to the county. Our reports show the purchase
of typewriter ribbons but do not show this in-kind contribution to
the county. »

1, Xerox Equipment: On January 11, 1980, Corcoran directed 5000
copies of Reagan material to be made on the Xerox machine in the
commissioners office. '

The campaign committee contracted with the county for use of
their copier. A log was kept of all uses of the copier and the
county was paid for every copy. The largest number of copies run
was 1,600 not 5,000.

2. Automobiles: On February 11, 1980, in my presence, Murdock
directed Corcoran to make sure they had a county car, filled with

gas, ready to drive to Columbus the following day to attend a ‘Reagan
meeting.

County automobiles were used to go to Columbus on county business.
They were not used for campaign business. County records show that
Murdock did not use a county car to go to Columbus on February 11, 1980
or the week preceding, or the week following February 11, 1980.

3. Typewriters: On numerous occassions I was directed to ask
secretaries in the commissioner's office to type, reproduce, and
mail press releases; and type and reproduce other materials needed
for our media relations program.

If Schifrin was so directed, it was not by Murdock, Corcoran,
or anyone else we can identify. One of Schifrin's constant complaints
was that no money was allocated to his program. He was told on
occasion that Mrs. Reed would type his press releases. Of course,
county press releases and other county materials were produced on
county time at county expense.




4., Stationery: On numerous occasions, I saw stationery
supplies "borrowed” from the commissioners office for cam
purposes. I never saw them returned. Also, county stati
used for political correspondence, such as "thank you not
Murdock to people who were involved in the campaign. i

Everyone associated with the Reagan campaign denies any know-
ledge of such "borrowing”. The Reagan Committee provided its own
stationery, envelopes, stamps, and typewriter ribbons. Mr. Murdock
did not use county stationery for any campaign correspondence.

S. Postage: On several occassions, I saw stamps "borrowed” from the
commissioners office for campaign purposes. On one occassion, I
saw some returned, but only because I personally saw to it.

Mr. Schifrin may have seen stamps "borrowed" from Mr. Murdock's
office. A roll of stamps was purchased by the campaign and kept
at the office for campaign use.

6. Funds of a political action committee (The Committee to Elect
Republicans, located at the Hamilton County Courthouse, controlled
by Murdock and Corcoran), paid Reagan campaign expenses, including

mine.

A separate letter answering this point will be forwarded as
goon as it is received by us. The Committee to Elect Republicans
is not a federal committee. It made no contributions to Reagan or
other federal candidates. It did pay $100-$200 of Mr. Schifrin's
expenses that the Reagan campaign refused to pay.

l. Meals at the New Orleans Restaurant for Reagan Headquarters
volunteers were solicited in lieu of a donation for the campaign
about May 1, 1980.

No one solicited meals from the New Orleans Restaurant. The
owner on occasion directly offered meals to volunteers.

2. Use of copier was donated from about April 1, 1980.

The President of the local Pro-Life Committee gave the committee
a broken copier. Local dealers said it had not value. We, however,
reported a nominal value as an in-kind contribtuion as well as re-
porting the several hundred dollars required to fix it.

3. Donations received for campaign buttons from about April 15, 1980
were never reported.
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The Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf
Chairman

Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463
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JAMES W. AHLRIONS
NORMAN A. MURDOCK
AOBERY L. RINEAR

WRLIAM B. CNURCH, 1}

€7 GEYIIZTLL
SYLVIA SIRVE HENDON

. "3 “...
{918) 4851-8700

October 7, 198y

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission SEC
Washington, D.C. 20463 ;ay"tj

€d 613008

0t

In re: MUR 1297

Steele:

Dear Mr.

This letter follows my letter of October 3, 1980, concerning this same matter.

First, concerning the issue of suborning Mr. Schifrin's "testimony" alleged in his
letter August 17, 1980. I responded to this charge in my letter of October 3. How-
ever, let me add that I do not understand Mr. Schifrin's use of the word "testimony".

-~ This entire matter raised by Mr. Schifrin is nothing more.than his allegations and
not in court. Consequently, I am confused as to the use by Mr. Schifrin of the
(o= word "testimony'. He made charges and I denied them. That is the state of the

situation today.

Concerning the charges in his letter of August 6, 1980, I denied them when he filed
his letter with the Ohio Ethics Commission and when they became public. I continue
to deny those charges as they are simply untrue, without basis or any corroboration

whatever.

Again, I refer you to my letter of October 3, 1980, to you and the accompanying
enclosures.

Sincerely,

WL

Norman A. Murdock

NAM:mr



Murpock & RINEAR Co. L. P. A.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
™~ 4037 GLENWAY AVLE.
CINGINNATI. ONIO 483208

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

“dld 613008
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October 3, 1980

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

In re: MUR 1297
Dear Mr. Steele:

I am in receipt of your letter of September 29 concerning statements made by one
James Jay Schifrin concerning me. Mr. Schifrin's charges to the Ohio Ethics
Commission, in his letter of August 17, 1980, forwarded to you, that I attempted
to suborn his "testimony" are completely false and without merit. I deny them.

Enclosed find copies of letters exchanged between Mr. Schifrin's lawyer, Mr.
Junewick, and my lawyer, Mr. Beall, shortly after the meeting Mr. Schifrin refers
to. These letters completely and categorically refute Mr. Schifrin's allegations.

Quite honestly, without in any way lessening or diverting attention from the
intensity of my denial of his charges (mor do I wish to irritate the Federal
Election Commission), I do not understand the involvement of the Federal Elec-
tion Commission in a matter such as this.

However, for your benefit, I am enclosing copies of material I am providing the
Auditor of the State of Ohio. It speaks for itself. As my letter to Mr. Ferguson
observes, I have not "gone public" with this information in the interests of
protecting Mr. Schifrin. Let me remind you, however, that it is public informa-
tion on record in the Hamilton County Court House.

Sincerely,
f

A
A .

rman A. Murdock

NAM:mr

Enclosures BE E ‘




JAMES W, ANLRICHS
NORMAN A. MURDOGK
ROBERY L. RINEAR

WILLIAM B. GHURCN, Il

OF COUNSEL:
SYLVIA SIEVE HENDON

October 1, 1980

Honorable Thomas Ferguson
Auditor, State of Ohio

88 East Broad Street, 5th Floor
Columbus, Ohfio 43215

In re: Charges made by James J., Schifrin concerning Hamilton County
Commissioner Norman A. Murdock

Dear Mr. Ferguson:

As you may know, Mr. James Schifrin made charges that county supplies and materials
were used by me or others in my political role as Co-Chairman of Govermor Reagan's
campaign during the primary contest. I have denied and continue to deny those un-
founded charges of Mr. Schifrin.

With this letter, I am providing you with certain public information which I have
held from public view since discovering it. (I am concerned about the damage this
information would do to Mr. Schifrin if it became known to the commmity.) I pro-
vided this information orally to the Enquirer because it "broke" the story of Mr.
Schifrin's charges. The Cincinnati Post, on the other hand, wrote wvirtually nothing
about Mr. Schifrin's allegations. However, I did give a verbal report to the editor
of the Post and one of its other managers. I provide this information for you and
your office because I believe it is important that you should have it in order to
assist you in assessing Mr. Schifrin and his credibility. The information I am
providing you is public record in the Hamilton County Court House.

This public record information reflects a lawsuit filed by Mr. Schifrin and his
wife concerning a "head-on" accident Mr. Schifrin had with a Cincinnati Bell Tele-
phone truck on October 11, 1977. The documents, copies enclosed, speak for them-
selves. But, I wish to point out several specific items which are of critical
importance. They are:

1. Mr. Schifrin claimed head injuries and amnesia.

2. Mr, Schifrin claims he has been unable to work since the date of
the accident.
- (These two items - above ~ were allegations in his complaint
filed November 9, 1978.)




‘Honorable Thomss Ferguson
October 1, 1980
‘Page 2

3. Mr. Schifrin claims mental health problems and weekly apy
with Dr. Thomas R. Werner, psychiatrist, starting January,
As of June 17, 1980, he claims $4,690 in expenses with Dr.
As of the same time, he claims to have spent $55 with Psych! j
Associates, Inc. :

Of particular importance is a letter dated May 30, 1979, fron De,
Warren L. Richards, examining psychiatrist, employed by defense
counsel. The entire letter written by Dr. Richards is revealing.
However, you should pay particular attention to the third p.:.gx.ph
of the letter especially where Mr. Schifrin during the examinatiom
is quoted as saying the following: "It was only 16—2552!;_!!!%§!;~
I lied just now. Eighty-seven sounded good. I do that too. lie.”
Then Dr. Richards went on to say immediately thereafter in the same
paragraph: '"To my inquiry as to whether this was a deficit or lh
asset in himself, in his own opinion, he responded that it
something that he had never noticed in himself previoualz,,lnd

he believed that the accident must have destroyed some of his

integritz."

I think these documents - particularly Item 4 - speak for themselves about Mr.
Schifrin and his credibility. I have talked to any number of people in the com-
munity who have seriously questioned Mr. Schifrin's credibility on the basis of
their knowledge and/or experiences with him in the past.

I have engaged legal counsel and have advised both Mr. Schifrin and the Cincinmnati
Enquirer of this. Though his charges are totally without merit, I consider the
matter very serious and detrimental to me as a public official and practicing lawyer.
You should know that my staff and I will fully cooperate with you if you decide to
pursue this matter. However, the basic purpose of this letter is to provide you
with public information which came to our attention after Mr. Schifrin made his
public charges.

Sincerely,

7 L

rman A. Murdock

Enclosures




ztm cl._ Beall

Pzt
200 Dixie Terminal !uﬂding
49 East Fourth Street
Cincinnati, :Ohio 45202

e In Re: -Murdock and Schifrin
Dear Mr. Beall:

Thank you for your letter of August 15, 1980. I understand
and share your concern.

Let me confirm that you never proposed any eonduct on the pa
of Mr. Schifrin. You never issued any threat, directly or: indirectly. that
if he failed to act, any punitive countermeasures were proposed. Nothing
at that meeting occurred which could be fairly mstood .be {mproper.
No threats of any kind were issued at the meeting, nor were tlnere any
implied threats. In no way do I, or could I, entertain any notions that
you would condone such a situation. In fact, my estimation 1s exactly
_and directly contrary.

In brief, I confirm without reservation or condition the substance
of the second-to-last paragraph of your letter to me of August 15, 1980.

If I may, I would like to comment further. Just fn case you may
believe there was impropriety on my part. .

I understood the genesis of the August 14 meeting to be somewhat
diﬁerent from your understanding. The sequence, as 1 understand it, is as
follows:

1. Schifrin goes to press.
2. Murdock -and Schifrin met at a restaurant, at which time they
discussed having Schifrin meet further with Murdock so that Murdock could
offer explanatory documentation to. indicate no wrongdoing.

In a telephone conversation subsequently, Murdock told Schifrin
that he would have a lawyer present and Schifrin should also.
4. Schifrin call ed on August 12, I told him that I didn't understand
the purpose of the meeting as he explained it, didn't see the necessity or
utility of a meeting, and that he should so inform Murdock, and if Murdock
still wanted a meeting, he should call me.




" e, Nalter C. Bex
Page 2 35

5. . Murdock called me around noon the 13th to inform me what =
he had found, which was a surprise. 1 agreed that 1 saw why he wanted

to meet. He offered to supply copies. S, i el
6. I called Schifrin thereafter to advise him of the circumstance.

He agreed with me that if Murdock could offer explinatory materiatls, whi
he said he could do, then some quick action by both he and Murdock in the
form of a statement would serve everyone's interests. He confirmed he would
be at the proposed meeting unless I specifically told him otherwise.

7. Murdock called me that evening, confirmed your avaflability

for the meeting, as did 1 confirm ours. I told him that assuming he would
have explanatory responses to Schifrin's allegations, we would like to
cooperate with language mutiually acceptable to both.sides, which could be
offered for publication. | :

I attended the meeting understanding the following: (1) Schifrin
would be present. (2) Schifrin would be willing to make a statement to fore-
stall Murdock's anticipated public defense, if Murdock would at the meeting
offer some credible explanatory materials. (3) Murdock was willing and eager
to do so, not having had an effective opportunity as yet to respond.

(4) Both Schifrin and Murdock had something to gain in issuing a collaborative
statement about the meeting. (5) Murdock had no:choice but to take speedy

and decisive action to defend himself, with or without an opportunity to
persuade Schifrin of his inaccuracies, all as a matter of poljtical realfities.
(6) Our presence, as attorneys, was intended as an aid to construct a
mutually satisfactory statement in the event Schifrin could be satisfied

that Murdock was blameless. :

At the meeting, Schifrin never showed. You and 1 attempted to
construct language which would be mutually acceptable for publication,
assuming the meeting with Schifrin took place and Murdock offered his
materials. [ thought it was clear that I did not intend or desire to hear
Mr. Murdock's explanation and that my sole interest was crafting a potentially
useful statement for use if Murdock and Schifrin could get together.

At the end of the meeting, I understood we might still, all four,
get together as planned, but Schifrin told me on the phone that he had been
advised to meet with me before coming to Murdock's. I left the meeting
telling Murdock where Schifrin and I would meet with the expectation we
would all four reconvene.
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M. Walter C. Beall
August 21, 1980
Page 3

. Meeting with Schifrin, I found he had "firmed up® such that he
would not retract under any circumstances, being absolutely convéinced that no
explanation from Murdock to him could be sufficiently persuasive. In the
course of our conference, Murdock telephoned to volunteer that he an
would come to my branch office, where I was with Schifrin at the time.

I declined. We then discussed Mr. Murdock's time needs, and be told me
six of that evening, such that Mr. Schifrin and I could continue our argument.

Sometime thereafter, 1 left without resolution, first trying
to call Mr. Murdock and your office to say there could be no further
meetin?. When .you returned my call, I thought it fair to warn you that -
Schifrin had attempted to label the meeting you and I attended as attempted
political blackmail. I told you I had stated strongly to him that it was
not. I believe it was not.

I have subsequently told Mr. Schifrin that he was absolutaly
wrong if he believed such a thing and that I would oppose any suggestion
of blackmail strenuously because the facts are exactly contrary.

‘ Sincerely,

BARTLETT, JUNEWICK & CARPENTER, CO. L.P.A.

. . L4
Walter &a unewick, ﬁ




Mr. Halter Junewick - '
Bartlett, Junewick & Carpenter
Suite 508, 906 Main Street e
Cincimnati, OH 45202

Ré: Nurdock vs Schiffrin
Dear r. Junewick: '

Late on the afternoon of August 14th you called me in reference to the
status of a proposed retraction of charges m N, Schiffrin agtinsl:
Mr. Hurdock in reference to the nman clg:h At that tinme told me that
althoughthemttermmtnsi Nr anmmuliglhoutmt
issuing a retraction, and furthering this matter by “going to the press® with
a charge that a conference on August 14th between you, Murdock aml nyself was
legal blackmail.

1 want an fmmediate achm'ledgethont froa you, in datnﬂ. that absolutely
no such activity was undertaken. .

I was asked to attend the meeting by Horm Murdock, 1 was told that you,
not Norm, had sought the meeting to consider what could now be done by Sch#fffin
to forestall a suit by Horm against Schiffrin for reckless slander and Norn's
defending hinself in the press by pointing out that public records contain
ﬁ?"’:diggf t;ntentioml statements by Schiffrin that he 1s a 1far, and has lost

s in

It was clearly my understanding that (1) Schiffrin was to be present and
(2) that after the publication of the dharges Schiffrin had talked to Norm at
his office and was satisfied that the charges were without merit. .

You, as his counsel, while we wafited from shortly after 11:00 a.m, untii
1:00 p.m. for Schiffrin to appear, proposed language of a statement of vretraction
and fnquired as to whether the verhiage would adequately cower.khe issues raised
by the charges so as to satisfy Norm. 1 proposed some additional language to
the proffered retraction which 1 felt would make more clear the acknowledgenent
that Nom had not been guilty of using any tax payers' funds or emplovees' time
in the caipaian.

At no time was there any sucgestion that Schiffrin was rot, through you,
the proponent of a setraction as 2 means of terminating the rmatter. Any efforts




]
:
Y

Hr. Walter Junewick
August 15, mo
Page 2

at 4 il
as a sufﬂcunt solutiﬂ tln ﬂl‘"ﬂm of I

I want a simple straight forward statesent that I sefther p oposad any
conduct by Schiffrin, issued any threats 1f he did mot Iﬁﬁhw. ar
manner, nor did any such acts occur which eould be uurhtl to have lc & un,
approval or condonation.

1 & sure you meo?niunt ofwconcern thatth'lssumundo
available to me inmediate of

. Yery truly yours,

Walter C. Beall
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GOODMAN & GOODMAN
COUNSELORS AT LAW
1018 FOURTH &
WALNUT DUILDING
36 TASY FOURTH STRELY
CINCINNATI, OHIO 43202
©13) 0211503

JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN
and CATHLEEN SCHIFRIN
1022 Alnetta Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230,

Plaintiffs,

224 East Po.‘th s“ee
Cincinnati, ‘

Defendants.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

1. Reading Road in the vicinity of 7185 is
located in the City of Cincinnati, County of Hamilton,
and State of Ohio. It is intersected on the west by
Kenova Avenue and on the east by Losantiville Avenue.
Reading Road runs generally north and south at this
location.

2. On October 11, 1977, at approximately

10:30 a.m. Plaintiff, James Jay Schifrin, was driving




Y

a 1976 AMC Gremlin automobile in arsbutECrly'diiibtﬁhh

on Reading Road. e

3. 'Dgfendant. Neal P. Grady, an employeeiot
Defendant, Cincinnati Bell, Inc., while driving a 1968
GMC truck owned by Cincinnati Bell, Inc. was travélling
on Reading Road in a northerly direction. |

4. Defendant, Neal P. Grady, without warning
while turning into Kenova Avenue struck the autonbbile
being driven by Plaintiff, James Jay Schifrin, head-on,
the point of impact being in the intersection.

. 5. As a result of the negligence of Defendants,
Plaintiff, James Jay Schifrin, was severely injured,
received a concussion and other head injuries, loss of
teeth, fractured knee, chest and elbow injuries, loss
of consciéusness,

6. As a result of the injuries suffered by
James Jay Schifrin, he has been hospitalized, has in-

curred medical expenses and drug expenses, has been

.

unable to work since the date of the accident, has had

loss of earnings and will continue to have loss of
earnings, and it will be necessary to have future

medical expenses and further hospitalization and opera-

OODMAN & GOODMAN | tions.
COUKSELORS AT LAY i
1016 FOURTH &
WALNUTY BUILDING
36 EAST FOURTH STREET
CINCINNATI, ONIO 43202
1313 621-1803




GOODMAN & GOODMAN
COUNSELORS AT LAW
1016 FOURTH &
WALNUT BUILDING
36 EAST FOURTN STREET
CINCINNATI. OMIO 43202
®13) 621-1003

-~

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

7. Plaintiff, Cathleen Schifrin, for her
cause of action, restates all of the allagitibhl of the
First Cause of Action. ‘ l‘

8. By reason of'negligence of Defendants,
her 1976 AMC Gremlin automobile was completely dalqlished
and has suffered loss of consortium.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, James Jay Schifrin,
demands judgment in the amount of $997,000.00. Plaintiff,
Cathleen Schifriﬁ, demands judgment in the amount of
$225,000.00, both'together with interest and Court

costs and trial by jury and all other relief.

& RONALD Y GOODMAN
1016 Fourth & Walnut Building
" 36 East Fourth Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
621-1503
Trial Attorney for Plaintiffs
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COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

HAMILTON COUNTY, OHIO
A'78:9858

» James Jay Schifrin,et.al.
Plaintiff ' No

h £ "

— Y§ —

Cincinnati Bell, Inc.et, al.
Defendant

You are notified
Cincinnati Bell, Inec.

224 East 4th St,
Cinti, Ohio 45202

Neal P. Grady

2725 Vera Cruz Drive
villa Hills, Kentucky

that you have been named Defendant(s) in a complaint filed by
James Jay Schifrin and Cathleen Schifrin

1022 Alnetta Drive
Cinti, Ohio 45230

Plaintiff(s)
in the Hamilton County, Court of Common Pleas, Hamilton County Court House, Cin-
cinnati, Ohio 45202. You are hereby summoned and required to serve upon the plaintiff's
attorney, or upon the plaintiff, if he has no attorney of record, a copy of an answer to the
complaint within twenty-eight (28) days after service of this summons on you, exclusive of
the day of service. Your answer must be filled with the Court within three (3) days after
the service of a copy of the answer on the plaintiff's attorney.
. If you fail to appear and defend, judgment by default will be rendered -
against you for the relief demanded in the attached complaint.

| ROBERT D. JENNINGS
Cherk, Court of Commen Fleas
Namme and Address of attorney Hamilion Cownty, Oie:

Ronald Jay Goodman

6 a
Cilnti,ohio 45202




' COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
~ HAMILTON COUNTY, OHIO

JAMES JAY SCRIFRIR

[ L]
S T IR

and ~ No. A-7809858 .
CATHLEEN SCHIFRIN : ‘ 2
.Plaint:lffs : i
' x>
-ve— H

MOTION TO COMPEL PSYCHIATRIC

CINCINNATI BELL, INC. EXAMINATION OF PLAINTIFF UNDER
and - " PRESCRYIBED CONDITIONS ~ ' ' &

NEAL P. GRADY
Defendants

Now come the defendants and move the Court for an

a—

Ce
order requiring the plaintiff, James J. Schifrin,it submi® to

a osychlatric examination by Doctor Warren L. Rlchards, éﬁﬁ'that

such examination be conducted without the presence,of any;gpird

a—

owhn

e 0B €

n M. McCaslin, Jr.

rial Counsel for Defendants
711 Gwynne Building
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
(513) 421-4646

person.

1 Y
jhi 0 A3 N
SO

OF COUNSEL:
McCaslin, Imbus & McCaslin

MEMORANDUM

This motion is made pursuant to Civil Rule 35 and is

based upon the report of Doctor Warren L. Richards under date of

May 30, 1979 which is attached hereto.



and of the material supplied by counsel, it is undisputed ﬁh&ﬁ'

Mr. Schifrin has treated with a psychiatrist following the accident
in question; and thai he seeks a recovery in part based upon the
conditions described by that psychiatrist. Accordingly, the

defendants sought a psychiatric exam of the plaintiff by another

physiciah and selected Doctor Warren L. Richards for this purpose.
The plaintiff voluntarily appeared on two occasions for an exam
by Doctor Richards, but in each instance brought his attorney,
Mr. Ronald Goodman, who insisted upon being present during the
exam. As can be seen from the doctor's report, he cannot properly
conduct the exam with the plaintiff's attorney present. Mr. Goodman
continues to insist upon being present during the exam; hence the
occasion for this motion.

Civil Rule 35 (A) provides that:

{A) Oxder for examination. When the mental
or physical condition (including the blood
group) of a party, or of a person in the

" custody or under the legal control of a party, .
is in controversy, the court in which the
action is pending may order the party to submit
himself to a physical or mental examination or
to produce for such examination the person in
the party's custody or legal control. The
order may be made only on motion for good

cause shovn and upon notice to the person to
be examined and to all parties and shall
specify the time, place, manner, conditions,
and scope of the examination and the person

or persons by whom it is to be made.

Subdivision (B) of Civil Rule 35 deals with the
plaintiff's right in regard to obtaining information from the

‘defendant's doctor by way of a report and deposition.




There is no guestion of fhe power of the‘cohit

ﬂ.iCammon Pleas in its discretion, to order that a psychin_
‘examination of a party take place in the absence of that plﬂﬁr s

attorney. See The State, ex rel. Staton v. Common Pleas conrt of
Franklin County, et al., 5 Ohio St. 24 17, 34 Ohio Op. 24 10 (1965).

Giving the nature of a psychiatric exam, it is not

unusual for an examining doctor to request that the exam be
This was the case in Kelley v. Smith & Oby Co.
(1954) , the

. conducted in private.

70 Ohio Law Abs. 202, Common Pleas, Cuyahoga County,

fourth headnote of which reads as follows:

While it is the ordinary practice to permit
plaintiff's attorney to be present at the
examination of plaintiff by defendant's
= physician, where the examination requested was
a psychiatric and neurological examination and
. defendant's physician was of the opinion that
the presence of a third person would hamper the
psychiatric examination, the court may, in its
order, exclude plaintiff's attorney and all
other persons from the psychiatric portion
of the examination.

233
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- Taking a somewhat different view of the matter is

Nomina v. Eggeman, 26 Ohio Op. 2d 122, Common Pleas,Court, Putnam

County, (1962). The primary question there was whether the trial

court could order the plaintiff to go outside the jurisdiction of

the court to submit to a "neurological and psychological®™ exam

. when competent examiners could not be found within the court's

This question was answered in the affirmative and

jurisdiction.

at the same time the court ruled that the plaintiff's counsel

"should"” be present during the exam.




Both the Kellex case and the Nomina case were dualﬂnd

prior to Ohio's adoption of the civil Rnles of Procedure in 1970.

It is therefore worthwhile to note that prior to 1970 the plaintiff

was not entitled to a report of the defendant's doctor; and that

-the court in the Nomina case was greatly influenced by this t;ct. -

Civil Rule 35, of course, has changed the law in this respect and
permits the plaintiff in advance of trial to make a full discdvery

of the findipés and opinons of the doctor selected by the defendant.

This should certainly reduce, if not remove, the necessity of

the presence of the plaintiff's attorney during the exam.

The most comprehensive ﬁreatment of Civil Rule. 35,

from the standpoint of the problem we have here, that we have

been able to find is the case of Pedro v. Glenn, 446 P.2d 31

(Coﬁrt of Appeals of Arizina, 1968), a copy of which is attached

2119

hereto. Basically the Pedro case holds that the examining party

is entitled to a sound professional opinion from the examining

doctor, and that if such an opinion, according to the doctor,

cannot be obtained from an exam that is not private, then such

exam should be private.

Civil Rule 35 does not specifically say that the party

being examined has the right to have his counsel present during

~ the exam. It is matter of the sound discretion of the Court, and

we believe that we have established a persuasive reason for an order




-ng tha plnlnti!f to be examined by Doctor Richardl
,ﬁhcf;gj:unce d! third persons. °

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED

M. Mcaslin' 5 e
Trial Counsel for Defeﬂdants '
- 711 Gwynne Building

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

(513) 421-4646

OF COUNSEL:
McCaslin, Imbus & HcCaslin

On the_k_day of. 9_3,—'
a copy of this doocunepy was ma ;ed/dellvered

to the attorney for oh party required to
- -be served under Rule 5 or the Ohio Rules

of Civil Procedure,
ol S (< éaf(/

McCaslin, Imbus & McCaslin
711 Gwynne Building
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
Telephones (513) 421-4648

»

2
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i’t‘iﬁh.ohiitz'.l‘"-lln‘ . _
Hay 30, 1979
. Re: James J. Sehifnin

HeCastlin, Imbus 6 HeCaslin
711 Guynne Building A
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Dear . YcCaslin,

Through your kind aeferral 1 attempted an examination of Mr. James J. Sehifnir
on B0 occasions. On the {irst of these, I was made aare by his atloamey a. Ronc2d
Goodman, that this gentleman intended Awngmf!mough the entine inteavieo. As thia
1as an unexpected tuxn of events, I made a brief atiempt at an intesviev; but seeirs th 4§
the exhibitionistic and immature thends in fin. Schifrin were excited by the presenc: ¢
his couwnsel s0 that the material was skewed, I tevninated the session,explaining £+t
1 was not prepared for this situation, and asked them to set up another date. Tn 2:e
intenim 1 studied ample materials that your office has sent me, hoping Lo devéi-p
a plan of exanination which would circumvent the presence of 'a. Goodman, in the evant
that he intended presenting himsel{ again as a third party in the office. This sec-nd
interviay (mith Hr. Goodman there) T carnied out to the best of my ability for an E-un
on Manch 14, 1979. :

Eanly in this second three-way encounter . Schifain announced, much as he hc? in
the abnievated session before, that he was willing and able to tell me anything tha? 1
desined 2o know, and in a non-3top manner continued wxith a somewhat facetious consi-uctio
of his cwuent complaints: Jinterupting my inquiry, he said, "'P's’ are the clue.
Perception, processing information (that takes me forever), pressune (I try too ha'? to
nemember and the pessure makes me forget fasten than 1 can nemembenr) and procastinciing."

Although there was no obvious tuaning of attention to his counsel there was
sufficient probability that this method of presentation was .intended {o emuse on .ir:-ress
tr. Goodman, that 1 could not feel that I was getting the Lype of responses Lo whic- an
examining psychiatrist is entitled. 1 had the impression that ensuing efforts to t-ing
the intenrview down 2o earnth, and to dra» thoughtful responses from ‘in. Schifain wer:
impeded by the kind of histrionics that 1 can usually undencut when T am alone with a
client on patient. On another occasion aften some unproductive sparning, T asked M.
Schifnin 4§ he could nemember his cerebral faculties as they scemed to have been t:-ough
most of his adult Life. He nesponded with a burst of enthusinsm, which mas mildey
4inappropriate, saying, "people used to say Lo me, "how many guys are you? One gur “oean’
tunn out that amount of work ... 1 proceeded o write an 87 page document abouwt mys:4”.
At this point, coinciding with Mr. Schifrin's stated realization that T was recondi-g
this m'/tz my pen, he abauptly amended if: "It was only sixileen pages, xeally. 7T Lied
just now. Eightu-seven sounded good. 1 do that to. 1 Eie.” To my imuiry as to -hethe
this was a deficit on an asdet in himself, in his own opinion, he responded that it ras
sometiing he had never noticed in himself previously;and that he believed the accic:nt
rust have destroyed mme of his integnity. At this juncture where real candor might have
been elicitable, again, 1 felt hampered because of zhe Zomiting effcct upon ‘i, Sch.inin'
responses o4 Hn. Goodman's presence.




Page 2
Re: James J. Schigrin

On a third occasion, further illustrating, T believe, the nmonpertinence of
the matenial, as well as’ hinting at indelinable psychopathology, tr. Sehifain said
2o me that he felt that my questions indicated that 1 understood him bettex than his
otm psychiairist (On. Werner) and he asked me what the chances weae Lthat T would fake
him on as my patient. Once again T was Limited in what 1 dared ask Ma. Schi
neganding his discontents with his own docton, questions which might have {Lustrated
wnits of 'r. Schifnin's which would be quite pertinent to my evaluation, but quesiions
which, 40 far a8 1 knav, might also have some implications of deprecating on even -
Libel of Mr. Schifrin's psychiatrist with the thind party present. 4

In swmmation, T have 2o conclude that with the particular personality problems
4n this very complex-sounding defendent, it is especially impontant that I be given ]
an opportunity o see him on a one-to-one basis. T nespectfully aequest that whateven |
are the ploper efforts be made to facilitate that opportunity. ;

Waren L. Richards, H.D.
Amenican Board of Psychiatry $
Neurology




COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
HAMILTON COUNTY, OHIO

JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN "~ NO. A-7809858

! LS e7 Y] [ : Yy . .
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L VUN37 1960 PRETRIAL STATEMENT
R R OF PLAINTIPPS
bl [ T
L ’“Rﬁ = %uam‘ - . o
CINCINNATI BELL, INC.,  —#= -~
'ET AL.,

Defendants.

STATEMENT OF FACT

?laintiff, James Jay Schifrin, was seriously
injured in a head-on automobile collision'ét the intex--
section of Kenova Avenue and Reading Road where Defend-
ant, Neal P. Grady, while acting in the scope of his
employment for Cincinnati Bell, Inc., crossed the cehter
line of Reading Road and attempted to turn onto Kenova
Avenue.

Plaintiff was rendered unconscious and received
a concussion and other head injuries, loss of teeth
fractured knee, chest injufy, elbow injury, a amnesia./}

OUMAN & GOODHMAN X i3
QUNSELORS AT LAVY - ° .
g As a result of the accident, Mr. Schifrin was

3016 FOURTH & .

hospitalized, operated on, and has been unable to work

——— T ——

WALHUY DUILDING

EAST FOURTH STREETY

HCINNATI, OHIO AS20D

since the date of the accident.

i313) 821-1503




~ LBGAL ISSUES

Plaintiff does not anticipate lny factull qwes-
tion as to liability of Defendants, the aole quontiqn

being the amount of damages.

CONTROVERTED FACTUAL TESTIMONY

flaintiff expects no factual'cont:ovatsy'per-
 taining to the issue of liability nor as to anj medical
expenses other than the lack of ability of P}Qiptifflto
return to work after the accident. It is éxpected that
Plaintiff will offer expert testimony froﬁ Thomas R.
'  Werner, M.D. and Walter Stone, M.D., both practicing

psychiatrists.

PLAINTIFF'S SPECIAL DAMAGES AND EXPENSES

The Jewish Hospital - admission 10/11/77 $ 643.00
The Jewish Hospital - admission 9/1/78‘ ‘ 830.40
Cinc1nnat1 Neurodlagnostxc Services - 175.00

Fred A. Elkus, M.D. and 9hZh~“ﬂﬁ’ ﬂ% :
(/'Daniel A. Franklln, M.D. " 350.00

Lenox, D.M.D. /Q?f””Jgdﬁﬁf»\ 100.00

\John A.
Daniel A. Franklin, M.D., Inc. 482.80

Thomas R. Wernex, M.D., 4,690.00

———— e

Joseph M. Levin, M.D., : 70.00

ODMAK & GOODHAN Orthopaedic Offices, Inc. Zii 1,166.00
OUNSELOKS AT LAW J

V4
9016 FOUNTH & ‘ Stanley Lucas, }‘..D., Inc. i " L 75.00

WALNUT CtILLING
EASTIFOUI I ET EEY Cincinnati Neurological Assoc. Inc. NS 215.00
NCINNATI, Oi0L 47202

513} €x21.95%3




Robert G. Tureen, gﬁgpf"f'ff f_,'i'j 3‘€f3' ~ 150.00

Medical Billing Service ° ‘ ‘ | 18.00

Anesthesiologists of R -
South Western Ohio, Inc. ’ 132.00

Physiatric Associates, Inc. : 55.00
_Total | '$ 10,960.20

WRITTEN OPINIONS OF EXPERTS

Attached are copies of obinions from the fol-
lowing:
Thomas R. Werner, M.D. dated August 9, 1978.
sanford Franklin, D.D.S. dated February 28, 1978.
Richard A. Joison, M.D. dated July 5, 19?8.

Daniel A. Franklin, M.D. dated July 7, 1978.

ANTICIPATED LENGTH OF TRIAL

Plaintiff anticipates the trial will take 3

trial days.

JURY DEMAND

Plaintiff has demanded a trial by jury.

Respectfully submitted,

ODMAN & GOODMAN . J M

OUXSELORS AT LAW P RON JAY GOODMAN
1016 rounTh a GOODMAN & GOODMAN

WALNUT BUILOING 1016 Fourth & Walnut Building
EASY FOUHTH STRCET 36 East Fourth Street
NCINNATI, OMIO 4202 Cincinnati . Ohio 45202

513) ©21-180) 513/621-1503 .
Attorneys for Plaintiffs




. _COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

‘4 Qﬁﬁg& | l_ ... BAMILTON COUNTY, OHIO

JAMES JAY SCHIFRIN G A-7809858
. .and _ e R A
CATHLEEN SCHIPRIN

Plaintiffs
by ANSWERS TO
-vs- s INTERROGATORIES OF DEFEMDANTS ~
- ADDRESSED TO PLAINTIFF

CINCINNATI BELL, INC.
and &
NEAL P. GRADY

. Defendants

The defendants request that the plaintiff, James Jay Schifrin,|
answer under oath, within twenty-eighty days, the~interrogatories

propounded below; and that in.éo doing he provide as complete

Y

information as is avuilable to him. These Interrogatories are deemed
S (<

continuing, so that if subsequent pertinent 1nforﬁ;ifon iibuld become

2= At
available to the plaintiff, such information shall be put’in
" e =4
supplemental answers and served on counsel for the defendants.

- .o

1. What £s8 your present address and whﬁigre EE? members

-~
-
.o il

of your household. - e
: f.usmm: 1022 Alnetta nfive, Cincinnati, Ohio 45230.
Cathleen J. Schifrin (wife); Stephanie Lynn Schifrin (daughter);
James Jay Schifrin, Jr. (son).
2. Have you had any health problems since your deposition
was taken on January 17, 1979.

ANSWER: Yes.




3. 1f the ansver to Interrogatory !e. 2 is 1iv the
affirmative, please describe such health problems and set !‘_th’the
period of time during which they affected you. .

ANSWER: I began to experience uncontrollable weight gain tn

January of 1979, which still remains a problen. Also in Januaxy of 1979, %L
began to experience periodic pain in my lower leg and knee eree, which still

bothers me. -1 e}ao have experienced memory lapses and lack of concentration;»

for which I have been seeing Dx. Thomas R. Wernexr, M.D., since January e! 1979

4. Please describe'all medical and dental care and
attention that you have received since January 17, 1979; and, in so
doing, please identify the persons administering such care and

attention and the period of time during which such care and attention

was received.

ANSWER: I have had weekly appointments with Dr. Thomas R. Werner, M.D.,
concerning my mental health problems since January of 1979. I have also been seeing
Dr. Sanford Franklin, D.D.S.




¥ tc“cd to 1n 'nur coppl‘a:l.nt..
ANSWER: My leg and knee st 11

"\lhicll nuu wy mcbility. I also have
my mental health problems, although I have

6. Please itemize all special damages that you claim in

this action which have arisen or beenr incurred since January 17, 1979.

Such itemization sbou_].d :l'nclude, where appropriate, the date, name

and payee and the amount of each item of expense or loss.

ANSWER: I have incurred medical expenses in the amount of Two
Thousand Eight Hundred Seventy Five dollars ($2,875.00) since January 17, 1979,
resulting from my weekly appointments with Dr. Thomas R. Werner, M.D. In addi-
tion, I have a claim for loss of wages from January 17, 1979, to the present.




1. What was your earned income forx tlu'(; years 1978 llld 1929,
. ANSVER: mmmm1u1wamummmmmm
A .no:u.u and Forty 8ix Cents (§967.46). lly estimated net eaxned income for 1979

' is Two Hundred Sixty !'i.ve Dollars and Seven Cents ($265 07).

8. ll:l.lllyou Please attach hereto copies of your 1978 angd

1979 incowme tax returns.

ARSWER: A copy of my 1978 income tax return :I.s attachd hereto.
I have been granted an extension until August 16, 1980, for filing my 1979 income
tax return because I have been unable to complete the form.

9. Please describe the gainful employment that you have
'had s:lnce January 17, 1979.

ANSWER. I have been teaching high school Sunday religion classes
during the 1978-1979 and 1979-1980 school years. During the last 13 weeks of 1979
I also wrote newspaper articles for Echo Publications, which publishes 3 journals
in Northern Hamilton County. I am presently a political columnist for the

Mt. Washington Press. I was also Ohio Media Chairman for Ronald Reagan's Presidential

~ Campaign from June of 1979 until May of 1980.

10. Have you been in any accidents since January 17, 1979.

If so, please describe same, giving dates.

ANSWER: No.

11. Pleasc describe any medical reports that you or your

Doctor Daniel

-

attorney have received other than the following:

Franklin under date of July 7, 1978, Doctor Jolson under date of

July 5, 1978, Doctor Thomas Werner under dates of April 28, 1978 and

978 Doctor Sanford Franklin under date of February 28,

i g .

19




i I!Uﬁin.zlh&ﬂhn:: umri& aﬁbmﬁuqvhuvavnumnxéiamy’cdihrihaaggl

12. Please identify by name and address all persons (other
then the respective drivers) who bhave direct_ koowledge -0f the accident
of October 11, 1977 refet:ed to in your Co-plaiht. or of any of the

circumstances pertaining thereto.

' 54

ANSWER: Unknown.

Ty
rl'
?!

9419

13. Please identify by name, address and occupation all
persons you will ask to give testimony in this action.

ANSVWER: .See Attached.




Ayou vill ask to

s nch wﬂonz’-‘hl,

¢ ;nnhject -attet upon wh'.lc‘h he win In nkcd to ;tn :n op;l.i!.on.

nlsusn- Dochn lim. :nm-. M.tcl. rmm. mmm.
Lenox, Lucas, Levin, Jolson, Stone, and Tureen.may be qualified as experts, and
will test:l.ty concerning the medical treatment which. they rendered to Plaintiff,
and.!ohnlnrkewhownl tut:l.!yuto loss of :Incmaad futuuudiulchntgu

15. Please attach a ‘transcript of the recording you made
~during your. examination by Doctor Warren Richards in October 1979, or
present the tape to defendant's counsel for tramscription.

- ANSWER: Plaintiff will present the tape to defendant's counsel
for transcription upon request at Plaintiffs' counsel's office.

i oepy

<R - = s omnae

)

COUNTY OF HAMILTON) >5°

Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence this 17th day of
June, 1980.

NOTARY PUBLIC

DUNALL! P. MORRISROE, Attorney st Lawg
NOTARY. PUBLIC - ETATE OF OHIO
By Commission has no expiration
Eedns Sestion 247.03 O.R.C,




Thomas R. Werner i
58-60 B. Hollister .
Cincinnati, Ohio 45219 ;

Fred A. Elkus
24 Campton Road ;
Cincinnati, Ohio 45216

Daniel A. Pranklin

24 Compton Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45216

Sanford Franklin
6204 Ridge Road
Cincinnati, Chio 45213

John A. Lenox
11250 Lebanon Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45241

Stanley Lucas
2905 Burnet Avenue
Cincinnati, Ohio 45219

Joseph M. Levin
2752 Exie Avenue
Cincinnati, Ohio 45208

Richard A. Jolsbn
2939 Vernon Place
Cincinnati, Ohio 45219

Gerald Beck
4770 Interstate Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45246

Walter N. Stone
234 Goodman Avenue
Cincinnati, Ohio 45267

Robert G. Tureen
4902 Tealtown Road
Milford, Ohio 45150

Custodian of Records
The Jewish Hospital
Cincinnati, Ohio 45229

D.D.S.

President, Cincinnati Office Supply




George O'Reilley
District 4 Police :
4150 Reading Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45229

Richard Davis
9150 Reading Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45215

Stephen Froelicher
7329 Hamilton Avenue
Cincinnati, Chio 45231

Lexoy R. Goodlandet
4155 Home Avenue
Cincinnati, Ohio 45215

James Jay Schifrin
1022 Alnetta Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Cathleen J. Schifrin
1022 Alnetta Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

John Burke
3134 Euclid :
Cleveland, Ohio 44115

Owner, Maaco Auto Painting "

Owner, Professional Sound Installation

Housewife

Econonist




Federal Election Commission

General Counsel
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Ahlrichs & Murdock

4037 GlenWay

20463

Washington, D.C.
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Octoh,,~21aﬁ¥§!§f°e

gene Barstow, Agent
eafood Feast, Inc.

707 Race St.

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Re: MUR 1297

Dear Mr. Barstow:

This letter is to notify you that on September 23,
1980, the Federal Election Commission received a complaint
which alleges that the Seafood Feast Restaurant, Inc.
(previously known as the New Orleans Restaurant) has violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended (“"the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed.
(Please see page 2 of complainant's letter to Mr. Patterson,
item #1 under local donations.) We have numbered this matter
MUR 1297. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

The Commission has adopted special procedures to expedite
compliance matters during the pre-General Election period. A
summary of these procedures is enclosed. Where possible, within
five days after receipt of a complaint, the Commission will
determine whether the complaint should be dismissed prior to
receipt of your response to this notice. If the Commission
dismisses the complaint, you will be so notified by mailgram
followed by an explantory letter. A copy of the Commission's
determination to dismiss the complaint may also be picked up
in person by you, or your authorized agent, from our Associate
General Counsel, Mr. Kenneth A. Gross.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no further action should be taken against your Com-
mittee in connection with this matter. If the Commission is unable
to expeditiously dismiss the complaint as outlined above, it will
take no further action until we receive your response or 15 days
after your receipt of this notification. If the Commission does
not receive a response from you within 15 days after your receipt

of this letter, it may take further action based on available
information.
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Letter to Eugene Barstow

Page Two

You are encouraged to respond to this notification promptly.
In order to facilitate an expeditious response to this notification,
we have enclosed a pre-addressed, postage paid, special delivery
envelope. . _

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe
are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 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, please contact Marybeth Tarrant,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 52}-4175.

General Counsel
Enclosures:
Complaint

Procedures
Envelope




FEDERAL ELECTION Ce

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

September 26, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
"RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Jay Schifrin
Management Concepts
1022 Alnetta Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Mr. Schifrin:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
of August 23, 1980 which alleges violations of the Federal
Election Campaign laws. A staff member has been assigned to
analyze your allegations. The respondents will be notified
of this complaint within 5 days and a recommendation to the
Federal Election Commission as to how this matter should be
initially handled will be made 15 days after the respondents'’
notification. You will be notified as soon as the Commission
takes final action on your complaint. Should you have or
received any additional information in this matter, please
forward it to this office. For your information, we have
attached a brief description of the Commission's procedures
for handling complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 ’

September 29, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James Jay Schifrin
Management Concepts
1022 Alnetta Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Dear Mr. Schifrin:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your
complaint of August 23, 1980, against Reagan for
President, Commissioner Norman A. Murdock, Jeff Corcoran,
and Committee to Elect Republicans which alleges violations
of the Federal Election Campaign laws. A staff member has
been assigned to analyze your allegations. The respondent(s)
will be notified of this complaint within 5 days and a
recommendation to the Federal Election Commission as to how
this matter should be initially handled will be made 15 days
after the respondents' notification. You will be notified
as soon as the Commission takes final action on your complaint.
Should you have or receive any additional information in this
matter, please forward it to this office. For your information,
we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedures for handling complaints.
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September 29, 1980 .

CERTIFIED MAIL

'RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Bay Buchanan, Treasurer
Reagan for President

901 S. Highland Street
Arlington, Virginia 22204

Re: MUR 1297

Dear Ms. Buchanan:

This letter is to notify you that on September 23, 1980
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that your Committee may have violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“"the
Act") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of
this complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
1297 . Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

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. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 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 notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.
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Ms. Bay Buchanan, Treasurer
_Page Two

If you have any questions, please contact Marybeth
Tarrant, the staff member assigned to this matter at (202)
523-4175. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedure for handling
complaints.

Sinc

teele
General Counsel
Enclosure

l. Complaint
2. Procedures




FEI)EML&LECT 1ON COMMISSION

msmucron ‘D.C. 20463 |
September 29, 1980

D
Commissioner Norman A. Murdock
Hamilton County Courthouse

Room 224
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Re: MUR 1297

Dear Commissioner Murdock:

This letter is to notify you that on September 23, 1980
the Federal Blection Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of
this complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
1297 Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

271731 43

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. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. 1If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

81249

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 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 notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.
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"Cbﬁiillioner Norman A. Murdock
_Page Two

I1f you have any questions, please contact Marybeth

‘anrant. the staff member assigned to this matter at (202)

523-4175. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedure for handling

complaints.
Sinc
ries N St @
General Counsel
Enclosure

l. Complaint
2. Procedures
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EDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 203

September 29, 1980

Mr. Jeff Corcoran
Hamilton County Courthouse
Room 224

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Re: MUR 1297

Dear Mr. Corcoran:

This letter is to notify you that on September 23, 1980
the Federal Blection Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“"the
Act”) or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of
this complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
1297 Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

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. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 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 notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.
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Mr. Jeff Corcoran

Page Two ‘

If you have any questions, please contact Marybeth
Tarrant, the staff member assigned to this matter at (202)
‘$23-4175. Por your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedure for handling
complaints.

Enclosure

l. Complaint
2. Procedures




September 29, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL o
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Thomas A. Mills
Treasurer, Committee to
Elect Republicans

4175 Forest Avenue
Cincinnati, Ohio 45230

Re: MUR 1297

Dear Mr. Mills:

This letter is to notify you that on September 23, 1980
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that your Committee may have violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of
this complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
1297 . Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

5

P 30

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. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

49

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

3

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 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 notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.
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. Thomas A. Mills

If you have any questions, please contact Marybeth
Tarrant, the staff member assigned to this matter at (202)
523-4175. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedure for handling
complaints.

Since

@
General Counsel
Enclosure

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
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Feolioral Electiens Couxissien
1325 k" Street BV,
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Nr. Steele:
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Sworn 'and.s'_iibscribed in my presence this----/f-:--day--ef~—September,

1980. . | 9%‘1 T W

JANEANN RAMPRADS .,
Uy Comaiuion Exples farch 23, 1908 |




CINCINNATI, OHIO
PHONE (513) 232-1902

Bdwin Fattersen

Ohio Ethics Commission
150 East Broad Street
Columbus, Chio W3215

Dear Mr. Fattereon:

I have besn threatened, intimidated, and asked to give false testimony about
previously reported irregularities in the Reagan organisation in Hamilton County.

At about 1:15 p.n. on Wednesday, August 13, 1960, Walter Junewick, an attorney
then representing me, odvised that Hamilton County Commissioner Normen A. Murdock, the
subject of my cowplaint, said he would disgrace me publicly unless I egreed to aign &
statement rehabilitating him in the eyes of the pudblic. He said that Mardock would
exploit peychistric testimony taken ocut of context from & civil suit I hed filed in
1978 against Cincinnati Bell, e suit in which I contended that I had suffered emotional
difficulties for a period following an automobile accident in October 1977.

At sbout 2:00 p.m. on Thuraday, August 1b, 1990, Junewick showed me a draft of
e statemsnt Murdock wished me to sign, a statement that would have been false sworn
testimony had I signed it. Murdock had insisted that I agree to sign it by 6:00 p.m.
He had told Junewick that, if I did not sign the false statemsnt, he 11
world that I was an incorrigible liar and had been made cresy by being hit by a
and that he might sue me for slander, as well. Junewick advised me to
knowing that I believed it to be false, in order to avoid public bumiliation
possible legal expenses. Junewick said that he would keep the proposed statement, and
be advised me not to disclose any details of our conversation in pudblic.

At about 10:00 a.s. on Friday, August 15, 1980, Junewick said that he needed to
retain his credibility with Murdock. (He bad previcusly told me about an impending
hearing before the county commissioners in which he was involved.) He then excused
himself from representing me further in my dispute with Murdock.

In view of these attempts to suborne my testimony, I urge you to investigate
my charges with the utmost dispatch.

Sincerely,
oo x
JAMES JAY

~ &
Sworn and subscribed in my presence this_ /# ~ day of September,

JJ8 /me

Ma

19__ & v JANEANN kampraus’
My oy Pblc State of Olg |
7MMM24|”' |
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Augast 6, 1980

cenpaigns, I realise
there is & masure of discretion and latitude accorded elected officials in balameing
their duties of office amd their calls to campaign for others of their persunsics.

At the same tiss, I realise there are certain boundaries that are not to be
crossed. As a volummtesr for & Republicen candidate for FPresident of the United Btates,
aamly Ronald Reagan, I saw first hamd that soms public officials viclate that boumdary
vith apparent impmity. ;

mmmmmwcmuwommﬂm
time in election campaigns, I believe that it is wromg, both morally and legally, for
that same official to use his staff, materials, and equipmmnt assigned to his effioce,
to forvard any cendidacy, even if the costs are somstimes accoumted, but more certaialy
vhen they are not,

Here are soms of the things I saw first hand, between August 1, 1979, and May 26,
1980, when I was involved in the campaign:

(1) Hamilton Coumty Commissiocner Norman A. Murdook, Co-chairman of the Ohio
Reagan organisation, directed his k2-gounty caspaign from his comty commissicners
office, using comty materials, equipment, and staff.

(2) Hemilton County Owbudsman T.J. Corcoren, administrative assistant to the
Hamilton Comnty Commissicners, was assigned by Hamilton County Commissiocmer Mawvdock
to function as caspaign coordinator of the Murdock/Reagan crganisation. To sy knowledge,
his political tims was neigher deducted from his coumty salary nor charged to the Reagan
campaign.

(3) Other comty employees were directed by Murdock and Corcorsn t0 work cm the
Reagan campaign, at the county courthouse and at other places, during working hours. T
my knovledge, their political tims was neither deducted from their salaries nor charged

to the Reagan campaign.
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Telephone records, copies of correspcndence, ewployee tis
oppointasat schedules could well reveal yart of the time
trensasted by county ewployees, either

In addition, I question the use

(1) Xerox Bquipmsut: On
" Reagan material to be mads on the Xerox

(2) Automobiles: On February 11, 1960,
Covcoyen to make sure they had a county car,
Colmmbus the following day to attend a Reagan ing.

(3) Typewriters: On numsrous occassions I wvas directed to ask secretaries in
the commissioners office to type, reproduce, and mail press relsases; and type and
reproduce other materials needed for ocur media relations progrea.

(bz Stationery: On mumercus occassicns, I saw staticnery and office supplies
“borrowed” from the commissiomers office for campaign purposes. I never sew them
returned. Also, comty statiomery was used for political correspondence, sush as
"thank you notes” from Murdock to pecple who were involved in the caagaiga.

(5) Fostags: On several ocoassicms, I saw stasge "dorrowed" from the
cemnissioners office for campaign purposes. On cne occcassion, I saw soms returmed, but
cnly because I perecnally saw to it. '

(6) Tumnds of a political action committes (The Committee to Elsct
located at the Hamilton Coumty Courthouss, controlled by Mardock and Corcorem) paid

Reagan campaign expsnses, including mine.

Some domations of money and equipmsat were used locally, and, to my knowledge,
were not reported against federel campaign spending limits:

(1) Meals at the New Orlsans Restaurant for Reagan Headquarters volunteers
were solicited in lisu of a donation for the campaign about May 1, 1940,

(2) Use of a copier was donated from about April 1, 1980.

(3) Donations received for campaign buttons from about April 15, 1990, were
never reported.

If, for example, misuse of a singls 15-cent stamp every day for campaign purposes
in each of the A8 Ohio county courthouses occurred, it would cost Ohio taxpayers nearly
5000 & year. A few Xerox copies would cost $32,000. Two gallons of gasoline would cost
72,000. An hour of secretarial time would cost $160,000. An hour of minor officialsls
time would cost $392,000. Even a conservative estimate of $100 per day would 1llezally
divert $3,212,000 of public funds in Ohio for campaign purposes. And that's only the
tip of the iceberg.




Sincerely,

31178

“Sworn and subscribed in my presence this_ /S~ day of September,
i ‘ 1 '
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Geneul Coungel :
Pedergl Elections Commissisn

1325 "K" Street K.V,
Washington, D.C. 20463
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