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February 25, 1983,

Kenneth Gross, Esquire
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005

re: MURs 1284, 1353, 1361, 1389

- .Dear Mr. Gross:

on behalf of the Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee, Inc. and the Carter/Mondale Reelection
Committee, Inc., I am enclosing a check for $13,000
# payable to the United States Treasuy-r--1Tas check
covers the total amount of the civil penalty provided

o for in the conciliation agreement which resolved the
captioned matters. Sneey

Ilem

00 ~Dou as B.Huo

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D.C. 063

February 16, 1983

Chan Jor Loule
30 Henry Street,
Now York, N.Y. 10002

RE: MUM 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Chan Jor Louie:

- This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

N (202) 523-4057.

cSincerely,

Charles N. Stee e

BY: /Kennet A. G oss
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Chun Sing Au
52 Bowery
New York, N.Y. 10013

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Chun Sing Au:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
MGM has now been closed and will become part of the public record

cm •within thirty days.
Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

0 Charles N. Steel

Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNGTON D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Shui K. Lee
394 Chestnut,
Kearny, New Jersey 07032

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential

-v) Committee et al.

Dear Shui K. Lee:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

0D Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

(C Sincerely,

aCharles N. Steele

Ge eral Cou,

AssociAl Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Shui Sum Leung
117 Mulberry Street, (Apt. 2),
New York, N.Y. 10013

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Shui Sum Leung:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:Asscit A.nru
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Tse Wai Chun
5 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Tse Wai Chun:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at
0

(202) 523-4057.

0 Sincerely,

rv) Charles N. Steele

BY: ennet A. Gr s
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHtNCTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Milton A. Gordon, Esq.,
733 Park Avenue,
New York, N.Y. 10021

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

C11% Dear Mr. Gordon:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at0

7 (202) 523-4057.

C Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

kGenera 
Counsel

BY: ennet r -
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Norman Lau Kee, Esq.
11 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Mr. Kee:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record
within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at0

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,
ti' Charles N. Steeled

co yg~el 1 ounns

BY: Kenne A. Gr6ss
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Stephen P. Gleit, Esq.
Suite 704
2 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

RE: MUR 1353
Car ter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Mr. Gleit:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gene a Counsel

BY: ennet A. r on
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Trinh Hao, Esq.
Director
Immigrant Social Service, Inc.,
Indochinese Refugee Project
142 Henry Street (3rd Floor)
New York, N.Y. 10002

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Mr. Hao:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

C within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Gene 1 Cou

BY: ene A s

Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 2043

February 16, 1983

David D. R. Kim
38 W. 32nd Street,
New York, N.Y. 10001

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

0 Dear David D. H. Kim:

CN This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Genral Counsel

BY: Kenne h Genr on
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Bob Leu
5 Mott Street,
New York, N. Y. 10013

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

o Dear Bob Leu:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

OD Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Gen 1Counse

AY: ssociate G. ea one
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 1.6, 1983

Teun May Leung
145 S. 27th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10016

RE: MUR 1353
Car ter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

o Dear Yeun May Leung:

(14 This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

CD Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

BY: ,enneth A. Gr ss
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Hong Chi
410 E. 6th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10009

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential

) Committee et al.

o Dear Hong Chi:

CV This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

C Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
cc Gener 1 Counse

BY: ennet A.
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Ruby Chi
410 E. 6th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10009

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

o Dear Ruby Chi:

('1 This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

- Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

'17 (202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Ste

BY. s A.
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Choi Luen Cheing
64 Rutger Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

C1 Dear Choi Luen Cheing:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

0D Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

C) Sincerely,

Charles N. Stee

BY: Kenne h A. ross E
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Ngan Chan
64Rutger Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

RE: MUR 1353
Car ter/Kondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

o Dear Ngan Chan:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

* Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

CSincerely,

Charles N. Steele
oaGene 1 Counsel

BY: e~nnetf A. Goss
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

K. G. Yeung
94 - 36 Alstyne Avenue
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11373

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear K. G. Yeung:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at
0

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gen Counsel/

BY: enneth A. Gr ss
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 203

February 16, 1983

Frank Wang
96 - 10 - 41st Avenue,
Corona, N.Y.

RE: MUR 1353
Car ter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Frank Wang:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

4 has now been closed and will become part of the public record

011 within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at
C

(202) 523-4057.Nr
Sincerely,

Charle N. Steel

Gene ons

BY: et A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Cheung Yeun Ting
75 Baxter Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Cheung Yeun Ting:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

0% within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Cha les N. Steel

Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Chung Sing Au
856 Carrol Street
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11215

RE: ISUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

- Dear Chung Sing Au:

C4 This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

0 Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gen 1 Counsel

B e~k nne~h A. Gr 01 #4d ",l
Associate Gen aCone
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Kvoc Rung Chan
66 Bayard Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

RE: blUR 1353
Car tsr/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Kvok Hlung Chan:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at
(202) 523-4057.

Sa dSincerely,

Charles N. St eole

aleideCoa

Kenneth Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Chan Wai Kuen
66 Mulberry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

RE: XUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Chan Wai Kuen:

09 This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

* within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

C Sincerely,

Ch les N. Steel

B : Kenneth A. Gr ss
Associate Ge eral Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2M3

February 16, 1983

Chan Sui Wing
1259 - 57th Street,
Brooklyn, N.y. 11219

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Chan Sui Wing:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
4 has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at
(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

""Cha es N. St e

BY. Kenneth A. ross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20*3

February 16, 1983

Lee Cheung Kwir
375 Broome Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

RE: M R 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Lee Cheung Kwir:

(' This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at
0

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

roll) Cha les N. Stee

BY: Kenneth A. G 0 u8
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Yang Kuo Shio
94 - 36 Alstyne Avenue
ZlAhurst, N.Y. 11372

RE: MHR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

-- Dear Yang Kuo Shio:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

0 Sincerely,

Charles N. Steel

BY: ennet Gr se
Associate Ge oral Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2043

February 16, 1983

Chung Hop Ping
54 Rutgers Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

RE: MR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential

"40 Committee et al.
Dear Chung Hop Ping:

C4 This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

117 (202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,
r"11

Charles N. Steele
co Ge al Coun

BY: (Kenneh A. 05

Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. WO4*3

February 16, 1983

Mbeb Hu
34 - 44 - 59th Street,
Woodttock, N.Y.

RE: ! UR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Mieh Hu:

04 This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

03 Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

17 (202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

BY: Kne A sAssociate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. 0 C. 2043

February 16, 1983

Bernakella u
34- 44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Bernakella Hu:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

G$
coGenera Counsel / .

Counse

BY: e.
Associate Genral Counsel

Si



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
.WASHINGTON. D.C. 2W3

February 16, 1983

Lul Hor Kuen
66 Bayard Street, 

'New York,, N.Y. 10013

RE: UR 1353
Car ter/tMondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Lui Nor Kuen:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

SShould you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

47 (202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General C dounse

BY: en G
Associate General Counsel



II

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Young Kim
38 W. 32nd Street,
New York, N.Y. 10001

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Young Kim:
C%# This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

C3 Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at
71 (202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Y s a nnthe Gnera CAssociate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Lam Chit Cheung
633 E. 16th Street,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11218

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Lam Chit Cheung:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

o Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

07r (202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steel
Gene 1 Counse

BY: iKete A ess
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*63

February 16, 1983

Johnson Chu
32 Monroe Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

RE: M4UR 1353
Car ter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Johnson Chu:

0-4 This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

CSincerely,

Charles N. Steey

eoat enal Coun

BY Knneh A.Ga
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASITON, D.C. 20 3

February 16, 1983

Lee Yim Sun
32 Henry Street,
ew York, N.Y. 10002

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

* Dear Lee Yim Sun:

0 This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record0%
within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

7(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

BY: e e 0Gros
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~ WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Lau Ye Chou
19 Division Street,
Now York, N.Y. 10002

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Lau Yen Chou:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

C4 has now been closed and will become part of the public record
within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at0

(202) 523-4057.

C Sincerely,

* Charles N. Steele
Aaener enounsel Cn

BY:Kner
Associate Gene al Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Lucia Wang
96 - 10 - 41st Avenue,
Corona, N.Y.

RS: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Lucia Wang:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

o Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Y: enne A. Gr s
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

T.T. Wang
300 Z. 75th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10021

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear T. T. Wang:
C14

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record.0kb

within thirty days.

C3 Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
ssGen 1 Counsel

Associate Ge era1 Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Mrs. T. T. Wang
300 E. 75th Street,
New York, N.Yi 10021

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential

1% Committee et al.

Dear Mrs. T. T. Wang:
This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charjes N. Steel
Gene Coun

Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, O.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Sim Fuey Chow
830 Avenue I,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11233

RE:* MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Sim Fuey Chow:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

V40 (202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

a Genral Counse

Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Kwei Tik Yum-Sun
48 - 11 - 91st Street,
Elmhurstr X. Y. 11372

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Kwei Tik Yum-Sum:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleK "Gene l Counsel

Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Irene Sun
48 - 11 - 91st Street,
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11372

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Irene Sun:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matterhas now been closed and will become part of the public record
within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at.

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General ounsel

BY: GoAssociate General Counsel

00



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

February 16, 1983

Shun-Fook Yeung
94 - 36 Alstyne Avenue,
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11373

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Yeung Shun-Fook:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

NT (202) 523-4057.

CSincerely,

Charles V. Steele

BY:' e A. ro
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Yin Young Leung
7 Elizabeth Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Yin Young Leung:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record
within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Gen a l Counsel

BY: Kne A.
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C .2043

February 16, 1983

Sueyjin Chih Leung
7 Elizabeth Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Suey Jin Chih Leung:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Ge al Counsel(

BY: Kenne A. ro
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Tao T. Wel
2081 2nd Avenue,
New York, N.Y. 10029

RE: 4UR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Tao T. Wei:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Genr 1Counsel

BY: nneth A. r sk~~
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Terrin Hwang
3345 - 90th Street,
Jackson Heights, N.Y.

RE: MUR 1353
Car ter/Mondale
Presidential

U) Committee et al.

Dear Terrin Hwang:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

0 Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

(Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
SGenr Couns7"

BY: GKennee Counse8
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Ming Wha Woo
20 Confucius Plaza
New York, N.Y. 10002

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Ming Wha Woo:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

CD Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

1(202) 523-4057.

7Sincerely,

Charles N. Stee

BY: enneth A. G oss
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Sin Joung Ha
34- 44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N. Y.

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Sin Joung Ha:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gene81 Counsel ,

Associate Ge ieral Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Joyce Hu
34 44- 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

RE: MUR 1353
Car ter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Joyce Hu:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

Cr- has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

CShould you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

00 Charles N. Steele
n n ral Counse

B :aKenneth A.- ross

Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

February 16, 1983

Chi Ping Leung
92 Madison Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Chi Ping Leung:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.
o Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, at

(202) 523-4057.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

BY: ennet r
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2O463

February 16, 1983

Leong Ching Wo Wong
127 Henry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

RE: MUR 1353
Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee et al.

Dear Leong Ching Wo Wong:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter

has now been closed and will become part of the public record

within thirty days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky, atC
(202) 523-4057.

CSincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gen al Couns

BY: Kenneth r. rss
Associate eneral Counsel



Tm PEERFAL ~Amcriw cm4wsS

n the atterof )
Carter/A aLe Presidwtial ) M 1284, 1353, 1361, and 1389

C m4t-oe, Inc.)

Cmsites, Inc.)

CM =CATICN

I, Marjorie w. nms, I oM=ding see y for e Fedpra1. E

C=unssicn Exmcive Session on February 1, 1983, do hereby otify that

the Ccni ssion decided by a vote of 5-1 to a the onciliaticn

agresmnt submitted with the General Cousel 's January 24, 1983 report

in the aboc er zaters1  and close the file.

Cmaissirs Aikmns, Elliott, Barris, )cXaIA, and mcGary voted

affiatively for the decision; cm m-_sir Piche dissented.

Attest:

C)

X-125TFebruary 2, 1983

Date Mj e W.S--9tx of the Ommod oen



BE2 EIAL EI CIAL V9TIE

In te Mattr of ))
C~War/? Pre si nti ) iVs 1284, 1353, 1361, and 1389

tUsme, Inc.

Cs±t8B, Inc.)

1, Marjcmie W. n=, Joding See=ty for the Federal mZe1f*c

Oalnission Emcitve Session on February 1, 1983, do hereby certify thft

the CPx--ssion decided by a vote of 5-1 to he he i ati en

Iagesmnt suittm e with the General Counsel's January 24, 1983 rePct

in the amove-ptied tters and close the file.

C%4 Omissicnrs A~kens, Elliott, Barris, MC~Aod, and )Mazry od

affiz atively f= the decisicn; COaissionereid2 dissented.

Attest:

February 2, 1983

Date Ue w.
"oSe a Ut of the Camd si n
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

February 4, 1983

Douglas B. Huron
STEIN AND HURON
1619 New Hampshire Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20009

Re: MUR 1284, 1353, 1361, 1389

Dear Mr. Huron:

Cl On February 1, 1983, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by you in settlement of violations
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code by the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee, Inc. and the Carter/Mondale Reelection
Committee, Inc. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this
matter and will become part of the public record within thirty

CD days. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits any
information derived in connection with any conciliation attempt
from becoming public without the written consent of the
respondent and the Commission. Should you wish any such
information to become part of the public record, please advise us
in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement
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DBEVORE TEE PEDERAL ELECTION CONKIBION

in the Matter of ))
Carter/Mondale Presidential ) MURs 1284, 1353, 1361,
Comittee, Inc. ) and 1389

Carter-Mondale Reelection )
Comittee, Inc. )

CONCILIATION OGRENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(hereinafter *the Commission"), pursuant to information

ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. Probable cause to believe has been found in

NUR 1284 that the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.

("CMPCO) violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f). Probable cause to believe

has been found in MUR 1361 that the Carter/Mondale Presidential

Committee, Inc. ("CMPC") violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(8),

S 441a(f), 5 441b(a) and 11 C.F.R. S 104.3(d), S 104.11 and

S 9033.1(a)(1). Reason to believe has been found in MUR 1353

that the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. ("CMPCI)

violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c) and 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2). Probable

cause to believe has been found in MUR 1389 that Carter-Mondale

Reelection Committee, Inc. ("CMRC") violated 11 C.F.R.

5 9004.4(b), S 9003.3(a), and S 9003.5(a).

NOW THEREFORE, the Commission and CMPC and CMRC having duly

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

and having participated in informal methods of conciliation,
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prior to a finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree

as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over CMPC and CMRC, and

the subject matter of this proceeding. This agreement has the

effect of an agreement entered into pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

S 437g(a) (4) (A) (i) with regard to MUR 1353.

II. CMPC and CMRC have had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. CMPC and CMRC enter voluntarily into this agreement

-pow with the Commission.

IV. MUR 1284 4.

A. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee,

Inc., is the principal campaign committee for Presidential

candidate Jimmy Carter in the 1980 primary election.

2. During the period January 1, 1979, through

February 29, 1980, Respondent received $80,149.99 in excessive

contributions from one hundred forty-four individuals.

3. The Reports Analysis Division of the Federal

Election Commission first notified Respondent of its apparent

receipt of excessive contributions by letter dated

September 10, 1979. The Reports Analysis Division continued to

notify Respondent of apparent excessive contributions monitored

on Respondent's reports up to and including the 1980 March

Monthly Report.
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4. Respondent has taken the following action on the

$80,149.99 in excessive contributions: refunded $43,325;

attributed $8,475 to spouse; and attributed $28,349.99 to the

compliance fund for the general election.

5. The Respondent took an average of approximately six

months to refund or attribute the excessive contributions. All

the excessive contributions were refunded or attributed by the

Respondent by the beginning of August of 1981.

6. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) states that no person

shall make contributions to any candidates and his authorized

C1111 political committees with respect to any election for Federal

office which, in the aggregate, exceed $1,000.

7. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) states that no candidate or

political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution or

make any expenditure in violation of the provisions of S 441a.

o WHEREFORE, Respondent Agrees:

B. Respondent accepted $80,149.99 in excessive

contributions from individuals, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

$ 441a(f).

V. MUR 1361

A. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee,

Inc., is the principal campaign committee for Presidential

candidate Jimmy Carter in the 1980 primary election.
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2. During the period October 1, 1979 through

August 31, 1980, Respondent received $37,100.48 in excessive

contributions from 69 individuals.

3. On November 7, 1980, the Audit Division of the

Federal Election Commission notified Respondent that it had not

taken action on the excessive contributions.

4. Respondent has taken the following action on the

$37,100.48 in excessive contributions: refunded $11,923;

attributed $9,250 to spouse; and attributed $15,927.48 to the

compliance fund for the general election.

5. The Respondent took an average of approximately

nine months to refund or attribute the excessive contributions.

All the excessive contributions were refunded or attributed by

the Respondent by the end of February, 1981.
0

6. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) states that no person

shall make contributions to any candidate and his authorized

political committees with respect to any election for Federal

co office which, in the aggregate, exceed $1,000.

7. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) states that no candidate or

political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution or

make any expenditure in violation of the provisions of S 441a.

8. Respondent received the following corporate

contributions totaling $883.56: Pacific Mutual - $366.06 with

respect to a fundraiser held January 8, 1980; Charles F. Curry

Real Estate Co. - $67.50 on January 21, 1980; Strauss Realty Co.

- $100.00 on February 15, 1980; and Russell Gower and Co. -

$350.00 on March 28, 1980.
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9. Respondent refunded all four corporate

contributions as follows: Pacific Mutual - $366.06 on March 17,

1980; Charles F. Curry Real Estate Co. - $67.50 on September 24,

1980; Strauss Realty Co. - $100.00 on September 24, 1980; and

Russell Gower and Co. - $350.00 on December 9, 1980.

10. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) states in part that it is

unlawful for any political committee to accept or receive a

corporate contribution.

11. On its 1980 August Monthly Report, Respondent did

not disclose $98,017.60 in debts in excess of $500, and

"N understated its disclosed debts by $57,648.43.

f7 12. Respondent has not amended its August Monthly

Report to reflect the $155,666.03 in undisclosed and understated

debts.a
13. 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(8) states in part that each

report required to be filed shall disclose the amount and nature

of outstanding debts and obligations owed. See also 11 C.F.R.

S 104.3(d).

14. 11 C.F.R. S 104.11 states that a debt, obligation,

or other promise to make an expenditure, the amount of which is

$500 or less, shall be reported as of the time payment is made or

no later than 60 days after the obligation is incurred, whichever

comes first. Any loan, debt, or obligation, the amount of which

is over $500, shall be reported as of the time of the

transaction.

15. Respondent has not provided the Commission access

to detailed invoices from its media agent, Rafshoon
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Communications, Inc., so that media placement allocations might

be verified.

16. 11 C.F.R. S 9033.1(a)(1) provides that, for the

purpose of receiving Presidential primary matching fund payments,

the candidate has the burden of proving that expenditures by the

candidate, the principal campaign committee or any authorized

committee are qualified campaign expenses.

WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

B. Respondent accepted $37,100.48 in excessive

contributions from individuals, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

C. Respondent received corporate contributions totaling

' $883.56, in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

D. Respondent on its 1980 August Monthly Report did not
0

disclose $98,017.60 in excess of $500 and understated its
Ir

disclosed debts by $57,648.43, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 434(b)(8), 11 C.F.R. S 104.3(d) and S 104.11.

co E. Respondent will file an amendment to its August Monthly

Report to reflect the $155,666.03 in undisclosed and understated

debts.

F. During the time of the audit, Respondent failed to

furnish the Commission with requested documentation to verify

media placement allocations in violation of 11 C.F.R.

9033.1(a) (1).

G. Respondent agrees to make the following information and

documents available to the Commission staff concerning the

Rafshoon Communication media expenditures.
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1. An explanation of the methodology used by RafshOon

Communication, Inc. in allocating media expenditures between each

of the states.

2. For each state, the total dollar amount of media

time and space purchased and allocated to the state.

3. For each state, computer summaries of media

purchase contracts. These summaries must provide the same

information and otherwise be similar to the sample computer

summary which was supplied informally to the Audit Division by

counsel. (The total dollar amount reported by the computer

(M summaries added to any communication paid to Rafshoon

Communications must equal the total payments from the Respondent

to Rafshooon Communications.)

4. An explanation of the computer summaries, including
c,

but not limited to an explanation of the codes used on tIhe

computer summaries.

5. An explanation of the policy and procedures used

no when broadcast stations refunded or credited monies to Respondent

for media time which was purchased but not used.

6. For each broadcast station, the total dollar amount

of media time purchase by the Respondent and the total dollar

amount allocated to each state.

7. For specific media buys, selected at the discretion

of the Audit Division, original documentation from the broadcast

station which shows:



a. the dollar amount of the media purchased

contract (if such documentation is not available, a copy of the

media purchase contract);

b. the number of broadcasts actually run by the

broadcast station;

c. the dates on which the broadcasts were run;

and

d. the amount of any refund or credit for any

media time which was purchased but not used.

The sample of media buys selected will be drawn from New

Hampshire, Maine, Iowa and their surrounding states. The

C4 documentation shall be pulled from the Rafshoon files by or in

the presence of Audit Division personnel.

8. If errors are ascertained in the course of the

audit, the Audit Division reserves its right to proceed with

other procedures and request such other information as would

insure a complete and accurate audit. It any potential

CO violations are discovered as a result of the Audit, the

Commission reserves it right to proceed with an enforcement

action or bring a legal proceeding pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g.

VI. MUR 1353

A. Pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee,

Inc., is the principal campaign committee for Presidential

candidate Jimmy Carter in the 1980 primary election.
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2. On or about February 21, 1980, Respondent held a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York

City.

3. Respondent accepted $9,100 in cash receipts in

increments of $100 or more at this event through its agents,

Esther Kee and others.

4. Said receipts were not segregated by contributor

and inaccurate and inadequate records were kept of the actual

cash contributors.

5. Respondent's agents purchased money orders at the

Manhattan Savings Bank, with the cash receipts in increments of

$100 or more, on or about February 28, 1980, without consulting

with, or acquiring the consent of the actual cash contributors.

6. Respondent's agents attributed the money orders

thereby purchased to persons without having evidence that such

persons were the actual cash contributors; many of the

attributees were employees of the Silver Palace Restaurant.

7. Respondent's agents signed the remitter's signature

lines of money orders rather than the actual contributors.

8. Seeking Presidential Primary Matching Funds,

respondent furnished the money orders here involved to the

Commission in Submission #14 (certified for payment by the

Commission on June 4, 1980) and Submissin 017 (certified for

payment by the Commission on July 16, 1980).

9. As a result of the above submissions and

certifications, Respondent received $7,130.35 in Presidential

Primary Matching funds.
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WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

B. Esther Kee and other volunteers, acting as Respondent's

agents, failed to keep accurate contributor records in violation

of 2 U.S.C. S 432(c).

C. Esther Kee and other volunteers, acting as Respondent's

agents, received cash contributions in increments of $100 or more

from six individuals, and, where cash contributions aggregated in

excess of $100 from an individual, Respondent failed to return

the amount over $100 cash to the contributor, in violation of 11

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

D. The money orders involved in this matter represent

contributions by cash. Moreover, the money orders involved in

this matter were signed by Respondent's agents, and not by the

actual contributors. The written instruments were not

accompanied by written documents signed by the actual

contributors. Therefore, the money orders involved in this

matter are not matchable.

E. Respondent shall repay $7,130.35 to the Secretary of the

U.S. Treasury, which is the amount equal to the amount of

Presidential primary matching funds improperly paid under

11 C.F.R. S 9038.2(a)(1). Respondent will make such repayment

pursuant to this agreement in lieu of following the procedures

set forth at 11 C.F.R. SS 9038.2(a)(3), 9038.2(b), 9038.2(c),

9038.2(d) and 9038.2(e), and the analogous provisions of Chapter

96 of Title 26, United States Code.



VII. MUR 1389

A. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent, Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee,

Inc., is the principal campaign committee for Presidential

candidate Jimmy Carter in the 1980 general election.

2. Respondent consists of two reporting entities, the

"General Fund" which operates with funds received under 26 U.S.C.

$ 9006(b) and the "Compliance Fund" which is established in

accordance with 11 C.F.R. S 9003.3.

3. Repondent made two expenditures totaling $4,507.66

from its General Fund account which were for fundraising events

relating to the Compliance Fund.

4. 11 C.F.R. S 9004.4(b) states that a candidate shall

not use payments received under 11 C.F.R. Part 9005 to solicit

contributions to a legal and accounting fund established pursuant

to 11 C.F.R. S 9003.3(a).

5. On November 13, 1980, the Committee Compliance Fund

paid a telephone expenditure totaling $227,030.99 for the General

Fund. The expenditure was reported in the appropriate General

Fund report and the Compliance Fund was reimbursed in

approximately one month.

6. Respondent's Compliance Fund made nine expenditures

totaling $57,824.19 for telephone and general travel expenses

related to General Fund activity. The expenditures were

disclosed in the General Fund reports. These expenditures were

offset against the Due-to-General fund account which reflected a
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total of $51,592.07 in the General Funds disbursements made for

Compliance Fund expenses.

7. Respondent's Compliance Fund was reimbursed by the

General Fund for the unreimbursed portion of telephone and travel

expenses totaling $6,232.12.

8. Respondent made from the Compliance fund four

disbursements totaling $25,484.90 for items which were General

Fund expenses. The expenditures were for a campaign trip by the

First Lady, a dinner at the Vice President's mansion, and a

reimbursement for expenses described as for "tactical press

(19 relations".

9. Respondent's Compliance Fund was reimbursed from the

General Fund for $25,484.90 in General Fund expenses, and the

expenditures were itemized in an amendment to the April 10, 1981
0

report.

10. Respondent's Compliance Fund paid for 100% of the

payroll for finance, budget, and legal cost centers and all

computer costs. The Commission's audit staff determined that

$77,815.82 in payroll should have been paid by the General Fund

and $23,264.43 in computer rental and operation costs should have

been paid by the General Fund.

11. Respondent's Compliance Fund was reimbursed for the

General Fund's share of computer costs and salaries for legal,

finance, and budget personnel, totaling $101,080.25. The

reimbursement was itemized in an amendment to the April 10, 1981

Report.



-13-

12. Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 9003.3(a) (2) (i)

contributions to a Compliance fund may only be used to defray

legal and accounting costs provided to ensure compliance with the

Act, to defray any civil and criminal penalties, to make

repayments under 11 C.F.R. S 9007.2, to defray the cost of

soliciting contributions to the compliance fund, and to make a

loan to the General Fund to defray qualified campaign expenses

incurred prior to the expenditure report period or prior to the

receipt of matching funds.

13. Respondent made eleven disbursements totaling

$19,501,000 from its General Fund to Rafshoon Communications,

4 Inc. for media expenses. Respondent has not provided access to

detailed invoices from Rafshoon Communication, Inc. so that

qualified campaign expenses may be verified.
C0

14. 11 C.F.R. S 9003.5(a) states that the candidate has

the burden of proving that disbursements made by the candidate or

any authorized committee(s) are qualified campaign expenses. The

candidate and his authorized committees shall obtain and furnish

to the Commission at its request any evidence regarding qualified

campaign expenses made by the candidate, all authorized

committees and all agents thereof.

WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

B. Respondent violated 11 C.F.R. S 9004.4(b) by making

fundraising expenditures relating to its Compliance Fund from its

General Fund account.

C. Respondent violated 11 C.F.R. S 9003.3(a)(2)(i) by

using Compliance Fund monies to defray General Fund expenses.
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D. At the time of the audit, Respondent failed to furnish

the Commission with requested documentation to verify media

placement expenses in violation of 11 C.F.R. S 9003.5(a).

E. Respondent shall make the following information and

documents available to the Commission staff concerning the

Rafshoon Communication media expenditures:

1. Computer summaries of media purchase contracts.

These summaries must provide the same information and otherwise

be similar to the sample computer summary which was supplied

informally to the Audit Division by the counsel. (The total

dollar amount reported by the computer summaries added to any

commission paid to Rafshoon Communications must equal the total

payments from the Respondent to Rafshoon Communications.)

2. An explanation of the computer summaries, including
0

but not limited to an explanation of the codes used on the

C computer summaries.

3. An explanation of the policy and procedures used

when broadcast stations refunded or credited monies to Respondent

for media time which was purchased but not used.

4. For specific media buys, selected at the discretion

of the Audit Division, original documentation from the broadcast

station which shows:

a. the dollar amount of the media purchase

contract (if such documentation is not available, a copy of the

media purchase contract);

b. the number of broadcasts actually run by the

broadcast station;
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c. the date on which the broadcasts were run; and

d. the amount of any refund or credit for any

media time which was purchased but not used.

The documentation shall be pulled from the Rafshoon files by or

in the presence of Audit Division personnel.

5. If errors are ascertained in the course of the

audit, the Audit Division reserves its right to proceed with

other procedures and request such other information as would

insure a complete and accurate audit. If any potential

violations are discovered as a result of the Audit, the

(! Commission reserves its right to proceed with an enforcement

Nq action or bring a legal proceeding pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g.

0%

WHEREFORE, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. ("CMPC")

and the Carter/Mondale Relection Committee, Inc. ("CMRCO) have

agreed to the following general provisions which are applicable

to MURs 1284, 1361, 1353 and 1389.

VIII. CMPC and CMRC will pay a civil penalty to the

Treasurer of the United States in the amount of Thirteen thousand

dollars ($13,000), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

IX. CMPC and CMRC agree that they shall not undertake any

activity which is in violation of the Federal Election Campaign

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

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

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

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

requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil

action for relief in the United States District Court for the

District of Columbia.

XI. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

XII. CMPC and CMRC shall have no more than thirty (30) days

from the date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and

implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so

notify the Commission, except that the repayment required by

Paragraph VI.E may be made within ninety (90) days from the date

this agreement becomes effective.

0 Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

F -BY:__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Dat Kenieth A. Grossp*
00 Associate General Counsel

/A( U Carter/Mondale Presidential
D a Cmmiee)nc, ,

BY:

ITS: ________

___ ___ __ Carter/Mondale Reelection

Date l/ mitt nc

BY: _____

ITS: At__ _ __ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _



WOREI!EP~A E[CPI COt4IISSIM

in the Matter of

CarteriMm e Presidential ) Mm 1284, 1353, 1361, and 1389
Cm~tme, Inc.)

Catr-Mtna1e ~ cto
Committee, Inc.

i, Marjorie W. mMS, Secretary for the Federal Election

C-"s io Executive Session n Febrary 1, 1983, do herebY certify that

the COuissicn decided by a vote of 5-1 tO aPPrOve the ciliato

agre a t sunitted with the General Counsel's January 24, 1983 rep

in the above-captioned matters-

ov C =nssixwrs Aikens, Elliott, Harris, MDmiald and YMGarry

0% affi,=atiely for the decisiom; cOufi sioner Ieiche dissented.

Attest:
0

February 2, 1983 _ _ ___

Date Marjorie W. Emmos
Secetary of the



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINcTON. D.C. 20"3 I:JAN

January 24, 1983

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
- Associate General Counse

" -SUBJECT: MURs 1284, 1353, 1361 and 1389

Attached for the Commission's approval is a conciliation
agreement signed by Douglas Huron, counsel for the Carter/Mondale

_Presidential Committe, Inc. ("CMPC") and the Carter/Mondale
'"Reelection Committee, Inc. ("CMRC").

cc

The Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission
accept the attached agreement in settlement of.,MURs 1284, 1353,
.1361, 1389 and to close the files.

Attachments
1. Conciliation Agreement
2. Letter to Huron



STESI U1 & 5 0un29 1
1010 NEW HAMPSMHN AVENU N. W.

WASMINGTON. 0. C. 20000

DOUGLAS S. MURON • ilmO 7,-,leO NA00A#I06I7IVE
EIL&EN N. STEIN 7104 SONO0t LANE ,

CNEVV CNMAE.#. 8o01,

ADMITTID IN D. C. ONLY aO20) e08z1PaaO

January 11, 1983 "

C-.

Kenneth A. Gross, Esquire ( "
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005

re: MURs 1284, 1353, 1361, 1389
MUR 1392

Dear Mr. Gross:

The Commission has forwarded two conciliation agreements
concerning the captioned MJRs to the Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee, Inc. and the Carter/Mondale Reelection Committee, Inc.
The first agreement resolves four MURs: 1284, 1353, 1361 and 1389.
The second deals only with MUR 1392.

0 I have signed both agreements as counsel for the Carter/Mondale
Committees. In accordance with our telephone conversation of
January 11, 1983, I have revised Paragraph XII of the first agree-
ment to make it clear that our primary committee has 90, rather
than 30, days to repay $7130.35 in matching funds under MUR 1353.
This revision was made because the conciliation agreement for

CMUR 1392 -- under which our primary committee will receive $9750
from the Kennedy for President Committee -- has a 90-day implementa-
tion period, and we intend to use the money received from the
Kennedy committee to defray the matching funds payback. In fact,
our decision to agree to repay the matching funds in question
was premised upon receipt of all monies specified by MUR 1392.

Thank you for your continued cooperation.

Sincerely,

D ugls B. Huron

Enclosures
cc: Charles Kirbo, Esq.
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In the Hatter of )
)

Carter/Mondale Presidential ) HUls 1284, 1353, 1361,

Caittee, Inc. ) and 1389
Carter-Mondale Reelection )
Comittee, Inc. )

CONCILIATION AGREENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(hereinafter "the Commission"), pursuant to information

ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. Probable cause to believe has been found in

MUR 1284 that the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.

("CMPC") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f). Probable cause to believe

(o has been found in MUR 1361 that the Carter/Mondale Presidential

Committee, Inc. ("CMPC") violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(8),-

o S 441a(f), S 441b(a) and 11 C.F.R. S 104.3(d), S 104.11 and

S 9033.1(a)(1). Reason to believe has been found in MUR 1353

that the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. ("CMPC")

violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c) and 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2). Probable

cause to believe has been found in MUR 1389 that Carter-Mondale

Reelection Committee, Inc. ("CMRCO) violated 11 C.F.R.

S 9004.4(b), S 9003.3(a), and S 9003.5(a).

NOW THEREFORE, the Commission and CMPC and CMRC having duly

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

and having participated in informal methods of conciliation,



prior to a finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree

as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over CMPC and CMRC, and

the subject matter of this proceeding. This agreement has the

effect of an agreement entered into pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

5 437g(a)(4)(A)(i) with regard to HUR 1353.

II. CMPC and CMRC have had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. CMPC and CMRC enter voluntarily into this agreement

with the Commission.

IV. MUR 1284

A. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee,

Inc., is the principal campaign committee for PresidentiAl

C candidate Jimmy Carter in the 1980 primary election.

2. During the period January 1, 1979, through

February 29, 1980, Respondent received $80,149.99 in excegsive

contributions from one hundred forty-four individuals.

3. The Reports Analysis Division of the Federal

Election Commission first notified Respondent of its apparent

receipt of excessive contributions by letter dated

September 10, 1979. The Reports Analysis Division continued to

notify Respondent of apparent excessive contributions monitored

on Respondent's reports up to and including the 1980 March

Monthly Report.
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4. Respondent has taken the following action on the

$80,149.99 in excessive contributions: refunded $43,325;

attributed $8,475 to spouse; and attributed $28,349.99 to the

compliance fund for the general election.

5. The Respondent took an average of approximately six

months to refund or attribute the excessive contributions. All

the excessive contributions were refunded or attributed by the

Respondent by the beginning of August of 1981.

6. 2 U.S.C. S 441a (a) (1) (A) states that no person

shall make contributions to any candidates and his authorized

political committees with respect to any election for Federal

office which, in the aggregate, exceed $1,000.

7. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) states that no candidate or

political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution or

make any expenditure in violation of the provisions of S 441a.

WHEREFORE, Respondent Agrees:

B. Respondent accepted $80,149.99 in excessive
co

contributions from individuals, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

V. MUR 1361

A. The pertinent facts in this matter are as f9llows:

1. Respondent, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee,

Inc., is the principal campaign committee for Presidential

candidate Jimmy Carter in the 1980 primary election.
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2. During the period October 1, 1979 through

August 31, 1980, Respondent received $37,100.48 in excessive

contributions from 69 individuals.

3. On November 7, 1980, the Audit Division of the

Federal Election Commission notified Respondent that it had not

taken action on the excessive contributions.

4. Respondent has taken the following action on the

$37,100'.48 in excessive contributions: refunded $11,923;

attributed $9,250 to spouse; and attributed $15,927.48 to the

compliance fund for the general election.

5. The Respondent took an average of approximately

nine months to refund or attribute the excessive contributions.

All the excessive contributions were refunded or attributed by

oD the Respondent by the end of February, 1981.

6. 2 U.S.C. $ 441a(a) (1) (A) states that no'person
0 shall make contributions to any candidate and his authorized

political committees with respect to any election for Federalcc

office which, in the aggregate, exceed $1,000.

7. 2 U.S.C. $ 441a(f) states that no candidate or
political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution or

make any expenditure in violation of the provisions of S 441a.

8. Respondent received the following corporate

contributions totaling $883.56: Pacific Mutual - $366.06 with

-respect to a fundraiser held January 8, 1980; Charles F. Curry

Real Estate Co. - $67.50 on January 21, 1980; Strauss Realty Co.

- $100.00 on February 15, 1980; and Russell Gower and Co. -

$350.00 on March 28, 1980.



9. Respondent refunded all four corporate

contributions as follows: Pacific Mutual $366.06 on March 17,

1980; Charles F. Curry Reai Estate Co. - $67.50 on September 24,

1980'; Strauss Realty Co. - $100.00 on September 24, 1980; and

Russell Gower and Co. - $350.00 on December 9, 1980.

10. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) states in part that it is

unlawful for any political committee to accept or receive a

corporate contribution.

11. On its 1980 August Monthly Report, Respondent did

") not disclose $98,017.60 in debts in excess of $500, and

understated its disclosed debts by $57,648.43.

12. Respondent has not amended its August Monthly

Report to reflect the $155,666.03 in undisclosed and understated

debts.

13. 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) (8) states in part that'each

COI report required to be filed shall disclose the amount and nature
of outstanding debts and obligations owed. See also 11 C.F.R.

104.3(d).

14. 11 C.F.R. 5 104.11 states that a debt, obligation,
or other promise to make an expenditure, the amount of which is
$500 or less, shall be reported as of the time payment is made or
no later than 60 days after the obligation is incurrod, whichever

comes first. Any loan, debt, or obligation, the amount of which

is over $500, shall be reported as of the time of the

transaction.

15. Respondent has not provided the Commission access

to detailed invoices from its media agent, Rafshoon
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Communications, Inc., so that media placement allocations might

be verified.

16. 11 C.F.R. S 9033.1(a) (1) provides that, for the

purpose of receiving Presidential primary matching fund payments,

the candidate has the burden of proving that expenditures by the

candidate, the principal campaign committee or any authorized

committee are qualified campaign expenses.

WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

B. Respondent accepted $37,100.48 in excessive

contributions from individuals, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

$ 441a(f).

C. Respondent received corporate contributions totaling

$883.56, in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

D. Respondent on its 1980 August Monthly Report did not

disclose $98,017.60 in excess of $500 and understated its

disclosed debts by $57,648.43, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 434(b) (8), 11 C.F.R. S 104.3(d) and S 104.11.

E. Respondent will file an amendment to its August Monthly

Report to reflect the $155,666.03 in undisclosed and understated

debts.

F. During the time of the audit, Respondent failed to

furnish the Commission with requested documentation to verify

media placement allocations in violation of 11 C.F.R.

. 9033.1(a) (1).

G. Respondent agrees to make the following information and

documents available to the Commission staff concerning the

Rafshoon Communication media expenditures.



1. An explanation of the methodology used by Rafshoon

Communication, Inc. in allocating media expenditures between each

of the states.

2. For each state, the total dollar amount of media.

time and space purchased and allocated to the state.

3. For each state, computer summaries of media

purchase contracts. These summaries must provide the same

information and otherwise be similar to the sample computer

summary which was supplied informally to the Audit Division by

counsel. (The total dollar amount reported by the computer

summaries added to any communication paid to Rafshoon

Communications must equal the total payments from the Respondent

to Rafshooon Communications.)

4. An explanation of the computer summaries, including

but not limited toan explanation of the codes used on %he

C computer summaries.

5. An explanation of the policy and procedures used

when broadcast stations refunded or credited monies to Respondent

for media time which was purchased but not used.

6. For each broadcast station, the total dollar amount

of media time purchase by the Respondent and the total dollar

amount allocated to each state.

7. For specific media buys, selected at the discretion

of the Audit Division, original documentation from the broadcast

station which shows:
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a. the dollar amount of the media purchased
contract (if such documentation is not available, a copy of the

media purchase contract);

b. the number of broadcasts actually run by the

broadcast station;

c. the dates on which the broadcasts were run;

and

d. the amount of any refund or credit for any
media time which was purchased but not used.
The sample of media buys selected will be drawn from New

Hampshire, Maine, Iowa and their surrounding states. The
documentation shall be pulled from the Rafshoon files by or in
the presence of Audit Division personnel.

8. If errors are ascertained in the course of the
audit, the Audit Division reserves its right to proceed with

.. other procedures and request such other information as would
44 insure a complete and accurate audit. It any potential
AD

violations are discovered as a result of the Audit, the
Commission reserves it right to proceed with an enforcement
action or bring a legal proceeding pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g.

VI. MUR 1353

A. Pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:
1. Respondent, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee,

Inc., is the principal campaign committee for Presidential
* candidate Jimmy Carter in the 1980 primary election.
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2. On or about February 21, 1980, Respondent held a
fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York

City.

3. Respondent accepted $9,100 in cash receipts in

increments of $100 or more at this event through its agents,

Esther Kee and others.

4. Said receipts were not segregated by contributor
and inaccurate and inadequate records were kept of the actual

maw cash contributors.

5. Respondent's agents purchased money orders at the
Manhattan Savings Bank, with the cash receipts in increments of

$100 or more, on or about February 28, 1980, without consulting
with, or acquiring the consent of the actual cash contributors.

6. Respondent's agents attributed the money orders

Nthereby purchased to persons without having evidence that such

C persons were the actual cash contributors; many of the
,' attributees were employees of the Silver Palace Restaurant.

f7. Respondent's agents signed the remitter's signature

lines of money orders rather than the actual contributors.

8. Seeking Presidential Primary Matching Funds,
respondent furnished the money orders here involved to the

Commission in Submission #14 (certified for payment by the
Commission on June 4, 1980) and Submissin #17 (certified for

payment by the Commission on July 16, 1980).

9. As a result of the above submissions and
certifications, Respondent received $7,130.35 in Presidential

Primary Matching funds.
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WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

B. Esther Kee and other volunteers, acting as Respondent's
agents, failed to keep accurate contributor records in violation

of 2 U.S.C. 5 432(c).

C. Esther Kee and other volunteers, acting as Respondent's
agents, received cash contributions in increments of $100 or more
from six individuals, and, where cash contributions aggregated in
excess of $100 from an individual, Respondent failed to return

Vv . the amount over $100 cash to the contributor, in violation of 11

. C.F.R. 110.4 (c) (2) .
D. The money orders involved in this matter represent

contributions by cash. Moreover, the money orders involved in

this matter were signed by Respondent's agents, and not by the
C-) actual contributors. The written instruments were not

accompanied by written documents signed by the actual
contributors. Therefore, the money orders involved in this

matter are not matchable.

E. Respondent shall repay $7,130.35 to the Secretary of the
U.S. Treasury, which is the amount equal to the amount of
Presidential primary matching funds improperly paid under
11 C.F.R. S 9038.2(a)(1). Respondent will make such repayment
pursuant to this agreement in lieu of following the'procedures
set forth at 11 C.F.R. SS 9038.2(a)(3), 9038.2(b), 9038.2(c),
•9038.2(d) and 9038.2(e), and the analogous provisions of Chapter

96 of Title 26, United States Code.
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VII. MUR 1389

A. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent, Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee,

Inc., is the principal campaign committee for Presidential

candidate Jimmy Carter in the 1980 general election.

2. Respondent consists of two reporting entities, the

*General Fund" which operates with funds received under 26 U.S.C.

S 9006(b) and the "Compliance Fund" which is established in

accordance with 11 C.F.R. S 9003.3.

3. Repondent made two expenditures totaling $4,507.66

from its General Fund account which were for fundraising events

! relating to the Compliance Fund.

4. 11 C.F.R. S 9004.4(b) states that a candidate shall

not use payments received under 11 C.F.R. Part 9005 to solicit

contributions to a legal and accounting fund established pursuant

to 11 C.F.R. S 9003.3(a).

5. On November 13, 1980, the Committee Compliance Fund

paid a telephone expenditure totaling $227,030.99 for the General

Fund. The expenditure was reported in the appropriate General

Fund report and the Compliance Fund was reimbursed in

approximately one month.

6. Respondent's Compliance Fund made nine expenditures

totaling $57,824.19 for telephone and general travel expenses

related to General Fund activity. The expenditures were

disclosed in the General Fund reports. These expenditures were

offset against the Due-to-General fund account which: reflected a
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total of $51,592.07 in the General Funds disbursements made for

Compliance Fund expenses.

7. Respondent's Compliance Fund was reimbursed by the

General Fund for the unreimbursed portion of telephone and travel

expenses totaling $6,232.12.

8. Respondent made from the Compliance fund four

disbursements totaling $25,484.90 for items which were General

Fund expenses. The expenditures were for a campaign trip by the

First Lady, a dinner at the Vice President's mansion, and a

N reimbursement for expenses described as for "tactical press

relations".

9. Respondent's Compliance Fund was reimbursed from the

General Fund for $25,484.90 in General Fund expenses, and the

expenditures were itemized in an amendment to the April 10, 1981

Orr. report.

10. Respondent's Compliance Fund paid for 100% of the

payroll for finance, budget, and legal cost centers and all

computer costs. The Commission's audit staff determined that

$77,815.82 in payroll should have been paid by the General Fund

and $23,264.43 in computer rental and operation costs should have

been paid by the General Fund.

11. Respondent's Compliance Fund was reimbursed for the

General Fund's share of computer costs and salaries for legal,

finance, and budget personnel, totaling $101,080.25. The

reimbursement was itemized in an amendment to the April 10, 1981

Report.
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12. Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. $ 9003.3(a) (2) (),
contributions to a Compliance fund may only be used to defray
legal and accounting costs provided to ensure compliance with the

Act, to defray any civil and criminal penalties, to make

repayments under 11 C.F.R. 5 9007.2, to defray the cost of
soliciting contributions to the compliance fund, and to make a

loan to the General Fund to defray qualified campaign expenses

incurred prior to the expenditure report period or prior to the

receipt of matching funds.

N, 13. Respondent made eleven disbursements totaling
$19,501,000 from its General Fund to Rafshoon Communications,

Inc. for media expenses. Respondent has not provided access to
detailed invoices from Rafshoon Communication, Inc. so that

qualified campaign expenses may be verified.

14. 11 C.F.R. S 9003.5(a) states that the candidate has
Sthe burden of proving that disbursements made by the candidate or

any authorized committee(s) are qualified campaign expenses. The

candidate and his authorized committees shall obtain and furnish
to the Commission at its request any evidence regarding qualified

campaign expenses made by the candidate, all authorized

committees and all agents thereof.

WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

B. Respondent violated 11 C.F.R. S 9004.4(b) by making
fundraising expenditures relating to its Compliance Fund from its

General Fund account.

C. Respondent violated 11 C.F.R. S 9003.3(a) (2) (i) by

using Compliance Fund monies to defray General Fund expenses.
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D. At the time of the audit, Respondent failed to furnish

the Commission with requested documentation to verify media

placement expenses in violation of 11 C.F.R. S 9003.5(a).

E. Respondent shall make the following information and

documents available to the Commission staff concerning the

Rafshoon Communication media expenditures:

1. Computer summaries of media purchase contracts.

These summaries must provide the same information and otherwise

be similar to the sample computer summary which was supplied

informally to the Audit Division by the counsel. (The total

dollar amount reported by the computer summaries added to any

commission paid to Rafshoon Communications must equal the total

payments from the Respondent to Rafshoon Communications.)

,0 ..2. An explanation of the computer summaries, including A

but not limited to an explanation of the codes used on the

computer summaries.

3. An explanation of the policy and procedures used .

when broadcast stations refunded or credited monies to Respondent

for media time which was purchased but not used.

4. For specific media buys, selected at the discretion

of the Audit Division, original documentation from the broadcast

station which shows:

a. the dollar amount of the media purchase
-contract (if such documentation is not available, a copy of the

media purchase contract);

b. the number of broadcasts actually run by the

broadcast station;

II
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c. the date on which the broadcasts were run; and

d. the amount of any refund or credit for any
media time which was purchased but not used.

The documentation shall be pulled from the Rafshoon files by or
in the presence of Audit Division personnel.

5. If errors are ascertained in the course of the
audit, the Audit Division reserves its right to proceed with
other procedures and request such other information as would
insure a complete and accurate audit. If any potential

N violations are discovered as a result of the Audit, the
Commission reserves its right to proceed with an enforcement
action or bring a legal proceeding pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437g.

WHEREFORE, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. (NCMPC")
C and the Carter/Mondale Relection Committee, Inc. ("CMRC") have
*" agreed to the following general provisions which are applicable

to MURs 1284, 1361, 1353 and 1389.

VIII. CMPC and CMRC will pay a civil penalty to the
Treasurer of the United States in the amount of Thirteen thousand
dollars ($13,000), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. $ 437g(a) (5)(A).

IX. CMPC and CMRC agree that they shall not undertake any
activity which is in violation of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et s.eq.

X. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint
under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at issue
herein or on its own motion, may review compliance with this
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agreement. If the Conission believes that this agreement or any
requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute a civilaction for relief in the United States District Court for the

District of Columbia.

XI. This agreement shall become effective as of the date
that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has
approved the entire agreement.

XII. CMPC and CMRC shall have no more than thirty (30) days
from the date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and
implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so
notify the Commission, except that the repayment required by
Paragraph VI.E may be made within ninety (90) days from the date
this agreement becomes effective.

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

BY:Date Kenneth -A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

a/i/S/ 3 Carter/Mondale Presidential

Dat(Commit e. Inc.

BY:

ITS: __ __ _ __ __ _ __ __ _ __ __ _

D /1>77r3 Carter/Mondale Reelection

ateCommitt Inc.

BY: __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

ITS: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Douglas B. Huron
STEIN AND HURON
1619 New Hampshire Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20009

Re: MUR 1284, 1353, 1361, 1389

Dear Mr. Huron:

On January , 1983, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by you in settlement of violations 4,

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code by the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee, Inc. and the Carter/Mondale Reelection
Committee, Inc. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this
matter and will become part of the public record within thirty
days. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) prohibits any
information deri-ved in connection with any conciliation attempt
from becoming public without the written consent of the.
respondent and the Commission. Should you wish any such
information to become part of the public record, please advise us
in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files.

Sincerely,.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement
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January 11, 1983

Kenneth A. Gross, Esquire
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, NN
Washington, DC 20005

re: MURs 1284, 1353, 1361, 1389

C' MUR 1392

Dear Mr. Gross:

The Commission has forwarded two conciliation agreements

concerning the captioned MURs to the Carter/Mondale presidential
Committee, Inc. and the Carter/Mondale Reelection Committee, Inc.
The first agreement resolves four MURs: 1284, 1353, 1361 and 1389.
The second deals only with MUR 1392.

I have signed both agreements as counsel for the Carter/Mondale
Committees. In accordance with our telephone conversation of
January 11, 1983, I have revised Paragraph XII of the first agree-
ment to make it clear that our primary committee has 90, rather
than 30, days to repay $7130.35 in matching funds under MUR 1353.

-This revision was made because the conciliation agreement for
MUR 1392 -- under which our primary committee will receive $9750
from the Kennedy for President Committee -- has a 90-day implementa-
tion period, and we intend to use the money received from the
Kennedy committee to defray the matching funds payback. In fact,
our decision to agree to repay the matching funds in question
was premised upon receipt of all monies specified by MUR 1392.

Thank you for your continued cooperation.

Sincerely,

Doul s B. Huron

Enclosures
cc: Charles Kirbo, Esq.



in the Matter of)

CarteExlfondale PresidentiaI ) U 12841 1353t 1361t
C Ltee, Inc. ) and 1389

Carter-Mondale Reelection)
Camitee, Inc.)

CONCILIATION WGIHPT

Th-is matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(hereinafter "the Commission"), pursuant to information

ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. Probable cause to believe has been found in

MUR 1284 that the Carter/Mondale Presidential Commnittee, Inc.

("CMPCO) violated 2 U.S.C. 5 44la(f). Probable cause to believe

has been found in MUR 1361 that the Carter/Mondale Presidential

Committee, Inc. ("CMPC") violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(8),

S 441a(f), S 441b(a) and 11 C.F.R. S 104.3(d), S 104.11 and

S 9033.1(a)(1). Reason to believe has been found in MUR 1353

that the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. ("CMPC")

violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c) and 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2)0 Probable

cause to believe has been found in MUR 1389 that Carter-Mondale

Reelection Committee, Inc. ("CMRC") violated 11 C.F.R.

5 9004.4(b), S 9003.3(a), and S 9003.5(a).

NOW THEREFORE, the Commission and CMPC and CMRC having duly

enter into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a) (4) (A) (i)

and having participated in informal methods of conciliation,
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prior to a finding of probable cause to believe,-do hereby agree

as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over CMPC and CMRC, and

the subject matter of this proceeding. This agreement has the

effect of an agreement entered into pursuant to 2 U.s.c.

S 437g(a) (4) (A) (i) with regard to MUR 1353.

II. CMPC and CMRC have had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. CMPC and CMRC enter voluntarily into this agreement

with the Commission.

C14

IV. MUR 1284

A. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee,

17r Inc., is the principal campaign committee for Presidential

Ccandidate Jimmy Carter in the 1980 primary election.

2. During the period January 1, 1979, through

February 29, 1980, Respondent received $80,149.99 in excessive

contributions from one hundred forty-four individuals.

3. The Reports Analysis Division of the Federal

Election Commission first notified Respondent of its apparent

receipt of excessive contributions by letter dated

September 10, 1979. The Reports Analysis Division continued to

notify Respondent of apparent excessive contributions monitored

on Respondent's reports up to and including the 1980 March

Monthly Report.
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4. Respondent has taken the following action on the

$80,149.99 in excessive contributions: refunded $43,325;

attributed $8,475 to spouse; and attributed $28,349.99 to the

compliance fund for the general election.

5. The Respondent took an average of approximately six

months to refund or attribute the excessive contributions. All

the excessive contributions were refunded or attributed by the

Respondent by the beginning of August of 1981.

6. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) states that no person

oshall make contributions to any candidates and his authorized

political committees with respect to any election for Federal

office which, in the aggregate, exceed $1,000.

7. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) states that no candidate or

o political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution 
or

1" make any expenditure in violation of the provisions of S 441a.

0 WHEREFORE, Respondent Agrees:

B. Respondent accepted $80,149.99 in excessive

contributions from individuals, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

V. MUR 1361

A. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee,

Inc., is the principal campaign committee for Presidential

candidate Jimmy Carter in the 1980 primary election.
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2. During the period October 1, 1979 through

August 31, 1980, Respondent received $37,100.48 in excessive

contributions from 69 individuals.

3. On November 7, 1980, the Audit Division of the

Federal Election Commission notified Respondent that it had not

taken action on the excessive contributions.

4. Respondent has taken the following action on the

$37,100.48 in excessive contributions: refunded $11,923;

attributed $9,250 to spouse; and attributed $15,927.48 to the

compliance fund for the general election.

5. The Respondent took an average of approximately

nine months to refund or attribute the excessive contributions.

All the excessive contributions were refunded or attributed by

o the Respondent by the end of February, 1981.

6. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) states that no person

o shall make contributions to any candidate and his authorized

political committees with respect to any election for Federal

office which, in the aggregate, exceed $1,000.

7. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) states that no candidate or

political committee shall knowingly accept any contribution or

make any expenditure in violation of the provisions of S 441a.

8. Respondent received the following corporate

contributions totaling $883.56: Pacific Mutual - $366.06 with

respect to a fundraiser held January 8, 1980; Charles F. Curry

Real Estate Co. - $67.50 on January 21, 1980; Strauss Realty Co.

- $100.00 on February 15, 1980; and Russell Gower and Co. -

$350.00 on March 28, 1980.
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9. Respondent refunded all four corporate

contributions as follows: Pacific Mutual - $366.06 on March 17,

1980; Charles F. Curry Real Estate Co. - $67.50 on September 24,

1980; Strauss Realty Co. - $100.00 on September 24, 1980; and

Russell Gower and Co. - $350.00 on December 9, 1980.

10. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) states in part that it is

unlawful for any political committee to accept or receive a

corporate contribution.

11. On its 1980 August Monthly Report, Respondent did

not disclose $98,017.60 in debts in excess of $500, and

understated its disclosed debts by $57,648.43.

12. Respondent has not amended its August Monthly

Report to reflect the $155,666.03 in undisclosed and understated

debts.

13. 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(8) states in part that each

report required to be filed shall disclose the amount and nature

of outstanding debts and obligations owed. See also 11 C.F.R.

S 104.3(d).

14. 11 C.F.R. S 104.11 states that a debt, obligation,

or other promise to make an expenditure, the amount of which is

$500 or less, shall be reported as of the time payment is made or

no later than 60 days after the obligation is incurred, whichever

comes first. Any loan, debt, or obligation, the amount of which

is over $500, shall be reported as of the time of the

transaction.

15. Respondent has not provided the Commission access

to detailed invoices from its media agent, Rafshoon
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Communications, Inc., so that media placement allocations might

be verified.

16. 11 C.F.R. S 9033.1(a)(1) provides that, for the

purpose of receiving Presidential primary matching fund payments,

the candidate has the burden of proving that expenditures by the

candidate, the principal campaign committee or any authorized

committee are qualified campaign expenses.

WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

B. Respondent accepted $37,100.48 in excessive

contributions from individuals, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

C. Respondent received corporate contributions totaling
C%

$883.56, in violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

D. Respondent on its 1980 August Monthly Report did not

disclose $98,017.60 in excess of $500 and understated its

C disclosed debts by $57,648.43, in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 434(b)(8), 11 C.F.R. S 104.3(d) and S 104.11.
co E. Respondent will file an amendment to its August Monthly

Report to reflect the $155,666.03 in undisclosed and understated

debts.

F. During the time of the audit, Respondent failed to

furnish the Commission with requested documentation to verify

media placement allocations in violation of 11 C.F.R.

S 9033.1(a) (1).

G. Respondent agrees to make the following information and

documents available to the Commission staff concerning the

Rafshoon Communication media expenditures.
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1. An explanation of the methodology used by Rafshoon

Communication, Inc. in allocating media expenditures between each

of the states.

2. For each state, the total dollar amount of media

time and space purchased and allocated to the state.

3. For each state, computer summaries of media

purchase contracts. These summaries must provide the same

information and otherwise be similar to the sample computer

summary which was supplied informally to the Audit Division by

counsel. (The total dollar amount reported by the computer

summaries added to any communication paid to Rafshoon
Communications must equal the total payments from the Respondent

to Rafshooon Communications.)

4. An explanation of the computer summaries, including

but not limited to an explanation of the codes used on the

computer summaries.

5. An explanation of the policy and procedures used

when broadcast stations refunded or credited monies to Respondent

for media time which was purchased but not used.

6. For each broadcast station, the total dollar amount

of media time purchase by the Respondent and the total dollar

amount allocated to each state.

7. For specific media buys, selected at the discretion

of the Audit Division, original documentation from the broadcast

station which shows:
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a. the dollar amount of the media purchased

contract (if such documentation is not available, a copy of the

media purchase contract);

b. the number of broadcasts actually run by the

broadcast station;

c. the dates on which the broadcasts were run;

and

d. the amount of any refund or credit for any

media time which was purchased but not used.

The sample of media buys selected will be drawn from New

Hampshire, Maine, Iowa and their surrounding states. The

documentation shall be pulled from the Rafshoon files by or In

the presence of Audit Division personnel.

8. If errors are ascertained in the course of the

audit, the Audit Division reserves its right to proceed with

other procedures and request such other information as would

insure a complete and accurate audit. It any potential

violations are discovered as a result of the Audit, the

Commission reserves it right to proceed with an enforcement

action or bring a legal proceeding pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g.

VI. MUR 1353

A. Pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee,

Inc., is the principal campaign committee for Presidential

candidate Jimmy Carter in the 1980 primary election.
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2. On or about February 21, 1980, Respondent held a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York

City.

3. Respondent accepted $9,100 in cash receipts in

increments of $100 or more at this event through its agents,

Esther Kee and others.

4. Said receipts were not segregated by contributor

and inaccurate and inadequate records were kept of the actual

cash contributors.

5. Respondent's agents purchased money orders at the

Manhattan Savings Bank, with the cash receipts in increments of

$100 or more, on or about February 28, 1980, without consulting

with, or acquiring the consent of the actual cash contributors.

6. Respondent's agents attributed the money orders

thereby purchased to persons without having evidence that such

persons were the actual cash contributors; many of the

attributees were employees of the Silver Palace Restaurant.

7. Respondent's agents signed the remitter's signature

lines of money orders rather than the actual contributors.

8. Seeking Presidential Primary Matching Funds,

respondent furnished the money orders here involved to the

Commission in Submission #14 (certified for payment by the

Commission on June 4, 1980) and Submissin #17 (certified for

payment by the Commission on July 16, 1980).

9. As a result of the above submissions and

certifications, Respondent received $7,130.35 in Presidential

Primary Matching funds.
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WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

B. Esther Kee and other volunteers, acting as Respondent's

agents, failed to keep accurate contributor records in violation

of 2 U.S.C. 5 432(c).

C. Esther Kee and other volunteers, acting as Respondent's

agents, received cash contributions in increments of $100 or more

from six individuals, and, where cash contributions aggregated in

excess of $100 from an individual, Respondent failed to return

0 the amount over $100 cash to the contributor, in violation of 11

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

D. The money orders involved in this matter represent

contributions by cash. Moreover, the money orders involved in

this matter were signed by Respondent's agents, and not by the
o actual contributors. The written instruments were not

'accompanied by written documents signed by the actual

contributors. Therefore, the money orders involved in this

matter are not matchable.
C,,

E. Respondent shall repay $7,130.35 to the Secretary of the

U.S. Treasury, which is the amount equal to the amount of

Presidential primary matching funds improperly paid under

11 C.F.R. 5 9038.2(a)(1). Respondent will make such repayment

pursuant to this agreement in lieu of following the procedures

set forth at 11 C.F.R. SS 9038.2(a) (3), 9038.2(b), 9038.2(c),

9038.2(d) and 9038.2(e), and the analogous provisions of Chapter

96 of Title 26, United States Code.



• /
/ -11-

VII. MUR 1389

A. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent, Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee,

Inc., is the principal campaign committee for Presidential

candidate Jimmy Carter in the 1980 general election.
S

2. Respondent consists of two reporting entities, the

"General Fund" which operates with funds received under 26 U.S.C.

$ 9006(b) and the "Compliance Fund" which is established in

accordance with 11 C.F.R. S 9003.3.

3. Repondent made two expenditures totaling $4,507.66

from its General Fund account which were for fundraising events

relating to the Compliance Fund.
C1

4. 11 C.F.R. S 9004.4(b) states that a candidate shall

not use payments received under 11 C.F.R. Part 9005 to solicit

I contributions to a legal and accounting fund established pursuant

C to 11 C.F.R. S 9003.3(a).

V 5. On November 13, 1980, the Committee Compliance Fund

paid a telephone expenditure totaling $227,030.99 for the General

Fund. The expenditure was reported in the appropriate General

Fund report and the Compliance Fund was reimbursed in

approximately one month.

6. Respondent's Compliance Fund made nine expenditures

totaling $57,824.19 for telephone and general travel expenses

related to General Fund activity. The expenditures were

disclosed in the General Fund reports. These expenditures were

offset against the Due-to-General fund account which reflected a
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total of $51,592.07 in the General Funds disbursements made for

Compliance Fund expenses.

7. Respondent's Compliance Fund was reimbursed by the

General Fund for the unreimbursed portion of telephone and travel

expenses totaling $6,232.12.

8. Respondent made from the Compliance fund four

disbursements totaling $25,484.90 for items which were General

Fund expenses. The expenditures were for a campaign trip by the

First Lady, a dinner at the Vice President's mansion, and a

reimbursement for expenses described as for "tactical press

relations".

9. Respondent's Compliance Fund was reimbursed from the

General Fund for $25,484.90 in General Fund expenses, and the

expenditures were itemized in an amendment to the April 10, 1981

report.

C 10. Respondent's Compliance Fund paid for 100% of the

payroll for finance, budget, and legal cost centers and all

computer costs. The Commission's audit staff determined that

$77,815.82 in payroll should have been paid by the General Fund

and $23,264.43 in computer rental and operation costs should have

been paid by the General Fund.

11. Respondent's Compliance Fund was reimbursed for the

General Fund's share of computer costs and salaries for legal,

finance, and budget personnel, totaling $101,080.25. The

reimbursement was itemized in an amendment to the April 10, 1981

Report.
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12. Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 9003.3(a)(2)(i),

contributions to a Compliance fund may only be used to defray

legal and accounting costs provided to ensure compliance with the

Act, to defray any civil and criminal penalties, to make

repayments under 11 C.F.R. S 9007.2, to defray the cost of

soliciting contributions to the compliance fund, and to make a

loan to the General Fund to defray qualified campaign expenses

incurred prior to the expenditure report period or prior to the

r receipt of matching funds.

13. Respondent made eleven disbursements totaling

$19,501,000 from its General Fund to Rafshoon Communications,

Inc. for media expenses. Respondent has not provided access to

detailed invoices from Rafshoon Communication, Inc. so that

qualified campaign expenses may be verified.

14. 11 C.F.R. S 9003.5(a) states that the candidate has

cthe burden of proving that disbursements made by the candidate or

any authorized committee(s) are qualified campaign expenses. The

candidate and his authorized committees shall obtain and furnish

to the Commission at its request any evidence regarding qualified

campaign expenses made by the candidate, all authorized

committees and all agents thereof.

WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

B. Respondent violated 11 C.F.R. S 9004.4(b) by making

fundraising expenditures relating to its Compliance Fund from its

General Fund account.

C. Respondent violated 11 C.F.R. S 9003.3(a)(2)(i) by

using Compliance Fund monies to defray General Fund expenses.
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D. At the time of the audit, Respondent failed to furnish

the Commission with requested documentation to verify media

placement expenses in violation of 11 C.F.R. S 9003.5(a).

E. Respondent shall make the following information and

documents available to the Commission staff concerning the

Rafshoon Communication media expenditures:

1. Computer summaries of media purchase contracts.

These summaries must provide the same information and otherwise

V be similar to the sample computer summary which was supplied

informally to the Audit Division by the counsel. (The total

OfI dollar amount reported by the computer summaries added to any

commission paid to Rafshoon Communications must equal the total

payments from the Respondent to Rafshoon Communications.)

2. An explanation of the computer summaries, including

but not limited to an explanation of the codes used on the

0 computer summaries.

3. An explanation of the policy and procedures used
co

when broadcast stations refunded or credited monies to Respondent

for media time which was purchased but not used.

4. For specific media buys, selected at the discretion

of the Audit Division, original documentation from the broadcast

station which shows:

a. the dollar amount of the media purchase

contract (if such documentation is not available, a copy of the

media purchase contract);

b. the number of broadcasts actually run by the

broadcast station;
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c. the date on which the broadcasts were runi and

d. the amount of any refund or credit for any

media time which was purchased but not used.
The documentation shall be pulled from the Rafshoon files by or

in the presence of Audit Division personnel.

5. If errors are ascertained in the course of the

audit, the Audit Division reserves its right to proceed with

other procedures and request such other information as would

i insure a complete and accurate audit. If any potential

violations are discovered as a result of the Audit, the

Commission reserves its right to proceed with an enforcement

action or bring a legal proceeding pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g.

WHEREFORE, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. ("CMPC")

and the Carter/Mondale Relection Committee, Inc. ("CMRC") have

agreed to the following general provisions which are applicable

to MURs 1284, 1361, 1353 and 1389.

VIII. CMPC and CMRC will pay a civil penalty to the

Treasurer of the United States in the amount of Thirteen thousand

dollars ($13,000), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (5) (A).

IX. CMPC and CMRC agree that they shall not undertake any

activity which is in violation of the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seg.

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

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

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

requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil

action for relief in the United States District Court for the

District of Columbia.

XI. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Comnission has

approved the entire agreement.

XII. CMPC and C4RC shall have no more than thirty (30) days

from the date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and

implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so

notify the Connission, except that the repayment required by

'Paragraph VI.E may be made within ninety (90) days from the date

this agreement becomes effective.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

C

BY:
Date Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General Counsel

/ #5/ Carter/Mondale Presidential

Da Commitee, Inc.

BY:

ITS: __ _ _ _ _ _ __ofif

Carter/Mondale Reelection

Date ( Committ, FIc._"

BY:_

ITS: C'jg



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIO\-
ASHIC'tO", . DC. 20463

e -e , 982

06 "ose,. .ssocia 1Zes
48,01 :.assachusetts Ave., N.W.

A4e 00
_-_- .:ashington, .D.C. 20016

S(Sa-dy McLean)

Dear Mr. Joseph:

On March 2, 1982, the Cor-,ission fod reason to V

believe that your client had violated 2 t.S.C. S 441f,
a provision of the Federal Election Carpaign Act of
-. 7i, as amended ("the Act") in connec-.. .ith the
above referenced MUR. However, after considering the
circu nstances of this matter, the Cormissicn has
determined to take no further action and close its

0 file as it pertains to your client. The file will be

made part of the public record within 30 days after

this matter has been closed with respect to all other

c respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any

materials to appear on the public record, please do 
so

within 10 days.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until

the entire matter is closed. The Commission will notify 4

vcu when the entire file has been clcsed.

if y-u have any questicns, please direct them to

.i chae! D-mersk at 523-4057.

Sincere ,

Charles steee

BY: Kenneth A. G ss
Associate G neral Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIO•

.... !,cCcr.ack, Esqu.re
legal Department, AFL-CIO

_-_-!5 6th Street, N.W.
7..aehincttn, D.C:- --20.0 06

RE: :.U.. i353
,-. -°.- - .,her Fee)

Dear Ms. McCormick:

On March 2, 1982, the Commission found reason to believe
t ha. your client had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision" e ? era "-

0% Cera. E-.ection Campaicn Act c. 1.77 as a-ended
("the Act") in connection with the above referenced !.JUR.

'Hocwever, after considering the circuT.-tanzes of this matter,
the Coz ission has determined to take no further action

C3 and close its file as it pertains to your client. The file
will be :-ade part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other

c respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any
m aterials to appear on the public record, please do so

0011 within 10 days.

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

Ifyu have any questicns, please direct the- :c
,cu:-i D avers'v at 522-4757.

S-incere: ",

Charles Stee e

ABY: enneth Aoo s
Associate Gen ral Coun~sel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMN ISSO,
WASH INC(:TON, D C. 2N63

Dece.er 16, 1982

Douglas B. Huron

Stein and.Huron

s',1hi tcn, D.C. 20009 -

-Re: MURs 1284, 1353, 1361, 1389

Dear Mr. Huron:

on November 30, 1982, the Commission determined there is
_:ctabje cause to believe t1at the Ca:t = 'e Reelection

Con.mittee, Inc. committed violations of te Code of Federal

Regulations and determined to take no further action 
with regard

Lo the violation of 11 C.F.R. S 9Z4.7')('& ) Or. December 14,

1982, the Commission determined to take no further action against

the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.'s violation of

• 2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1) (A); and approved 
the

sending of the attached conciliation agreement in settlement 
of

MURs 1284, 1353, 1361 and 1389.

If you agree with the provisions of the enclosed agreement,

please sign and return it along with the civil penalty to the

Commission within ten days. I will then recommend that the

Commission approve the agreement. Please make your check for the

civil penalty to the U.S. Treasurer.

if you have any questions or sugcestions for chances in the

enclosed conciliation agreement, please contact Judy Thedford at

Char.es teele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMSSO

-Douglas B. Huron.
S tsin and Huron -

1619 iew Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
, i. "'ashi~n,, - D.C. 20009 "

Re.: MURs 1284, 1353, 1361, 1389

:ear..,'r. Huron-

On November 30, 1982, the Commission determined there is

c probable cause to believe that the Carte:/Xondale Reelection

, Committee, Inc. committed violations of the Code of Federal
-ecuIations and determined to take no further action with regard

o to the violation of 11 C.F.R. S 9004.7(b)(5). On December 14,

1982, the Commission determined to take no further action against

" the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.'s violation of

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

sending of the attached conciliation agreement in settlement of

NM;URs 1284, 1353, 1361 and 1389.

If you agree with the provisions of the enclosed agreement,

please sign and return it along with the civil penalty to the

Commission within ten days. I will then recommend that the

Commission approve the agreement. Please make your check for the

civil penalty to the U.S. Treasurer.

If vou have any questions or suggestions for changes in the

enccsed conciliation agreement, please ccntact Judy Thedford at

S22 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement

* • ," . _I



Margaret F. McCormick, Esquire
Legal Department, AFL-CIO
Room 804

--- 815 16th Stree;,. N.W.
washington, D.C. 2.006 -

RE: M UR 1353
(Esther Kee)

Dear ts. McCormick:

On March 2, 1982, the Conission found reason to believe
that your client had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, 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 CommisdoJn has determined to take no further action

0 and close its file as it pertains to pour client. The file
will be made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other

C respondents involved. Sbould you wish to submit any
m aterials to appear on the public record, please do so
within 10 days.

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

If you have any questions, please direct them to
Michael Dymersky at 523-4057.

Sincerely,

"-

, v,7
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Joel D. Joseph, Esquire
Joel Joseph & Associates
1801 Massachusetts Ave., N.W.
Suite 400
Washington.-D.C. 20016

RE:" .KtR l353
" (Sandy McLean)

Dear Mr. Joseph:=

On March 2, 1982, the Cornission found reason to
believe that your client had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f,
a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act") in connection -.ith the
above referenced MUR. However, after considering the
circumstances of this matter, the Com.ission has
determined to take no further action and close its

C0 file as it pertains to your client. The file will be
made part of the public record within 30 days after
this matter has been closed with respect to all other

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

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

If you have any questions, please direct them to
:iichael Dymersky at 12024057.

Sincerely,

-/
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B. MUR 1353 Carter/Mondale presidential Committee, Inc.

I . Respondent Sandy Oreste (a.k.a. Carolyn McLean and Sandy

' McLean).

0 On March 2, 1982, the Commission concluded that there was

reason to believe that Sandy Oreste violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Her response asserted that as secretary to the Primary

commitee ' s-irector of Iundraising activities, Ryan Dobelle, she

- as -rxcluiielyno1Ved d-clerical 'tasks". (AttChiet )
--l" " --"

- Eer clerical duties happened to include the preparation.tf

contributor cards from information on money orders submitted 
to

the Committee by Esther Kee. These money orders are the :ubject

of -this MUR and represent-funds contributed to --the Commitee 
at.a

fundraiser in New York City. .

-Oreste $.zesponse ,as -well -as the actual- backqrouna.8zo ftar

adduced, make it clear that while she was the only paid Committee
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agent actually at the Silver Palace .Restuarant fundraiser, 
she

was not involved with the failure of other volunteer 
Committee

agents to.Jeep accurate records of cash contributions 
made by

many.attendees. Contributions she accepted, if any, were made

entirely by personal check. In addition, Oreste asserts that she

had difficulty communicating with the participants of 
the

* principally Asian-American event. Moreover, even though she was

the only paid Committee agent present, she was not functioning as

the individual primarily responsible for overseeing the

Committee's benefit. As the organizer of the fundraiser, this

function fell to Esther Kee. It is also evident that Oreste was

not involved in the purchasing of money orders with the cash

proceeds of the fundraiser, nor the placing of names and other

-information derived from lists of attendees on those money

orders. She was merely involved in the preparation of

contributor information cards from the money orders previously

prepared by Kee and other volunteers, and thereafter submitted 
to

the Committee'by Kee.4

Available evidence makes it aifficult to maintain that

" Oreste knew-that the money orders .brought to the Committee by ee

bore names -of -people who had not contributed-- including

waiters and cooks employed, by the- host restaurant. Therefore,

the Genezraa Counsel-recommends that the Commission take 'no

further action against Oreste, and close the file as to her.

-2. -espondent Esther Kee.

On March -2, 1982, -the Commission concluded that, there was

reason to believe that Esther 'Kee -violated 2 U.S C./S 441f. Kee
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argues that she neither made contributions 
in the names of others

as the Act and Commission regulations 
define the offense, nor

concealed-,the identities of cash contributors, deliberately 
or

otherwise, when she placed names of people who were at 
the Silver

Palace Restaurant fundraiser on money orders purchased with -the

cash proceeds. (Attachment III).

No contrary evidence exits which would dispute the fact that

the fundraiser attendees who gained admission to the event 
by

contributing cash did so by using funds from their own personal

accounts and in their own names. Therefore, the actual tender of

cash at the Silver Palace did not violate 2 U.S.C. S 441f at 
that

point in either its contribution or its acceptance. As the

individual principally responsible for tbe-Cgmittee's Silver

o3 Palace event, Kee delivered the proceeds derived therefrom to the

Committee. These proceeds included cash. Apparently as a

recordkeeping tool, the Committee requested Kee to secure

cc moneyorders in place of the cash. On the advice of her husband,

an attorney, she agreed. In her efforts to comply, 'Kee strove to

ensure that-the actual -cash contributors vould be aware of her

intended actions on their and the Committee's behalf (See

affidavits from other volunteers at pp 14-18 of attachment 
7I).

And, upon learning the extent of-the difficulty she would 
face in-

correctly attributing the -money orders to the actual casb

contributors, Kee quickly compiled the disparate lists 
of -those

in attendance at the fundraiser, and made every effort
-to

distinguish those who might have contributed in cash.. 
-he did
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her best with the inadequate records and presented money orders

to the Committee bearing names and other information of those 
who

attended the event and might have, in her judgment, contributed

cash. It is _vident from the record that at no time did Kee

intentionally act in a way toward the cash prQceeds which was

inconsistent with the interests of either the actual cash

* contributors (they wanted their money in what ever form to

benefit the Committee) or the Committee (as mentioned above, the .'

money order form was at that time intended to be solely a

recordkeeping tool. Indeed, contributor information cards were

prepared by Sandy Oreste based on the information on the face of

the money orders).
CN

Based on the facts developed from the existing evidence of

0 Kee's actions with respect to the cash (and subsequently money

*;. order) proceeds, there appears to be no support in the General

Counsel's view -for a recommendation of probable cause to believe

that Kee violated Section 441f. Therefore, the General Counsel

recommends that the Commission take no further -action -against

- ee. and .close -the-tile as -to her. --

-3. Respondent Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee

_ ..... n May 5, 1981, the Commission determined that there was

xeason to believe that the Primary Committee violated 2 U.S.C.

4--S 441t. In -addition, on-March 2, 1982, the Commission found

..xeason to-believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. 5 432(c),

.i:-11 C.F.R. _S .210.4 (c) (2) -and 26 U.S.C. S 9042 (c) (1) (A)
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the coMmiS*1On

findi-ngs in this matter are reflective of-the belief-that the

Comittee may have -violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f and 26 U.S.C.

S9042 (c),

' °.... ..... . .. /i,*
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'to) - C. 'MUR 1389 Carter/Mondale Reelection Comittee, Inc.

On November 30, 1982, the Commission found probable-cause to

t-1ieve -that the Carter/Mondale Reelection Committee violated

11 C.F.R. SS 9004.4(b), 9003.3(a)(2)(i) and 9003.5(a).

Conciliation was not immediately initiated as the proposed
- agreement was referred back to the Offce of General Counsel for

-redrafting.
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II. DISCUS-IOU OF CIV PBU-T

A

IV. RECOMMENDATION

1. With respect to MUR 1353, the Office of General Counsel

a recommends that the Commission:

a) Take no further action against San-3r Oreste and close

o the file as to her;

b) Take no further action against Esther Kee and close

the file as to her;

c) Take no further action against the Carter/Mondale

Presidential Committee, Inc. with regard to possible -violations

of 2 U.S.C. $ 441f and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A), but proceed

with the remaining possible violations of 2 U.S.C. S 432(c) and

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

d) Approve and authorize sending of the -attached

notification letters to Sandy Oreste and Esther Kee.

- A L_
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Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Ke neth A. Grosst
Associate General Counsel

Attachments | .

Nb I.
II.

IV.
V.

D VI,

vi:

I~VJ"

46P .4

4A;6



In ,thle FIt" Of A)

• te,,e resie .ti l) MS 1284 1361# 1353, 1389

c Itte o, c-

I,1~rjri 1. ~rrOS 1~p. Mat2y for the Federal
MLroi v. Ern grMScA, eC

*.1 Election Ca=-assionl Eecutive Sessi n4 cn bee 30, 1982, do

heeby c t-if tt the CarrniSsin took the fol1tng actions with

respec to the abe-captione rratt-ez:

N•

aa

2. cidedbya votof 5-0to
,.

a) ind probable cause tOeiv ht atr~i~

"- - ".-.. - oo4. ).,-9 ;033 (a) 12) '-i) 003'9 5. )(- ".

~) 7~ceM Cti~fn BirSt theo~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~T eet on, ' " ,C•-=, . . '• " "-"' " IS Or ,rc .... t Z RM... 1-"p;---' ,!: '":"

"vic-a of 1- " - S9DO4.7 Cb) (5).

- " -.ot ... rI -. 
•. ± ~ -5Z-O l ..

" . . --- 
' • °

- -. _--.--_ -io1..
"".. e • .- , o"

. ... " - ... i - " '" "'"" Atte"t-- " " " - . ... "" """ " "

r.:.-, :_ .. ...-:- . ... ,.,<, .. . .. .. . .. M UD.=:..
, e ~ r cf._. 

...



u~t~f Uz *PSRL ElCTIONo~IS~

In the Matter of )
Carter/Mondale Presidential ) MORs 1284, 1361, 135.3, 1389
Committee, Inc. )

Car ter/Mondale Reelection ) C
Committee, Inc. ) ,EXECUTIVE SESSION

0'O -- -
"~ .MR EACDGR Ois REPOR3 CMEM.O. -

- - a - --.

CC

z. cK NNOV 3 0.1982 ,-

&iW 1353 irsin the

investigative stage; HUR 1389 has been brief ed and a responsle

brief was filed by Huron in.August of this year. This z~eport

will discuss each matter and make further recommendations to the

Commission.

11. FACTUA AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
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On July 13, 1982, the Commission found probable cause to

believe that the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) with respect to MUR 1284 and 2 U.S.c.

5S 441a(f), 434(b) (8), 441b(a) and 11 C.F.R. SS 104.3141, 104.11,

and 9033.1(a) (1) with respect to MUR 1361. The respondent was

sent separate agreements in settlement of these matters.

$mom.
NI

0

B. HUR 1353 Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.

1. Respondent Sandy Oreste (a.k.a. Carolyn McLean and Sandy

McLean)

On March 2, 1982, the Commission concluded that there was

reason to believe that Sandy Oreste violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f. In

a response on her behalf (See attachment IV), Joel Joseph asserts

that as secretary to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee,

-; Inc.'s ("the Committee") director of fundraising activities, Evan

Dobelle, Oreste was exclusively involved in clerical tasks. Her

clerical duties happened to include the preparation of
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contributor cards from information on money orders submitted to

the Committee by Esther Kee. These money orders are the subject

of the instant MUR, and represent funds contributed to the

Committee at a fundraiser in New York City.

Mr. Joseph's response as well as the factual background so

far adduced, make it clear that while Oreste was the only paid

Committee agent actually at the Silver Palace Restuarant

fundraiser, she was not involved with the failure of other

volunteer Committee agents to keep accurate records of cash

contributions made by many attendees. Contributions she

accepted, if any, were made entirely by personal check. In

4 addition, Joseph suggests that language incompatibilities caused

Oreste to be unable to communicate with and understand others at

the principally Asian-American event. Moreover, even though she

was the only paid Committee agent present, she was not

functioning as the individual primarily responsible for

overseeing the Committee's benefit. As the organizer of the

CC fundraiser, this function fell to Esther Kee. It is also evident

that Oreste was not involved in the purchasing of money orders

with the cash proceeds of the fundraiser, nor the placing of

names and other' information derived from lists of attendees on

those money orders. She was merely involved' in the preparation

of contributor information cards from the money orders previously

prepared by Kee and other volunteers, and thereafter submitted to

the Committee by Kee.
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Available evidence makes it difficult to maintain that

Oreste knew that the money orders brought to the Committee by Kee

bore names of people who had not contributed - including

waiters and cooks employed by the host restaurant. Therefore,

the General Counsel recommends that the Commission take no

further action against Oreste, and close the file as to her.

2. Respondent Esther Kee

On March 2, 1982, the Commission concluded that there was

IN, reason to believe that Esther Kee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f. In a

response on her behalf, (See attachment III), Margaret McCormick

maintains that Kee neither made contributions in the names of

others as the Act and Commission regulations define the offense,

nor concealed the identities of cash contributors, deliberately

cD or otherwise, when she placed names of people who were at the

Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser on money orders purchased

with the cash proceeds.

No contrary evidence exits which would dispute the fact that

the fundraiser attendees who gained admission to the event by

contributing cash did so by using funds from their own personal

accounts and in their own names. Therefore, the actual tender of

cash at the Silver Palace did not violate 2 U.S.C. S 441f at that

point in either its contribution or its acceptance. As the

individual principally responsible for the Committee's Silver

Palace event, Kee delivered the proceeds derived therefrom to the

Committee. These proceeds included cash. Apparently as a

recordkeeping tool, the Committee requested Kee to secure money
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orders in place of the cash. On the advice of her husband, an

attorney, she agreed. In her efforts to comply, Kee strove to

ensure that the actual cash contributors would be aware of her

intended actions on their and the Committee's behalf (See

affidavits from other volunteers at pp 14-18 of attachment III).

And, upon learning the extent of the difficulty she would face in

correctly attributing the money orders to the actual cash

contributors, Kee quickly c6mpiled the disparate lists of those

in attendance at the fundraiser, and made every effort to

distinguish those who might have contributed in cash. She did

her best with the inadequate records and presented money orders

to the Committee bearing names and other information of those who

ON, attended the event and might have, in her judgment, contributed

cash. It is evident from the record that aif-no time did Kee
C) intentionally act in a way toward the cash proceeds which was
I r

inconsistent with the interests of either the actual cash

contributors (they wanted their money in what ever form to

-c benefit the Committee) or the Committee (as mentioned above, the

money order form was at that time intended to be solely a

recordkeeping tool. Indeed, contributor information cards were

prepared by Sandy Oreste based on the information on the face of

the money orders).

Based on the facts developed from the existing evidence of

Kee's actions with respect to the cash (and subsequently money

order) proceeds, there appears to be no support in the General

Counsel's view for a recommendation of probable cause to believe



that Kee violated Section 441f. Therefore, the General Counsel

recommends that the Commission take no further action against

Kee, and close the file as to her.

3. Respondent Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee

On May 5, 1981, the Commission determined that there was

reason to believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f. 
In

addition, on March 2, 1982, the Commission found reason to

believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c), 11 C.F.R.

S 110.4(c) (2) and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A)
C-.

ci

C3

( 0



,the Commission

findings in this matter are reflective of the belief that the

Committee may have violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441f and 26 U.S,.c

"9042(c) ,

04

,q.

Cto

cO1



C. MUR 1389 Carter/Mondale Reelection Committee, Inc.

On July 8, 1982, a brief stating the position of the General

Counsel on the legal and factual issues of this matter was sent

to Douglas Huron, counsel for the Carter/Mondale Reelection

Committee, Inc. ("the Committee"). The brief recommended that

the Commission find probable cause to believe the Committee

violated 11 C.F.R. SS 9004.4(b), 9003.3(a)(2)(i), and

9003.5(a)and to take no further action with respect to the 11

N C.F.R. S 9004.7(b)(5) violation. Mr. Huron requested a fifteen

day extension which was granted by the Office of General Counsel

on July 28, 1982.ci

The Committee filed a letter dated August 13, 1982 in

0 response to the OGC brief. The Office of General Counsel's

position is stated in the July 8, 1982 brief.

The Office of General Counsel recommends finding probable

cause to believe that the Carter/Mondale Reelection Committee,

Inc. violated 11 C.F.R. SS 9004.4(b), 9003.3(a) (2) (i), and

9003.5(a) and taking no further action with respect to the

Committee's violation of 11 C.F.R. S 9004.7(b)(5).



III. DISCUSSION OF CIVIL PENALTY

fe

IV. RECOMMENDATION

1. With respect to MUR 1389, the Office of General Counsel

recommends that the Commission:

a) Find probable cause to believe that Carter/Mondale

Reelection Committee, Inc. violated 11 C.F.R. SS 9004.4(b),

9003.3(a) (2) (i) and 9003.5(a); and,

b) Take no further action against the Carter/Mondale

Reelection Committee, Inc. with respect to the violation of

11 C.F.R. S 9004.7 (b) (5).

2. With respect to MUR 1353, the Office of General Counsel

recommends that the Commission:

a) Take no further action against Sandy Oreste and

close the file as to her;



b) Take no further action against Esther Kee and

close the file as to her;

d). Take no. further action against the Carter/Mondale

Presidential Committee, Inc. with regard to possible violations

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

e) Approve and authorization sending of the attached

notification letters to Sandy Oreste and Esther Kee.

3.

C3

CD0
Date "& s N. Steele

%General Counsel
CO

Attachments

I.
If.
III..,
IV.
V.
VI.~VII.
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September 28, 1982 CA

Michael Dymersky, Esquire
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1353

~, Dear Mr. Dymersky:

Enclosed is an affidavit from Evan Dobelle concerning

t this matter.
CN Sincerely,

DOU SB.HU

Ir.



COUNTY OF BERKSHIRE )

STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS )

EVAN S. DOBELLE, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I was the National Finance Chairman of the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.

2. I am aware that the Committee held a fundraiser in

the Asian American community in New York City in February 1980.

I am also aware that Esther Kee volunteered to coordinate this

fundraiser for the Committee.

3. I did not attend the fundraiser in question, but I

believe that my secretary, Sandy Oreste, attended it.

4. I was not aware that Mrs. Kee attempted to secure

money orders in lieu of cash contributions that had been received

in connection with the fundraiser. I did not ask that she do so.

0

EVAN S. DOBELLE

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 72,1,4day of

1982.

Notary Public

My Commission expires: II ic,&



sky , Esquire
tion Commission

, D.C. 20463
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MARGAET 2. MCCORMICK September 22, 1982 am V ,.., u '
PUCIAL coUNUEL ANNAN 5W, VA. m O

Mr. Michael Dymersky
Of fice 1
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20643

Re: FEC MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Dymersky:

This is to notify you that as of September 20, 1982,
I will be joining the Legal Department of the AFL-CIO. I
have discussed this change with Mrs. Kee and we have agreed
that I will continue to represent her in the above-referenced
matter. My new office address will be: Legal Department,
AFL-CIO, Room 804, 815 16th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20006. My new phone number will be 202-637-5397. Please
send any future correspondence in connection with the
above-referenced matter to my new address.

Sincerely,

Margaret E. McCormick
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Federal Election Comission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 243
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4 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20016 is CLEVELAND I10 4413

(202) 36246222 (21 612424

~ P ~uN5LSeptember 20, 19892

Michael Dymersky
-STANIEYLE STEIN Federal Election Commission

tO.OLUMM BAR Washington, D.C. 20463

6 NEW JERSEY BAR Dear Mr. Dymersky,

Re: MUR NO. 1353

As we have discussed I am representing
Sandy McLean, who is named.,in this.MUR as
Sandy Oreste, her former name.

Ms. McLean did atteadi4,a..fup4aiser for
the Carter-Mondale campairpn NOw York'
City in February, 1980. HOWeve, as secretary
to Evan Dobelle, her duties were strictly
clerical. Ms. Tricia Sogai Davis was
coordinator of fundraising for the campaign

0: and Mrs. Kee was responsible for the fundraiser
in question.

At the fundraiser, ,.Ms.- McLean sat. With the
volunteers at the will-call table, but she
was not much help as she does not speak any
asian language. Most of the conversations
were not understandable to Ms. McLean and she
did not observe anything improper.

The FEC alleges that Mrs. Kee converted
cash contributions into money orders without
contacting the okigi, al contributors. Ms. McLean
had no reason to believe that the contributions
were not from the persons whose names appeared
on the money orders.

Ms. McLean knows Mrs. Kee to be a person
of integrity, and still does not believe that
she would knowingly violate the laws in question.



Page Two
September 20,9 1982
MUR NO. 1353

Ms. McLean filled out contributor cards ;TrOWhe
information on the money orders. Her functi~i w..
exclusively clerical.

As a former FEC attorney, I am shocked th t * the
Commission would assume that someone in Ms. ito%,an, W--
position would have had knowledge that names oh,
money orders were incorrect or unauthorized. 'a.
wrongfully accusing Ms. McLean you have put heg ,to
great personal expense and inconvenience. I ii~ erel..y
trust that you will dismiss the matter conoermOftk
Sandy McLean and be more careful when accusin
a clerical employee of violating federal law. .

"cee~k yo ,

CO
z,

. ii'.

PIA
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The Honorable Frank P. Reiche
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Re: FEC MUR 1353
(Esther Kee, Respondent)

Dear Chairman Reiche: "'A

On July 23, 1982, Mrs. Esther Kee responded to the
Commission's Notice, dated May 19, 1982, that it had "reason to 4

believe" that Mrs. Kee had violated 2 U.S.C. §441f by making
contributions in the names of other persons. Our response made
clear that Mrs. Kee did not violate §441f when, in the course of
her volunteer service to the Carter/Mondale campaign, she
accepted legal cash contributions from individual contributors to
a fundraising event and later, along with several other
volunteers, purchased money orders with those contributions.
Rather, as our response indicates, Mrs. Kee at all times acted in
a manner consistent with what she believed to be the intent of
the original contributors and the Carter/Mondale Committee; she
did not "convert" the contributions in question to her own use;
and neither she nor anyone else engaged in any conduct cognizable
under §441f.

Subsequent to the filing of the aforementioned letter
of response, the General Counsel's Office for the first time --

despite the already lengthy history of this matter - raised the
question of how and by whom the costs of the money orders
purchased by Mrs. Kee and several other volunteers were paid.

The purpose of the General Counsel's inquiry is far
from clear since the issue of who paid the fees for the money
orders purchased by Mrs. Kee and other volunteers is irrelevant
to the Commission's allegation that Mrs. Kee violated §441f.
Furthermore, regardless of the purpose behind this request, the
Office of General Counsel's failure to seek this information
until now is contrary to the Commission's own procedures,
procedures which require that respondents be informed not only of
the nature of their alleged violation but also of the "legal
basis and alleged facts" that support the Commission's
determination that a violation may have occurred. 11 C.F.R.
111.8(b). Hence, the General Counsel's delay in raising this
issue threatens Mrs. Kee's right to both procedural and
substantive due process.
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Nonetheless, in the interests of resolving this matter
without further delay and without waiver of any of her rights as
set forth above, Mrs. Kee has determined to respond to the
General Counsel's question.

To the best of her recollection, Mrs. Kee paid for the
costs of the money orders that she and several volunteers
purchased with the cash contributions from the Silver Palace
event out of a small petty cash fund that she established out of
her personal funds to cover the incidental costs of organizing
that event. Following the event, Mrs. Kee requested and received
reimbursement for her petty cash expenses (including the cost of
purchasing the money orders) from the Carter/Mondale Committee.

The cost of the money orders that Mrs. Kee and her
volunteers purchased was minimal: as the attached letter verified
by the Manhattan Savings Bank indicates, the fee for each money
order was 25 cents. While neither the record nor Mrs. Kee's
recollection is clear as to the exact number of money orders
purchased representing the contributions from the Silver Palace
event, the total fees at issue could not have exceeded $22.75

4N. ($9,100 in $100 money orders x 25 cents = $22.75).

Since the General Counsel's factual and legal analysis
upon which the Commission's reason-to-believe determination is
predicated fails to propound any theory under which the payment
of money order fees is relevant to Mrs. Kee's alleged violation
of 2 U.S.C. §441f and since Mrs. Kee has been given no other
notice of the relevance of the information sought, Mrs. Kee is
limited in her ability to respond further by way of legal

C:), rebuttal. Should the General Counsel's Office choose to develop
14 such a theory and afford Respondent proper notice, we would be

pleased to respond further.

For the reasons set forth in our response dated July
23, 1982 and those herein, the Commission should take no further
action in this matter and should close the case against Mrs. Kee.

Respectfully submitted,

Marga et E. McCormick
Attorney for Respondent

Esther Kee
MEMcC:ifc
Attachment
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August 4, 1982

Mr. McKinley Askew
Supervisor --Now
Manhattan Savings Bank
99 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10016 oil

Dear Mr. Askew:

This letter is to request written confirmation of the
information which you conveyed to me during our telephone con-versation today, viz, that in March 1980 the Manhattan Savings
Bank charged a flat-fee of 25 cents ($0.25) per money order
for money orders of any amount up to $500.00(the highest
amount in which the Bank issues a money order).

Please send such confirmation to me at the address listed
above. Since I need the Bank's confirmation of the above-men-
tioned information immediately, I would greatly appreciate a

'x r reply by return mail.

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter.

Sincere ly,
r4C.W., -P

Margaret E. McCormick

MEM/bj

August 5, 1982

Dear Ms. McCormick:

The above information is true and correct pertaining to the 25 cents
flat fee that this bank charged for money orders issued in March 1980.

er tr 1y rt744 ^ The Manhattan Savings Dank

/ l skew 99 PARK AVENUE

Bank Floor Supervisor NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10r
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The Honorable Frank P. Reiche
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Dear Chairman Reiche:

This letter constitutes the response of Mrs. Esther Kee

to the Commission's Notice, dated May 19, 1982, stating that the

Commission had determined that there was reason to believe that

-. Mrs. Kee violated 2 U.S.C. §441f by making contributions in the

names of other persons.

I. SUMMARY OF RESPONSE

A. Facts

Mrs. Esther Kee was a volunteer who coordinated, on

short notice, a political reception for members of the Asian-

American community in New York City. The tickets were $100 each.

A number of contributors paid for their tickets in cash. Because

of language problems, logistical difficulties and Secret Service

C/ pressure, the system set up to ensure the collection of

contributor data and the correlation of that data to

contributions partially broke down. Nine Thousand One Hundred

dollars ($9,100) of the proceeds of the event were in the form 
of

cash received from contributors.

Mrs. Kee tendered the proceeds to the campaign

following the event. Sometime later, the campaign asked Mrs. Kee

to secure money orders in lieu of the cash contributions

collected at the event. The reason given for the campaign's

request was that it would create a better record of the

contributors and that the campaign did not want a lot of cash

lying around. Mrs. Kee and several volunteers purchased money

orders with the cash contributions, in $100 denominations. 
They

then filled in the contributor names and other information based

on the best available data, and submitted the instruments 
to the

campaign.

The funds in question did not come from and are not

alleged to have originated with Mrs. Kee. The funds came instead

from individual contributors who voluntarily and knowingly 
gave

them to the campaign for which Mrs. Kee was serving as 
a

collecting agent. Mrs. Kee did not, after receiving the funds
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convert them to her own use; nor at any time did she do with the
funds anything whatever which was inconsistent with the donative
purpose of the contributors.

B. General Counsel' Theory

In light of the foregoing, essentially undisputed
facts, the basis for the allegation that a contribution was made
by Mrs. Kee in the name of another is difficult to suppose. The
General Counsel's apparent theory is that when the Committee
asked Mrs. Kee to obtain money orders, in lieu of cash (which the
General Counsel characterizes as a "rejection"), Mrs. Kee's
compliance with that request somehow changed the cash
contributions to Mrs. Kee's own funds and rendered the money
orders she purchased her money, therefore rendering the
identification of the contributors on those money orders a sham
to cover the use of her money.

C. Summary of Argument

The General Counsel's theory is factually and legally
without foundation. The monies in question undisputedly came
from and at all times represented the donations of individual
contributors to the campaign. The facts, set out in more detail
at Section II below, clearly show that the funds never belonged
to, became the property of, or were treated by Mrs. Kee as her
funds. The money orders she purchased in lieu of the
contributions did not as a matter of fact and, under the

o legislative intent, commission regulations and precedent, could
not as a matter of law constitute contributions by Mrs. Kee in

Ithe name of another. The legal analysis is set forth in detail
at Section III, below.C

II. STATEMENT OF FACTS

During the 1980 Presidential primary campaign, Esther
Kee, a leader in the Asian-American community, served in a
volunteer capacity as the Democratic National Committee's liaison
with Asian-Americans. The Asian-American community with which
Mrs. Kee was concerned included, among others, such diverse
linguistic and cultural groups as Chinese Americans, Japanese-
Americans, Korean-Americans, Indian-Asian-Americans, and
Filipino-Americans.

On occasion, Mrs. Kee also volunteered her services to
the Carter/Mondale Committee. As with the DNC, Mrs. Kee's work
with the Carter/Mondale Committee primarily involved liaison with
the Asian-American community. Early in 1980, Mrs. Kee requested
the Carter/Mondale campaign to hold an event featuring Rosalynn
Carter for the Asian-American community in New York City. (Kee
Dep. 7-8). In her mind, the primary purpose of the event was to
involve the Asian-American community in the political process
rather than to raise money for the Carter campaign. (Kee Dep.
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19-20). In February of 1980, the Carter/Mondale Committee
advised Mrs. Kee that Mrs. Carter would be available to attend a
fundraising event in Chinatown at the Silver Palace Restaurant in
New York City on February 21, 1980. Mrs. Kee agreed to organize
the event. (Kee Dep. 9).

Prior to the event, Mrs. Kee and the Carter/Mondale
Committee had several discussions about what the event tickets
should cost. At first, the Committee wanted to set the admission
price at $500.00 per person. Mrs. Kee, however, persuaded the
Committee that $500.00 was unacceptable not only because she felt
it was too high, but also because she learned during her
discussions with the Committee that cash contributions could only
be accepted up to $100 and that contributions over $100.00 had to
be by check. Mrs. Kee explained to the Committee that many
Asian-Americans do not have checking accounts because, among
other things, they do not understand how to write the figures.
(Kee Dep. 11-12). It was therefore agreed that the ticket price
of the event would be set at $100.00.

At the time Mrs. Kee organized the Silver Palace event,
she knew very little about the requirements of the Federal
Election Campaign Act. She was told by the Committee that cash
contributions could be accepted up to $100.00, but checks were
required above that. (Kee Dep. 11). She was also told by the
Committee that it needed contributor information for those
individuals buying tickets to the event and was provided with
contributor cards. But she knew nothing about how the matching

o fund process worked or that the FECA required certain
documentation for contributions submitted for matching funds. In
fact, she believed that only large contributions could be matched
and that contributions of only $100.00 were too low for matching.
(Kee Dep. 43). Mrs. Kee did not discuss the FECA's matching fund
requirements with anyone at the Carter/Mondale Committee nor was
there any discussion of whether the contributions from her event
would be matched. (Kee Dep. 43).

By the time the event was approved by the
Carter/Mondale Committee, Mrs. Kee had only two weeks in which to
organize it. Because of the short time period involved, it was
impossible to mail out invitations to the event. Instead, Mrs.
Kee organized a loose committee of contact people from various
parts of the Asian-American community in New York City to help
invite people to the event. These individuals, like Mrs. Kee,
were all volunteers and were not familiar with the requirements
of the FECA. Each of Mrs. Kee's contact persons was given
invitations to the event. They were then asked to invite people
from their part of the community to attend and to call in
information about how many people they had coming to the
fundraiser. (Kee Dep. 9, 18-20).
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Replies to the invitations were handled by phone. Mrs.

Kee and several volunteers set up a temporary office. The

contact persons then called in to these volunteers with

information on how many invitations they had sold and the names

of the individuals who were coming. The office volunteers in

turn took that information and constructed rough attendance lists

by table. A separate list was kept for those persons invited by

each contact person.

At some point during this process, Mrs. Kee was

informed that the Secret Service required a list of everyone who

would be attending the event, including staff, with the name,

date of birth, and social security number of each such person.

In order to get that information, Mrs. Kee had her volunteers

re-contact each contact person and ask them to get the needed

information.

Time being short, when it came time for the Secret

Service list to be compiled, Mrs. Kee simply attached together

all of her separate table lists (those compiled from information

provided by the contact persons), plus a list provided by the

owner of the Silver Palace Restaurant containing his employees'
names, birthdates, and social security numbers. Thus, on the day

of the event, Mrs. Kee only had one complete list - a list
compiled by tacking together the names on a number of separate

working lists, with the Secret Service information added to it.

(Kee Dep. at 33).

Mrs. Kee made every effort to obtain contributor
information from all of the persons contributing to the event.

Since tickets for the event could not be printed in time to send

them out in advance, Mrs. Kee arranged to give them out at the

door from a "will-call" desk. Tickets were placed in envelopes

with the name of the contributor on the outside and a contributor

card inside. Volunteers who were taking payments and giving out

tickets were told to fill out a contributor card for each

contributor and to then put the contribution and the card back in

the envelope that had been used for the contributor's ticket.
(Kee Dep. at 38-39).

Despite these instructions, however, the contributor
information obtained at the event was incomplete. This happened

for two reasons:

First, because of some confusion over the arrangement
of ticket envelopes at the "will-call" desk. Tickets at the desk

were arranged alphabetically under the contributors' last name.

Certain nationalities, however, customarily reverse a person's
first and last name. (Kee Dep. 23-24). Because of this custom,

there was a great deal of confusion about whether an envelope
with two names - for example, one marked "Shin Lee" - contained
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tickets for Mr. Lee or Mr. Shin. Because of this confusion, many
people who had reserved tickets were initially told that there
were no tickets for them.

Second, just as the above problem was beginning to get
straigtened out, the Secret Service came in and told the
volunteers that everyone had to go upstairs right away. In order
to comply, the volunteers were forced to simply hand the
contributor cards to individual contributors and ask them to
bring them back filled out. Thus, because of the sudden rush in
processing the attendees at the event, the system for placing
each contribution in an envelope marked with the contributor's
name broke down.

After the event, Mrs. Kee took the receipts which
included a large number of cash contributions and some checks,
the contributor cards, and her list of attendees (which doubled
as the Secret Service list) to the Carter/Mondale Committee,

0] where she turned them over to a woman there. Sometime later,
someone at the Committee contacted Mrs. Kee and asked her to get
money orders in lieu of the cash contributions so that it would
be easier for the Committee to list the contributors and because
the Committee didn't want a lot of cash hanging around. (Kee

N Dep. 30-31).

0Mrs. Kee then called her contact people (the
individuals from various Asian- American communities who had
helped her organize the event) and asked them for permission to

o buy money orders with the cash contributions given by people they
had invited. Instead of doing that, the contact persons gave

-q- Mrs. Kee their permission to buy money orders for their guests
who paid in cash. Mrs. Kee also asked at least some, if not all,

C, of her contact people to tell the individuals who made cash
contributions that she was going to buy a money orders on their
behalf. (See attached affidavits). Finally, Mrs. Kee asked her
husband, an attorney, whether it would be proper to sign the
names of people who contributed to the event on the money orders.
He told her it would be proper. (Kee Dep. at 69). After these
contacts, Mrs. Kee asked several volunteers to buy money orders
in denominations of $100.00 with the cash she received from the
Carter/Mondale Committee.

Based on her conversations with the contact persons and
her husband, Mrs. Kee believed that it was both legal and proper
for her to buy money orders with the cash contributions given to
her by the Carter/Mondale Committee and sign them in the names of
the contributors to the Silver Palace event. She also felt
comfortable with doing that because it is customary in the
Asian-American community for one individual to sign another's
signature, since many people can not write their signatures in
English letters. For example, when Mrs. Kee worked as a travel
agent she often signed her customers' checks for them. (Kee Dep.
12).
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After the money orders were purchased, Mrs. Kee
directed her volunteers to begin what was to her simply a
mechanical process - the filling out and signing the $100 money
orders in the names of people who attended the event, and who -

based on the best information available from her working lists,
the Secret Service list, and what Mrs. Kee and her volunteers
could recollect - bought their tickets in cash. After the money
orders were filled out, Mrs. Kee delivered them along with a
contributor list, completed to the best of her ability, to the
Carter/Mondale Committee.

III. ARGUMENT

A. A Violation Of §441f Requires That A Person
Make A Contribution In The Name Of Another
Person; Mrs. Kee Made No Contribution
Whatever And Hence Made No Contribution
In The Name Of Another.

The Commission has found reason to believe that Esther
Kee violated §441f of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971
(FECA), as amended. That section provides, in relevant part,
that:

"No person shall make a contribution in the
all name of another person" 2 U.S.C. §441f

(emphasis added).

Thus by its own terms the conduct prohibited by §441f is the
0 making of a contribution by one person in another person's name.

1. The Maker Of A Contribution Is The Person

C Who Supplies The Funds.

While the term "make" is not defined in §441f or
elsewhere in the Act, it is clear from the context in which
it is used both in §441f and in other sections of the Act,
that the term refers to an act involving the payment of
funds or provision of something of value for the purpose of
influencing an election. See, e.g., 2 U.S.C. §431(8)(A).
Accordingly, the Commission has taken the position in
previous MURs involving §441f that the maker of a
contribution is the person who supplies the funds or payment
for the contribution. See, e.g., MUR 256-2, General
Counsel's Report (dated 4/12/77) at 2, ("...the person
supplying the funds is the person making the contribution");
see also, General Counsel's Brief (Jan. 14, 1981) in MUR
1053 at 5 ("[s]ince the funds contributed to the Committee
were the personal funds of the contributor, there is no
evidence that [X] made a contribution in the name of
[another]").
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2. Mrs. Kee Did Not Supply The Funds In
Question And Hence Did Not Make A
Contribution Within The Meaning Of §441f.

a. The funds in question did not originate
with or belong to Mrs. Kee.

There is no evidence in the record nor does the
General Counsel even contend that Mrs. Kee supplied from her
personal funds, the money which was contributed to the
Carter/Mondale Committee at the Silver Palace event onFebruary 21, 1980. To the contrary, the record clearly

shows and the General Counsel's report concedes that the
cash contributions that were made to the Carter/Mondale
Committee at the Rosalynn Carter event were made by the
attendees at that event "in their own names, with funds from
their own personal accounts" and that Mrs. Kee accepted
those contributions as an agent of the Committee and
thereafter transmitted the contributions to the
Carter/Mondale Committee. Thus by the General Counsel's own

admission, the facts show that the contributions received at
the Silver Palace on February 21, 1980 were contributions
from the personal funds of the contributors in their own
names. Since Mrs. Kee did not make the "contributions" that

were received at the Silver Palace event from her funds in

her name or anyone else's, the allegation that Mrs. Kee
violated §441f by "making a contribution in the name of
another" must fail.

Notwithstanding the absence of any evidence of a

contribution made by Mrs. Kee and the clear evidence in the

record that Mrs. Kee merely served as a collecting agent for

contributions given to the Carter/Mondale Committee, the
General Counsel nonetheless maintains that Esther Kee
violated §441f. The General Counsel's theory as to how this
violation could have occurred in the absence of any
contribution by Mrs. Kee is not clearly articulated in his
Factual and Legal Analysis. It is clear from that analysis
that the Commission does not contend that Esther Kee "made a

contribution in the name of another" when she accepted
contributions for the Carter/Mondale Committee from the

attendees at the Silver Palace event and turned those
contributions over to the Committee.

Instead, the Commission's argument appears to be

that Esther Kee "made a contribution in the name of another"

when she used the $100.00 cash contributions, at the

Carter/Mondale Committee's request, to buy money orders in

the same amount, signed what she believed to be the

At 4.
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contributors' names to those money orders and returned them
to the Committee without the specific approval of the
original contributors.

b. Mrs. Kee did not convert the contributors'
money to her use.

The record clearly shows and the General Counsel
concedes that the funds that Mrs. Kee used to buy the money
orders which she subsequently delivered to the
Carter/Mondale Committee came from the cash contributions to
the Silver Palace event. In order to avoid the problem that
Mrs. Kee never made a contribution, however, the General
Counsel is forced to argue that Mrs. Kee "converted" those
cash contributions when she used them to buy money orders
without the original contributors' permission. This
argument totally lacks support both in law and fact.

1j) It is well-established that "conversion" means:

"An unauthorized assumption and
exercise of the right of ownership
over goods or personal chattels
belonging to another to the
alteration of their condition or

0' the exclusion of the owner's
rights." Black's Law Dictionary at
402.

0
It is also well-established that the act of conversion
requires a "positive wrong or act of malfeasance." Id.

OD The "conversion" argument fails at the outset
because Mrs. Kee never assumed or exercised ownership rights
over the cash contributions. She merely acted as a
collecting agent for those contributions. Once they were
collected at the Silver Palace event, she delivered them,
along with the other receipts, to the Carter/Mondale
Committee where they were accepted by a Committee employee.
At that point, the contributions became the property of the
Carter/Mondale Committee. Subsequently, the Committee asked
Mrs. Kee to take the cash contributions and secure money
orders with them. She complied with the Committee's request
to the best of her ability and then returned the money
orders to the Committee. Thus, at all times, Mrs. Kee acted
in accordance with the wishes of the owners of the cash
contributions: first, by tendering those contributions to
the Carter/Mondale Committee as the original contributors
intended; later, by securing money orders with the cash
contributions at the request of the Carter/Mondale
Committee. Since Esther Kee never assumed any ownership
rights vis-a-vis the cash contributions, she could not, as a
matter of law, have converted those contributions.
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Furthermore, the record is devoid of any evidence,
nor does the General Counsel even contend, that Mrs. Kee
used the cash contributions for her own purposes. She
didn't for example, use the money to make a contribution in
her own name; nor did she use it to buy a mink coat.
Instead, the record clearly reflects that Mrs. Kee made
every effort to use the money that was contributed at the
Silver Palace event as its original owners intended -- as
contributions to the Carter/Mondale campaign.

Nor did Mrs. Kee alter the nature or condition of
the contributions given to the Carter/Mondale Committee in a
manner that was inconsistent with the rights or intent of
the original owners of the funds -- i.e., the contributors.
In fact, the record demonstrates precisely the opposite,
i.e., that Mrs. Kee's use of the cash to buy money orders
was intended to facilitate the original owners' intent to
make contributions to the Carter/Mondale Committee.

Finally, the General Counsel does not allege, nor
does the record support, that Mrs. Kee ever had any intent
to use the cash contributions for her own purposes or in a
manner inconsistent with the desires of the original
contributors. In this regard, Mrs. Kee's actions speak for
themselves. The record clearly shows that Mrs. Kee' s only
motive in buying the money orders with the cash
contributions was to facilitate the return of the

401 contributions to the Carter/Mondale Commitee so that the
money could be used for the purposes intended by the

O original contributors. It also shows that Mrs. Kee acted
only after she received what she believed to be sufficient
authorization from persons acting on behalf of the original

0 contributors to buy money orders for those contributors.
The record (see attached affidavits) also reflects that Mrs.

re). Kee asked her contact persons to notify the contributors
that she was going to buy money orders on their behalf.

Thus, even when it is viewed in the most favorable
light, the General Counsel's argument that Esther Kee
"converted" the cash contributions by buying money orders
with them fails for lack of support in either law for fact.
For regardless of how one characterizes Mrs. Kee's actions
in buying the money orders and signing the contributors'
names to them, it is clear that her intent was to carry out
what she believed to be the desires of the contributors.
Mrs. Kee therefore lacked the "evil" intent that is required
for an act of conversion.

And, since Mrs. Kee did not "convert" the
contributions and therefore did not "make" a contribution
when she returned the money orders to the Committee, the
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Commission's allegation that Esther Kee violated §441f by
making contributions in the name of other persons also
fails.

B. The Purpose Of Section 441f Is To Prevent
Deliberate Evasion Of The Act's Contribution
Limits And Disclosure Requirements.
Application Of §441f To Mrs. Kee's Conduct
Is Inconsistent With The Commission's
Interpretation Of The Meaning And Purpose
Of That Provision.

1. The Purpose of Section 441f Is To Prevent
Deliberate Evasion Of The Act's Contribution
Limits And Contributor Disclosure Provisions

It is clear from the limited legislative history of
§441f that §441f (and its predecessor 18 U.S.C. §614) was
intended to prevent deliberate evasion of the Act's disclosure
requirements and contribution limits resulting from the
channeling of contributions to a candidate or political committee
through an undisclosed intermediary or conduit.

The Conference Report on the 1974 Amendments to the Act
clearly identifies this statutory purpose:

"The bill prohibits contributions in the name
of another and provides that, for purposes of
limitations and reporting requirements, any

0 contribution by a person which is earmarked
or directed through an intermediary or
conduit to a candidate shall be treated as a
contribution from such person to that
candidate." Legislative History Of The 1974
Amendments To The FECA, at 639.

Consistent with the legislative intent of §441f, the Commission's
regulations provide that examples of "contribution in the name of
another" include:

"(i) giving money or anything of value, all
or part of which was provided to the
contributor by another person (the true
contributor) without disclosing the source of
the money or the thing of value to the
recipient candidate or committee at the time
the contribution is made. See 110.6 (a
reference to the Commission's regulation on
earmarked contributions); or
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(ii) making a contribution or money or
anything of value and attributing the source
of the money or thing of value [to] another
person when in fact the contributor is the
source."

Thus under the Commission's own interpretation, "making a
contribution in the name of another" applies to two situations:
(1) a situation in which a person takes money from someone else
and gives it as a contribution in his or her name without
disclosing that the funds came from someone else - the "true
contributor"; or (2) a situation in which the true contributor
takes his or her money and contributes it in someone else's name.
In either case, the conduct described represents a deliberate
attempt to evade the provisions of the FECA.

A review of the enforcement history of Section 441f
further demonstrates that the Commission has interpreted that

Nei provision as reaching only situations in which persons
deliberately tried to evade either the Act's contribution limits
or disclosure provisions (or both) by channeling their
contributions through a conduit or intermediary. See, e.g., FEC
MURs Nos. 256, 397, 373, 970, 1181.

2. The Commission Has Properly Refused To Apply
344§-1f In Circumstances Where The Conduct Was
Unintentional Or The Result Of Mistake Or
Mere Negligence.

0 In contrast, the Commission has declined to find a

violation of Section 441f in cases in which the conduct involved,i.e., the alleged contribution in the name of another, was
unintentional - the result of a mistake. For example, in MUR
405, the Commission decided that a number of individuals who
collected contributions from other persons, deposited the money
into their personal accounts, and wrote a check in their name for
the entire amount and then sent that check to the political
committee along with a list of the contributors (which the
committee then lost) did not violate §441f.

More importantly, the Commission declined to find a
§441f violation in a case in which the mother of a candidate
provided funds to that candidate who then loaned the money in his
name to his campaign committee on the grounds that application of
§441f to such a situation (a case of good faith mistake) would
require "a more novel, tenous theory of the reach of §441f". See
Counsel's Report, 9/25/79, MUR 659.

The Commission's enforcement of §441f thus confirms
that the provision was intended to reach only intentional and
deliberate efforts to evade the FECA through the making of
contributions by one person in the name of another person.



The Honorable Fk P. Reiche
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Page 12

3. Application Of §441f To Mrs. Kee's Conduct
Is Inconsistent With The Commission's Inter-
pretation Of The Purpose Of That Provision
Since Mrs. Kee Acted In Good Faith And
Without Any Intent To Evade The Act.

In the instant case, not only is the prohibited conduct

absent but so is the deliberate (and thus prohibited) intent
which the Commission has found to be a prerequisite to finding a

violation of Sec. 441f. It is neither alleged nor does the
record show any evidence that Esther Kee either made
contributions from her personal funds in the names of other
persons or that she gave her money to another person to

contribute in that person's name.

Nor is it alleged or evidenced by the facts that Mrs.

Kee in any way tried to conceal the true identity of the cash
contributors in order to evade the contribution limits or
disclosure provisions of the Act. To the contrary, the record
clearly shows that Mrs. Kee at all times intended and at all
times acted for one purpose only and that was to transmit the
contributions which she collected at the Silver Palace event to
the Carter/Mondale Committee in the names of those individuals
whom she believed to have made cash contributions to the event.

She may not have totally succeeded in this goal. But
her lack of success stemmed not from any deliberate act on her
part but from an unfortunate but understandable confusion of the
contributor lists with a Secret Service list which also included
the names of restaurant personnel who attended the event but did
not contribute. The apparent confusion in some of the
contributor names on the money orders filled out by Mrs. Kee and
her volunteers thus flowed from a partial breakdown in the
recordkeeping system, and not from a deliberate intent on the
part of Mrs. Kee or any one else to conceal the identity of the
cash contributors.

IV. CONCLUSION

Since Mrs. Kee neither "made a contribution in the name
of another" as the statute and the Commission has defined that
offense nor deliberately concealed the identity of the
contributors of the cash contributions received at the Silver
Palace event - either when they were contributed at the
fundraising event or subsequently when she bought money orders
with those contributions and filled them out in what she believed
to be the names of the cash contributors to her event - there is
no basis, either factual or legal, for the Commission's
determination that there is reason to believe that Mrs. Kee
violated 2 U.S.C. §441f. Furthermore, in view of the
Commission's previous determinations that §441f is not violated
where a contribution is attributed to the wrong person as the
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result of a good faith mistake (e.g., MUR 659), the Commission's
application of §441f to Mrs. Kee's conduct is both improper and
unjust.

Accordingly, I respectfully request that the Commission
take no further action on this matter and that the case against
Mrs. Kee be closed.

Respectfully submitted,

Margar E. McCormick
Attorney for Respondent

Esther Kee

MEM: i fc
Attachments
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AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
CITY OF NEW YORK ) SS:

I, NORMAN LAU KEE, being duly sworn, depose and say:

That I participated as one of Asian-American Committee
members with Mrs. Esther Kee at the event for Roslyn Carter
in 1980 at Silver Palace Restaurant, New York, New York.

That I received a telephone call after the event from
Mrs. Esther Kee telling me that the Carter/Mondale Committee

01* asked us to buy money orders for some of the guests who paid
cash at the event when they picked up their tickets.

That I trusted Mrs. Esther Kee and I gave her permission
to buy the money orders for some of my guests who attended
and paid cash at the door.

OThat Mrs. Esther Kee advised me to notify my guests
that money orders would be bought in their behalf. I made
an attempt to contact many of the guests.

0 That I was aware that Mrs. Kee purchased the money

1orders for some of my guests of the event who paid cash at
the door.

Sworn to before me at New York,
N.Y., on this ; day of July, 1982.



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
CITY OF NEW YORK ) SS:

I, CHARLES KIM, being duly sworn, depose and say:

That I participated as one of Asian-American Committee
members with Mrs. Esther Kee at the event for Roslyn Carter
in 1980 at Silver Palace Restaurant, New York, New York.

That I received a telephone call after the event from
Mrs. Esther Kee telling me that the Carter/Mondale Committee
asked us to buy money orders for some of the guests who paid
cash at the event when they picked up their tickets.

That I trusted Mrs. Esther Kee and I gave her permission
to buy the money orders for some of my guests who attended
and paid cash at the door.

That Mrs. Esther Kee advised me to notify my guests
that money orders would be bought in their behalf. I made
an attempt to contact many of the guests.

That I was aware that Mrs. Kee purchased the money
orders for some of my guests of the event who paid cash at
the door.

Sworn to before me at New York,
N.Y., on thi X-2 d y of July, 1982.

Notr Puli

NOTARY

or fik&3



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
CITY OF NEW YORK ) SS:

I, DANNY MARK, being duly sworn, depose and say:

That I participated as one of Asian-American Committee
members with Mrs. Esther Kee at the event for Roslyn Carter
in 1980 at Silver Palace Restaurant, New York, New York.

That I received a telephone call after the event from
Mrs. Esther Kee telling me that the Carter/Mondale Committee
asked us to buy money orders for some of the guests who paid
cash at the event when they picked up their tickets.

That I trusted Mrs. Esther Kee and I gave her permission
to buy the money orders for some of my guests who attended
and paid cash at the door.

That Mrs. Esther Kee advised me to notify my guests
that money orders would be bought in their behalf. I made
an attempt to contact many of the guests.

0

That I was aware that Mrs. Kee purchased the money
orders for some of my guests of the event who paid cash at

o the door.

Sworn to before me at New York,

N.Y., on thi ?4 d of July, 1982.

NNotary Public

Ous"l in NW Yorkem
Toam Expm Mamb N F



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
CITY OF NEW YORK ) SS:

I, STEVE LEUNG, being duly sworn, depose and say:

That I participated as one of Asian-American Committee
members with Mrs. Esther Kee at the event for Roslyn Carter
in 1980 at Silver Palace Restaurant, New York, New York.

That I received a telephone call after the event from
Mrs. Esther Kee telling me that the Carter/Mondale Committee
asked us to buy money orders for some of the guests who paid
cash at the event when they picked up their tickets.

That I trusted Mrs. Esther Kee and I gave her permission
to buy the money orders for some of my guests who attended
and paid cash at the door.

%That Mrs. Esther Kee advised me to notify my guests
that money orders would be bought in their behalf. I made
an attempt to contact many of the guests.

0
That I was aware that Mrs. Kee purchased the money

orders for some of my guests of the event who paid cash at
the door.

Co

Sworn to befor me at New York,
,ond uly, 1982.

Notay Public



AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK )
CITY OF NEW YORK ) SS:

I, JAMES YING, being duly sworn, depose and say:

That I participated as one of Asian-American Committee
members with Mrs. Esther Kee at the event for Roslyn Carter
in 1980 at Silver Palace Restaurant, New York, New York.

That I received a telephone call after the event from
Mrs. Esther Kee telling me that the Carter/Mondale Committee
asked us to buy money orders for some of the guests who paid
cash at the event when they picked up their tickets.

That I trusted Mrs. Esther Kee and I gave her permission
to buy the money orders for some of my guests who attended
and paid cash at the door.

OThat Mrs. Esther Kee advised me to notify my guests
that money orders would be bought in their behalf. I made
an attempt to contact many of the guests.

o That I was aware that Mrs. Kee purchased the money
orders for some of my guests of the event who paid cash at
the door.

CD

Sworn to before me at New York,
N.Y., on this 'Sday of July, 1982.

'// -

Notary Public
WONNOR YEE

NOTARY PUBLC, STATE OF NEW ?ORK
No. 4C-405]92

CaQualifiedl in ')Ut ,s Gounty
Certitcate tiled in ew "i rk :ounty
Coo music . t N, t.arch ' ount
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Michael Dymersky, Esq.
Office of General Counsel 

-

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W. -
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Dymersky:

This letter.iA to notify you that I have been

referenced matterand that I am authorized to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission and to
act on her behalf before the Commission. 2 Z
telephone number is 223-6373; my business address is Zwerdling,
Schlossberg, Leibig & Kahn, 1730 K Street, N.W., Suite 713,
Washington, D.C. 20006.

Sincerely,

A4t $MC&t *1 C X
Margaret E. McCormick

MTL:ifc
s r TO: . /i

.Esther G. Ke,6
2201 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
Home Phone: 202-223-4995
Work Phon 202-466-6124

Date:76



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

July 7, 1981

Sandy Oreste
Shea & Gould
Suite 1000
1627 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Oreste:

This is to confirm our telephone conversation of today,
July 7, 1981, concerning your deposition in the above-referenced
matter. Your appearance is rescheduled for July 15, 1981, at
10:00 a.m. at the Office of General Counsel, Federal Election
Commission.

Sincerely,

Scott E. Thomas
Assistant General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

July 8, 1982

TO: Fred Eiland
Chief, Press Branch
(FOIA Officer)

N THROUGH: B. Allen Clutter III
Staff Director

FROM: Kenneth A. Gross /k 7
Associate General Couns

SUBJECT: FOIA Request; MUR 1353
(Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee)

In responding to a reason to believe notification
from the Office of General Counsel in MUR 1353, counsel
for the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee included
a Freedom of Information request. (See Attachment at
page 9). Please handle this request in the normal course,
but be advised that the matter is currently under investi-
gation by this office.

Attachment
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June 29, 1982

Honorable Frank P. Reiche
Chairman
Federal Election Cocmussion.
Washington, DC 20463. .

re: UR 1353

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I am writing in response to :your letter to Carol Darr of
May 19, 1982. We appreciate being given until July 2, 1982 to

) respond.

In MUR 1353, the Carter/Mondale Presidential Conmittee,' Inc.
0 is charged with violating (1)"2 U.S.C. 432 (c); regarding maintenance

of records on contributors, (2) 11 C.F.R. 110.4(c) (2); which
requires refunds of cash contributions "on excess of $100, and

0 (3) 26 U.S.C. 9042(c) (1)(A), which prohibits the knowing and
willful furnishing of "false, fictitious or fraudulent. evidence,

V books or information" to the Commission. The Comittee may also
be charged with violating 2 U.S.C. 441f, which prohi6i the making

C or receiving of contributions in the name of another.- In addition,
the Commission seeks repayment of $7130.35 in matching funds under
26 U.S.C. 9038(b)(1). We understand that Esther Kee has separately

c been charged with violations of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A) and 2 U.S.C.
441f and that Sandy Oreste has been charged with violating 2 U.S.C.
441f.

l/ The letter of May 19, 1982 does not refer to any 441f
Violations; nor does the Summary of Allegations in the attached
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis (hereafter GC Analysis).
The body of the GC Analysis at 17, however, refers to the Commission's
RTB finding of May 5, 1981 concerning 441f, but that finding was
premised on factual assumptions which all parties now agree were
inaccurate. We therefore doubt that any alleged violation by the
Committee of 2 U.S.C. 441f is properly before the Commission.



With deference, we do not believe that MUR 1353 represents
a responsible exercise in law enforcement. The principal allega-
tions -- those involving 26 U.S.C. 9042(c) (1)(A)'and 2 U.S.C.
441f -- cannot be substantiated, ad the Commission lacks
jurisdiction to enforce the former. The remaining allegations
are trivial or are outside the FEC's jurisdiction in an enforcement! .,

context.

Before proceeding with a discussion of the merits, we wish
to direct the Commission' a.attention to the Freedom of Information
Act request set forth below. We would appreciate a prompt response
to this request.-.

The Facts

Rosalynn Carter attended a fundraiser at the Silver Palace
Restaurant in New York City on February 21, 1980. Most of the
contributors were Asian Americans and the affair was coordinated
by Esther Kee, a Carter/Mondale volunteer who is active in the
Asian Alerican community. In fact, Mrs. Kee had asked that such
an event be held, because she believed it was Iortant that-Asian
Americans participate in our political process.-

The price for tickets to the fundraiser was $100. Many
individua s purchased their tickets 'atthe door, and many paid
i n cash.- According to the Commission, Mrs. Kee had instituted--

measures . . . designed to cause confributions
to be segregated by contributor, and ad&quate
contributor records to be kept. However, in
spite of her directions, the cash" was commingled,
and aj incomplete list of cash contributors was
kept.-

2/ Kee deposition (hereafter Kee dep.) 7-9.

3/ Cash contributions of $100 or. less are permitted under 2 U.S.C.
441g. Apparently $9100 in cash was received.

4/ GC Analysis at 2-3. It is clear that these mistakes were
made by volunteers working at the door. Kee dep. 23-25, 38-39.
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After the fundraiser Mrs Kee turned her receipts and
records over to the Committee.-1 Because of the confusion in
recordkeeping, her list of contributors was partially inaccurate
and appears to have included the names of certain employees of.
the restaurant, whose names Mrs. Ke had been-required to obtain
and furnish to the Secret Service6,7

Shortly after the fundraiser, someone at the Committee told
Mrs. Kee that money orders wpuld be prefer~le to cash and asked
her to attempt to obtain such instruments.-' Mrs. Kee then asked
each of her "point people" -- i.e., those individuals charged with..-
selling tickets -- whether they believed that the purchasers with.
whom they had dealt would object to the use of i ney orders. She"
was assured that there would be no objections.°I Shq then askedher husband, an attorney, whether it would be proper for hdr to
purchase money orders without checking with each individual
contributor. He said that he saw no problem with her doing so--

After making these inquiries, Mrs. Kee purchased money orders
with the cash contributions. Not realizing that the contributor
list was partially inaccurate, she and some volunteers relied on
the lis to complete the information on the face of each instru-
ment._I Mrs. Kee then turned the money orders and list over to
Sandy Oreste, who filled out a contribuot6 card for each person
whose name appeared on a money order.I

5/ Kee dep. 26-27, 29-30. - .

6/ Kee dep. 14!-16, 71-72.

7/ Id., 30-32. It is unclear from the record who asked Mrs. Kee
to do this. Contrary to the Commission's assertion, the Committee
never "rejected" the cash contributions; to do so would have been
foolish.

8/ Kee dep. 39-40, 61-62. The Commission understates the
inquiries made by Mrs. Kee. The record is clear that she checked
with her "point" contacts, in addition to making other inquiries,
before purchasing any money orders.

9/ Kee dep. 20, 69.

10/ Id., 32-33, 37.

11/ Oreste dep. 25,34.
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The Carter/Mondale Committee received these money orders in
late February 1980. About six months later, a decision was made
to submit such instruments for matching, and those from the Silver
Palace fundraiser were among a larger submission. No one at the
Committee had any reason to question the Silver Palace money
orders, and the Commission does not attempt to assert otherwise.

•4

2U.S.C. 432(c)

This statutory provision, requires the treasurer of a political
committee to maintain certain records on each individual who has
contributed more than $50 to the committee. In this case, because -
volunteers did not adhere to Esther Kee's directions, accurate
records for all contributors were not maintained. Uftder 2 U.S.C. I
432(i), however, inaccuracies will be forgiven if "best efforts"
have been used to collect and maintain required data.

As the passage quoted on page 2 above makes clear, the
Commission has conceded that good faith efforts were made to

') maintain accurate records. See also the Commission's admissions
that "volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect entrance fees
and issue admission tickets were instructed by Kee to keep any cash

r^ receiye n individualized envelopes, and'ifill out contributor
" cards, " - and that "the evidence suggests that there was an intent

to maintain accurate records of receipts . -13/ Mrs. Kee's
CD efforts were not fully successful, but this was because volunteers

at the door did not follow her directions; probleins with lguage
and surnames also appear to have aggravated the.situation.---

The Committee used "best efforts" to keep track of information
on contributors. That is, Mrs. Kee devised a sound system, but
through no fault of her own the volunteers did not adhere to it.
Under these circumstances, there is no basis for a finding of
a violation of 2 U.S.C. 432(c).

12/ GC Analysis at 2.

13/ Id. at 6.

14/ See Kee dep. 23-24. Sandy Oreste also worked at the door.
Unlike the volunteers, she handled all recordkeeping matters
properly. Oreste dep. 18.
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11 C.F.R. 110.4(c) (2)

The Commission suggests that the existence of fou. money
orders in denominations greater than $100, as well as a few money
orders for $100 which were attributed to the same person, mean
that the Committee necessarily accepted cash contributions in
excess of $100. The Commission has not proved this assertion,
and it is just as likely that these apparent discrepancies arose
from Mrs. Kee's reliance on a. contributor list which later proved
to be inaccurate in some respects.

The only certainty here is that the Committee lfucted.
Mrs. Kee not to accept cash contributions over $100-- Given K
this fact, coupled with the frailty of the other evidence, no
enforcement action is warranted under 1 C.F.R. 110.4(c)(2).

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

The prohibitions of Section 9042 in Title 26 are criminal in
nature, and the Commission has no jurisdiction to enforce criminal
statutes. The language in 2 U.S.C. 437g(a) (5) (B) and (a) (6}'(B),
which speaks generally of civil enforcement of "knowing and
willful" violations of Chapter 96 of Title 26, quite plainly is
intended to refer to violations of the several civil obligations

" created by that chapter -- not to the criminal prohibitions found
in Section 9042.

In the 1976 amendments to the election laws,4Congress moved
7r some provisions which had been exclusively criml.nal. in' nature
cz. from Title 1 6o Title 2 and provided for either 'ivil or criminal

enforcement.-6, But there were no such changes for the criminal
YJ prohibitions in Chapter 96, i.e., 26 U.S.C. 9042. The most

plausible inference is that Congress intended that enforcement of
SSection 9042 be limited to those situations in which there exists

clear evidence of criminal intent. That is not the case here.

Even if the Commission had authority to enforce Section 9042,
there would be no basis for exercising it in MUR 1353. The
Commission attempts to argue -- against all evidence -- that
Esther Kee knowingly and willfully submitted fraudulent information

15/ Kee dep. 13.

16/ See, e.g., 2 U.S.C. 441b, formerly 18 U.S.C. 610.
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in connection with matching fund applications. The Commission
then attempts to impute Mrs. Kee's intent to Our Committee. And
both steps are taken in flagrant and cavalier disregard of the
District of-Columbia's Circuit's construction of the term "know-
ing and willful" in AFL-CIO v. Federal Election Commission, 628 t
F.2d 97 (D.C.Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 982..41980).

In order to establish that Mrs. Kee knowingly and willfully
furnished fraudulent information as part of the matching fund
process, two assertions would need to be proved: (1) that she.*
knew that specific authorization from cash contributors was
needed in order to obtain matchable money orders, and (2) that* i
she attempted to claim that the money orders she obtained were
specifically authorized.

There is no evidence to support either of these assertions.
Esther Kee knew very little about matching fund procedures. Even

'it' the Commission characterizes her understafding of the process as
"vague, "1/ and this overstates the case.11 She certainly did A

not know that it mattered whether the money order purchises were
specifically authorized, and she never attempted to suggest that
there had been specific authorization.

Mrs. Kee knew only that the Committee preferred money orders

to cash. She purchased the money orders after checking with her
C "point people" and her husband, an attorney. She..then gave the

money orders to the Committee, along with a contributor list used
in connection with the purchases. The inforhiation on the contri-
butor list was partially inaccurate, but Mrs. Kee did not know
that at the time. She acted in complete good faith at each
juncture.

There is not enough evidence here to sustain a finding of a
simple violation of any statutory provision, let alone a "knowing
and willful" violation of 26 U.S.C. 9042 (c) (1) (A). The Commission
may wish to ignore AFL-CIO v. Federal Election Commission, supra,
but it is an authoritative interpretation of a parallel "knowing
and willful" provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act. That

17/ GC Analysis at 16.

18/ See Kee dep. 43-44.
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is the law governing this case, not the 1938 .construction of.th .Livestock Transportation Act of 1906 found in United States v.Illinois Central Railroad Co., 303 U.S. 239 (1938). -But evenIllinois Central does not help the Commission, for there theSupreme Court held that the lower threshold it was adopting for"knowing and willful' violations applied only to offenses whichdid not involve moral. "turpitude." 303 U.S. at 242. Moralturpitude is not present when cattle are unloaded in an untimelyfashion, but it is ifa person commits a fraudulent act in violaof 26 U.S.C. 9042(c) (1) (A).' And when an offense involves turpithe less stringent "knowing and Willful standard adopted inIllinois Central does not apply.

In short, there is no evidence to sustain a finding of -anyknowing and willful violation by Esther Kee. But even assumingthat a case against Mrs. Kee could be made, her intent cannot beZ4' imputed to the Committee. The Commission relies on United States
v. Beusch, 596 F.2d 871 (9thCir, 1979), to attempt to impute Int ,but Beusch was based on United States v. Hilton Hotels Corp., 467- 4
F.2d 1000 (9th Cir. 1972). And the latter held that the intent ofCongress should determine whether the acts of an agent are to beimputed to the principal. There is no basis for believing' thatCongress would have sanctioned imputing a fraudulent matching fundsubmission to a committee in a situation in which the Commission ,concedes that "the person charged by -the Committee with responsi-..bility for submitting Matching Fund Adt information . . does notC appear from the evidence to have actually known that the moneyorders were erroneously attributed, were obtain~d'by exchangingcash contributions, and were not signed by-the actual contribu- ,
tors. . .W

t f) To summarize, the Federal Election Commission has no juris-'diction to enforce 26 U.S.C. 9042. Moreover, even if there wereauthority, there would be no factual basis for asserting it here.This is a classic example of overreaching, and the Commission
should seriously reconsider its actions.

2 U.S.C. 441f

As footnote 1 above indicates, it is unclear whether the
Carter/Mondale Committee remains charged with a 441f violation.

9/ GC Analysis at 15.



-8-"

The factual predicate upon which the original reason to believe
determination was based evaporated long ago, and there is no
suggestion that the Commission has reconsidered the 441f issue in £

light of any -new facts -and theories. Once again, there is a
question whether the Commission properly has jurisdiction.

Assuming jurisdiction, the facts do not support a'violation
of 2 U.S.C. 441f, which proscribes contributions made in the name
of another, i.e., one person acting as a conduit for another's
contribution. There was no conduit activity here. Certain
individuals made cash contributions. Mrs. Kee took their money mm

which had never been "rejected" by the Committee -- and purchased
money orders with it, making efforts to attribute it properly.
There was nothing improper about this.

Perhaps understandably, the Commission's theory as to how
and why a 441f violation occurred is never clearly articulated.
It is evident, however, that the contributions in question had been
made when they were initially accepted by the Committee. Esther
Kee was not attempting to make contributions herself by purchasing
money orders, and as a legal matter she could not have done so.
The Commission itself has admitted this:

"The evidence . . . runs contrary to any assertion
that the actual contributors did..not intend the
cash paid for the admission tickets to constitute
contributions, and that the actual contributio's
occurred only when money order were purchased
by Kee and other volunteers. 20

The Commission argues that the original cash contributions
could not be matched without the specific consent of the contri-
butors to purchase money orders. This proposition is debatable --

it nowhere appears in the statute or regulations -- but it has
nothing to do with the question whether the contributors used
their own money to make the contributions. Of course they did,
and the Commission offers no evidence to suggest otherwise.

Esther Kee was not making contributions in 2 1 e name of
another. Sandy Oreste -- the pawn in this game- -- had no

20/ GC Analysis at 9.

21/ Oreste was Evan Dobelle's secretary. The Silver Palace
event was the only fundraiser she attended in anything approaching
an official capacity.
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reason to believe that Mrs. Kee had made such contributions. And
there is no basis for imputing the intent of either to the Committee. Ilk

Repayment of Matching Funds

The Commission cites 26 U.S.C. 9038(b)(1) in requesting that
the Committee repay $7130.35 in matching funds. This section of
the statute, however, has to do with the Commission's audit
authority -- not with enforceaent actions.

If the Commission wished to .pursue repayment of this amount,
it should have done so in the course of th.e audit. It did note and
there is no authority to seek repayment of matching funds through
the enforcement process.

The Charges Against Kee and Oreste

It is utterly unfair of the Commission to charge Esther Kee
k and Sandy Oreste with separate violations of the law. The former

was a volunteer, the latter a secretary. Both acted in goo94 faith.
Now both" must obtain legal representation to defend themselves

, against spurious charges. These should be dropped immediately.

0% F.O.I.A. Request

The Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. hereby requests

Co copies of all memoranda prepared by the General Counsel's office in
connection with MUR 1353. Such memoranda will co~ifirm our belief

V that many of the Commission's present assertions" concerning MUR
1353 are unsupportable. This request is made pursuant to the
Freedom of Informiation Act.

Conclusion

MUR 1353 was a small matter. For some reason having nothing
to do with either the facts or the law, the Commission has decided
to try to expand it beyond all reasonable proportion. We would
urge you to reconsider this position.

Finally, we request the opportunity to be heard by the
Commission before any further actions are taken on MUR 1353.

Sincerely,

Dou. as B. Huron

cc: Charles Steele, Esq.
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Honorable Frank P. Reiche
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I am writing in response to your letter to Carol Darr of
May 19, 1982. We appreciate being given until July 2, 1982 to
respond.

In MUR 1353, the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, In=.
is charged with violating (1)*2 U.S.C. 432(c); regarding maintenance
of records on contributors, (2) 11 C.F.R. 110.4(c)(2), which
requires refunds of cash contributions on excess of $100, and
(3) 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A), which prohibits the knowing and

o willful furnishing of "false, fictitious or fraudulent evidence,
books or information" to the Commission. The Committee may also

I be charged with violating 2 U.S.C. 441f, which prohibit the making
or receiving of contributions in the name of another.-" In addition,
the Commission seeks repayment of $7130.35 in matching funds under
26 U.S.C. 9038(b)(1). We understand that Esther Kee has separately
been charged with violations of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A) and 2 U.S.C.
441f and that Sandy Oreste has been charged with violating 2 U.S.C.
441f.

1/ The letter of May 19, 1982 does not refer to any 441f
violations; nor does the Summary of Allegations in the attached
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis (hereafter GC Analysis).
The body of the GC Analysis at 17, however, refers to the Commission's
RTB finding of May 5, 1981 concerning 441f, but that finding was
premised on factual assumptions which all parties now agree were
inaccurate. We therefore doubt that any alleged violation by the
Committee of 2 U.S.C. 441f is properly before the Commission.



-2-

With deference, we do not believe that MUR 1353 represents
a responsible exercise in law enforcement. The principal allega-
tions -- those involving 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A) and 2 U.S.C.
441f -- cannot be substantiated, and the Comlssion lacks
jurisdiction to enforce the former. The remaining allegations
are trivial or are outside the FEC's jurisdiction in an enforcement
context.

Before proceeding with a discussion of the merits, we wish
to direct the Commission's attention to the Freedom of Information
Act request set forth below. We would appreciate a prompt response
to this request.

The Facts
Rosalynn Carter attended a fundraiser at the Silver Palace

Restaurant in New York City on February 21, 1980. Most of the
contributors were Asian Americans and the affair was coordinated
by Esther Kee, a Carter/Mondale volunteer who is active in the
Asian American community. In fact, Mrs. Kee had asked that such
an event be held, because she believed it was irortant that Asian
Americans participate in our political process.-

The price for tickets to the fundraiser was $100. Many
individua s purchased their tickets at the door, and many paid
in cas3.-) According to the Commission, Mrs. Kee had instituted --

measures . . • designed to cause contributions
to be segregated by contributor, and adequate
contributor records to be kept. However, in
spite of her directions, the cash was commingled,
and azlincomplete list of cash contributors was
kept.-

2/ Kee deposition (hereafter Kee dep.) 7-9.

3/ Cash contributions of $100 or less are permitted under 2 U.S.C.
441g. Apparently $9100 in cash was received.

4/ GC Analysis at 2-3. It is clear that these mistakes were
made by volunteers working at the door. Kee dep. 23-25, 38-39.
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After the fundraiser, Mrs Kee turned her receipts and
records over to the Committee.-' Because of the confusion in
recordkeeping, her list of contributors was partially inaccurate
and appears to have included the names of certain employees of
the restaurant, whose names Mrs. Kq had been required to obtain
and furnish to the Secret Service.- '

Shortly after the fundraiser, someone at the Committee told
Mrs. Kee that money orders would be prefer44le to cash and asked
her to attempt to obtain such instruments."L Mrs. Kee then asked
each of her "point people" -- i.e., those individuals charged with
selling tickets -- whether they believed that the purchasers with
whom they had dealt would object to the use of .ney orders. She
was assured that there would be no objections. She then asked
her husband, an attorney, whether it would be proper for her to
purchase money orders without checking with each individual 91
contributor. He said that he saw no problem with her doing so.-

After making these inquiries, Mrs. Kee purchased money orders
with the cash contributions. Not realizing that the contributor
list was partially inaccurate, she and some volunteers relied on
the list to complete the information on the face of each instru-
ment.-- , Mrs. Kee then turned the money orders and list over to
Sandy Oreste, who filled out a contributor card for each person
whose name appeared on a money order.

5/ Kee dep. 26-27, 29-30.

C 6/ Kee dep. 14-16, 71-72.

7/ Id., 30-32. It is unclear from the record who asked Mrs. Kee
to do this. Contrary to the Commission's assertion, the Committee
never "rejected" the cash contributions; to do so would have been
foolish.

8/ Kee dep. 39-40, 61-62. The Commission understates the
inquiries made by Mrs. Kee. The record is clear that she checked
with her "point" contacts, in addition to making other inquiries,
before purchasing any money orders.

9/ Kee dep. 20, 69.

10/ Id.__, 32-33, 37.

11/ Oreste dep. 25,34.
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The Carter/Mondale Committee received these money orders in
late February 1980. About six months later, a decision was made
to submit such instruments for matching, and those from the Silver
Palace fundraiser were among a larger submission. No one at the
Committee had any reason to question the Silver Palace money
orders, and the Commission does not attempt to assert otherwise.

2 U.S.C. 432(c)

This statutory provision requires the treasurer of a political
committee to maintain certain records on each individual who has
contributed more than $50 to the committee. In this case, because
volunteers did not adhere to Esther Kee's directions, accurate
records for all contributors were not maintained. Under 2 U.S.C.
432(i), however, inaccuracies will be forgiven if "best efforts"
have been used to collect and maintain required data.

As the passage quoted on page 2 above makes clear, the
Commission has conceded that good faith efforts were made to
maintain accurate records. See also the Commission's admissions
that "volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect entrance fees
and issue admission tickets were instructed by Kee to keep any cash
receiveo 1n individualized envelopes, and fill out contributor
cards,".--- and that "the evidence suggests that there was an intent
to maintain accurate records of receipts . 13/ Mrs. Kee's
efforts were not fully successful, but this was because volunteers
at the door did not follow her directions; problems with lttguage
and surnames also appear to have aggravated the situation-,

The Committee used "best efforts" to keep track of information
on contributors. That is, Mrs. Kee devised a sound system, but
through no fault of her own the volunteers did not adhere to it.
Under these circumstances, there is no basis for a finding of
a violation of 2 U.S.C. 432(c).

12/ GC Analysis at 2.

13/ Id. at 6.

14/ See Kee dep. 23-24. Sandy Oreste also worked at the door.
Unlike the volunteers, she handled all recordkeeping matters
properly. Oreste dep. 18.
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11 C.F.R. 110.4(c) (2)

The Commission suggests that the existence of four money
orders in denominations greater than $100, as well as a few money
orders for $100 which were attributed to the same person, mean
that the Committee necessarily accepted cash contributions in
excess of $100. The Commission has not proved this assertion,
and it is just as likely that these apparent discrepancies arose
from Mrs. Kee's reliance on a contributor list which later proved
to be inaccurate in some respects.

The only certainty here is that the Committee i--ructed
Mrs. Kee not to accept cash contributions over $100 Given
this fact, coupled with the frailty of the other evidence, no
enforcement action is warranted under 11 C.F.R. 110.4(c)(2).

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

The prohibitions of Section 9042 in Title 26 are criminal in
nature, and the Commission has no jurisdiction to enforce criminal
statutes. The language in 2 U.S.C. 437g(a)(5) (B) and (a)(6)(B),
which speaks generally of civil enforcement of "knowing and
willful" violations of Chapter 96 of Title 26, quite plainly is
intended to refer to violations of the several civil obligations
created by that chapter -- not to the criminal prohibitions found
in Section 9042.

In the 1976 amendments to the election laws, Congress moved
some provisions which had been exclusively criminal in nature
from Title 18 o Title 2 and provided for either civil or criminal
enforcement. But there were no such changes for the criminal
prohibitions in Chapter 96, i.e., 26 U.S.C. 9042. The most
plausible inference is that Congress intended that enforcement of
Section 9042 be limited to those situations in which there exists
clear evidence of criminal intent. That is not the case here.

Even if the Commission had authority to enforce Section 9042,
there would be no basis for exercising it in MUR 1353. The
Commission attempts to argue -- against all evidence -- that
Esther Kee knowingly and willfully submitted fraudulent information

15/ Kee dep. 13.

16/ See, e.g., 2 U.S.C. 441b, formerly 18 U.S.C. 610.
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in connection with matching fund applications. The ConuLssion
then attempts to impute Mrs. Kee's intent to our Committee. And
both steps are taken in flagrant and cavalier disregard of the
District of Columbia's Circuit's construction of the term "know-
ing and willful" in AFL-CIO v. Federal Election Comnission, 628
F.2d 97 (D.C.Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 982 (1980).

In order to establish that Mrs. Kee knowingly and willfully
furnished fraudulent information as part of the matching fund
process, two assertions would need to be proved: (1) that she
knew that specific authorization from cash contributors was
needed in order to obtain matchable money orders, and (2) that
she attempted to claim that the money orders she obtained were
specifically authorized.

There is no evidence to support either of these assertions.
Esther Kee knew very little about matching fund procedures. Even
the Commission characterizes her understaj3ng of the process as
"vague,"1 / and this overstates the case.- She certainly did
not know that it mattered whether the money order purchases were
specifically authorized, and she never attempted to suggest that
there had been specific authorization.

Mrs. Kee knew only that the Committee preferred money orders
to cash. She purchased the money orders after checking with her
"point people" and her husband, an attorney. She then gave the

rM money orders to the Committee, along with a contributor list used
in connection with the purchases. The information on the contri-
butor list was partially inaccurate, but Mrs. Kee did not know
that at the time. She acted in complete good faith at each
juncture.

There is not enough evidence here to sustain a finding of a
simple violation of any statutory provision, let alone a "knowing
and willful" violation of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(l)(A). The Commission
may wish to ignore AFL-CIO v. Federal Election Commission, supra,
but it is an authoritative interpretation of a parallel "knowing
and willful" provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act. That

17/ GC Analysis at 16.

18/ See Kee dep. 43-44.
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is the law governing this case, not the 1938 construction of the
Livestock Transportation Act of 1906 found in United States v.
Illinois Central Railroad Co., 303 U.S, 239 (1938). But even
Illinois Central does not help the Commission, for there the
Supreme Court held that the lower threshold it was adopting for
"knowing and willful" violations applied only to offenses which,
did not involve moral "turpitude." 303 U.S. at 242. Moral
turpitude is not present when cattle are unloaded in an untimely
fashion, but it is if a person commits a fraudulent act in violation
of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c) (1) (A). And when an offense involves turpitude,
the less stringent "knowing and willful" standard adopted in
Illinois Central does not apply.

In short, there is no evidence to sustain a finding of any
knowing and willful violation by Esther Kee. But even assuming
that a case against Mrs. Kee could be made, her intent cannot be
imputed to the Committee. The Commission relies on United States

N% v. Beusch, 596 F.2d 871 (9th Cir. 1979), to attempt to impute intent,
but Beusch was based on United States v. Hilton Hotels Corp., 467
F.2d 1000 (9th Cir. 1972). And the latter held that the intent of
Congress should determine whether the acts of an agent are to be
imputed to the principal. There is no basis for believing that

0% Congress would have sanctioned imputing a fraudulent matching fund
submission to a committee in a situation in which the Commission
concedes that "the person charged by the Committee with responsi-
bility for submitting Matching Fund Act information . • . does not
appear from the evidence to have actually known that the money
orders were erroneously attributed, were obtained by exchanging
cash contrib? ons, and were not signed by the actual contribu-

C7, tors.

To summarize, the Federal Election Commission has no juris-
diction to enforce 26 U.S.C. 9042. Moreover, even if there were
authority, there would be no factual basis for asserting it here.
This is a classic example of overreaching, and the Commission
should seriously reconsider its actions.

2 U.S.C. 441f

As footnote 1 above indicates, it is unclear whether the
Carter/Mondale Committee remains charged with a 441f violation.

19/ GC Analysis at 15.
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The factual predicate upon which the original reason to believe
determination was based evaporated long ago, and there is no
suggestion that the Commission has reconsidered the 441f issue in
light of any new facts and theories. Once again, there is a
question whether the Commission properly has jurisdiction.

Assuming jurisdiction, the facts do not support a violation
of 2 U.S.C. 441f, which proscribes contributions made in the name
of another, i.e., one person acting as a conduit for another's
contribution. There was no conduit activity here. Certain
individuals made cash contributions. Mrs. Kee took their money --
which had never been "rejected" by the Committee -- and purchased
money orders with it, making efforts to attribute it properly.
There was nothing improper about this.

Perhaps understandably, the Commission's theory as to how
and why a 441f violation occurred is never clearly articulated.
It is evident, however, that the contributions in question had been

Nmade when they were initially accepted by the Committee. Esther
Kee was not attempting to make contributions herself by purchasing
money orders, and as a legal matter she could not have done so.

C1! The Commission itself has admitted this:

The evidence . . . runs contrary to any assertion
that the actual contributors did not intend the.
cash paid for the admission tickets to constitute
contributions, and that the actual contributions
occurred only when money ord~rq were purchased
by Kee and other volunteers

The Commission argues that the original cash contributions

could not be matched without the specific consent of the contri-
butors to purchase money orders. This proposition is debatable --
it nowhere appears in the statute or regulations -- but it has
nothing to do with the question whether the contributors used
their own money to make the contributions. Of course they did,
and the Commission offers no evidence to suggest otherwise.

Esther Kee was not making contributions in 2te name of
another. Sandy Oreste -- the pawn in this game=--- had no

20/ GC Analysis at 9.

21/ Oreste was Evan Dobelle's secretary. The Silver Palace
event was the only fundraiser she attended in anything approaching
an official capacity.
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reason to believe that Mrs. Kee had made such contributions. 
And

there is no basis for imputing the intent of either to the Comuittee.

Repayment of atching Funds

The Commission cites 26 U.S.C. 9038(b)(1) in requesting that
the Committee repay $7130.35 in matching funds. This section of

the statute, however, has to do with the Commission's audit
authority -- not with enforcement actions.

If the Commission wished to pursue repayment of this amount,
it should have done so in the course of the audit. It did not, and

there is no authority to seek repayment of matching funds through
the enforcement process.

The Charges Against Kee and Oreste

It is utterly unfair of the Commission to charge Esther Kee

and Sandy Oreste with separate violations of the law. The former

was a volunteer, the latter a secretary. Both acted in good faith.

Now both must obtain legal representation to defend themselves
against spurious charges. These should be dropped immediately.

F.O.I.A. Request

The Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. hereby requests

copies of all memoranda prepared by the General Counsel's office in

connection with MUR 1353. Such memoranda will confirm our belief

that many of the Commission's present assertions concerning MUR
1353 are unsupportable. This request is made pursuant to the

Freedom of Information Act.

Conclusion

MUR 1353 was a small matter. For some reason having nothing

to do with either the facts or the law, the Commission has decided

to try to expand it beyond all reasonable proportion. We would

urge you to reconsider this position.

Finally, we request the opportunity to be heard by the

Commission before any further actions are taken on MUR 1353.

Sincerely,

Dou as B. Huron

cc: Charles Steele, Esq.
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(301) 657-9220

June 29, 1982

Honorable Frank P. Reiche C.- 2
Chairman - i
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463 .D .'--

re: MUR 1353 R3 COT

Dear Mr. Chairman: -
-3

I am writing in response to your letter to Carol Darr of
May 19, 1982. We appreciate being given until July 2, 1982 to
respond.

N In MUR 1353, the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.
is charged with violating (1),2 U.S.C. 432(c); regarding maintenance
of records on contributors, (2) 11 C.F.R. 110.4(c)(2), which
requires refunds of cash contributions on excess of $100, and
(3) 26 U.S.C. 9042(c) (1) (A), which prohibits the knowing and

78 willful furnishing of "false, fictitious or fraudulent evidence,
books or information" to the Commission. The Comittee may also

17 be charged with violating 2 U.S.C. 441f, which prohibit, the making
or receiving of contributions in the name of another. In addition,
the Commission seeks repayment of $7130.35 in matching funds under
26 U.S.C. 9038(b)(1). We understand that Esther Kee has separately
been charged with violations of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A) and 2 U.S.C.
441f and that Sandy Oreste has been charged with violating 2 U.S.C.
441f.

1/ The letter of May 19, 1982 does not refer to any 441f
violations; nor does the Summary of Allegations in the attached
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis (hereafter GC Analysis).
The body of the GC Analysis at 17, however, refers to the Commission's
RTB finding of May 5, 1981 concerning 441f, but that finding was
premised on factual assumptions which all parties now agree were
inaccurate. We therefore doubt that any alleged violation by the
Committee of 2 U.S.C. 441f is properly before the Commission.
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With deference, we do not believe that MUR 1353 represents
a responsible exercise in law enforcement. The principal allega-
tions -- those involving 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A),and 2 U.S.C.441f -- cannot be substantiated, and the Commission lacks
jurisdiction to enforce the former. The remaining allegations
are trivial or are outside the FEC's jurisdiction in an enforcement
context.

Before proceeding with a discussion of the merits, we wishto direct the Couuission's attention to the Freedom of InformationAct request set forth below. We would appreciate a prompt response
to this request.

The Facts

Rosalynn Carter attended a fundraiser at the Silver PalaceRestaurant in New York City on February 21, 1980. Most of theN% contributors were Asian Americans and the affair was coordinatedby Esther Kee, a Carter/Mondale volunteer who is active in theAsian American community. In fact, Mrs. Kee had asked that suchan event be held, because she believed it was inortant that AsianAmericans participate in our political processo-

The price for tickets to the fundraiser was $100. Manyindividuals purchased their tickets at the door, and many paidin cash._3/ According to the Commission, Mrs. Kee had instituted --

measures . . . designed to cause contributions
to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

Cft contributor records to be kept. However, inspite of her directions, the cash was commingled,
and a2 ,incomplete list of cash contributors was
kept.-

2/ Kee deposition (hereafter Kee dep.),7-9.

3/ Cash contributions of $100 or less are permitted under 2 U.S.C.441g. Apparently $9100 in cash was received.

4/ GC Analysis at 2-3. It is clear that these mistakes weremade by volunteers working at the door. Kee dep. 23-25, 38-39.
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After the fundraiser, Mrs Kee turned her receipts and
records over to the Committee.A Because of the confusion in
recordkeeping, her list of contributors was partially inaccurate
and appears to have included the names of certain employees of
the restaurant, whose names Mrs. Kq had been required to obtain
and furnish to the Secret Service.-

Shortly after the fundraiser, someone at the Committee told
Mrs. Kee that money orders would be prefer4 le to cash and asked
her to attempt to obtain such instruments.-- Mrs. Kee then asked
each of her "point people" -- i.e., those individuals charged with
selling tickets -- whether they believed that the purchasers with
whom they had dealt would object to the use of 89oney orders. She
was assured that there would be no objections.-' She then asked
her husband, an attorney, whether it would be proper for her to
purchase money orders without checking with each individual 9/
contributor. He said that he saw no problem with her doing so.-

After making these inquiries, Mrs. Kee purchased money orders
with the cash contributions. Not realizing that the contributor
list was partially inaccurate, she and some volunteers relied on
the I$s to complete the information on the face of each instru-
ment.,-u Mrs. Kee then turned the money orders and list over to
Sandy Oreste, who filled out a contributor card for each person
whose name appeared on a money order.

5/ Kee dep. 26-27, 29-30.

6/ Kee dep. 14-16, 71-72.

7/ Id., 30-32. It is unclear from the record who asked Mrs. Kee
to do this. Contrary to the Commission's assertion, the Committee
never "rejected" the cash contributions; to do so would have been
foolish.

8/ Kee dep. 39-40, 61-62. The Commission understates the
inquiries made by Mrs. Kee. The record is clear that she checked
with her "point" contacts, in addition to making other inquiries,
before purchasing any money orders.

9/ Kee dep. 20, 69.

10/ Id., 32-33, 37.

l1/ Oreste dep. 25,34.
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The Carter/Mondale Committee received these money orders in
late February 1980. About six months later, a decision was made
to submit such instruments for matching, and those from the Silver
Palace fundraiser were among a larger submission. No one at the
Committee had any reason to question the Silver Palace money
orders, and the Commission does not attempt to assert otherwise.

2 U.S.C. 432(c)

This statutory provision requires the treasurer of a political
committee to maintain certain records on each individual who has
contributed more than $50 to the committee. In this case, because
volunteers did not adhere to Esther Kee's directions, accurate
records for all contributors were not maintained. Under 2 U.S.C.
432(i), however, inaccuracies will be forgiven if "best efforts"
have been used to collect and maintain required data.

As the passage quoted on page 2 above makes clear, the
Commission has conceded that good faith efforts were made to
maintain accurate records. See also the Commission's admissions
that "volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect entrance fees
and issue admission tickets were instructed by Kee to keep any cash
receive )n individualized envelopes, and fill out contributor
cards,"--- and that "the evidence suggests that there was an intent
to maintain accurate records of receipts . "13/ Mrs. Kee's
efforts were not fully successful, but this was because volunteers
at the door did not follow her directions; problems with lliuage
and surnames also appear to have aggravated the situation.-'

The Committee used "best efforts" to keep track of information
on contributors. That is, Mrs. Kee devised a sound system, but
through no fault of her own the volunteers did not adhere to it.
Under these circumstances, there is no basis for a finding of
a violation of 2 U.S.C. 432(c).

12/ GC Analysis at 2.

13/ Id. at 6.

14/ See Kee dep. 23-24. Sandy Oreste also worked at the door.
Unlike the volunteers, she handled all recordkeeping matters
properly. Oreste dep. 18.
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11 C.F.R. 110.4(c)( 2)

The Commission suggests that the existence of four money
orders in denominations greater than $100, as well as a few money
orders for $100 which were attributed to the same person, mean
that the Committee necessarily accepted cash contributions in
excess of $100. The Commission has not proved this assertion,
and it is just as likely that these apparent discrepancies arose
from Mrs. Kee's reliance on a contributor list which later proved
to be inaccurate in some respects.

The only certainty here is that the Committee i ructed
Mrs. Kee not to accept cash contributions over $100_- Given
this fact, coupled with the frailty of the other evidence, no
enforcement action is warranted under 11 C.F.R. 110.4(c)(2).

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

The prohibitions of Section 9042 in Title 26 are criminal in
nature, and the Commission has no jurisdiction to enforce criminal
statutes. The language in 2 U.S.C. 437g(a) (5) (B) and (a) (6) (B),
which speaks generally of civil enforcement of "knowing and
willful" violations of Chapter 96 of Title 26, quite plainly is
intended to refer to violations of the several civil obligations
created by that chapter -- not to the criminal prohibitions found
in Section 9042.

c')
In the 1976 amendments to the election laws, Congress moved

some provisions which had been exclusively criminal in nature
from Title 1 yo Title 2 and provided for either civil or criminal
enforcement.16, But there were no such changes for the criminal
prohibitions in Chapter 96, i.e., 26 U.S.C. 9042. The most
plausible inference is that Congress intended that enforcement of

ce) Section 9042 be limited to those situations in which there exists
clear evidence of criminal intent. That is not the case here.

Even if the Commission had authority to enforce Section 9042,
there would be no basis for exercising it in MUR 1353. The
Commission attempts to argue -- against all evidence -- that
Esther Kee knowingly and willfully submitted fraudulent information

15/ Kee dep. 13.

16/ See, e.g., 2 U.S.C. 441b, formerly 18 U.S.C. 610.
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in connection with matching fund applications. The Commission
then attempts to impute Mrs. Kee's intent to our Committee. And
both steps are taken in flagrant and cavalier disregard of the
District of Columbia's Circuit's construction of the term "know-
ing and willful" in AFL-CIO v. Federal Election Commission, 628
F.2d 97 (D.C.Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 982 (1980).

In order to establish that Mrs. Kee knowingly and willfully
furnished fraudulent information as part of the matching fund
process, two assertions would need to be proved: (1) that she
knew that specific authorization from cash contributors was
needed in order to obtain matchable money orders, and (2) that
she attempted to claim that the money orders she obtained were
specifically authorized.

There is no evidence to support either of these assertions.
Esther Kee knew very little about matching fund procedures. Even
the Commission characterizes her understanding of the process as"vague,"i_/ and this overstates the case.- L  She certainly did
not know that it mattered whether the money order purchases were
specifically authorized, and she never attempted to suggest that
there had been specific authorization.

Mrs. Kee knew only that the Committee preferred money orders
to cash. She purchased the money orders after checking with her"point people" and her husband, an attorney. She then gave the
money orders to the Committee, along with a contributor list used
in connection with the purchases. The information on the contri-
butor list was partially inaccurate, but Mrs. Kee did not know
that at the time. She acted in complete good faith at each
juncture.

There is not enough evidence here to sustain a finding of a
simple violation of any statutory provision, let alone a "knowing
and willful" violation of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A). The Commission
may wish to ignore AFL-CIO v. Federal Election Commission, supra,
but it is an authoritative interpretation of a parallel "knowing
and willful" provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act. That

17/ GC Analysis at 16.

18/ See Kee dep. 43-44.
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is the law governing this case, not the 1938 construction of the
Livestock Transportation Act of 1906 found in United States v.
Illinois Central Railroad Co., 303 U.S. 239 (1938). But even
Illinois Central does not help the Commission, for there the
Supreme Court held that the lower threshold it was adopting for
"knowing and willful" violations applied only to offenses which
did not involve moral "turpitude." 303 U.S. at 242. Moral
turpitude is not present when cattle are unloaded in an untimely
fashion, but it is if a person commits a fraudulent act in violation
of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A). And when an offense involves turpitude,
the less stringent "knowing and willful" standard adopted in
Illinois Central does not apply.

In short, there is no evidence to sustain a finding of any
knowing and willful violation by Esther Kee. But even assuming
that a case against Mrs. Kee could be made, her intent cannot be
imputed to the Committee. The Commission relies on United States
v. Beusch, 596 F.2d 871 (9th Cir. 1979), to attempt to impute intent,
but Beusch was based on United States v. Hilton Hotels Corp., 467
F.2d 1000 (9th Cir. 1972). And the latter held that the intent of
Congress should determine whether the acts of an agent are to be
imputed to the principal. There is no basis for believing that
Congress would have sanctioned imputing a fraudulent matching fund
submission to a committee in a situation in which the Commission
concedes that "the person charged by the Committee with responsi-
bility for submitting Matching Fund Act information . . . does not
appear from the evidence to have actually known that the money
orders were erroneously attributed, were obtained by exchanging
cash contrib 4ons, and were not signed by the actual contribu-
tors.

To summarize, the Federal Election Commission has no juris-
diction to enforce 26 U.S.C. 9042. Moreover, even if there were
authority, there would be no factual basis for asserting it here.
This is a classic example of overreaching, and the Commission
should seriously reconsider its actions.

2 U.S.C. 441f

As footnote 1 above indicates, it is unclear whether the
Carter/Mondale Committee remains charged with a 441f violation.

19/ GC Analysis at 15.
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The factual predicate upon which the original reason to believedetermination was based evaporated long ago, and there is no
suggestion that the Commission has reconsidered the 441f issue in
light of any new facts and theories. Once again, there is a
question whether the Commission properly has jurisdiction.

Assuming jurisdiction, the facts do not support a violation
of 2 U.S.C. 441f, which proscribes contributions made in the name
of another, i.e., one person acting as a conduit for another's
contribution. There was no conduit activity here. Certain
individuals made cash contributions. Mrs. Kee took their money --
which had never been "rejected" by the Committee -- and purchased
money orders with it, making efforts to attribute it properly.
There was nothing improper about this.

Perhaps understandably, the Commission's theory as to how
and why a 441f violation occurred is never clearly articulated.
It is evident, however, that the contributions in question had been
made when they were initially accepted by the Committee. Esther
Kee was not attempting to make contributions herself by purchasing
money orders, and as a legal matter she could not have done so.
The Commission itself has admitted this:

The evidence . . . runs contrary to any assertion
that the actual contributors did not intend the
cash paid for the admission tickets to constitute
contributions, and that the actual contributions
occurred only when money order were purchased
by Kee and other volunteers.201

The Commission argues that the original cash contributions
could not be matched without the specific consent of the contri-
butors to purchase money orders. This proposition is debatable --
it nowhere appears in the statute or regulations -- but it has
nothing to do with the question whether the contributors used
their own money to make the contributions. Of course they did,
and the Commission offers no evidence to suggest otherwise.

Esther Kee was not making contributions in I e name of
another. Sandy Oreste -- the pawn in this gamei- -- had no

20/ GC Analysis at 9.

21/ Oreste was Evan Dobelle's secretary. The Silver Palace
event was the only fundraiser she attended in anything approaching
an official capacity.



-9-

reason to believe that Mrs. Kee had made such contributions. And

there is no basis for imputing the intent of either to the Committee.

Repayment of Matching Funds

The Commission cites 26 U.S.C. 9038(b)(1) in requesting that
the Committee repay $7130.35 in matching funds. This section of
the statute, however, has to do with the Commission's audit
authority -- not with enforcement actions.

If the Commission wished to pursue repayment of this amount,
it should have done so in the course of the audit. It did not, and
there is no authority to seek repayment of matching funds through
the enforcement process.

The Charges Against Kee and Oreste

It is utterly unfair of the Commission to charge Esther Kee
and Sandy Oreste with separate violations of the law. The former

rol was a volunteer, the latter a secretary. Both acted in good faith.
Now both must obtain legal representation to defend themselves
against spurious charges. These should be dropped immediately.

F.O.I.A. Request

The Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. hereby requests
C) copies of all memoranda prepared by the General Counsel's office in

connection with MUR 1353. Such memoranda will confirm our belief
that many of the Commission's present assertions concerning MUR
1353 are unsupportable. This request is made pursuant to the
Freedom of Information Act.

Conclusion

MUR 1353 was a small matter. For some reason having nothing
to do with either the facts or the law, the Commission has decided
to try to expand it beyond all reasonable proportion. We would
urge you to reconsider this position.

Finally, we request the opportunity to be heard by the
Commission before any further actions are taken on MUR 1353.

Sincerely,

Dou as B. Huron

cc: Charles Steele, Esq.
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June 29, 1982 4r

Honorable Frank P. Reiche
Chairman
Federal Election Commission ar .
Washington, DC 20463

re: 14UR 1353

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I am writing in response to your letter to Carol Darr of
May 19, 1982. We appreciate being given until July 2, 1982 to

Ile) respond.

In MUR 1353, the Carter/Mondale Presidential Coutittee, Inc.
is charged with violating (1)"2 U.S.C. 432(c); regarding maintenance
of records on contributors, (2) 11 C.F.R. 110.4(c)(2)1 which
requires refunds of cash contributions on excess of $100, and
(3) 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A), which prohibits the knowing and

0 willful furnishing of "false, fictitious or fraudulent evidence,
books or information" to the Commission. The Committee may also
be charged with violating 2 U.S.C. 441f, which prohibit the making
or receiving of contributions in the name of another.- In addition,
the Commission seeks repayment of $7130.35 in matching funds under
26 U.S.C. 9038(b)(1). We understand that Esther Kee has separately
been charged with violations of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A) and 2 U.S.C.
441f and that Sandy Oreste has been charged with violating 2 U.S.C.
441f.

1/ The letter of May 19, 1982 does not refer to any 441f
violations; nor does the Summary of Allegations in the attached
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis (hereafter GC Analysis).
The body of the GC Analysis at 17, however, refers to the Commission's
RTB finding of May 5, 1981 concerning 441f, but that finding was
premised on factual assumptions which all parties now agree were
inaccurate. We therefore doubt that any alleged violation by the
Committee of 2 U.S.C. 441f is properly before the Commission.
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With deference, we do not believe that HUR 1353 represents
a responsible exercise in law enforcement. The principal allega-
tions -- those involving 26 U.S.C. 9042(c) (1) (A) and 2 U.S.c.
441f -- cannot be substantiated, and the Commission lacks
jurisdiction to enforce the former. The remaining allegations

are trivial or are outside the FEC's jurisdiction in an enforcement
context.

Before proceeding with a discussion of the merits, we wish
to direct the Commission's attention to the Freedom of Information
Act request set forth below. We would appreciate a prompt response
to this request.

The Facts

Rosalynn Carter attended a fundraiser at the Silver Palace
Restaurant in New York City on February 21, 1980. Most of the

0 contributors were Asian Americans and the affair was coordinated
by Esther Kee, a Carter/Mondale volunteer who is active in the
Asian American community. In fact, Mrs. Kee had asked that such
an event be held, because she believed it was iirtant that Asian
Americans participate in our political process.-

The price for tickets to the fundraiser was $100. Many
individua s purchased their tickets at the door, and many paid
in cash.-3 According to the Commission, Mrs. Kee had instituted --

measures . . • designed to cause contributions
to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

C contributor records to be kept. However, in
spite of her directions, the cash was commingled,
and aj/incomplete list of cash contributors was
kept,.-

2/ Kee deposition (hereafter Kee dep.) 7-9.

3/ Cash contributions of $100 or less are permitted under 2 U.S.C.
441g. Apparently $9100 in cash was received.

4/ GC Analysis at 2-3. It is clear that these mistakes were
made by volunteers working at the door. Kee dep. 23-25, 38-39.
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After the fundraiser, Mrs Kee turned her receipts and
records over to the Committee.-1 Because of the confusion in
recordkeeping, her list of contributors was partially inaccurate
and appears to have included the names of certain employees of
the restaurant, whose names Mrs. K had been required to obtain
and furnish to the Secret Service.P--

Shortly after the fundraiser, someone at the Committee told
Mrs. Kee that money orders would be prefer le to cash and asked
her to attempt to obtain such instruments.-' Mrs. Kee then asked
each of her "point people" -- i.e., those individuals charged with
selling tickets -- whether they believed that the purchasers with
whom they had dealt would object to the use of oney orders. She
was assured that there would be no objections.- She then asked
her husband, an attorney, whether it would be proper for her to
purchase money orders without checking with each individual 9/
contributor. He said that he saw no problem with her doing so.-

C1 After making these inquiries, Mrs. Kee purchased money orders
with the cash contributions. Not realizing that the contributor
list was partially inaccurate, she and some volunteers relied on
the lis t to complete the information on the face of each instru-
ment.1-1 Mrs. Kee then turned the money orders and list over to

o Sandy Oreste, who filled out a contributor card for each person
whose name appeared on a money order. - L

5/ Kee dep. 26-27, 29-30.

6/ Kee dep. 14-16, 71-72.

7/ Id., 30-32. It is unclear from the record who asked Mrs. Kee
to do this. Contrary to the Commission's assertion, the Committee
never "rejected" the cash contributions; to do so would have been
foolish.

8/ Kee dep. 39-40, 61-62. The Commission understates the
inquiries made by Mrs. Kee. The record is clear that she checked
with her "point" contacts, in addition to making other inquiries,
before purchasing any money orders.

9/ Kee dep. 20, 69.

10/ Id., 32-33, 37.

11/ Oreste dep. 25,34.
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The Carter/Mondale Committee received these money orders in
late February 1980. About six months later# a decision was made
to submit such instruments for matching, and those from the Silver
Palace fundraiser were among a larger submission. No one at the
Committee had any reason to question the Silver Palace money
orders, and the Commission does not attempt to assert otherwise.

2 U.S.C. 432(c)

This statutory provision requires the treasurer of a political
committee to maintain certain records on each individual who has
contributed more than $50 to the committee. In this case, because
volunteers did not adhere to Esther Kee's directions, accurate
records for all contributors were not maintained. Under 2 U.S.C.
432(i), however, inaccuracies will be forgiven if "best efforts"
have been used to collect and maintain required data.

As the passage quoted on page 2 above makes clear, the
Commission has conceded that good faith efforts were made to
maintain accurate records. See also the Commission's admissions
that "volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect entrance fees
and issue admission tickets were instructed by Kee to keep any cash
receiveO,;n individualized envelopes, and fill out contributor
cards,"-,A and that "the evidence suggests that there was an intent
to maintain accurate records of receipts.. "13/ Mrs. Kee's
efforts were not fully successful, but this was because volunteers
at the door did not follow her directions; problems with 1qguage
and surnames also appear to have aggravated the situation.-

The Committee used "best efforts" to keep track of information
on contributors. That is, Mrs. Kee devised a sound system, but
through no fault of her own the volunteers did not adhere to it.
Under these circumstances, there is no basis for a finding of
a violation of 2 U.S.C. 432(c).

12/ GC Analysis at 2.

13/ Id. at 6.

14/ See Kee dep. 23-24. Sandy Oreste also worked at the door.
Unlike the volunteers, she handled all recordkeeping matters
properly. Oreste dep. 18.
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11 C.F.R. 110.4(c) (2)

The Commission suggests that the existence of four money
orders in denominations greater than $100, as well as a few money
orders for $100 which were attributed to the same person, mean
that the Committee necessarily accepted cash contributions in
excess of $100. The Commission has not proved this assertion,
and it is just as likely that these apparent discrepancies arose
from Mrs. Kee's reliance on a contributor list which later proved
to be inaccurate in some respects.

The only certainty here is that the Committee iff ucted
Mrs. Kee not to accept cash contributions over $100__ Given
this fact, coupled with the frailty of the other evidence, no
enforcement action is warranted under 11 C.F.R. 110.4(c)(2).

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

The prohibitions of Section 9042 in Title 26 are criminal in
nature, and the Commission has no jurisdiction to enforce criminal
statutes. The language in 2 U.S.C. 437g(a)(5) (B) and (a)(6)(B),
which speaks generally of civil enforcement of "knowing and
willful" violations of Chapter 96 of Title 26, quite plainly is
intended to refer to violations of the several civil obligations
created by that chapter -- not to the criminal prohibitions found
in Section 9042.

In the 1976 amendments to the election laws, Congress moved
some provisions which had been exclusively criminal in nature
from Title 18 o Title 2 and provided for either civil or criminalC. enforcementL16i But there were no such changes for the criminal
prohibitions in Chapter 96, i.e., 26 U.S.C. 9042. The most
plausible inference is that Congress intended that enforcement of
Section 9042 be limited to those situations in which there exists
clear evidence of criminal intent. That is not the case here.

Even if the Commission had authority to enforce Section 9042,
there would be no basis for exercising it in MUR 1353. The
Commission attempts to argue -- against all evidence -- that
Esther Kee knowingly and willfully submitted fraudulent information

15/ Kee dep. 13.

16/ See, e.g., 2 U.S.C. 441b, formerly 18 U.S.C. 610.
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in connection with matching fund applications. The Commission
then attempts to impute Mrs. Kee's intent to our Committee. And
both steps are taken in flagrant and cavalier disregard of the
District of Columbia's Circuit's construction of the term "know-
ing and willful" in AFL-CIO v. Federal Election Commission, 628
F.2d 97 (D.C.Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 982 (1980).

In order to establish that Mrs. Kee knowingly and willfully
furnished fraudulent information as part of the matching fund
process, two assertions would need to be proved: (1) that she
knew that specific authorization from cash contributors was
needed in order to obtain matchable money orders, and (2) that
she attempted to claim that the money orders she obtained were
specifically authorized.

There is no evidence to support either of these assertions.
Esther Kee knew very little about matching fund procedures. Even
the Commission characterizes her understaqi ng of the process as
"vague, 17/ and this overstates the case.- She certainly did
not know that it mattered whether the money order purchases were
specifically authorized, and she never attempted to suggest that
there had been specific authorization.

Mrs. Kee knew only that the Committee preferred money orders
to cash. She purchased the money orders after checking with her
"point people" and her husband, an attorney. She then gave the
money orders to the Committee, along with a contributor list used
in connection with the purchases. The information on the contri-
butor list was partially inaccurate, but Mrs. Kee did not know
that at the time. She acted in complete good faith at each
juncture.

There is not enough evidence here to sustain a finding of a
simple violation of any statutory provision, let alone a "knowing
and willful" violation of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A). The Commission
may wish to ignore AFL-CIO v. Federal Election Commission, sra,
but it is an authoritative interpretation of a parallel "knowing
and willful" provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act. That

17/ GC Analysis at 16.

18/ See Kee dep. 43-44.
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is the law governing this case, not the 1938 construction of the

Livestock Transportation Act of 1906 found in United States v.

Illinois Central Railroad Co., 303 U.S. 239 (1938). But even

llinois Central does not help the Commission, for there the
Supreme Court held that the lower threshold it was adopting for

"knowing and willful" violations applied only to offenses which
did not involve moral "turpitude." 303 U.S. at 242. Moral
turpitude is not present when cattle are unloaded in an untimely
fashion, but it is if a person commits a fraudulent act in violation
of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A). And when an offense involves turpitude,
the less stringent "knowing and willful" standard adopted in
Illinois Central does not apply.

In short, there is no evidence to sustain a finding of any
knowing and willful violation by Esther Kee. But even assuming

0.) that a case against Mrs. Kee could be made, her intent cannot be
imputed to the Committee. The Commission relies on United States

01 v. Beusch, 596 F.2d 871 (9th Cir. 1979), to attempt to impute intent,
but Beusch was based on United States v. Hilton Hotels Corp., 467
F.2d 1000 (9th Cir. 1972). And the latter held that the intent of

Congress should determine whether the acts of an agent are to be
imputed to the principal. There is no basis for believing that

0% Congress would have sanctioned imputing a fraudulent matching fund
submission to a committee in a situation in which the Commission
concedes that "the person charged by the Committee with responsi-

bility for submitting Matching Fund Act information • . . does not

0 appear from the evidence to have actually known that the money
orders were erroneously attributed, were obtained by exchanging
cash contributons, and were not signed by the actual contribu-

(7 tors.. .

To sumarize, the Federal Election Commission has no juris-
diction to enforce 26 U.S.C. 9042. Moreover, even if there were
authority, there would be no factual basis for asserting it here.
This is a classic example of overreaching, and the Commission
should seriously reconsider its actions.

2 U.S.C. 441f

As footnote 1 above indicates, it is unclear whether the
Carter/Mondale Committee remains charged with a 441f violation.

19/ GC Analysis at 15.
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The factual predicate upon which the original reason to believe

determination was based evaporated long ago, and there is no
suggestion that the Commission has reconsidered the 441f issue in

light of any new facts and theories. Once again, there is a

question whether the Commission properly has jurisdiction.

Assuming jurisdiction, the facts do not support a violation

of 2 U.S.C. 441f, which proscribes contributions made in the 
name

of another, i.e., one person acting as a conduit for another's

contribution There was no conduit activity here. Certain

individuals made cash contributions. Mrs. Kee took their money --

which had never been "rejected" by the Committee -- and purchased

money orders with it, making efforts to attribute it properly.

There was nothing improper about this.

Perhaps understandably, the Commission's theory as to how

and why a 441f violation occurred is never clearly articulated.

It is evident, however, that the contributions in question had 
been

made when they were initially accepted by the Committee. 
Esther

Kee was not attempting to make contributions herself by purchasing

money orders, and as a legal matter she could not have done 
so.

The Commission itself has admitted this:

The evidence . . . runs contrary to any assertion

that the actual contributors did not intend the
cash paid for the admission tickets to constitute

contributions, and that the actual contributions
occurred only when money order7 were purchased
by Kee and other volunteers.'

The Commission argues that the original cash contributions

could not be matched without the specific consent of the contri-

butors to purchase money orders. This proposition is debatable -

it nowhere appears in the statute or regulations -- but it has

nothing to do with the question whether the contributors used 
2

their own money to make the contributions. Of course they did,

and the Commission offers no evidence to suggest otherwise.

Esther Kee was not making contributions in tIe name of

another. Sandy Oreste -- the pawn in this game-' -- had no "At

20/ GC Analysis at 9.

21/ Oreste was Evan Dobelle's secretary. The Silver Palace

event was the only fundraiser she attended in anything 
approaching

an official capacity.
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reason to believe that Mrs. Kee had made such contributions. And
there is no basis for imputing the intent of either to the Committee.

Repayment of Matching Funds

The Commission cites 26 U.S.C. 9038(b)(1) in requesting that
the Committee repay $7130.35 in matching funds. This section of
the statute, however, has to do with the Commission's audit
authority -- not with enforcement actions.

If the Commission wished to pursue repayment of this amount,
it should have done so in the course of the audit. It did not, and
there is no authority to seek repayment of matching funds through
the enforcement process.

The Charges Against Kee and Oreste
LI;

It is utterly unfair of the Commission to charge Esther Kee
and Sandy Oreste with separate violations of the law. The former
was a volunteer, the latter a secretary. Both acted in good faith.
Now both must obtain legal representation to defend themselves

CV against spurious charges. These should be dropped immediately.

F.O.I.A. Request

The Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. hereby requests
copies of all memoranda prepared by the General Counsel's office in
connection with MUR 1353. Such memoranda will confirm our belief

V that many of the Commission's present assertions concerning MUR
1353 are unsupportable. This request is made pursuant to the

C Freedom of Information Act.

Conclusion

MUR 1353 was a small matter. For some reason having nothing
to do with either the facts or the law, the Commission has decided
to try to expand it beyond all reasonable proportion. We would
urge you to reconsider this position.

Finally, we request the opportunity to be heard by the
Commission before any further actions are taken on MUR 1353.

Sincerely,

Dou as B. Huron

cc: Charles Steele, Esq.
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June 29, 1982

Honorable Frank P. Reiche
Chairman
Federal Election Commi ssion
Washington, DC 20463

re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I am writing in response to your letter to Carol Darr of
May 19, 1982. We appreciate being given until July 2, 1982 to
respond.

'N In MUR 1353, the Carter/Mondale Presidential Comaittee, Inc.
is charged with violating (1)62 U.S.C. 432(c); regarding maintenance
of records on contributors, (2) 11 C.F.R. 110.4(c)(2)i which
requires refunds of cash contributions on excess of $100, and
(3) 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A), which prohibits the knowing and

C willful furnishing of "false, fictitious or fraudulent evidence,
books or information" to the Commission. The Committee may also

S be charged with violating 2 U.S.C. 441f, which prohibit the making

or receiving of contributions in the name of another.- 
In addition,

the Commission seeks repayment of $7130.35 in matching funds under
Nf 26 U.S.C. 9038(b)(1). We understand that Esther Kee has separately

been charged with violations of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c) (1)(A) and 2 U.S.C.
441f and that Sandy Oreste has been charged with violating 2 U.S.C.
441f.

l/ The letter of May 19, 1982 does not refer to any 441f
violations; nor does the Summary of Allegations in the attached
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis (hereafter GC Analysis).
The body of the GC Analysis at 17, however, refers to the Commission's
RTB finding of May 5, 1981 concerning 441f, but that finding was
premised on factual assumptions which all parties now agree were
inaccurate. We therefore doubt that any alleged violation by the
Committee of 2 U.S.C. 441f is properly before the Commission.
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With deference, we do not believe that MUR 1353 represents
a responsible exercise in law enforcement. The principal allega-
tions -- those involving 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A) and 2 U.s.c.
441f -- cannot be substantiated, and the Commission lacks
jurisdiction to enforce the former. The remaining allegations
are trivial or are outside the FEC's jurisdiction in an enforcement
context.

Before proceeding with a discussion of the merits, we wish
to direct the Commission's attention to the Freedom of Information
Act request set forth below. We would appreciate a prompt response
to this request.

The Facts

Rosalynn Carter attended a fundraiser at the Silver Palace
Restaurant in New York City on February 21, 1980. Most of the
contributors were Asian Americans and the affair was coordinated
by Esther Kee, a Carter/Mondale volunteer who is active in the
Asian American community. In fact, Mrs. Kee had asked that such
an event be held, because she believed it was iwortant that Asian
Americans participate in our political process.-

CN
The price for tickets to the fundraiser was $100. Many

individual s purchased their tickets at the door, and many paid
in cash.-3 According to the Commission, Mrs. Kee had instituted --

measures . • • designed to cause contributions
to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

0 contributor records to be kept. However, in
spite of her directions, the cash was commingled,
and a/incomplete list of cash contributors was
kept.-

2/ Kee deposition (hereafter Kee dep.)'7-9.

3/ Cash contributions of $100 or less are permitted under 2 U.S.C.
441g. Apparently $9100 in cash was received.

4/ GC Analysis at 2-3. It is clear that these mistakes were
made by volunteers working at the door. Kee dep. 23-25, 38-39.
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After the fundraiser, Mrs Kee turned her receipts and
records over to the Committee.-A Because of the confusion in
recordkeeping, her list of contributors was partially inaccurate
and appears to have included the names of certain employees of
the restaurant, whose names Mrs. K had been required to obtain
and furnish to the Secret Service.-

Shortly after the fundraiser, someone at the Committee told
Mrs. Kee that money orders would be prefer~le to cash and asked
her to attempt to obtain such instruments.-, Mrs. Kee then asked
each of her "point people" -- i.e., those individuals charged with
selling tickets -- whether they believed that the purchasers with
whom they had dealt would object to the use Ofsioney orders. She
was assured that there would be no objections.-' She then asked
her husband, an attorney, whether it would be proper for her to
purchase money orders without checking with each individual 9/
contributor. He said that he saw no problem with her doing so.-

After making these inquiries, Mrs. Kee purchased money orders
with the cash contributions. Not realizing that the contributor
list was partially inaccurate, she and some volunteers relied on
the l4.* to complete the information on the face of each instru-
ment.- Mrs. Kee then turned the money orders and list over to

C- Sandy Oreste, who filled out a contributor card for each person
whose name appeared on a money order.-1 "

C-01

5/ Kee dep. 26-27, 29-30.

0 6/ Kee dep. 14-16, 71-72.

7/ Id., 30-32. It is unclear from the record who asked Mrs. Kee
to do this. Contrary to the Commission's assertion, the Committee
never "rejected" the cash contributions; to do so would have been
foolish.

8/ Kee dep. 39-40, 61-62. The Commission understates the
inquiries made by Mrs. Kee. The record is clear that she checked
with her "point" contacts, in addition to making other inquiries,
before purchasing any money orders.

9/ Kee dep. 20, 69.

10/ Id., 32-33, 37.

11/ Oreste dep. 25,34.



-4-

The Carter/Mondale Committee received these money orders in
late February 1980. About six months later, a decision was made
to submit such instruments for matching, and those from the Silver
Palace fundraiser were among a larger submission. No one at the
Committee had any reason to question the Silver Palace money
orders, and the Commission does not attempt to assert otherwise.

2 U.S.C. 432(c)

This statutory provision requires the treasurer of a political
committee to maintain certain records on each individual who has
contributed more than $50 to the committee. In this case, because
volunteers did not adhere to Esther Kee's directions, accurate
records for all contributors were not maintained. Under 2 U.S.C.
432(i), however, inaccuracies will be forgiven if "best efforts"
have been used to collect and maintain required data.

As the passage quoted on page 2 above makes clear, the
Commission has conceded that good faith efforts were made to
maintain accurate records. See also the Commission's admissions
that "volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect entrance fees
and issue admission tickets were instructed by Kee to keep any cash
receiveo, n individualized envelopes, and fill out contributor
cards, and that "the evidence suggests that there was an intent
to maintain accurate records of receipts.. .13/ Mrs. Kee's
efforts were not fully successful, but this was because volunteers
at the door did not follow her directions; problems with l4j uage
and surnames also appear to have aggravated the situation.-

The Committee used "best efforts" to keep track of information
on contributors. That is, Mrs. Kee devised a sound system, but
through no fault of her own the volunteers did not adhere to it.
Under these circumstances, there is no basis for a finding of
a violation of 2 U.S.C. 432(c).

12/ GC Analysis at 2.

13/ Id. at 6.

14/ See Kee dep. 23-24. Sandy Oreste also worked at the door.
Unlike the volunteers, she handled all recordkeeping matters
properly. Oreste dep. 18.
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11 C.F.R. 110.4 (c) (2)_

The Commission suggests that the existence of four money
orders in denominations greater than $100, as well as a few money
orders for $100 which were attributed to the same person, mean
that the Committee necessarily accepted cash contributions in
excess of $100. The Commission has not proved this assertion,
and it is just as likely that these apparent discrepancies arose
from Mrs. Kee's reliance on a contributor list which later proved
to be inaccurate in some respects.

The only certainty here is that the Committee i ructed
Mrs. Kee not to accept cash contributions over $100 l-- Given
this fact, coupled with the frailty of the other evidence, no
enforcement action is warranted under 11 C.F.R. 110.4(c)(2).

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

The prohibitions of Section 9042 in Title 26 are criminal in
nature, and the Commission has no jurisdiction to enforce criminal
statutes. The language in 2 U.S.C. 437g(a) (5) (B) and (a)(6)(B),

IN! which speaks generally of civil enforcement of "knowing and
willful" violations of Chapter 96 of Title 26, quite plainly is
intended to refer to violations of the several civil obligations
created by that chapter -- not to the criminal prohibitions found

in Section 9042.

In the 1976 amendments to the election laws, Congress moved
some provisions which had been exclusively criminal in nature
from Title 1f6o Title 2 and provided for either civil or criminal
enforcement.J6 / But there were no such changes for the criminal

y) prohibitions in Chapter 96, i.e., 26 U.S.C. 9042. The most
plausible inference is that Congress intended that enforcement of
Section 9042 be limited to those situations in which there exists
clear evidence of criminal intent. That is not the case here.

Even if the Commission had authority to enforce Section 9042,
there would be no basis for exercising it in MUR 1353. The
Commission attempts to argue -- against all evidence -- that

Esther Kee knowingly and willfully submitted fraudulent information

15/ Kee dep. 13.

16/ See, e.g., 2 U.S.C. 441b, formerly 18 U.S.C. 610.
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in connection with matching fund applications. The Commission
then attempts to impute Mrs. Kee's intent to our Committee. And
both steps are taken in flagrant and cavalier disregard of the
District of Columbia's Circuit's construction of the term *know-
ing and willful" in AFL-CIO v. Federal Election Commission, 628
F.2d 97 (D.C.Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 982 (1980).

In order to establish that Mrs. Kee knowingly and willfully
furnished fraudulent information as part of the matching fund
process, two assertions would need to be proved: (1) that she
knew that specific authorization from cash contributors was
needed in order to obtain matchable money orders, and (2) that
she attempted to claim that the money orders she obtained were
specifically authorized.

There is no evidence to support either of these assertions.
Esther Kee knew very little about matching fund procedures. Even
the Commission characterizes her understajning of the process as
"vague,"17/ and this overstates the case.- She certainly did

" not know that it mattered whether the money order purchases were
specifically authorized, and she never attempted to suggest that

N there had been specific authorization.

Mrs. Kee knew only that the Committee preferred money orders
to cash. She purchased the money orders after checking with her
"point people" and her husband, an attorney. She then gave the

C) money orders to the Committee, along with a contributor list used
in connection with the purchases. The information on the contri-
butor list was partially inaccurate, but Mrs. Kee did not know

Ci that at the time. She acted in complete good faith at each
juncture.

There is not enough evidence here to sustain a finding of a
simple violation of any statutory provision, let alone a "knowing
and willful" violation of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A). The Commission
may wish to ignore AFL-CIO v. Federal Election Commission, supra,
but it is an authoritative interpretation of a parallel "knowing
and willful" provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act. That

17/ GC Analysis at 16.

18/ See Kee dep. 43-44.
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is the law governing this case, not the 1938 construction of the
Livestock Transportation Act of 1906 found in United States v.
Illinois Central Railroad Co., 303 U.S. 239 (1938). But even
Illinois Central does not help the Commission, for there the
Supreme Court held that the lower threshold it was adopting for
"knowing and willful" violations applied only to offenses which
did not involve moral "turpitude." 303 U.S. at 242. Noral
turpitude is not present when cattle are unloaded in an untimely
fashion, but it is if a person commits a fraudulent act in violation
of 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A). And when an offense involves turpitude,
the less stringent "knowing and willful" standard adopted in
Illinois Central does not apply.

In short, there is no evidence to sustain a finding of any A

knowing and willful violation by Esther Kee. But even assuming
that a case against Mrs. Kee could be made, her intent cannot be
imputed to the Committee. The Commission relies on United States

o v. Beusch, 596 F.2d 871 (9th Cir. 1979), to attempt to impute intent,
but Beusch was based on United States v. Hilton Hotels Corp., 467

V F.2d 1000 (9th Cir. 1972). And the latter held that the intent of
Congress should determine whether the acts of an agent are to be

011 imputed to the principal. There is no basis for believing that
0 Congress would have sanctioned imputing a fraudulent matching fund

submission to a committee in a situation in which the Commission
concedes that "the person charged by the Committee with responsi-
bility for submitting Matching Fund Act information . • does not

o appear from the evidence to have actually known that the money
orders were erroneously attributed, were obtained by exchanging
cash contri ons, and were not signed by the actual contribu-

C-lb tors.

To summarize, the Federal Election Commission has no juris-
diction to enforce 26 U.S.C. 9042. Moreover, even if there were

G") authority, there would be no factual basis for asserting it here.

This is a classic example of overreaching, and the Commission
should seriously reconsider its actions.

2 U.S.C. 441f

As footnote 1 above indicates, it is unclear whether the
Carter/Mondale Committee remains charged with a 441f violation.

19/ GC Analysis at 15.
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The factual predicate upon which the original reason to believ
determination was based evaporated long ago, and there is no
suggestion that the Commission has reconsidered the 441f issue in

light of any new facts and theories. Once again, there is a
question whether the Commission properly has jurisdiction.

Assuming jurisdiction, the facts do not support a violation
of 2 U.S.C. 441f, which proscribes contributions made in the name
of another, i.e., one person acting as a conduit for another's
contribution. There was no conduit activity here. Certain
individuals made cash contributions. Mrs. Kee took their money --

which had never been "rejected" by the Committee -- and purchased
money orders with it, making efforts to attribute it properly.
There was nothing improper about this.

Perhaps understandably, the Commission's theory as to how
and why a 441f violation occurred is never clearly articulated.
It is evident, however, that the contributions in question had been
made when they were initially accepted by the Committee. Esther
Kee was not attempting to make contributions herself by purchasing
money orders, and as a legal matter she could not have done so.
The Commission itself has admitted this:

The evidence . D • runs contrary to any assertion
that the actual contributors did not intend the
cash paid for the admission tickets to constitute
contributions, and that the actual contributions
occurred only when money order were purchased
by Kee and other volunteers201

The Commission argues that the original cash contributions
could not be matched without the specific consent of the contri-
butors to purchase money orders. This proposition is debatable -

it nowhere appears in the statute or regulations -- but it has
nothing to do with the question whether the contributors used
their own money to make the contributions. Of course they did,
and the Commission offers no evidence to suggest otherwise.

Esther Kee was not making contributions in2te name of
another. Sandy Oreste -- the pawn in this game---- had no

20/ GC Analysis at 9.

21/ Oreste was Evan Dobelle's secretary. The Silver Palace
event was the only fundraiser she attended in anything approaching
an official capacity.
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reason to believe that Mrs. Kee had made such contributions. And
there is no basis for imputing the intent of either to the Committee.

Repayment of Matching Funds

The Commission cites 26 U.S.C. 9038(b)(1) in requesting that
the Committee repay $7130.35 in matching funds. This section of 2
the statute, however, has to do with the Commission's audit
authority -- not with enforcement actions.

-'A

If the Commission wished to pursue repayment of this amount,
it should have done so in the course of the audit. It did not, and
there is no authority to seek repayment of matching funds through
the enforcement process.

The Charges Against Kee and Oreste

It is utterly unfair of the Commission to charge Esther Kee
and Sandy Oreste with separate violations of the law. The former A

was a volunteer, the latter a secretary. Both acted in good faith.
Now both must obtain legal representation to defend themselves
against spurious charges. These should be dropped immediately.

F.O.I.A. Request

The Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. hereby requests
copies of all memoranda prepared by the General Counsel's office in
connection with MUR 1353. Such memoranda will confirm our belief
that many of the Commission's present assertions concerning MUR
1353 are unsupportable. This request is made pursuant to the
Freedom of Information Act.

Conclusion

MUR 1353 was a small matter. For some reason having nothing
to do with either the facts or the law, the Commission has decided
to try to expand it beyond all reasonable proportion. We would
urge you to reconsider this position.

Finally, we request the opportunity to be heard by the
Commission before any further actions are taken on MUR 1353.

Sincerely,

Douas B. Huron

cc: Charles Steele, Esq.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

June 23, 1982

Ms. Esther Kee
2201 L Street, N.W.
Apartment 614
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1353
(Esther Kee)

Dear Ms. Kee:

Pursuant to your letter dated June 18, 1982, your
time to file a response to the reason to believe

Vr allegations is hereby extended to July 16, 1982.

Sincerely,

Charle N. Steele

Gener nse

11~1i.
BY: ennetha. Gros

Associate Gene al Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

June 21, 1982

Ms. Esther Kee
2201 L Street, N.W.
Apartment 614
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1353

(Esther Kee)

Dear Ms. Kee:

Pursuant to your letter dated June 8, 1982, please
find a photocopy of your deposition dated July 17, 1981,
enclosed.

0 Should you have any questions, please call Michael
Dymersky at 523-4039.

o Sincerely,

1 7 Charles N. Steele
0 ~Gener 1l unsel

Associate General ounsel

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

June 21, 1982

Douglas B. Huron, Esquire
Stein and Huron
1619 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20009

RE: MUR 1353'
(Carter/Mondale
Presidential
Committee)

7 Dear Mr. Huron: -

Pursuant to your letter dated June 4, 1982, your
time to file a response to the reason to believe
allegations is hereby extended to July 2, 1982. In
addition, please find copies of the depositions of
Esther Kee and Carolyn McClean (a.k.a. Sandy Oreste)
enclosed.

C) Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
c Ge e Counsel

co~~C BYel'ht

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure

C



C/O U-0Six. znitftt.
1015, 210h Stre t 0 2001
Washington, DC 20036
June 18v 1982

C',

Mr. Michael Dymersky
Federal Election Commission
Washingtonp DC 20463

RE: MUR 1353 (Esther Kee) CA

Dear Mr. Dymersky:

I am respectfully requesting an extension of time

to file an answer to my above case number due to the fact

I have not received the depobition requested by me.

I will be out of town until June 22, 1982 and I will call

your office as soon as I return.

Ve rytruly yours,

sther G. Kee
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2201 L Street, N.w.
Apartment 614
Washington, DC 20036
June 8, 1982

Mr. Michael Dymersky
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Dymersky:

Per our telephone conversation of today re: MUR 1353,

I request that you send me a copy of the deposition t -i

he Federal Election Commission re: my

involvement in the February 21, 1980 fundraiser at the

Silver Palace Restaurant in New York City.

Hopefully, by working together we can resolve this

matter. Thank you for your cooperation.

Si erely,

S ther G. Kee

EGK/msb
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

June 3, 1982

Joel D. Joseph, Esquire
4801 Massachusetts Avenue, L.W.
Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20016

RE: MUR 1353
(Carolyn McLean)

Dear Mr. Joseph:

Pursuant to your letter of May 24, 1982, please
find enclosed a copy of the McLean deposition taken
on July 15, 1981.

Should you have any further requests or questions,
please contact Michael Dymersky at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gene ounse

ssociate General Counsel

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

June 4, 1982

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Esther Kee
Executive Director
U.S. Asia Institute
1015 20th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

E RE: MUR 1353
(Esther Kee)

Dear Ms. Kee

C> Since it is my understanding that you have not yet
received the letter with factual and legal analysis
notifying you of the Commission's determination that
there is reason to believe that you have violated
2 U.S.C. S 441f (by making contributions in the names
of other persons), please find photocopies of the
pertinent documents enclosed. These documents were
originally mailed on May 19, 1982.

If you have any questions, please contact Michael

eele

el

- eralCounsel

*~Bill



CERTIFIED NAIL

Esther Kee
Executive Director
U.S. Asia Institute
1015 20th Street, NoW.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MU 1353
(Esther Kee)

Dear Ms. Kee

Since it is my understanding that you have not yet
received the letter with factual and legal analysis
notifying you of the Commission's deeruination that
there is reason to believe that you have violated
2 U.S.C. S 441f (by making contributions in the names

- of etithepersons), please find photocopies of the
pertinent documents enclosed. These documents were
originally mailed on May 19, 1982.

If you have any questions, please contact Michael

Dymersky at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY; Kenneth A. Gross

V Associate General 
Counsel

Enclosures



STEIN &H'NONr ~?U1 I:
1619 NEW HAMPSHIRE AVENUE ". W

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20009

DOUGLAS 8. HURON (208) 707-3e00 MARYLAND OPFICE

EILEEN M. STEIN 7504 UYBROOK LANE
CHEVY CHASE, MID. 3001

(301) 657-0-30

June 4, 1982

C-

Michael Dymersky, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel -
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463 7

CA'

re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Dymersky:

I am writing in response to Chairman Reiche's
letter of May 19, 1982 to Carol Darr. I will be respond-

0ing on behalf of the Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee, Inc., and I request an extension until July 2,
1982 in which to file a response.

0D In addition, in order to respond as fully as

possible, I would appreciate your sending me copies of
the depositions of Esther Kee and Sandy Oreste.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

D gs B. Huron



STZEIN & HuRo,
1610 NEW HAMPSHIRE AVENUE, N.W. M

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20009

O Michael Dywsk3y, BInit
Office of th Q ta
Federal ElectioA .. ."
Washington, DC 20463

0o



41 ASSACHUSETTS AVENUE, N.. SI
SUITE 400 SUITE 714-

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20016 1'CLEVE,,O$IO 44113
_, ...... : .,: ,.(202) 362-6222 (216).621244

SJOEL D.OSIO
May, 24, 19821

or'QPCOUVSE1L

tAYMONRA....... U Michael Dymersky c---
STNL .TEOffice of General Counsel
TANLEY FT Federal Election Commission

I .*TUI0&cOLVIIA BAR 1325 K Street, N*W.
*.UIIIOAE ~&~Washington, D.C. 20463

6 NEW JERSE EAR

Dear Mr. Dymersky,

Re: MR 1353

I have been retained to represent Sandy Oreste in

the above-captioned matter and enclose her designation of

counsel form. Please note that I'"andy" is my client's

nickname and that her-t o name'- -- ,iGarq i.. Also she has

divowced and her name is now Caro41ixCLea49

I request a copy of the depositidn.which was taken

i ' - of Ms. McLean. After I have reviewed the deposition I

will respond to the MUR on Ms. McLean's behalf.

Iy rs

4.



STATEFENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

NME OF COVNSEL: .e/ ,. seA-)

ADDRESS: 4801 Massachusetts Ave.i N.W., Suite 400, Washington, D.C. 20016

TELE PHONE: 362-6222".

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and

- other communications from the Commission and to act on my

- behalf before the Commission.

Date i9 n'at *

NAM: CAROLYN ORESTE MCLEAN

ADDESS:

HOME PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE:

• I





FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 19, 1982

Esther Kee
Executive Director
U.S. Asia Institute
1015 20th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C, 20036

'.

RE: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Kee:

On March 2, 1982 and May le 1982, the Federal Election
Commission determined that there is reason to believe that youviolated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq; ("theAct") by making contributions in the names of other persons. TheGeneral Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basisfor the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that noaction should be taken against you. Please submit any factual orlegal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
consideration of this matter.

*e In the absence of any additional information whichdemonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,C3 the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violationhas occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course, this doesnot preclude the settlement of this matter through conciliation,
prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.
See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed formstating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel, anda statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.
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Letter to Bsther lee
Page2
ZUR 1353

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential inaccordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A)O,unless you notify the Comission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description ofthe Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of theAct. If you have any questions, please contact Michael Dynersky,
at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Frank P. Reiche
Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE MUR NO.
STAFF MMB"R TEL 11O.

Michael Dyvtersky
202/523-4039

RESPONDENT: Esther Kee

SOURCE OF NUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Esther Kee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by making contributions in
04

the names of other persons.0%
FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

' I , FACTS

On the basis of testimony by Esther Kee, Sandy Oreste and

Larry Hayes, the General Counsel can adduce the following facts.

017 Esther Kee, as a volunteer of the Committee, was charged with

conducting a fundraiser at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York

City, on February 21, 1980. (Rosalynn Carter was the guest of

honor). Sandy Oreste, a secretary to Evan Dobelle, was the only

Committee employee at the event.
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The entrance price to the event was $100. Many persons made

payment by cash, for which they received tickets of admission.

Apparently, volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect

entrance fees and issue admission tickets were instructed by her

to keep any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill

out contributor cards. These measures were designed to cause

contributions to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

contributor records to be kept. However, in spite of her

directions, the cash was commingled, and an incomplete list of

cash contributors was kept. At the end of the event, Esther Kee

7 was left with a large amount of cash (there appears to be $9,100

involved in -this matter), and for many ticket-purchasers,

contributor cards were not filled out. Mrs. Kee left the cash

for Sandy Oreste at the Committee headquarters sometAme after the

event. However, the cash receipts were rejected by the

C Committee when Mrs. Kee was told by someone at the Committee that

the Committee needed money orders or bank checks.
0C3

Thereafter (on or about February 28, 1980) Kee purchased and

caused other volunteers to purchase money orders from the

Manhattan Savings Bank in increments of $100, in most cases,

($100 being the price of an entrance ticket to the event), and

they filled out the payee lines and signed the remitter lines of

the money orders using lists of names and addresses which they

had. These lists included partial contributor lists and lists of
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other attendees such as cooks and waiters of the Silver Palace

Restaurant. There was no attempt to return the rejected cash

receipts to the actual cash contributors. Moreover, there was no

attempt to inform the actual cash contributors of the money order

purchase, or to secure their respective signatures on the

instruments. Rather, Kee testified that she contacted only other

volunteers and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to

inquire whether they thought the people on the various lists

"would mind" the purchase of money orders with the cash

contributions. Thus, the actual contributors never received

their rejected cash contributions, nor agreed to the money order

puchase (with the single exception of Do Young Paik).

Apparently, Sandy Oreste filled-out the requisite contributor

cards when Esther Kee gave her the filled out money orders from

lists of attendees supplied by Kee.

II. LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f

Section 441f of the Act provides that no person shall make a

contribution in the name of another or knowingly permit his or

her name to be used to effect that contribution. Also, no person

shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person in the

name of another.

While the available evidence discloses that some persons in

attendance at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser paid the
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minimum $100 entrance fee in cash, in their own names, with funds

from their own personal accounts, and it is true that Esther Kee,

acting for the Committee, accepted the cash contributions as

such, it is also evident that those cash receipts were rejected

by the Committee when they were tendered as proceeds from the

fundraiser.

A Committee official, when confronted with the cash

receipts, told Esther Kee that the Committee needed money orders

or bank checks. After such a rejection, the cash should have

been returned to the individuals from whom derived or the

individuals should have been requested to give authorization to

have their cash converted to money orders. There was no attempt Z7

to do so. Instead, Esther Kee converted the cash receipts she

had been given without contacting the original contributors.

47 - Names of fundraiser attendees were signed ad hoc on the money

. orders by Esther Kee and other volunteers, and Esther Kee

delivered the money orders along with various lists of fundraiser

attendees to Sandy Oreste at the Committee's headquarters.

Once Esther Kee failed to return the cash receipts to the

cash contributors, purchased money orders with the converted

receipts, signed fundraiser attendee names on them, and delivered

them to another person, she violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by making

contributions in the names of other persons.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 19, 1982

Sandy Oreste
Shea and Gould
Suite 1000
1627 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20016

RE: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Oreste:

On March 2, 1982 and May L8, 1982, the Federal Election
Commission determined that there is reason to believe that you
violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended 2 U.S.C. S 431 et n., ("the
Act') by knowingly accepting contributions made EY Esther Kee in
the names of other persons. The General Counsel's factual and
legal analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's findings,.
is attached for your information.

0
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no

action should be taken against you. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
consideration of this matter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course, this does
not preclude the settlement of this matter through conciliation
prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.
See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d),

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
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.



Letter to Sandy oreste
Page 2
NO 1353

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential in
accordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description ofthe Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of theAct. If you have any questions, please contact Michael Dymersky,
at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Frank P. Reiche
Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission

0%
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER & TEL. NO.

Michaels mrk

RESPONDENT: Sandy Oreste

SOURCE OF NUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Sandy Oreste violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly accepting

contributions made by Esther Kee in the names of other persons.

C7N FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I. FACTS
0On the basis of testimony by Esther Kee, Sandy Oreste and

Larry Hayes, the General Counsel can adduce the following facts.

Esther Kee, as a volunteer of the Committee, was charged with

conducting a fundraiser at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York

City, on February 21, 1980. (Rosalynn Carter was the guest of

honor). Sandy Oreste, a secretary to Evan Dobelle, was the only

Committee employee at the event.
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The entrance price to the event was $100. Many persons made

payment by cash, for which they received tickets of admission.

Apparently, volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect

entrance fees and issue admission tickets were instructed by her

to keep any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill

out contributor cards. These~measures were designed to cause

contributions to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

contributor records to be kept. However, in spite of her

directions, the cash was commingled, and an incomplete list of

cash contributors was kept. At the end of the event, Esther Kee

was left with a large amount of cash (there appears to be $9,100

involved in this matter), and for many ticket-purchasers,

contributor cards were not filled out. Mrs. Kee left the cash

for Sandy Oreste at the Committee headquarters sometime after the

event. However, the cash receipts were rejected by the

C' Committee when Mrs. Kee was told by someone at the Committee that

the Committee needed money orders or bank checks.

Thereafter (on or about February 28, 1980) Kee purchased and

caused other volunteers to purchase money orders from the

Manhattan Savings Bank in increments of $100, in most cases,

($100 being the price of an entrance ticket to the event), and

they filled out the payee lines and signed the remitter lines of

the money orders using lists of names and addresses which they

had. These lists included partial contributor lists and lists of
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other attendees such as cooks and waiters of the Silver Palace

Restaurant. There was no attempt to return the rejected cash

receipts to the actual cash contributors. Moreover, there was no

attempt to inform the actual cash contributors of the money order

purchase- or to secure their respective signatures on the

instruments. Rather, Kee testified that she contacted only other

volunteers and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to

inquire whether they thought the people on the various lists

"would mind" the purchase of money orders with the cash

contributions. Thuse the actual contributors never received

their rejected cash contributions, nor agreed to the money order

puchase (with the single exception of Do Young Paik).

Apparently, Sandy Oreste filled-out the requisite contributor

cards when Esther Kee gave her the filled out money orders from

lists of attendees supplied by Kee.

II. LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f

Section 441f of the Act provides that no person shall make a

contribution in the name of another or knowingly permit his or

her name to be used to effect that contribution. Also, no person

shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person in the

name of another.

While the available evidence discloses that some persons in

attendance at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser paid the
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minimum $100 entrance fee in cash, in their own names, with funds

from their own personal accounts, and it is true that Esther Kee,

acting for the Committee, accepted the cash contributions as

such, it is also evident that those cash receipts were. rejected

by the Committee possibly acting through Sandy Oreste, when they

were tendered as proceeds from the fundraiser.

A Committee official, when confronted with the cash

receipts, told Esther Kee that the Committee needed money orders

or bank checks. After such a rejection, the cash should have

been returned to the individuals from whom derived or the

individuals should have been requested to give authorization to

C\V have their cash converted to money orders. There was no attempt

to do so. Instead, Esther Kee converted the cash receipts she

had been given without contacting the original contributors.
C

%Ir Names of fundraiser attendees were signed ad hoc on the money

C1 orders by Esther Kee and other volunteers, and Esther Kee

delivered the money orders along with various lists of fundraiser

attendees to Sandy Oreste at the Committee's headquarters.

Sandy Oreste, having knowledge that Esther Kee did not

return the rejected cash receipts to the actual cash contributors

but had converted them by purchasing money orders, knowingly

accepted contributions made by Esther Kee in the names of other

persons in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 19, 1982

Carol Darr
Deputy Counsel
Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.
4710 Bethesda Ave., #302
Bethesda, Maryland 20014

RB: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Darr:

On March 2, 1982 and May 18, 1982, the Federal Election
Commission determined that there is reason to believe that your
committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c) , 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A)
and 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2). In addition, the Commission decided
to seek a repayment of $7,130.35 in matching funds, pursuant to 11
C.F.R. S 9038.2(a). The General Counsel's factual and legal
analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's findings, is
attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
o action should be taken against you. Please submit any factual or

legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
consideration of this matter.

In the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
committee, the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a
violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if, you
so desire. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential in
accordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.



Letter to Carol Darr
Poge 2
bUR 1353

If you have any questions, please contact Michael Dymersky at

202/523-4039 •

Sincerely,

Frank .P. Reiche
Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission

Enclosure
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Date MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER & TEL. NO.

RESPONDENT Carter/Mondale Michael Dymersky
Presidential Committee (202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

The Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee*)

violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c); 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2); and

26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(l)(A). In addition, the Committee should

repay $7,130.35 in primary matching funds pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 9038.2(a).

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I. Facts

o Most of the money orders involved in this matter were made

in amounts of $100. However, there were four (4) money orders

that were made in amounts greater than $100. _/ Also, a number

of money orders bear the same name.

1/ Money Order No. 591764 bearing the name of Tse Wai Chun is
for $400; Money Order No. 591765 bearing the name Bob Leu is for
$400; Money Order No. 591757 bearing the name Leung Shui Sum is
for $500; Money Order No. 591754 and Money Order No. 591755 both
bear the name Shui K. Lee, and for $500 each.

2_ Aside from the two money orders bearing the name Shui K.
Lee, Money Order No. 592682, Money Order No. 592679 and Money
Order No. 592678 bear the name Do Young Paik, and are for $100
each; Money Order No. 592-680, Money Order No. 592676 and Money
Order No. 592675 bear the name David D.H. Kim, and are for $100
each; and Money Order No. 592644 and Money Order No. 592643 bear
the name George Lau and are for $100 each.
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Twenty-two of the 47 individuals who responded to the reason

to believe notification declared that they made no contribution.

Only one of the 47 responding individuals affirmatively declared

that a contribution was made, 3/ while twenty-four of the 47 made

no indication as to whether a contribution was made.

On the basis of testimony by Esther Kee, Sandy Oreste and

Larry Hayes, the General Counsel can adduce the following facts.

Esther Kee, as a volunteer of the Committee, was charged with

conducting a fundraiser at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City, on February 21, 1980. (Rosalynn Carter was the guest

of honor). Sandy Oreste, a secretary to Evan Dobelle, was the

only Committee employee at the event.

The entrance price to the event was $100. Many persons made

o payment by cash, for which they received tickets of admission.

Apparently, volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect

entrance fees and issue admission tickets were instructed by her

. to keep any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill

out contributor cards. These measures were designed to cause

contributions to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

contributor records to be kept. However, in spite of her

3/ This individual -- Do Young Paik -- said he contributed in
cash. He also indicated that he instructed an unidentified
member of the Committee's "Dinner Committee" to buy a money
order, and sign his name to it.
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directions, the cash was commingled, and an incomplete list of

cash contributors was kept. At the end of the event, Esther Kee

was left with a large amount of cash (there appears to be $9,100

involved in this matter), and for many ticket purchasers,

contributor cards were not filled out. Mrs. Kee left the cash for

Sandy Oreste at the Committee headquarters sometime after the

event. However, the cash receipts were returned by the Committee

when Mrs. Kee was told by someone at the Committee that the

Committee needed money orders or bank checks.

Thereafter (on or about February 28, 1980) Kee purchased and

caused other volunteers to purchase money orders from the

Manhattan SaVings Bank in increments of $100, in most cases,

($100 being the price of an entrance ticket to the event), and

o they filled out the payee lines and signed the remitter lines of

1 the money orders using lists of names and addresses which they
C had. These lists included partial contributor lists and lists of

other attendees such as cooks and waiters of the Silver Palace

Restaurant. There was no attempt to return the rejected cash

receipts to the actual cash contributors. Moreover, there was no

attempt to inform the actual cash contributors of the money order

purchase, or to secure their respective signatures on the

instruments. Rather, Kee testified that she contacted only other

volunteers and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to

inquire whether they thought the people on the various lists

"would mind" the purchase of money orders in their names with the

cash contributions. Thus, the actual contributors never received
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their rejected cash contributions, nor agreed to the money order

purchase (with the single exception of Do Young Paik, see fn. 3,

supra). Apparently, Sandy Oreste filled out the requisite

contributor cards when Esther Kee gave her the filled out money

orders, from lists of attendees supplied by Kee.

Larry Hayes stated in his deposition that all receipts for

fundraising events, including money orders, would have gone to

Tricia Segal Davis, who was the coordinator for all fundraiser

activities generally, and would then be given to data entry staff

for preparation of data entry information cards, copying of

instruments, and entering information in the computer. At the

Nstage when data entry information cards were prepared, a review

was made as to whether the contribution was potentially

matchable. During the period involved in the instant matter, all

money orders were marked "later matchable." The Committee

contracted with a computer firm to enter the information into a

computer. Verification letters were then automatically sent to

the identified contributors. This verification process was

conducted because the Committee believed that any writing on the

remitter's signature line of a money order was irrelevant with

respect to the signature requirement of the Commission's

regulations. Significantly, money orders are bearer instruments

and negotiable absent a signature. As to the instant 67

contributors, the Committee has only provided evidence



that four (4) executed contribution verification letters were

received. Al

Sometime during the Summer of 1980, the decision was made by

Larry Hayes on behalf of the Committee, to change the category of

money orders from "later matchable" to Omatchable" if the

instruments contained the required information and the apparent

signature of the contributor. This was accomplished by a review

of all "later matchable" contributions by the Committee's coding

staff. If the money orders appeared to be signed and contain

other formalities, the staff would re-code them as "matchable*

and inform the computer firm accordingly. Thereafter, they would

be submitte- for primary matching funds. Apparently, the

Committee was experiencing severe cash-flow problems. And, since

their policy as to matchability of money orders was arguably more

stringent than necessary, it was relaxed. The money orders

involved in this matter furnished to the Commission by the

Committee in Submissions 14 and 17 are a product of this policy

change. ,zj

4_l Verification letters for the following individuals were
included by the Committee in Submission 17 with respect to the
individuals involved in this matter: Shui K. Lee; Tse Wai Chun;
Yet Suey Gee (Tom); and Kwok Tung Tam. The last two individuals,
through their attorney, M. Sloan, have indicated in response to
their reason to believe notifications that in fact they made no
such contribution by money order.
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II. Legal Analysis

A. Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 432(c)

The accounting provision of the Act at 2 U.S.C. S 432(c)

makes it clear that the Committee must keep accurate records of

contributions received. The evidence establishes that the

Committee did not comply with the provision. While the evidence

suggests that there was an intent to maintain accurate records of

receipts at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser, the plain

fact is that only inadequate and inaccurate accounts were kept.

Indeed, while Kee and other volunteers initially planned to keep

1% any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill out

accompanying contributor cards, in fact, the cash was all

combined, and an inaccurate and incomplete list of such cash

contributors was kept, making it virtually impossible to ascertain

exactly who had contributed what. As a result, accurate receipt

accounts were not maintained by the Committee, and the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c).

B. Repayments of Primary Matching Funds; 26 U.S.C.
5 9038 (b) (1)

The Presidential Matching Payment Account Act ("Matching

Fund Act") states that:

If the Commission determines that any portion
of the payments made to a candidate . . . was
in excess of the aggregate amount of payments
to which such candidate was entitled under
Section 9034 . . . the candidate shall
pay . . . an amount equal to the amount of
excess payments. 26 U.S.C. S 9038.
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With respect to the Committee's entitlement to matching

funds under Section 9034 for the contributions involved in this

matter, the issue is whether the money orders involved herein

represent matchable contributions. Section 9034 states that for

matching. fund purposes, the term "contribution" means . . . a

gift of money made by a written instrument which identifies the

person making the contribution . . . (emphasis added). See

also 11 C.F.R. S 9034.2. When an individual contributes cash

which is later converted into a written instrument by a third

party without at least the tacit consent of the contributor, the

contribution is not matchable in the General Counsel's view. _ A

contributor could give cash to another as an agent for the

purpose of purchasing a written instrument. Similarly, a

contributor could give cash to a representative of a political

committee as an agent for the same purpose. However, for such a

C transaction to render the resulting written instrument matchable

for purposes of Section 9034, there would have to be some

communication or conduct which would expressly or impliedly

establish at least some intent between the individual contributor

and "purchaserm Committee official to create the agency

5/ Thus, there may even be a problem in terms of matchability
if a contributor signs a contribution verification letter which
fails to specify that the contribution was made by a written
instrument. The four (4) verification letters produced by the
Committee herein do not contain a statement that the contributions
were made by written instrument.
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relationship. See Universal Computer Systems, Inc. v. medical

Services Ass'n of Pennsylvania, 474 F. Supp. 472 (D.C. Pa. 1979).

If the contributor has not intended that cash constitute the

contribution and, instead intends the money order to so function,

the actual contribution occurs when the money order has been

purchased and given to the Committee. Then the contribution is

*by a written instrument,' and is matchable presuming that other

requirements of 11 C.F.R. S 9034.2 have been fulfilled.

In the instant matter, the evidence suggests that Esther Kee

and other volunteers accepted cash contributions at the Silver

Palace Restaurant fundraiser on behalf of the Committee. The

money orders were purchased by the volunteers only after a*

Committee representative mentioned to Kee that cash was not

preferred by the Committee. Only the most cursory efforts were

made to determine if the cash contributors would like to have the

cash converted into written instrument, i.e., money order

form. 6/ No efforts were made to return the rejected cash.

Esther Kee has testified that she contacted only other volunteers

and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to inquire

whether they thought the people on the various lists nwould mind"

the purchase of money orders in their names with the cash

V/ If the actual cash contributors had been consulted, then
perhaps the problems of inaccurate attribution and contributions
by cash could have been avoided.
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contributions. No effort was made to contact the listed

individuals and either get their acquiescence to, or even inform

them of the purchase. / The evidence thus runs contrary to any

assertion that the actual contributors did not intend the cash

paid for; the admission tickets to constitute contributions, and

that the actual contributions occurred only when money orders

were purchased by Kee and other volunteers.

Additionally, it follows from the regulatory requirement of

11 C.F.R. S 9034(c)(2) that any money orders which do not bear

the contributor's signature or are not accompanied by a written

document signed by the contributor are not matchable. Since the

evidence makes it clear that the original cash contributors knew
(IN

nothing of the money order purchases, and that Esther Kee and

other volunteers filled in the instruments including the remitter

lines with the names of persons other than to whom they belonged,

C, a fortiori, the money orders involved in this matter were not

signed by the actual contributors. Thus, with the exception of

the four (4) money orders which were accompanied by four (4)

verification letters (See fn. 4, supra), which are unmatchable

for other reasons, the money orders involved in this matter are

not matchable because they lack the necessary signature.

7/ The only apparent exception is Do Young Paik. See fn. 6,
supra.
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Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends that the Commission

seek a repayment of $7,130.35 pursuant to 11 C•F.R.

S 9038.2(a)(1) (an amount equal to the amount improperly paid).

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

2 UoS.C. S 441g places a $100 limitation on aggregate cash

contributions made to a single candidate or candidate's

committee. Commission regulations at 11 CF.R. S 110.4(c)(2)

require a Committee receiving cash contributions aggregating in

excess of $100 to return the amount over $100 to the contributor.

As has been highlighted, there were four (4) money orders that

were made in amounts greater than $100 (see fn. 1, supra), and a

number of m6ney orders for $100 which were attributed to the same

person (see fn 2, supra).

c Although Esther Kee has denied that these money, orders

represent cash contributions, the circumstances make it probable 4

that they indeed represent the original cash contributions. The

money order numbers on these money orders fit into the

consecutive number sequence of others that are representative of

cash contributions. Moreover, there is a distinct similarity in

the handwriting patterns of the money orders as verified by

Esther Kee's testimony. Finally, but no less significantly, the

money orders are dated, and were therefore purchased days after

the event.

Since there is evidence that most, if not all, of the money

orders which are part of this matter represent at the initial

stage actual cash contributions, the General Counsel recommends



that the Commission find reason to believe that the Committee

violated 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2) by failing to return amounts

aggregating in excess of $100 in U.S. currency.

D. Violation of 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A)

The Matching Fund Act makes it unlawful for any person

knowingly and willfully

(A) to furnish any false, fictitious,
or fraudulent evidence, books, or information
to the Commission under this chapter, or to
include in any evidence, books, or informa-
tion so furnished any misrepresentation of a
material fact, or to falsify or conceal any
evidence, books, or information relevant to a
certification by the Commission or an
examination and audit by the Commission
under this chapter .... [26 U.S.C. ', A
S9042 (c) (1) (A) ]

The Act extends the Commission's jurisdiction to "knowing and

o willful" violations of Chapter 26, Title 26, United States Code,

V in either an administrative or civil context. 2 U.S.C.

S SS 437g(a)(5)(B) and (a)(6)(C). Since the S 9042(c) (1) provision

is part of a grant of jurisdiction over Chapter 96, it can be

civilly enforced by the Commission.

For the purpose of this analysis, then, it is important to'

determine whether the Committee can be held liable for the acts

of its agents. A prerequisite to this determination, however, is

to ascertain whether Esther Kee was the Committee's agent. From

the General Counsel's point of view, Esther Kee was clearly an

agent of the Committee.

The relationship between principal and agent is determined

in general, by applying the law of the state which has the most



significant relationship to the parties and the transaction at

issue. Japan Petroleum Co. (Nigeria) Ltd. v. Ashland Oil. Inco,

456 F. Supp. 831, 840, n.17 (D. Del. 1978). The Committee

maintained its principal place of business in the District of

Columbia,* The Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser from which the

contributions at issue were derived, took place in New York. As

to the relationship between principal and agent, general common

law principles of agency apply in both jurisdictions.

As a matter of common law, then, an agency relationship

requires no special formality such as a writing, and arises when

one authorizes another expressly or impliedly to act as an agent.

Universal Computer Systems, Inc., 474 F. Suppo at 476. The

deponents have uniformly stated that Esther Kee approached the

Committee seeking to handle fundraising in the Asian-American

community. Apparently she has extensive knowledge of and an

ongoing relationship with that community. She volunteered her

time on behalf of the Committee to seek financial support for the

Carter/Mondale reelection bid. The Committee made her responsible

for fundraising (title: "coordinator') at the Silver Palace

Restaurant on February 21, 1980. Her duties included arranging

the event generally, by seeking participation and financial

support from within the resident Asian-American community. She

recruited volunteers to collect receipts at the door. She

solicited attendees. She sought and made pre-event ticket sales.

She collected and supervised the collection of admission

contributions. She met the guest of honor (Rosalynn Carter) at
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the airport and accompanied her to the event. After the event,

Kee delivered the contributed funds to the Committee's

headquarters. Not only was Esther Kee endowed by the Committee

with the responsibility and authority to ensure that the event

was a financial successe but third parties (such as the assigned

Secret Service Agents) at the fundraiser acknowledged her as the

Committee's representative charged with overall coordination of

the event.

Sandy Oreste was the only paid Committee employee at the

event, but the individual responsible for the event -- the

Committee's "presence -- was Esther Kee. The fact that Kee was a
volunteer is not significant. She may still be an agent of the

Committeer albeit gratuitous. Sharpe v. Bradley Lumber Co.,

Inc. , 446 F.2d 152, 155 (4th Cir. 1971), cert. denied, 405 U.S.

919 (1972).

It is a settled proposition that the principal is

responsible for the acts of its agent(s) not only for the precise

act which it expressly authorized the agent(s) to do, but also

for whatever is necessary to its performance. Marohn v. Burnham

Van Services, Inc.? 478 F. Supp. 49, 51 (N.D. Ill. 1979);

Southern Pac. Transp. Co. v. Continental Shippers Assn., Inc.,

485 F. Supp. 1313, 1319 (W.D. Mo. 1965). And, it follows that

the acts of an agent can be imputed to the principal. .!/ U.S. v.

8/ Acts of the agent may be imputed only if it is the agent's
purpose or intent to benefit the principal. Actual benefit is
largely irrelevant. Id.
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Beusch, 596 F.2d 871, 877 (9th Cir. 1979). Moreover, the

principal is considered to know what its agent knows within the

scope of the agency. W.R. Grace & Co.. Inc. v. Weston U.S.

Industries, Inc., 608 F.2d 1214, 1218 (9th Cir. 1979).. Indeed,

the principal is chargeable with knowledge of the agent's

conduct, which it could have ascertained if it had used ordinary

care in looking at the activity in which its agent(s) was

engaged. Tel-Ads. Inc. v. Trans-Lux Playhouse, Inc., 232 F.

Supp. 198, 201 (D.D.C. 1964).

In her capacity as the Committee's agent, Esther Kee knew

1) that she and others accepted cash contributions on behalf of

the Committee; 2) that she and others purchased money orders with

the cash without the consent of the cash contributors; and,

o 3) that she and others filled in and signed those money orders.

Clearly, Kee's knowledge of these facts can be imputed to the

Committee.

Although in general, the Committee would be liable for the

acts of its agents and would be held to have knowledge of its

agents, the statute here at issue requires that the.respondent

"knowingly and willfully" submit false or misleading information

to the Commission.

The Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit construed the term

"knowing and willful" in the context of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (7)

(The 1979 amendments to the Act have moved $ 437g(a) (7) to

S 437g(a)(6)(C).) to require a showing of "'defiance' or

'knowing, conscious and deliberate flaunting' of the Act."
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American Federation of Labor and Congress of Industrial

Organizations v. Federal Election Commission, 629 F. 2d 97, 101

(D.C. Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 982 (1980). However,

the U.S.C. Supreme Court has held that such a showing of evil

intent in proving a civil violation of a "knowing and willfullm

provision is not required. In the case of United States v.

Illinois Central R.R. Co. 303 U.S. 239 (1938), the United States

sued the railroad for "knowing and willfull" failure to timely

unload cattle at their destination. The railroad's failure to

unload cattle at their destination. The railroad's failure to

unload the cattle was attributable to the negligent lack of

cooperation'between two of its agents. In adopting the language

of a circuit court decision, the court reasoned that "knowing and

willful" means "purposely or obstinately and is designed to

describe [in this case] the attitude of a carrier, who, having a

free will and choice, either intentionally disregards the statute

or is plainly indifferent its requirements." Id. at 243.

Larry Hayes, as the person charged by the Committee with

responsibility for submitting Matching Fund Act information to the

Commission, does not appear from the evidence to have actually

known that the money orders were erroneously attributed, were

obtained by exchanging cash contributions, and were not signed by

the actual contributors as did Esther Kee. The General Counsel

is of the opinion that there would have to be some indication

that a person involved in the preparation of the matching funds

submissions actually knew the above-mentioned facts before there
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could be any "knowing and willful" submission of false or

misleading Matching Fund Act information to the Commission by the

Committee.

Esther Kee indicated that she had a vague understanding that

the money orders would be used for matching fund submissions.

Given this understanding, however "vague," it is the opinion of

the Commission that Esther Kee was involved in the gathering and

submission of information for matching funds purposes. Indeed,

the very instruments which she purchased and signed form the

basis of the actual submission. Thus, she was certainly involved

in the preparation of the matching fund submission. And, in that

preparation'she provided fraudulent evidence, and misrepresented

a material fact.

Under these circumstances, there does seem to b.e a

sufficient predicate for holding the Committee liable under

Section 9042(c)(1). An individual involved in the preparation of

* the matching fund submission appears to have intentionally

disregarded the statute or acted plainly indifferent to its

requirements. Accordingly, the Commission has found reason to

believe that the Committee violated 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A).

E. Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f

Section 441f of the Act provides that no person shall make a

contribution in the name of another or knowingly permit his or

her name to be used to effect that contribution. Also, no person

shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person in the

name of another.



The Commission has already found reason to believe a

violation has occurred as to Section 441f on May 5, 1981.

Moreover, the Committee has already received its notification as

to this finding. The following analysis is provided to disclose

the theory upon which the finding is based subsequent to a

preliminary investigation.

The available evidence discloses that some persons in

attendance at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser paid the

minimum of $100 entrance fee in cash, in their own names,, with

funds from their own personal accounts, and it is true that

Esther Kee, acting for the Committee, accepted the cash

contributions as such, It is also evident that those cash "

receipts were returned by the Committee when they were tendered

oD as proceeds from the fundraiser.

An unnamed Committee official, when confronted with the cash

receipts, told Esther Kee that the Committee needed money orders

or bank checks (see p.2, supra). After such a rejection, the

cash should have been returned to the individuals from whom

derived or the individuals should have been requested to give

authorization to have their cash converted to money orders,

There was no attempt to do so. Instead, Esther Kee converted the

cash receipts she had been given without contacting the original

contributors. Names of fundraiser attendees were signed ad hoc

on the money orders by Esther Kee and other volunteers, and

Esther Kee delievered the money orders along with various lists

of fundraiser attendees to Sandy Oreste at the Committee's

headquarters.
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Once Esther Kee purchased money orders with the returned

receipts, signed fundraiser attendee names on them, and delivered

them to another person, she violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by making

contributions in the names of other persons. Since she was

acting within the scope of her agency with an intent to benefit

the Committee, the latter can be said to have violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441f. See United States v. Beusch, supra.

Sandy Oreste, having knowledge that Esther Kee did not

return the cash receipts to the actual cash contributors, but had

converted them by purchasing money orders, knowingly accepted

contributions, made by Esther Kee in the names of other persons

in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f. Since she was acting within the

scope of her agency with an intent to benefit the Committee, the

0 latter can be said to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f: See United

States v. Beusch, supra.
0n
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Letter to Carol Dart
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If you have any questions# please contact Michael Dymeraky at
202/523-4039.

Sirtcerely,

Enclosure
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
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Carol Darr
Deputy Counsel
Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.
4710 Bethesda Ave., #302
Bethesda, Maryland 20014

RU: 1UR 1353

Dear Ms. Darr:

On March 2, 1982 and May , 1982, the Federal Election
Comission determined that there is reason to believe that your
committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c) , 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A)
and 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2). In addition, the Commission decided
to seek a repayment of $7,130.35 in matching funds, pursuant to 11
CoF.R. S 9038.2(a). The General Counsel's factual and legal
analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's findings, is
attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
o action should be taken against you. Please submit any factual or

legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Comission's
consideration of this matter.

CIn the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
committee, the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a

co violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if you
so desire. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential in
accordance with 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.



Sandy Oreste
Shea and Gould
Suite 1000
1627 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20016

RE: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Oreste:

On March 2, 1982 and May , 1982, the Federal Election
Commission determined that there is reason to believe that you
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended 2 U.S.C. S 431 et s.., ('the
Act") by knowingly accepting contributions made EE sther Kee in
the names of other persons. The General Counsel's factual and
legal analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's findings,
is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
consideration of this matter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course, this does
not preclude the settlement of this matter through conciliation
prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.
See 11 C.F.R. 5 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential inaccordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (9) and I 437g(a) (12) (A),unless you notify the Comission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your infornation, we have attached a brief description ofthe Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of theAct. If you have any questions, please contact Michael Dynersky,
at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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Esther Kee
Executive Director
U.S. Asia Institute
1015 20th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Kees

On March 2, 1982 and May , 1982, the Federal Election
Commission determined that there is reason to believe that you
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971p as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431 et seqj ('the
Act*) by making contributions in the names of other persons. The
General Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis
for the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
o action should be taken against you. Please submit any factual or

legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
consideration of this matter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course, this does
not preclude the settlement of this matter through conciliation
prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.
See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.
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Pago 2
NUR 1353

The investigation nov being conducted will be confidential inaoocdane with 2 U.S.C. I 437g(a)(4)(D) and S 437g(a) (12) (A),unless you notify the Coission in vriting that you vish the
Investigation to be made public.

For your infornation, ye have attached a brief doription ofthe Comission's procedures for handling possible violations of theAct. If you have any questions, please contact Michael Dynersky,
at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

0'

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

. Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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In the Matter of i
) MUR 1353

Carter/tndale Presidential )
Ccwmittee, et al. )

CERTIFICATIN

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

Election OCcmission Executive Session on May 18, 1982, do hereby

certify that the Ccmenission took the following actions in the
above-ctoned matter:

1. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to anmnd the Factual and
Legal Analysis attached to the General Counsel's
Corrigendum to the May 5, 1982 report by substituting
the word returned for the word rejected in line seven
on page three.

Cordssioners Aikens, Elliott, Mconald, ficGarry, and
Reiche voted affirmatively for the decision. Qmissicner

0 Harris abstained.

2. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to amend the Factual and
Legal Analysis attached to the General Counsel's
Corrigendum to the May 5, 1982 report by substituting
the viord returned for the word rejected in paragraph
two on page seventeen and in the first line on page
eighteen.

Comnissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, ?lcGarry, and
Reiche voted affirmatively for the decision.
Commissioner Harris abstained.

3. Decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the following actions

a) Approve and authorize the sending of the reason to
believe notification attached to the General Counsel's
May 5, 1982 report.

Continued



Certification for MIR 1353 Page 2
bay18, 1982

b) ApprWve the Factual and Iegal Analysis contained
in the Corrigendum to the General ounsel's May 5,
1982 report, as amended above, and send it along
with the notification letters to the Carter/ardale
Presidential Cumittee, Sandy Oreste and Esther Kee.

Cmnissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald,
MaGarry, and Reiche voted affirmatively for the
decision.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Mmons
Secretary of the Ocmission

0

0r
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D.C. 20463 82 MAY 13 P4: 0?

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission EXECUTE

FROM: Charles N. Steele - "
General Counsel MAY 18 1982

BY: Kenneth A. Gross ""
Associate General Counse -

SUBJECT: MUR 1353; Corrigendum (Me-orandum datedMay 5, 1982) '~!i?

This erratum is being circulated so that language contained
in an attachment to a memorandum to the Commission dated May 5,
1982 may be corrected. Language appearing on page 12 of
Attachment I (page 10 of the General Counsel's Factual and Legal
Analysis to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee) which
appears below, should be deleted.

"Yet a third reason exists for not treating the money
orders here involved as matchable. Because the Committee in
effect rejected the cash receipts and returned the funds to
Esther Kee who then converted them to money orders without
getting authorization from the original contributors, Esther
Kee can be viewed as having herself made contributions in
the names of others. Under 26 U.S.C. S 9034(a) the money
orders in question would thus not be matchable because they
did not identify Esther Kee as the person making the
contribution. Moreover, because the contributions by Kee
consequently violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441a and 441f (see full
discussion infra, pp. 17-20), the Commission's regulations
expressly preclude matchability. 11 C.F.R. S 9034.3(e)."

A corrected copy of the proposed Factual and Legal Analysis
is attached hereto.

Attachment
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 jf*.

10

May 5, 1982

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counse

SUBJECT: MUR 1353 (Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee et al.); Circulation of
Notification Letters and General
Counsel's Factual and Legal Analyses

Attached for your information are reason to believe
notification letters directed to Carol Darr, counsel to the
Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ('"the Committee") in
connection with this matter, Sandy Oreste and Esther Kee. In
addition, General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analyses are
included for each. Although the Commission made all of the

C findings and directed this office to "send the appropriate
notification" to the respective respondents on March 2, 1982, the
attached letters and analyses are being circulated on a 48 hourtally vote basis.

Recommendation

Approve and authorize the sending of the attached reason to
believe notification letters and analyses to the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee, Sandy Oreste and Esther Kee.

Attachments
1. Notification letter to Carter/Mondale with General

Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
2. Notification letter to Esther Kee with General Counsel's

Factual and Legal Analysis
3. Notification letter to Sandy Oreste with General

Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Carol Darr
Deputy Counsel
Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.
4710 Bethesda Ave., #302
Bethesda, Maryland 20014

RE: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Darr:*

On March 2, 1982 and May , 1982, the Federal Election
Commission determined that there is reason to believe that your
committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c) , 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A)
and 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2). In addition, the Commission decided
to seek a repayment of $7,130.35 in matching funds, pursuant to 11

C 4 C.F.R. S 9038.2(a). The General Counsel's factual and legal
analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's findings, is
attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
o action should be taken against you. Please submit any factual or

legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
VT consideration of this matter.

In the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
committee, the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a
violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course,
this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through
conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if you
ao desire. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential in
accordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

22.. (2



Letter to Carol Darr
Page 2
MUR 135 3

if you have any questions, please contact Michael Dymersky at.

202/523-4039.

Sincerely,

Enclosure
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

Co

0
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Date 14UR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER & TEL. NO.RESPONDENT Carter/Mondale Michael Dymersky

Presidential Committee (202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L'L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

The Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee (the Committee") t

violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c); 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c) (2); and

26 U.S'.C. S 9042(c)(1)(A). In addition, the Committee should

repay $7,130.35 in primary matching funds pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 9038.2(a).

CY% FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I. Facts
0Most of the money orders involved in this matter were made

in amounts of $100. However, there were four (4) money orders

that were made in amounts greater than $100. i/ Also, a number

c of money orders bear the same name. 2/

1/ Money Order No. 591764 bearing the name of Tse Wai Chun is
for $400; Money Order No. 591765 bearing the name Bob Leu is for
400; Money Order No. 591757 bearing the name Leung Shui Sum is

for $500; Money Order No. 591754 and Money Order No. 591755 both
bear the name Shui K. Lee, and for $500 each.

2/ Aside from the two money orders bearing the name Shui K.
Lee, Money Order No.'592682, Money Order No. 592679 and Money
Order No. 592678 bear the name Do Young Paik, and are for $100
each; Money Order No. 592-680, Money Order No. 592676 and Money
urder No. 592675 bear the name David D.H. Kim, and are for $100
each; and Money Order No. 592644 and Money Order No. 592643 bear
the name George Lau and are for $100 each.

. -(3)



Twenty-two of the 47 individuals who responded to the reason

to believe notification declared that they made no contribution.

Only one of the 47 responding individuals affirmatively declared

that a contribution was made, 3/ while twenty-four of the 47 made

no indication as to whether a contribution was made.

On the basis of testimony by Esther Kee, Sandy Oreste and

Larry Hayes, the General Counsel can adduce the following facts.

Esther Kee, as a volunteer of the Committee, was charged with

conducting a fundraiser at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City, on February 21, 1980. (Rosalynn Carter was the guest

of honor). Sandy Oreste, a secretary to Evan Dobelle, was the

only Committee employee at the event.ON

The entrance price to the event was $100. Many persons made

o payment by cash, for which they received tickets of admission.

Apparently, volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect

entrance fees and issue admission tickets were instructed by her

to keep any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill

out contributor cards. These measures were designed to cause

contributions to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

contributor records to be kept. However, in spite of her

3/ This individual -- Do Young Paik -- said he contributed in
cash. He also indicated that he instructed an unidentified
member of the Committee's "Dinner Committee" to buy a money
order, and sign his name to it.

7 AI
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directions, the cash was commingled, and an incomplete list of

cash contributors was kept. At the end of the event, Esther Kee
was left with a large amount of cash (there appears to be $9,100

involved in this matter), and for many ticket purchasers,

contributor cards were not filled out. Mrs. Kee left the cash for
Sandy Oreste at the Committee headquarters sometime after the

event. However, the cash receipts were rejected by the Committee

when Mrs. Kee was told by someone at the Committee that the'

Committee needed money orders or bank checks.

Thereafter (on or about February 28, 1980) Kee purchased and

caused other volunteers to purchase money orders from the

Manhattan Savings Bank in increments of $100, in most cases,
($100 being the price of an entrance ticket to the event), and

0 they filled out the payee lines and signed the remitter lines of
the money orders using lists of names and addresses which they
had. These lists included partial contributor lists and lists of
other attendees such as cooks and waiters of the Silver Palace
Restaurant. There was no attempt to return the rejected cash

receipts to the actual cash contributors. Moreover, there was no
attempt to inform the actual cash contributors of the money order
purchase, or to secure their respective signatures on the
instruments. Rather, Kee testified that she contacted only other
volunteers and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to

inquire whether they thought the people on the various lists
would mind" the purchase of money orders in their names with the

cash contributions. Thus, the actual contributors never received
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their rejected cash contributions, nor agreed to the money order

purchase (with the single exception of Do Young Paik, s!.eetn. 3,

supra). Apparently, Sandy Oreste filled out the requisite

contributor cards when Esther Kee gave her the filled out money

orders, from lists of attendees supplied by Kee.

Larry Hayes stated in his deposition that all receipts for

fundraising events, including money orders, would have gone to

Tricia Segal Davis, who was the coordinator for all fundraiser

activities generally, and would then be given to data entry staff

for preparation of data entry information cards, copying of

instruments, and entering information in the computer. At the

stage when data entry information cards were prepared, a review

was made as to whether the contribution was potentially

0 matchable. During the period involved in the instant matter, all

money orders were marked "later matchable." The Committee

contracted with a computer firm to enter the information into a

computer. Verification letters were then automatically sent to

the identified contributors. This verification process was

conducted because the Committee believed that any writing on the

remitter's signature line of a money order was irrelevant with

respect to the signature requirement of the Commission's

regulations. Significantly, money orders are bearer instruments

and negotiable absent a signature. As to the instant 67

contributors, the Committee has only provided evidence
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that four (4) executed contribution verification letters were

received. 4l

Sometime during the Sumer of 1980, the decision was made by

Larry Hayes on behalf of the Committee, to change the category of

money orders from "later matchable" to "matchable" if the
instruments contained the required information and the apparent

signature of the contributor. This was accomplished by a.review

of all 'later matchable" contributionsby the Committee's c ding
staff. If the money orders appeared to be signed and contain

N other formalities, the'staff would re-code them as "matchable"

and inform the computer firm accordingly. Thereafter, they would

be submitted for primary matching funds. Apparently, the

Committee was experiencing severe cash-flow problems. And, since,

o their policy as to matchability of money orders was arguably more
stringent than necessary, it was relaxed. The money orders

C, involved in this matter furnished to the Commission by the

Committee in Submissions 14 and 17 are a product of this policy

change.

4/ Verification letters for the following individuals wereincluded by the Committee in Submission 17 with respect to theindividuals involved in this matter: Shui K. Lee; Tse Wai Chun;Yet Suey Gee (Tom); and Kwok Tung Tam. The last two individuals,
through their attorney, M. Sloan, have indicated in response totheir reason to believe notifications that in fact they made no
such contribution by money order.

7_0<
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ii. Legal Analysis

A. Violation of 2 UoS.C. 5 432(c)

The accounting provision of the Act at 2 U.S.C. 5 432(c)

makes it clear that the Committee must keep accurate records of

contributions received. The evidence establishes that the

Committee did not comply with the provision. While the evidence

suggests that there was an intent to maintain accurate records of

receipts at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser, the plain

fact is that only inadequate and inaccurate accounts were kept.

N Indeed, while Kee and other volunteers initially planned to keep

any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill out

accompanying contributor cards, in fact, the cash was all

combined, and an inaccurate and incomplete list of such cash

contributors was kept, making it virtually impossible to ascertain

exactly who had contributed what. As a result, accurate receipt

accounts were not maintained by the Committee, and the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c).

B. Repayments of Primary Matching Funds; 26 U.S.C.
S 9038(b) (1)

The Presidential Matching Payment Account Act ("Matching

Fund Act") states that:

If the Commission determines that any portion
of the payments made to a candidate . . . was
in excess of the aggregate amount of payments
to which such candidate was entitled under
Section 9034 . . . the candidate shall
pay . o o an amount equal to the amount of
excess payments. 26 U.S.C. S 9038.
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With respect to the Committee's entitlement to matching

funds under Section 9034 for the contributions involved in this

matter, the issue is whether the money orders involved herein

represent matchable contributions. Section 9.034 states that for

matching fund purposes, the term "contribution" means . . . a

gift of money made by a written instrument which identifies the

person making the contribution . . . (emphasis added). See

also 11 C.F.R. S 9034.2. When an individual contributes cash

which is later converted into a written instrument by a third

party without at least the tacit consent of the contributor, the

contribution is not matchable in the General Counsel's view. 5/ A

contributor could give cash to another as an agent for the

purpose of purchasing a written instrument. Similarly, a

0D contributor could give cash to a representative of a political

committee as an agent for the same purpose. Bowever, for such a

transaction to render the resulting written instrument matchable

for purposes of Section 9034, there would have to be some

communication or conduct which would expressly or impliedly

establish at least some intent between the individual contributor

and "purchaser" Committee official to create the agency

5/ Thus, there may even be a problem in terms of matchability
if a contributor signs a contribution verification letter which
fails to specify that the contribution was made by a written
instrument. The four (4) verification letters produced by the
Committee herein do not contain a statement that the contributions
were made by written instrument.

,J~~Z 4~
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relationship. See Universal Computer Systems, Inc. v. Medical

Services Ass'n of Pennsylvania, 474 F. Supp. 472 (D.C. Pa. 1979).

If the contributor has not intended that cash constitute the

contribution and, instead intends the money order to so function,

the actual contribution occurs when the money order has been

purchased and given to the Committee. Then the contribution is

4by a written instrument, and is matchable presuming that other

requirements of 11 C.F.R. $ 9034.2 have been fulfilled.

In the instant matter, the evidence suggests that Esther Kee

and other volunteers accepted cash contributions at the Silver

Palace Restaurant fundraiser on behalf of the Committee. The

money orders were purchased by the volunteers only after a

Committee representative mentioned to Kee that cash was not

preferred by the Committee. Only the most cursory efforts were

%r made to determine if the cash contributors would like to have the

cash converted into written instrument, .. , money order

form. 6/ No efforts were made to return the rejected cash.

Esther Kee has testified that she contacted only other volunteers

a nd the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to inquire

whether they thought the people on the various lists "would mind"

the purchase of money orders in their names with the cash

6/ If the actual cash contributors had been consulted, then
perhaps the problems of inaccurate attribution and contributions
by cash could have been avoided.

~A~h~AA~t7 0(0)
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contributions. No effort was made to contact the listed

individuals and either get their acquiescence to, or even inform

them of the purchase. 2/ The evidence thus runs contrary to any

assertion that the actual contributors did not intend the cash

paid for the admission tickets to constitute contributions, and

that the actual contributions occurred only when money orders

were purchased by Kee and other volunteers.

Additionally, it follows from the regulatory requirement of

Ii C.F.R. S 9034(c)(2) that any money orders which do not bear

N the contributor's signature or are not accompanied by a written

document signed by the contributor are not matchable. Since the

4 evidence makes it clear that the original cash contributors knew

nothing of the money order purchases, and that Esther Kee and

other volunteers filled in the instruments including the remitter

lines with the names of persons other than to whom they belonged,

a fortiori, the money orders involved in this matter were not

* signed by the actual contributors. Thus, with the exception of

the four (4) money orders which were accompanied by four (4)

verification letters (See fn. 4, supra), which are unmatchable

for other reasons, the money orders involved in this matter are

not matchable because they lack the necessary signature.

71 The only apparent exception is Do Young Paik. See fn. 6,
supra.
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Yet a third reason exists for not treating the money orders

here involved as matchable. Because the Committee in effect

rejected the cash receipts and returned the funds to Esther Kee

who then converted them to money orders without getting

authorization from the original contributors, Esther Kee can be

viewed as having herself made contributions in the names of

others. Under 26 U.S.C. S 9034(a) the money orders in question

would thus not be matchable because they did not identify Esther

Kee as the person making the contribution. Moreover, because the

N contributions by Kee consequently violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441a and

441f (see full discussion infra, pp. 17-20), the Commission's

regulations expressly preclude matchability. 11 C.F.R.C^
S 9034.3(e). Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends that

CI the Commission seek a repayment of $7,130.35 pursuant to

11 C.F.R. S 9038.2(a)(1) (an amount equal to the amount
C improperly paid.

C. Violation of 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2)

2 U.S.C. S 441g places a $100 limitation on aggregate cash

contributions made to a single candidate or candidate's

committee. Commission regulations at 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2)

require a Committee receiving cash contributions aggregating in

excess of $100 to return the amount over $100 to the contributor.

As has been highlighted, there were four (4) money orders that.

were made in amounts greater than $100 (see fn. 1, supra),-and a

number of money orders for $100 which were attributed to the same

person (see fn 2, supra).
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Although Esther Kee has denied that these money orders

represent .cash contributions, the circumstances make it probable

that they. indeed represent the original cash contributions. The

money order numbers on these money orders fit into the

consecutive number sequence of others that are representative of

cash contributions. Moreover, there is a distinct similarity in

the handwriting patterns of the money orders as verified by

Esther Kee's testimony. Finally, but no less significantlyl the

money orders are dated, and were therefore purchased days after
N the event,

Since there is evidence that most, if not all, of the money

orders which are part of this matter represent at the initial

stage actual cash contributions, the General Counsel recommends

D that the Commission find reason to believe that the Committee

violated 11 C..F.R. S 110.4(c)(2) by failing to return amounts 4,

aggregating in excess of $100 in U.S. currency.

D. Violation of 26 U.S.C. 5 9042(c) (1) (A)

The Matching Fund Act makes it unlawful for any person

knowingly and willfully

(A) to furnish any false, fictitious,
or fraudulent evidence, books, or information
to the Commission under this chapter, or to
include in any evidence, books, or informa-
tion so furnished any misrepresentation of a
material fact, or to falsify or conceal any
evidence, books, or information relevant to a J11
certification by the Commission or an
examination and audit by the Commission
under this chapter .... 126 U.S.C.

9042(c) (1) (A)j

- /3
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The Act extends the Commission's jurisdiction to "knowing and

willful" violations of Chapter 26, Title 26, United States Code, 4

in either an administrative or civil context. 2 U.S.C.

$S 437g(a) (5) (B) and (a) (6) (C). Since the S 9042(c) (1) provision

is part of a grant of jurisdiction over Chapter 96, it can be

civilly enforced by the Commission.

For the purpose of this analysis, then, it is important to

determine whether the Committee can be held liable for the acts -

of its agents. A prerequisite to this determination, however, is

N to ascertain whether Esther Kee was the Committee's agent. From

the General Counsel's point of view, Esther Kee was clearly an

C4 agent of the Committee.

The relationship between principal and agent is determined

in general, by applying the law of the state which has the most
0

significant relationship to the parties and the transaction at

C) issue. Japan Petroleum Co. (Nigeria) Ltd. v. Ashland Oil, Inc.,

456 F. Supp. 831, 840, n.17 (D. Del. 1978). The Committee

¢". maintained its principal place of business in the District of

Columbia. The Silver Palace Restaurant fpundraiser from which the

contributions at .issue were derived, took place in New York. As

to the relationship between principal and agent, general common

law principles of agency apply in both jurisdictions.

As a matter of common law, then, an agency relationship

requires no special formality such as a writing, and arises when

one authorizes another expressly or impliedly to act as an agent.
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universal Computer Systems, Inc., 474 F. Supp. at 476. The

deponents .have uniformly stated that Esther Kee approached the

Committee. seeking to handle fundraising in the Asian-American

community. Apparently she has extensive knowledge of and an

ongoing relationship with that community. She volunteered her

time on behalf of the Committee to seek financial support for the

Carter/Mondale reelection bid. The Committee made her responsible

for fundraising (title: "coordinator") at the Silver Palace

Restaurant on February 21, 1980. Her duties included arranging

- the event generally, by seeking participation and financial

support from within the resident Asian-American community. She

recruited volunteers to collect receipts at the door. She

solicited attendees. She sought and made pre-event ticket sales.

She collected and supervised the collection of admission

contributions. She met the guest of honor (Rosalynn Carter) at

C7. the airport and accompanied her to the event. After the event,
Kee delivered the contributed funds to the Committee's

headquarters. Not only was Esther Kee endowed by the Committee

w'th the responsibility and authority to ensure that the event

was a financial success, but third parties (such as the assigned

Secret Service Agents) at the fundraiser acknowledged her as the

Committee's representative charged with overall coordination of

the event.

Sandy Oreste was the only paid Committee employee at the

event, but the individual responsible for the event -- the

Committee's "presence -- was Esther Kee. The fact that Kee was a
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volunteer is not significant. She may still be an agent of the

Committee, albeit gratuitous. SharRe v. Bradley Lumber Co.,

Inc.# 446 F.2d 152, 155 (4th Cir. 1971), cert. denied, 405 U.S.

919 (1972)10

It is a settled proposition that the principal is

responsible for the acts of its agent(s) not only for the precise

act which it expressly authorized the agent(s) to do, but also

for whatever is necessary to its performance. Marohn v. Burnham

van Services, Inc., 478-F. Supp. 49, 51 (N.D. Ill. 1979);

N Southern Pac. Transp. Co. v. Continental Shippers Assn.,, Inc.,

485 F. Supp. 1313, 1319 (W.D. Mo. 1965). And, it follows that

the acts of an agent can be imputed to the principal. V8 U;S. v.

Beusch, 596 F.2d 871, 877 (9th Cir. 1979). Moreover, the

principal is considered to know what its agent knows within the
0

scope of the agency. W.R. Grace & Co., Inc. v. Weston U.S.

Industries, Inc., 608 F.2d 1214, 1218 (9th Cir. 1979). Indeed,

the principal is chargeable with knowledge of the agent's

conduct, which it could have ascertained if it had used ordinary

care in looking at the activity in which its agent(s) was

engaged. Tel-Ads, Inc. v. Trans-Lux Playhouse, Inc., 232 F.

Supp. 198, 201 (D.D.C. 1964).

In her capacity as the Committee's agent, Esther Kee.knew

1 i) that she and others accepted cash contributions on behalf of

8/ Acts of the agent may be imputed only if it is the agent's
purpose or intent to benefit the principal. Actual benefit is
largely irrelevant. Id.

lc ~ ~ /,



the Committee; 2) that she and others purchased money orders with

the cash without the consent of the cash contributors; and,

3) that she and others filled in and signed those money orders.

Clearly, Kee's knowledge of these facts can be imputed to the

Committee.

Although in general, the Committee would be liable for the

acts of its agents and would be held to have knowledge of its

agents, the statute here at issue requires that the respondint

"knowingly and willfully" submit false or misleading information

C, to the Commission.

The Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit construed the term

IN "knowing and willful" in the context of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(7)

(The 1979 amendments to the Act have moved S 437g(a) (7) to

§ 437g(a)(6)(C).) to require a showing of "'defiance' or

'knowing, conscious and deliberate flaunting' of the Act.0

C American Federation of Labor and Congress of Industrial

* Organizations v. Federal Election Commission, 629 F. 2d 97, 101

(D.C. Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 982 (1980). However,

the U.S.C. Supreme Court has held that such a showing of evil

intent in proving a civil violation of a "knowing and willfull"

provision is not required. In the case of-United States v.

Illinois Central R.R. Co. 303 U.S. 239 (1938), the United States

sued the railroad for "knowing and willfull" failure to timely

unload cattle at their destination. The railroad's failure to

unload cattle at their destination. The railroad's failure to

unload the cattle was attributable to the negligent lack of
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cooperation between two of its agents. In adopting the language

of a circuit court decision, the court reasoned that "knowing and

willful' means"'purposely or obstinately and is designed to

describe [in this case] the attitude of a carrier, who, having a

free will and choice, either intentionally disregards the statute

or is plainly indifferent its requirements." Id. at 243.

Larry Hayes, as the person charged by the Committee with

responsibility for submitting Matching Fund Act information to the

Commission, does not appear from the evidence to have actually

known that the money orders were erroneously attributed, were

obtained by exchanging cash contributions, and were not signed by

the actual contributors as did Esther Kee. The General Counsel

is of the opinion that there would have to be some indication

that a person involved in the preparation of the matching funds

submissions actually knew the above-mentioned facts before there

C) could be any "knowing and willful" submission of false or

misleading Matching Fund Act information to the Commission by the

Committee.

Esther Kee indicated that she had a vague understanding that

the money orders would be used for matching fund submissions.

Given this understanding, however "vague," it is the opinion of

the Commission that Esther Kee was involved in the gathering and

submission of information for matching funds purposes. Indeed,

the very instruments which she purchased and signed form the

basis of the actual submission. Thus, she was certainly involved
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in the preparation of the matching fund submission. And, in that

preparation she provided fraudulent evidence, and misrepresented

a material fact.

Under these circumstances, there does seem to be a

sufficient predicate for holding the Committee liable under

section 9042(c)(1). An individual involved-in the preparation of

.pthe matching fund submission appears to have intentionally

disregarded the statute or acted plainly indifferent to its*

. requirements. Accordingly, the Commission has found reason to

believe that the Committee violated 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(ly (A).

E. Violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441f

Section 441f of the Act provides that no person shall make a

contribution in the name of another or knowingly permit his or

her name to be used to effect that contribution. Also, no personC

shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person in the

C", name of another.
The Commission has already found reason to believe a

* violation has occurred as to Section 441f on May 5, 1981.

Moreover, the Committee has already received its notification as

to this finding. The following analysis is provided t6 disclose

the theory upon which the finding is based subsequent to a

preliminary investigation.

The available evidence discloses that some persons in

attendance at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser paid the

minimum of $100 entrance fee in cash, in their own names, with

funds from their own personal accounts, and it is true that
E K

Esther Kee, acting for the Committee, accepted the cash
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contributions as such. It is also evident that those cash

receipts were rejected by the Committee when they were tendered

as proceeds from the fundraiser. jii

An unnamed Committee official, when confronted with the cash

reciepts, told Esther Kee that the Committee needed money orders

or bank checks (see p.2, supra). After such a rejection, the

cash should have been returned to the individuals from whom

derived or the individuals should have been requested to giVe

authorization to have their cash converted to money orders.

There was no attempt to do so. Instead, Esther Kee convetted the

cash receipts she had been given without contacting the original

contributors. Names of fundraiser attendees were signed ad hoc

on the money orders by Esther Kee and other volunteers, and

Esther Kee delievered the money orders along with various lists

of fundraiser attendees to Sandy Oreste at the Committee's

headquarters.

Once Esther Kee purchased money orders with the rejected
receipts, signed fundraiser attendee names on them,

and delivered them to another person, she violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441f by making contributions in the names of other persons.

Since she was acting within the scope of her agency with an

intent to benefit the Committee, the latter can be said to have

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f. See United States v. Beusch, supra.

Sandy Oreste, having knowledge that Esther Kee did not

return the cash receipts to the actual cash contributors, but had

converted them by purchasing money orders, knowingly

po



accepted contributions, made by Esther Kee in the names of other

persons in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f. Since she was acting

within the scope of her agency with an intent to benefit the

Committee, the latter can be said to have violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441f. See United States v. Beusch, supra.

C"
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. &VW3

Sandy Oreste
Shea and Gould
Suite 1000
1627 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20016

RE: MUR 1353

Dear Mo. Oreste:

On March 2, 1982 and May , 1982, the Federal Election
Commission determined that there is reason to believe that you
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election

fll Campaign Act of 1971, as amended 2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq., ("the
Act') by knowingly accepting contributions made ry Esther Kee in
the names of other persons. The General Counsel's factual and
legal analysis, which formed a basis for the Comission's findings,
is attached for your information.

0
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no

Nr action should be taken against you. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
consideration of this matter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Conmission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course, this does
not preclude the settlement of this matter through conciliation
prior to a finding-of probable cause to believe if you so desire.
See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this-matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
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.



Letter to Sandy Oreste
page 2
MUR 1353

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential in
accordance with 2 U,S.C. S 437g (a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Comission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Comission's procedures for handling possible violations of the
Act. If you have any questions, please contact Michael Dymersky,
at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

COO

Enclosures
o General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

C 2

V,

/1k~c4*444'ii
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER & .TEL. NO.

Mjihl DVrsky

IRESI 5ONDENT: Sandy Oreste

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Sandy Oreste violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly accepting

c contributions made by Esther Kee in the names of other persons.

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I. FACTS

On the basis of testimony by Esther Kee, Sandy Oreste and

Larry Hayes, the General Counsel can adduce the following facts.

, sther Kee, as a volunteer of the Committee, was charged with

CO conducting a fundraiser at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York

City, on February 21, 1980. (Rosalynn Carter was the guest-of

honor). Sandy Oreste, a secretary to Evan Dobelle, was the only

Committee employee at the event.

p °

~~ r~ 0 i
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The entrance price to the event was $100. Many persons made

payment by. cash, for which they received tickets of admission,

Apparently, volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect

entrance fees and issue admission tickets were instructed by her

to keep any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill

out contributor cards. These measures were designed to cause

contributions to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

contributor records to be kept. However, in spite of her 6. ej

directions, the cash was commingled, and an incomplete list of

cash contributors was kept. At the end of the event, Esther lee

was left with a large amount of cash (there appears to be $9,100

involved in this matter), and for many ticket-purchasers,

contributor cards were not filled out. Mrs. Kee left the cash

for Sandy Oreste at the Committee headquarters sometime after the

event. However, the cash receipts were rejected by the

Committee when Mrs. Kee was told by someone at the Committee that

the Committee needed money orders or bank checks.
Co

Thereafter (on or about February 28, 1980) Kee purchased and

caused other volunteers to purchase money orders from the

Manhattan Savings Bank in increments of $100, in most cases,

($100 being the price of an entrance ticket to the event), and

they filled out the payee lines and signed the remitter lines of

the money orders using lists of names and addresses which they

had. These lists included partial contributor lists and lists of

- (7 )
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other attendees such as cooks and waiters of the Silver Palace

Restaurant. There was no attempt to return the rejected cash

receipts to the actual cash contributors. Moreover, there was no

attempt to inform the actual cash contributors of the money order

purchase, or to secure their respective signatures on the

instruments. Rather, Kee testified that she contacted only other

volunteers and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to

inquire whether they thought the people on the various lists

"would mind" the purchase of money orders with the cash

contributions. Thus, the actual contributors never received

their rejected cash contributions, nor agreed to the money order

puchase (with the single exception of Do Young Paik)..

Apparently, Sandy Oreste filled-out.the requisite contributor

o cards when Esther Kee gave her the filled out money orders from

lists of attendees supplied by Kee.

IT. LEGAL ANALYSIS ...

A. Violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441f

Section-441f of the Act provides that no person shall make a

contribution in the name of another or knowingly permit his or

her name to. be used to effect that contribution. Also, no person

shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person in the

name of another..

While the available evidence discloses that some persons in

attendance at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser paid the

A_ .!



minimum $100 entrance fee in cash, in their own names, with funds

from their own personal accounts, and it is true that Esther Kee,

acting for the Committee, accepted the cash contributions as

such, it is also evident that those cash receipts were rejected

by the Committee possibly acting through Sandy Oreste, when they

were tendered as proceeds from the fundraiser.

A Committee official, when confronted with the cash

receipts, told Esther Kee that the Committee needed money orders

or bank checks. After such a rejection, the cash should have

been returned to the individuals from whom derived or the

individuals should have been requested to give authorization to

have their cash converted to money orders. There was no attempt

to do so. Instead, Esther Kee converted the cash receipts she

had been given without contacting the original contributors.0
Names of fundraiser attendees were signed ad hoc on the money

C orders by Esther Kee and other volunteers, and Esther Kee

delivered the money orders along with various lists of fundraiser

attendees to Sandy Oreste at the Committee's headquarters.

Sandy Oreste, having knowledge that Esther Kee did not

return the rejected cash receipts to the actual cash contributors

but had converted them by purchasing money orders, knowingly

accepted contributions made by Esther Kee in the names of other

persons in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

Esther Kee
Executive Director
U.S. Asia Institute
1015 20th Street, N.V.-
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Kee:

On March 2, 1982 and May , 1982, the Federal Election
Commission determined that there is reason to believe that you
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election

(' Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. 5 431 et seqi ('the
Act") by making contributions in the names of other persons. The
General Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis
for the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

O Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's

C7 consideration of this matter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course, this does
not preclude the settlement of this matter through conciliation
prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.
See 11 C.F.R. S 11.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
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.



Letter to Bother Re*Page 2

MUR 1353

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential in'
accordance with 2 U.s.c. S 4379(a)(4){B) and S 437g(a)(12) (A),
unless you notify the Comission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the-Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of the
Act. If. you have any questions, please contact Michael Dymersky,
at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

NTI

0

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

¢C Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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FZDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE ______IRNO___ _

STAFF MEMBER & TEL. NO.
Michael Dvaerskv
202 523- 039

RESONDENT: Esther .Kee

SOURCE OF NUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Esther Kee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by making contributions in

the names of other persons.
C1%

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

o 1. FACTS

On the basis of testimony by Esther Kee, Sandy Oreste and

Larry Hayes, the General Counsel can adduce the following facts.

* Esther Kee, as a volunteer of the Committee, was charged with

conducting a fundraiser at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York

City, on February 21, 1980. (Rosalynn Carter was the guest of

honor). Sandy Oreste, a secretary to Evan Dobelle, was the only

Committee employee at the event.
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The entrance price to the event was $100. Many persons made
. payment by. cash, for which they received tickets of admission.

Apparently, volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect

entrance fees and issue admission tickets were instructed by her

to keep any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill

out contributor cards. These measures were designed to cause

contributions to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

contributor records to be kept. However, in spite of her

directions, the cash was commingled, and an incomplete list of

cash contributors was kept. At the end of the event, Esther Kee

was left with a-large amount of cash (there appears to be $9,100

involved in this matter), and for many ticket-purchasers,

contributor cards were not filled out. Mrs. lee left the cash
0 for Sandy Oreste at the Committee headquarters sometime after the

event. However, the cash receipts were rejected by the

Committee when Mrs. Kee was told by Someone at the Committee that

the Committee needed money orders or bank checks.,

Thereafter (on or about February 28, 1980) Kee purchased and
caused other volunteers to purchase money orders from the
Manhattan Savings Bank in increments of $100, in most cases,

($100 being the price of an entrance ticket to the event), and

they filled out the payee lines and signed the remitter lines of

the money orders using lists of names and addresses which they

had. These lists included partial contributor lists and lists of

d !' (4)
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other attendees such as cooks and waiters of the Silver Palace

Restaurant. There was no attempt to return the rejected cash

receipts to the actual cash contributors. Moreover- there was no

attempt to inform the actual cash contributors of the money order

purchase, or to secure their respective signatures on the

instruments. Rather, Kee testified that she contacted only other

volunteers and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to

inquire whether they thought the people on the various lists

would mind* the purchase of money orders with the cash

contributions. Thus, the actual contributors never received

their rejected cash contributions, nor agreed to the money order

puchase (with the single exception of Do Young Paik).

Apparently, Sandy Oreste filled-out.the requisite contributor

o cards when Esther Kee gave her the filled out money orders from

lists of attendees supplied by Kee.

II. LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f

Section 441f of the Act provides that no person shall make a

contribution in the name of another or knowingly permit his or

her name to be used to effect that Contribution. Also, no person

shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person in the

name of another.

While the available evidence discloses that some persons in

attendance at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser paid the
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minimum $100 entrance fee in cash, in their own names, with funds

from their own personal accounts, and it is true that Esther Kee,

acting for the Committee, accepted the cash contributions as

such, it is also evident that those cash receipts were rejected

by the Committee when they were tendered as proceeds from the

fundraiser.

A Committee official, when confronted with the cash

receipts, told Esther Kee that the Committee needed money orders

or bank checks. After such a rejection, the cash should have

been returned to the individuals from whom derived or the

individuals should have been requested to give authorization to

have their cash converted to money orders. There was no attempt

to do so. Instead, Esther Kee converted the cash receipts she

had been given without contacting the original contributors.

R;-* Names of fundraiser attendees were signed ad hoc on the money

C) orders by Esther Kee and other volunteers, and Esther Kee

delivered the money orders along with various lists of fundraiser

attendees to Sandy Oreste at the Committee's headquarters.

Once Esther Kee failed to return.the cash receipts to the

cash contributors, purchased money orders with the converted

receipts, signed fundraiser attendee names on them, and delivered

them to another person, she violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by making

contributions in the names of other persons.
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BEFORE WE FEDERAL ELECTION t tA r 5:

In the Matter of ) A

Carter/Mondale Presidential ) MUR 1353
Committee, et al.

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT

I BACKGROUND

A. Previous Commission Action

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe that

the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the CommitteeS)

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly accepting contributions

made by persons in the names of other persons. The Commission

also found reason to believe that 67 named individuals knowingly

allowed their names to be used to effectuate contributions by

other people.

On June 23, 1981, the Commission authorized the issuance of

subpoenas directed to Mrs. Ester Kee and Ms. Sandy Oreste (a.k.a.

Carolyn McLean).!:/ On September 9, 1981, the Commission

authorized the issuance of a subpoena directed to Mr. Larry

Hayes.2/ On March 2, 1982, the Commission found no probable

1/ Ms. Oreste appeared for depositon on July 15, 1981. Mrs. Kee

appeared for deposition on July 17, 1981.

2/ Mr. Hayes appeared for deposition on September 28, 1981.
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cause to believe that the 67 individual respondents violated

2 U.S.C. $ 441f. Accordingly, the appropriate notifications have

been sent. In addition, the Commission found reason to believe

that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c), 11 C.F.R.

S 110.4(c)(2) and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(l)(A). The Commission also
decided to seek a repayment of $7,130.35 from the Committee,

pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 9038.2(a). As to Esther Kee and Sandy

Oreste, the Commission found reason to believe that they violated

2 U.S.C. S 441f.

The purpose of this General Counsel's Report is to recommend

that the Commission find reason to believe that Esther Kee

violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441a(a)(1) (A), and that Sandy Oreste and the

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f). These violations would

logically flow from the Commission's determination with regard to

2 U.S.C. S 441f. In addition, because the Commission's

determination on March 2, 1982, differed in several respects from
the General Counsel's recommendations, we have prepared new

notification letters with revised legal and factual analyses for

Commmission approval.

B. Facts

Most of the money orders involved in this matter were made

in amounts of $100. However, there were four (4) money orders
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that were made in amounts greater than $100.2/ Also, a number of

money orders bear the same name.4/

Twenty two of the 47 individuals who responded to the reason

to believe notification declared that they made no contribution.

Only one of the 47 responding individuals affirmatively declared

that a contribution was made, / while twenty four of the 47 made

no indication as to whether a contribution was made.

On the basis of testimony by Esther Kee, Sandy Oreste and

Larry Hayes, the General Counsel can adduce the following facts.

Esther Kee, as a volunteer of the Committee, was charged with

conducting a fundraiser at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City, on February 21, 1980. (Rosalynn Carter was the guest

of honor). Sandy Oreste, a secretary to Evan Dobelle, was the

only Committee employee at the event.

C 3/ Money order No. 591764 bearing the name of Tse Wai Chun is
for $400; Money Order No. 591765 bearing the name Bob Leu is for
$400; Money Order No. 591757 bearing the name Leung Shui Sum is
for $500; Money Order No. 591754 and Money Order No. 591755 both
bear the name Shui K. Lee, and are for $500 each.

4/ Aside from the two money orders bearing the name Shui K. Lee,
fn. 4, supra, Money Order No. 592682, Money Order No. 592679 and
Money Order No. 592678 bear the name Do Young Paik, and are for
$100 each; Money Order No. 592680, Money Order No. 592676 and
Money Order No. 592675 bear the name David D. H. Kim, and are for
$100 each; and, Money Order No. 592644 and Money Order No. 592643
bear the name George Lau and are for $100 each.

5/This individual -- Do Young Paik -- said he contributed in
cash. (See fn. 5, supra, re: Mr. Paik). He also indicated that
he instructed an unidentified member of the Committee's "Dinner
Committee" to buy a money order, and sign his name to it.
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The entrance price to the event was $100. Many persons made

payment by cash, for which they received tickets of admission.

Apparently, volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect

entrance fees and issue admission tickets were instructed by her

to keep any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill

out contributor cards. These measures were designed to cause

contributions to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

contributor records to be kept. However, in spite of her

directions, the cash was commingled, and an incomplete list of

cash contributors was kept. At the end of the event, Esther Kee

LO was left with a large amount of cash (there appears to be $9,200

involved in this matter), and for many ticket-purchasers,
C%

contributor cards were not filled out. Mrs. Kee left the cash

for Sandy Oreste at the Committee headquarters sometime after the

event. However, the cash receipts were rejected by the Committee

C when Mrs. Kee was told by someone at the Committee that the

Committee needed money orders or bank checks.

Thereafter (on or about February 28, 1980) Kee purchased and

caused other volunteers to purchase money orders from the

Manhattan Savings Bank in increments of $100, in most cases,

($100 being the price of an entrance ticket to the event), and

they filled out the payee lines and signed the remitter lines of

the money orders using lists of names and addresses which they

had. These lists included partial contributor lists and lists of

other attendees such as cooks and waiters of the Silver Palace

Restaurant. There was no attempt to return the rejected cash
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receipts to the actual cash contributors. Moreover, there was no

attempt to inform the actual cash contributors of the money order

purchase, or to secure their respective signatures on the

instruments. Rather, Kee testified that she contacted only other

volunteers and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to

inquire whether they thought the people on the various lists

"would mind" the purchase of money orders in their names with the

cash contributions. Thus, the actual contributors never received

=NM their rejected cash contributions, nor agreed to the money order

purchase (with the single exception of Do Young Paik, see fn. 6,
tl supra). Apparently, Sandy Oreste filled-out the requisite

contributor cards when Esther Kee gave her the filled out money

orders, from lists of attendees supplied by Kee.

Larry Hayes stated in his deposition that all receipts for

V" fundraising events, including money orders, would have gone to

C Tricia Segal Davis, who was the coordinator for all fundraiser

activities generally, and would then be given to data entry staff

for preparation of data entry information cards, copying of

instruments, and entering information in the computer. At the

stage when data entry information cards were prepared, a review

was made as to whether the contribution was potentially

matchable. During the period involved in the instant matter, all

money orders were marked "later matchable." The Committee

contracted with a computer firm to enter the information into a

computer. Verification letters were then automatically sent to

the identified contributors. This verification process was



-6-

conducted because the Committee believed that any writing on the

remitter's signature line of a money order was irrelevant with

respect to the signature requirement of the Commission's

regulations. Significantly, money orders are bearer instruments

and negotiable absent a signature. As to the instant 67

contributors, the Committee has only provided evidence that four

(4) executed contribution verification letters were receivedoJ/

Sometime during the Summer of 1980, the decision was made by

Larry Hayes on behalf of the Committee, to change the category of

money orders from ulater matchable" to "matchable" if the
U? instruments contained the required information and the apparent

signature of the contributor. This was accomplished by a review

of all "later matchable" contributions by the Committee's coding

0 staff. If the money orders appeared to be signed and contain

other formalities, the staff would re-code them as "matchable"

C7 and inform the computer firm accordingly. Thereafter, they would

be submitted for primary matching funds. Apparently, the

Committee was experiencing severe cash-flow problems. And, since

their policy as to matchability of money orders was arguably more

stringent than necessary, it was relaxed, the money orders

6/ Verification letters for the following individuals were
included by the Committee in Submission 17 with respect to the
individuals involved in this matter: Shui K. Lee (see fn. 4,
supra); Tse Wai Chun; Yet Suey Gee (Tom); and, Kwok Tung Tam.
The last two individuals, through their attorney, M. Sloan, have
indicated in response to their reason to believe notifications
that in fact they made no such contribution (by money
orders).
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involved in this matter furnished to the Commission by the

Committee in Submissions 14 and 17 are a product of this policy

change.

II. LEGAL ANALYSIS

The available evidence discloses that some persons in

attendance at the Silver Place Restuarant fundraiser paid the

minimum $100 entrance fee in cash, in their own names and from

their own personal accounts, and it is true that Esther Kee,

* *~ acting for the Committee, accepted the cash contributions as

such. It is also evident that those cash receipts were rejected

VP by the Committee, apparently acting through Sandy Oreste, when

they were tendered as proceeds from the fundraiser.

According to Kee, a Committee official whose identity she

could not recall, when confronted with the cash receipts, told

Esther Kee that the Committee needed money orders or bankchecks.

C1 After this rejection, the cash receipts should have been returned
to the individuals from whom derived or the individuals should
have been requested to give authorization to have their cash

converted to money orders. There was no attempt to do so.

Instead, Esther Kee converted the cash receipts she had been

given without contacting the original contributors. Names of

fundraiser attendees were signed ad hoc on the money orders by

Esther Kee and other volunteers, and Esther Kee delivered the

money orders along with various lists of fundraiser attendees to

Sandy Oreste at the Committee's headquarters.
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A. Violation of 2 U.S.c. 5 441a(a) (1) (A)

Section 441a(a) (1) (A) of the Act provides that "No person

shall make contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committees with respect to any election for Federal

office which, in the aggregate exceed $l,000."

As has been described above, Esther Kee failed to return the

rejected receipts to the original cash contributors or get their

authorization for conversion to money orders, and instead

purchased money orders independently . Essentially, these cash

receipts became Esther Kee's personal funds which she thereafter

contributed in the aggregate amount of $9,200 to the Committee in

the names of other persons. In so doing she violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by contributing over $1,000 per election to a

federal candidate. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find reason to believe that Esther Kee

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A).

B. Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f)

Section 441a(f) of the Act provides that "... [N]o .

political committee [or] employee of a political committee shall

knowingly accept a contribution made for the benefit . . . of a

candidate . . . in violation of any limit imposed on

contributions . . . under this section."

As described above, Sandy Oreste, a paid Committee employee,

apparently having knowledge that Esther Kee did not return the

rejected cash receipts to the actual cash contributors but had

converted them by purchasing money orders, knowingly accepted
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$9,200 in the aggregate from Kee in the form of various money

orders which contained the names of other persons.

Since Esther Kee's contributions were limited by the express

terms of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A) to $1000 per election, Sandy

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

excess aggregate amount. Moreover, since Sandy Oreste was acting

within the scope of her agency with an interest to benefit the

Committee, her knowledge may be imputed to the latter, and the

Committee can be said to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) as

71 well. See United States v. Beusch. 596 F.2d 871, 877 (9th Cir.
V)-

1979). Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends that the

Commission find reason to believe that Sandy Oreste and the

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).

Recommendations

1. Find reason to believe that Esther Kee violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A) by making contribution which aggregated in excess

of $1000 per election to the Carter/Mondale Presidential

Committee.

2. Find reason to believe that Sandy Oreste violated

2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) by knowingly accepting contributions from

Esther Kee which aggregated in excess of $1,000 per election, on

behalf of the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee.

3. Find reason to believe that the Carter/Mondale

Presidential Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) by knowingly

accepting contributions from Esther Kee which aggregated in

excess of $1,000 per election.



-10-

4. Approve and send the attached notification letters each

with an accompanying General Counsel's Factual and Legal

Analysis.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

D ate /Kenneth A. Gros IO
C, Associate General Counsel

C4

C Attachments
1. Notification letter to Carter/Mondale with

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
2. Notification letter to Esther Kee with General

Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
3. Notification letter to Sandy Oreste with General

Counsel's Factual and Legal AnalysisC)"



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 2046

Carol Darr
Deputy Counsel
Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.
4710 Bethesda Ave., #302
Bethesda, Maryland 20014

RE: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Darr:

On March 2, 1982 and April , 1982, the Federal Election
Comiission determined that there is reason to believe that your

11) committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 432(c) and 441a(f), 26 U.S.C.
S 9042(c)(l)(A) and 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2). In addition, the

Commission decided to seek a repayment of $7,130.35 in matching
funds, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 9038.2(a). The General Counsel's
factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for the
Commission's findings, is attached for your information.

o Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no

*r action should be taken against you. Please submit any factual or

legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's

consideration of this matter.

In the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against 
your

committee, the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a

violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course,

this does not preclude the settlement of this matter through

conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if you

so desire. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential in

accordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.



Lotter to Carol, rar
Page 2
MUR 1353

If you have any questions, please contact Michael Dyimersky at
202/523-4939.

Sincerely,

Enclosure
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

L,

C

€ -6



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Date MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER & TEL. NO.

RESPONDENT Carter/Mondale Michael Dymersky
Presidential Committee (202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

The Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee*)

violated 2 U.S.C. SS 432(c) and 441a(f); 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c) (2);

and 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1) (A). In addition, the Committee should

repay $7,130.35 in primary matching funds pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 9038.2(a).

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I. Facts

0 Most of the money orders involved in this matter were made

in amounts of $100. However, there were four (4) money orders
0

that were made in amounts greater than $100. 1/ Also, a number

of money orders bear the same name. 2/

1/ Money Order No. 591764 bearing the name of Tse Wai Chun is
for $400; Money Order No. 591765 bearing the name Bob Leu is for
$400; Money*Order No. 591757 bearing the name Leung Shui Sum is
for $500; Money Order No. 591754 and Money Order No. 591755 both
bear the name Shui K. Lee, and for $500 each.

2/ Aside from the two money orders bearing the name Shui K.
Lee, Money Order No. 592682, Money Order No. 592679 and Money
Order No. 592678 bear the name Do Young Paik, and are for $100
each; Money Order No. 592-680, Money Order No. 592676 and Money
Order No. 592675 bear the name David D.H. Kim, and are for $100
each; and Money Order No. 592644 and Money Order No. 592643 bear
the name George Lau and are for $100 each.

44/_ r....mL-~'" -(3)
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Twenty-two of the 47 individuals who responded to the reason

to believe notification declared that they made no contribution.

Only one of the 47 responding individuals affirmatively declared

that a contribution was made, ./ while twenty-four of the 47 made

no indication as to whether a contribution was made.

On the basis of testimony by Esther Kee, Sandy Oreste and

Larry Hayes, the General Counsel can adduce the following facts.

Esther Kee, as a volunteer of the Committee, was charged with

conducting a fundraiser at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

- York City, on February 21, 1980. (Rosalynn Carter was the guest

of honor). Sandy Oreste, a secretary to Evan Dobelle, was the

only Committee employee at the event.

The entrance price to the event was $100. Many persons made

payment by cash, for which they received tickets of admission.

Apparently, volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect

C entrance fees and issue admission tickets were instructed by her

to keep any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill

out contributor cards. These measures were designed to cause

contributions to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

contributor records to be kept. However, in spite of her

3/ This individual -- Do Young Paik -- said he contributed in
cash. He also indicated that he instructed an unidentified
member of the Committee's "Dinner Committee" to buy a money
order, and sign his name to it.
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directions, the cash was commingled, and an incomplete list of

cash contributors was kept. At the end of the event, Esther Kee

was left with a large amount of cash (there appears to be $9,100

involved in this matter), and for many ticket purchasers,

contributor cards were not filled out. Mrs. Kee left the cash for

Sandy Oreste at the Committee headquarters sometime after the

event. However, the cash receipts were rejected by the Committee

when Mrs. Kee was told by someone at the Committee that the

Committee needed money orders or bank checks.

-- Thereafter (on or about February 28, 1980) Kee purchased and

caused other volunteers to purchase money orders from the

Manhattan Savings Bank in increments of $100, in most cases,

($100 being the price of an entrance ticket to the event), and

0 they filled out the payee lines and signed the remitter lines of

1- the money orders using lists of names and addresses which they

C had. These lists included partial contributor lists and lists of

other attendees such as cooks and waiters of the Silver Palace

Restaurant. There was no attempt to return the rejected cash

receipts to the actual cash contributors. Moreover, there was no

attempt to inform the actual cash contributors of the money order

purchase, or to secure their respective signatures on the

instruments. Rather, Kee testified that she contacted only other

volunteers and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to

inquire whether they thought the people on the various lists

"would mind" the purchase of money orders in their names with the

cash contributions. Thus, the actual contributors never received
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their rejected cash contributions, nor agreed to the money order

purchase (with the single exception of Do Young Paik, see fn. 3,

sua). Aarently, Sandy Oreste filled out the requisite

contributor cards when Esther Kee gave her the filled out money

orders, from lists of attendees supplied by Kee.

Larry Hayes stated in his deposition that all receipts for

fundraising events, including money orders, would have gone to

Tricia Segal Davis, who was the coordinator for all fundraiser

activities generally, and would then be given to data entry staff

for preparation of data entry information cards, copying of

instruments, and entering information in the computer. At the

stage when data entry information cards were prepared, a review

was made as to whether the contribution was potentially

matchable. During the period involved in the instant matter, all

money orders were marked "later matchable." The Committee

contracted with a computer firm to enter the information into a

computer. Verification letters were then automatically sent to

the identified contributors. This verification process was

conducted because the Committee believed that any writing on the

remitter's signature line of a money order was irrelevant with

respect to the signature requirement of the Commission's

regulations. Significantly, money orders are bearer instruments

and negotiable absent a signature. As to the instant 67

contributors, the Committee has only provided evidence



that four (4) executed contribution verification letters were

received. 4/

Sometime during the Summer of 1980, the decision was made by

Larry Hayes on behalf of the Committee, to change the category of

money orders from "later matchable" to "matchable" if the

instruments contained the required information and the apparent

signature of the contributor. This was accomplished by a review

of all "later matchable" contributions by the Committee's coding

staff. If the money orders appeared to be signed and contain

other formalities, the staff would re-code them as "matchable"

and inform the computer firm accordingly. Thereafter, they would

be submitted for primary matching funds. Apparently, the

Committee was experiencing severe cash-flow problems. And, since

their policy as to matchability of money orders was arguably more

V stringent than necessary, it was relaxed. The money orders

C7, involved in this matter furnished to the Commission by the

Committee in Submissions 14 and 17 are a product of this policy

change.

1/ Verification letters for the following individuals were
included by the Committee in Submission 17 with respect to the
individuals involved in this matter: Shui K. Lee; Tse Wai Chun;
Yet Suey Gee (Tom); and Kwok Tung Tam. The last two individuals,
through their attorney, M. Sloan, have indicated in response to
their reason to believe notifications that in fact they made no
such contribution by money order.

b~6/Q4~4.f 7



I.Legal Analysis

A. Violation of 2 U.sC. S 432(c)

The accounting provision of the Act at 2 U.S.C. 432(c)

makes it clear that the Committee must keep accurate records of

contributions received. The evidence establishes that the

Committee did not comply with the provision. While the evidence

suggests that there was an intent to maintain accurate records of

receipts at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser, the plain

fact is that only inadequate and inaccurate accounts were kept.

Indeed, while Kee and other volunteers initially planned to keep

any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill out

accompanying contributor cards, in fact, the cash was all

combined, and an inaccurate and incomplete list of such cash

contributors was kept, making it virtually impossible to ascertain

exactly who had contributed what. As a result, accurate receipt

accounts were not maintained by the Committee, and the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c).

B. Repayments of Primary Matching Fundsi 26 U.S.C.
S 9038(b) (1)

The Presidential Matching Payment Account Act ("Matching

Fund Act") states that:

If the Commission determines that any portion
of the payments made to a candidate. . . was
in excess of the aggregate amount of payments
to which such candidate was entitled under
Section 9034 . . . the candidate shall
pay . . . an amount equal to the amount of
excess payments. 26 U.S.C. S 9038.
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With respect to the Committee's entitlement to matching

funds under Section 9034 for the contributions involved in this

matter, the issue is whether the money orders involved herein

represent matchable contributions. Section 9034 states-that for

matching fund purposes, the term wcontribution" means * . . a

gift of money made by a written instrument which identifies the

person making the contribution . . . (emphasis added).

also 11 C.F.R. S 9034.2. When an individual contributes cash

which is later converted into a written instrument by a third

WOM party without at least the tacit consent of the contributor, the

contribution is not matchable in the General Counsel's view. 5/ A

contributor could give cash to another as an agent for the

purpose of purchasing a written instrument. Similarly, a

contributor could give cash to a representative of a political

q committee as an agent for the same purpose. However, for such a

C transaction to render the resulting written instrument matchable

for purposes of Section 9034, there would have to be some

communication or conduct which would expressly or impliedly

establish at least some intent between the individual contributor

and "purchaser" Committee official to create the agency

5/ Thus, there may even be a problem in terms of matchability
if a contributor signs a contribution verification letter which
fails to specify that the contribution was made by a written
instrument. The four (4) verification letters produced by the
Committee herein do not contain a statement that the contributions
were made by written instrument.



relationship. See Universal Computer Systems, Inc. v. Medical

Services Ass'n of Pennsylvania, 474 F. Supp. 472 (D.C. Pa. 1979).

If the contributor has not intended that cash constitute the

contribution and, instead intends the money order to so function,

the actual contribution occurs when the money order has been

purchased and given to the Committee. Then the contribution is

"by a written instrument,* and is matchable presuming that other

requirements of 11 C.F.R. S 9034.2 have been fulfilled.

In the instant matter, the evidence suggests that Esther Kee

and other volunteers accepted cash contributions at the Silver

Palace Restaurant fundraiser on behalf of the Committee. The

money orders were purchased by the volunteers only after a

Committee representative mentioned to Kee that cash was not

preferred by the Committee. Only the most cursory efforts were

made to determine if the cash contributors would like to have the

cash converted into written instrument, i.e., money order

form. ./ No efforts were made to return the rejected cash.

Esther Kee has testified that she contacted only other volunteers

and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to inquire

whether they thought the people on the various lists "would mind"

the purchase of money orders in their names with the cash

6/ If the actual cash contributors had been consulted, then
perhaps the problems of inaccurate attribution and contributions
by cash could have been avoided.
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contributions. No effort was made to contact the listed

individuals and either get their acquiescence to, or even inform

them of the purchase. 7/ The evidence thus runs contrary to any

assertion that the actual contributors did not intend the cash

paid for the admission tickets to constitute contributions, and

that the actual contributions occurred only when money orders

were purchased by Kee and other volunteers.

Additionally, it follows from the regulatory requirement of

11 C.F.R. S 9034(c)(2) that any money orders which do not bear

the contributor's signature or are not accompanied by a written

VI document signed by the contributor are not matchable. Since the

evidence makes it clear that the original cash contributors knew

nothing of the money order purchases, and that Esther Kee and

other volunteers filled in the instruments including the remitter
C

lines with the names of persons other than to whom they belonged,

C a fortiori, the money orders involved in this matter were not

signed by the actual contributors. Thus, with the exception of

the four (4) money orders which were accompanied by four (4)

verification letters (See fn. 4, supra), which are unmatchable

for other reasons, the money orders involved in this matter are

not matchable because they lack the necessary signature.

2/ The only apparent exception is Do Young Paik. See fn. 6,
supra.

44Chk.A7~a
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Yet a third reason exists for not treating the money orders

here involved as matchable. Because the Committee in effect

rejected the cash receipts and returned the funds to Esther Kee

who then converted them to money orders without getting

authorization from the original contributors, Esther Kee can be

viewed as having herself made contributions in the names of

others. Under 26 U.S.C. S 9034(a) the money orders in question

would thus not be matchable because they did not identify Esther

Kee as the person making the contribution. Moreover, because the
contributions by Kee consequently violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441a and

" 441f (see full discussion infra, pp. 17-20), the Commission's

N regulations expressly preclude matchability. 11 C.F.R.

S 9034.3(e). Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends that
the Commission seek a repayment of $7,130.35 pursuant to0
11 C.F.R. S 9038.2(a)(1) (an amount equal to the amount

improperly paid).

C. Violation of 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2)

2 U.S.C. S 441g places a $100 limitation on aggregate cash

contributions made to a single candidate or candidate's

committee. Commission regulations at 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2)

require a Committee receiving cash contributions aggregating in

excess of $100 to return the amount over $100 to the contributor.

As has been highlighted, there were four (4) money orders that

were made in amounts greater than $100 (see fn. 1, supra), and a

number of money orders for $100 which were attributed to the same

person (see fn 2, supra).
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Although Esther Kee has denied that these money orders

represent cash contributions, the circumstances make it probable

that they indeed represent the original cash contributions. The

money order numbers on these money orders fit into the

consecutive number sequence of others that are representative of

cash contributions. Moreover, there is a distinct similarity in

the handwriting patterns of.the money orders as verified by

Esther Kee's testimony. Finally, but no less significantly, the

money orders are dated,, and were therefore purchased days after

the event.

Since there is evidence that most, if not all, of the money

orders which are part of this matter represent at the initial

0% stage actual cash contributions, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find reason to believe that the Committee

* violated 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2) by failing to return amounts

aggregating in excess of $100 in U.S. currency.

D. Violation of 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A)

CII The Matching Fund Act makes it unlawful for any person

knowingly and willfully

(A) to furnish any false, fictitious,
or fraudulent evidence, books, or information
to the Commission under this chapter, or to
include in any evidence, books, or informa-
tion so furnished any misrepresentation of a
material fact, or to falsify or conceal any
evidence, books, or information relevant to a
certification by the Commission or an
examination and audit by the Commission
under this chapter .... [26 U.S.C.
S 9042 (c) (1) (A)]
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The Act extends the Commission's jurisdiction to "knowing and

willful" violations of Chapter 26, Title 26, United States Code,

in either an administrative or civil context. 2 U.S.C.

S 437g(a) (5) (B) and (a)(6)(C). Presumably, since the

S 9042(c)(1) provision is part of a grant of jurisdiction over

Chapter 96, it can be civilly enforced by the Commission.

For the purpose of this analysis, then, it is important to

determine whether the Committee can be held liable for the acts

of its agents. A prerequisite to this determination, however, is

to ascertain whether Esther Kee was the Committee's agent. From

the General Counsel's point of view, Esther Kee was clearly an

agent of the Committee.

The relationship between principal and agent is determined

in general, by applying the law of the state which has the most
0
Vr significant relationship to the parties and the transaction at

C issue. Japan Petroleum Co. (Nigeria) Ltd. v. Ashland Oil. Inc.,

456 F. Supp. 831, 840, n.17 (D. Del. 1978). The Committee

maintained its principal place of business in the District of

Columbia. The Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser from which the

contributions at issue were derived, took place in New York. As

to the relationship between principal and agent, general common

law principles of agency apply in both jurisdictions.

As a matter of common law, then, an agency relationship

requires no special formality such as a writing, and arises when

one authorizes another expressly or impliedly to act as an agent.

ITNU
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Universal Computer Systems. Inc., 474 F. Supp. at 476. The

deponents have uniformly stated that Esther Kee approached the

Committee seeking to handle fundraising in the Asian-American

community. Apparently she has extensive knowledge of and an

ongoing relationship with that community. She volunteered her

time on behalf of the Committee to seek financial support for the

Carter/Mondale reelection bid. The Committee made her responsible-

for fundraising (title: "coordinator") at the Silver Palace

Restaurant on February 21, 1980. Her duties included arranging

the event generally, by seeking participation and financial-

support from within the resident Asian-American community. She

recruited volunteers to collect receipts at the door. She

solicited attendees. She sought and made pre-event ticket sales.

She collected and supervised the collection of admission

contributions. She met the guest of honor (Rosalynn Carter) at

the airport and accompanied her to the event. After the event,

Kee delivered the contributed funds to the Committee's

headquarters. Not only was Esther Kee endowed by the Committee

with the responsibility and authority to ensure that the event

was a financial success, but third parties (such as the assigned

Secret Service Agents) at the fundraiser acknowledged her as the

Committee's representative charged with overall coordination of

the event.

Sandy Oreste was the only paid Committee employee at the

event, but the individual responsible for the event -- the

Committee's "presence -- was Esther Kee. The fact that Kee was a
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volunteer is not significant. She may still be an agent of the

Committee, albeit gratuitous. Sharpe v. Bradley Lumber Co..

Inc., 446 F.2d 152, 155 (4th Cir. 1971), cert. denied, 405 U.s.

919 (1972).

It is a settled proposition that the principal is

responsible for the acts of its agent(s) not only for the precise

act which it expressly authorized the agent(s) to do, but also

for whatever is necessary to its performance. Marohn v. Burnham

Van Services, Inc., 478 F. Supp. 49, 51 (N.D. Ill. 1979);

Southern Pac. Transp. Co. v. Continental Shipers Assn., Inc.,

485 F. Supp. 1313, 1319 (W.D. Mo. 1965). And, it follows that

the acts of an agent can be imputed to the principal. 8/ U.S. v.

Beusch, 596 F.2d 871, 877 (9th Cir. 1979). Moreover, the

principal is considered to know what its agent knows within the

scope of the agency. W.R. Grace & Co., Inc. v. Weston U.S.

C Industries, Inc., 608 F.2d 1214, 1218 (9th Cir. 1979). Indeed,

the principal is chargeable with knowledge of the agent's

conduct, which it could have ascertained if it had used ordinary

care in looking at the activity in which its agent(s) was

engaged. Tel-Ads, Inc. v. Trans-Lux Playhouse, Inc., 232 F.

Supp. 198, 201 (D.D.C. 1964).

In her capacity as the Committee's agent, Esther Kee knew

1) that she and others accepted cash contributions on behalf of

8/ Acts of the agent may be imputed only if it is the agent's

purpose or intent to benefit the principal. Actual benefit is
largely irrelevant. Id.



the Committee; 2) that she and others purchased money orders with

the cash without the consent of the cash contributors; and,

3) that she and others filled in and signed those money orders.

Clearly, Kee's knowledge of these facts can be imputed to the

Committee. V l4

Although in general, the Committee would be liable for the

acts of its agents and would-be held to have knowledge of its

agents, the statute here at issue requires that the respondent

"knowingly and willfully" submit false or misleading information

to the Commission.

The Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit construed the term

"knowing and willful" in the context of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(1)

(The 1979 amendments to the Act have moved S 437g(a)(7) to

S 437g(a) (6) (C).) to require a showing of "'defiance' or

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

American Federation of Labor and Congress of Industrial

Organizations v. Federal Election Commission, 629 F. 2d 97, 101

(D.C. Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 982 (1980). However,

the U.S.C. Supreme Court has held that such a showing of evil

intent in proving a civil viOlation of a "knowing and willfull"

provision is not required. In the case of United States v.

Illinois Central R.R. Co. 303 U.S. 239 (1938), the United .States

sued the railroad for "knowing and willfull" failure to timely

unload cattle at their destination. The railroad's failure to

unload cattle at their destination. The railroad's failure to

unload the cattle was attributable to the negligent lack of
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cooperation between two of its agents. In adopting the language

of a circuit court decision, the court reasoned that "knowing and

willful" means "purposely or obstinately and is designed to

describe [in this case] the attitude of a carrier, who, having a

free will and choice, either intentionally disregards the statute

or is plainly indifferent its requirements." Id. at 243.

Larry Hayes, as the person charged by the Committee with

responsibility for submitting Matching Fund Act information, to the

Commission, does not appear from the evidence to have actually

known that the money orders were erroneously attributed, were

obtained by exchanging cash contributions, and were not signed by

the actual contributors as did Esther Kee. The General Counsel
0% is of the opinion that there would have to be some indication

that a person involved in the preparation of the matching funds

submissions actually knew the above-mentioned facts before there

could be any "knowing and willful" submission of false or

misleading Matching Fund Act information to the Commission by the

Committee.

Esther Kee indicated that she had a vague understanding that

the money orders would be used for matching fund submissions.

Given this understanding, however "vague," it is the opinion of

the Commission that Esther Kee was involved in the gathering and

submission of information for matching funds purposes. Indeed,

the very instruments which she purchased and signed form the

basis of the actual submission. Thus, she was certainly involved
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in the preparation of the matching fund submission. And, in that

preparation she provided fraudulent evidence, and misrepresented

a material fact.

Under these circumstances, there does seem to be a

sufficient predicate for holding the Committee liable under

Section 9042(c)(1). An individual involved in the preparation of

the matching fund submission appears to have intentionally

disregarded the statute or acted plainly indifferent to its

requirements. Accordingly, the Commission has found reason to

believe that the Committee violated 26 U.S.C. 9042(c)(1)(A).

• E. Violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 44if

Section 441f of the Act provides that no person shall make a

contribution in the name of another or knowingly permit his or

her name to be used to effect that contribution. Also, no person

shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person in the

name of another.C

The Commission has already found reason to believe a

on violation has occurred as to Section 441f on May 5, 1981.

Moreover, the Committee has already received its notification as

to this finding. The following analysis is provided to disclose

the theory upon which the finding is based subsequent to a

preliminary investigation.

The available evidence discloses that some persons in

attendance at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser paid the

minimum of $100 entrance fee in cash, in their own names, with

funds from their own personal accounts, and it is true that

Esther Kee, acting"for the Committee, accepted the cash
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contributions ai such. It is also evident that those cash

receipts were rejected by the Committee when they were tendered

as proceeds from the fundraiser.

An unnamed Committee official, when confronted with the cash

reciepts, told Esther Kee that the Committee needed money orders

or bank checks (see p.2, supra). After such a rejection, the

cash should have been returned to the individuals from whom

derived or the individuals should have been requested to give

authorization to have their cash converted to money orders.

There was no attempt to do so. Instead, Esther Kee converted the

cash receipts she had been given without contacting the original

contributors. Names of fundraiser attendees were signed ad hoc

on the money orders by Esther Kee and other volunteers, and

Esther Kee delievered the money orders along with various lists

of fundraiser attendees to Sandy Oreste at the Committee's

headquarters.

Once Esther Kee purchased money orders with the rejected

receipts, signed fundraiser attendee names on them,

and delivered them to another person, she violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441f by making contributions in the names of other persons.

Since she was acting within the scope of her agency with an

intent to benefit the Committee, the latter can be said to have

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f. See United States v. Beusch, supra.

Sandy Oreste, apparently having knowledge that Esther Kee

did not return the cash receipts to the actual cash contributors,

but had converted them by purchasing money orders, knowingly

I (do
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accepted contributions, made by Esther Kee in the names of other

persons in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f, since the money orders

did not contain Kee's name, but names of others. Since she was

acting within the scope of her agency with an intent to benefit

the Committee, the latter can be said to have violated 2 U.S.C.

441f. See United States v. Beusch, supra.

F. Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f)

Section 441a(f) of the Act provides that ... [NRo

political committee [or] employee of a political committee shall

knowingly accept a contribution made for the benefit . . . of a

L#I candidate . , . in violation of any limit imposed on

contributions . . . under this section."

As described at p.18, supra, Sandy Oreste, a paid Committee

employee, having knowledge that Esther Kee did not return the

" rejected cash receipts to the actual cash contributors, but had

converted them by purchasing money orders, knowingly accepted

$9,200 in the aggregate from Kee in the form of various money

orders which contained the names of other persons.

Since Esther Kee's contributions were limited by the expess

terms of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) to $1000 per election, Sandy

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

excess aggregated amount. Moreover, since Sandy Oreste was

acting within the scope of her agency with an intent to benefit

the Committee, her knowledge may be imputed to the latter, and

the Committee can be said to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) as

well. See U.S. v. Beusch, supra. Accordingly, the General
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Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason to believe

that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).



-FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Esther Kee
Executive Director
U.S. Asia Institute
1015 20th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Kee:

On March 2, 1982 and April , 1982, the Federal Election
" Commission determined that there is reason to believe that you

violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f and 441a(a) (1) (A), provisions of thet Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431et seq; (the Act") by making contributions in the names of other
persons which, in the aggregate, exceeded $1,000 per election. Thec General Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis
for the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that noaction should be taken against you. Please submit any factual or'q legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
consideration of this matter.

V1^ In the absence of any additional information whichdemonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,co the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violationhas occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course, this does
not preclude the settlement of this matter through conciliation
prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.
See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed formstating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel, anda statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.



Letter to Msther Ree

S1353.

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential in
accordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in" writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of the
Act. If you have any questions, please contact Michael Dymersky,
at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

in ... q ...... -i

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

c



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE _UR NO.
STAFF MEMBER & TEL. NO.Michael .wnrskyv

202/52 --403

RESPONDENT: Esther Kee

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Esther Kee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by making contributions in

the names of other persons. In addition, she violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making contributions to a federal candidate,

which, in the aggregate, exceeded $1000 per election.

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I. FACTS

On the basis of testimony by Esther Kee, Sandy Oreste and

Larry Hayes, the General Counsel can adduce the following facts.

Esther Kee, as a volunteer of the Committee, was charged with

conducting a fundraiser at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York

City, on February 21, 1980. (Rosalynn Carter was the guest of

honor). Sandy Oreste, a secretary to Evan Dobelle, was the only

Committee employee at the event.
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The entrance price to the event was $100. Many persons made

payment by cash, for which they received tickets of admission.

Apparently, volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect

entrance fees and issue admission tickets were instructed by her

to keep any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill

out contributor cards. These measures were designed to cause

contributions to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

contributor records to be kept. However, in spite of her

directions, the cash was commingled, and an incomplete list of

cash contributors was kept. At the end of the event, Esther Kee

was left with a large amount of cash (there appears to be $9,100

involved in this matter), and for many ticket-purchasers,

contributor cards were not filled out. Mrs. Kee left the cash

for Sandy Oreste at the Committee headquarters sometime after the

event. However, the cash receipts were rejected by the

C Committee when Mrs. Kee was told by someone at the Committee that

the Committee needed money orders or bank checks.

Thereafter (on or about February 28, 1980) Kee purchased and

caused other volunteers to purchase money orders from the

Manhattan Savings Bank in increments of $100, in most cases,

($100 being the price of an entrance ticket to the event), and

they filled out the payee lines and signed the remitter lines of

the money orders using lists of names and addresses which they

had. These lists included partial contributor lists and lists of

-P7-
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other attendees such as cooks and waiters of the Silver Palace

Restaurant. There was no attempt to return the rejected cash

receipts to the actual cash contributors. Moreover, there was no

attempt to inform the actual cash contributors of the money order

purchase, or to secure their respective signatures on the

instruments. Rather, Kee testified that she contacted only other

volunteers and the manatger of the Silver Palace Restaurant to

inquire whether they thought the people on the various lists

*- 'would mind" the purchase of money orders with the cash

contributions. Thus, the actual contributors never .received

V their rejected cash contributions, nor agreed to the money order

puchase (with the single exception of Do Young Paik).

Apparently, Sandy Oreste filled-out the requisite contributor

C cards when Esther Kee gave her the filled out money orders from

lists of attendees supplied by Kee.

C II. LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f

Section 441f of the Act provides that no person shall make a
contribution in the name of another or knowingly permit his or

her name to be used to effect that contribution. Also, no person

shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person in the

name of another.

While the available evidence discloses that some persons in

attendance at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser paid the

- 7)
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minimum $100 entrance fee in cash, in their own names, with funds

from their own personal accounts, and it is true that Epther Kee,

acting for the Committee, accepted the cash contributions as

such, it is also evident that those cash receipts were rejected

by the Committee when they were tendered as proceeds from the

fundraiser.

A Committee official, when confronted with the cash

receipts, told Esther Kee that the Committee needed money orders

or bank checks. After such a rejection, the cash should have

been returned to the individuals from whom derived or the

Ln individuals should have been requested to give authorization to

have their cash converted to money orders. There was no attempt

to do so. Instead, Esther Kee converted the cash receipts she

had been given without contacting the original contributors.0

* Names of fundraiser attendees were signed ad hoc on the money

orders by Esther Kee and other volunteers, and Esther Ree

delivered the money orders along with various lists of fundraiser

attendees to Sandy Oreste at the Committee's headquarters.

Once Esther Kee converted the cash receipts by failing to

return them to the cash contributors, purchased money orders with

the converted receipts, signed fundraiser attendee names on them,

and delivered them to another person, she violated 2 U.S.C.

$ 441f by making contributions in the names of other persons.
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B. Violation of 2 U.S.C. 9 441a(a) (1) (A)

Section 441a(a) (1) (A) of the Act provides that "No person

shall make contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committees with respect to any election for Federal

office which, in the aggregate, exceed $1,000.0

As has been described above, Esther Kee failed to return the

rejected receipts to the original cash contributors or to get

their authorization for the conversion to money orders, and*

instead purchased money orders independently. Essentially, these

cash receipts became Esther Kee's personal funds which she

thereafter contributed in the aggregate amount of $9,200 to the

Committee in the names of other persons. In so doing she

violated the express injunction of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A) by

contributing over $1,000 per election to a federal candidate.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

Sandy Oreste
Shea and Gould
Suite 1000
1627 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20016

RE: MUR 1353

> Dear Ms. Oreste:

On March 2, 1982 and April , 1982, the Federal Election
Commission determined that there is reason to believe that you
violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441f and 441a(f), provisions of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended 2 U.S.C. S 431 et sea.,
("the Act") by knowingly accepting contributions made by Esther Kee

c in the names of other persons, which were in excess of the
aggregate amount allowed by 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for the
Commission's findings, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. Please submit any factual or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission's
consideration of this matter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of course, this does
not preclude the settlement of this matter through conciliation
prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.
See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential in
*accordance with 2 U.s.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A),unless yo notify the Commission in writing that you wish the

investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of the
Act. If you have any questions, please contact Michael Dymersky,
at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
0General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

.0
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IEDEIAL IMcUON COIOIISS ION

GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE MUR NO.
STAFF NMBi TENO.

RESPONDENT: Sandy Oreste

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Sandy Oreste violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly accepting

contributions made by Esther Kee in the names of other persons. In

addition, she violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f) by knowingly accepting

contributions made by Esther Kee in excess of the aggregate amount

allowed by 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A).

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I. FACTS

On the basis of testimony by Esther Kee, Sandy Oreste and

Larry Hayes, the General Counsel can adduce the following facts.

Esther Kee, as a volunteer of the Committee, was charged with

conducting a fundraiser at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York

City, on February 21, 1980. (Rosalynn Carter was the guest of

honor). Sandy Oreste, a secretary to Evan Dobelle, was the only

Committee employee at the event.
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The entrance price to the event was $100. Many persons made

payment by cash, for which they received tickets of admission.

Apparently, volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect

entrance fees and issue admission tickets were instructed by her

to keep any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill

out contributor cards. These measures were designed to cause

contributions to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

contributor records to be kept. However, in spite of her

directions, the cash was commingled, and an incomplete list of

cash contributors was kept. At the end of the event, Esther Kee

W was left with a large amount of cash (there appears to be $9,100

involved in this matter), and for many ticket-purchasers,
all-

contributor cards were not filled out. Mrs. Kee left the cash

for Sandy Oreste at the Committee headquarters sometime after theCl)

V event. However, the cash receipts were rejected by the

Committee when Mrs. Kee was told by someone at the Committee that

the Committee needed money orders or bank checks.

Thereafter (on or about February 28, 1980) Kee purchased and

caused other volunteers to purchase money orders from the

Manhattan Savings Bank in increments of $100, in most cases,

($100 being the price of an entrance ticket to the event), and

they filled out the payee lines and signed the remitter lines of

the money orders using lists of names and addresses which they

had. These lists included partial contributor lists and lists of
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other attendees such as cooks and waiters of the Silver Palace

Restaurant. There was no attempt to return the rejected cash

receipts to the actual cash contributors. Moreover, there was no

attempt to inform the actual cash contributors of the money order

purchase, or to secure their respective signatures on the

instruments. Rather, Kee testified that she contacted only other

volunteers and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to

inquire whether they thought the people on the various lists

"would mind" the purchase of money orders with the cash

contributions. Thus, the actual contributors never received

their rejected cash contributions, nor agreed to the money order

puchase (with the single exception of Do Young Paik).

Apparently, Sandy Oreste filled-out the requisite contributor

cards when Esther Kee gave her the filled out money orders from

lists of. attendees supplied by Kee.

II. LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Violation of 2 U.S.C. s 441f

Section 441f of the Act provides that no person shall make a

contribution in the name of another or knowingly permit his or

her name to be used to effect that contribution. Also, no person

shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person in the

name of another.

While the available evidence discloses that some persons in

attendance at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser paid the
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minimum $100 entrance fee in cash, in their own names, with funds

from their own personal accounts, and it is true that Esther Kee,

acting for the Committee, accepted the cash contributions as

such, it is also evident that those cash receipts were rejected

by the Committee possibly acting through Sandy Oreste, when they

were tendered as proceeds from the fundraiser.

A Committee official, when confronted with the cash

receipts, told Esther Kee that the Committee needed money oiders

or bank checks. After such a rejection, the cash should have

been returned to the individuals from whom derived or the*
individuals should have been requested to give authorization to

have their cash converted to money orders. There was no attempt

to do so. Instead, Esther Kee converted the cash receipts she

had been given without contacting the original contributors.

Names of fundraiser attendees were signed ad hoc on the money

C orders by Esther Kee and other volunteers, and Esther Kee
r') delivered the money orders along with various lists of fundraiser

attendees to Sandy Oreste at the Committee's headquarters.

Sandy Oreste, apparently having knowledge that Esther Kee

did not return the rejected cash receipts to the actual cash

contributors but had converted them by purchasing money orders,

knowingly accepted contributions made by Esther Kee in the names

of other persons in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f, since the money

orders did not contain Kee's name, but names of others.
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B. Violation of 2 U.S.C. £ 441a(f)

Section 441a(f) of the Act provides that ... [N].o . ..

political committee [or] employee of a political committee shall

knowingly accept a contribution made for the benefit . . . of a

candidate . . . in violation of any limit imposed on

contributions . . . under this section."

As described above Sandy Oreste, a paid Committee employee,

apparently having knowledge that Esther Kee did not return the

rejected cash receipts to the actual cash contributors but

converted them by purchasing money orders, knowingly accepted

n $9,200 in the aggregate from Kee in the form of various money

orders which contained the names of other persons.

Since Esther Kee's contributions were limited by the express

terms of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) to $1000 per election, Sandy

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

C excess aggregate amount.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C 20463

March 11, 1982

Michael C. Sloan, Esq.
Sloan, Taylor and Brown
Two Clifford Avenue
Pelham, N. Y. 10803

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Sloan:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
L ) conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that

there is no probable cause to believe that your clients,
George Lau, Wah Chan, So Hung Shum, Kwok Tung Tom, Yet Sue
Gee (Tom), Yew Leung Wong, Soo Ling Wong, and Kwan Ho
violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this matter,
numbered MUR 1353, has been closed as it pertains to your
clients. This matter will become part of the public record
within 30 days, after it has been closed with respect to all
other respondents involved. Should you wish to submit anyfactual or legal materials to appear on the public record
please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been
closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel

enneth A. Grosal CAssociate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Casimir F. Sojka
Chemical Bank Building
80 Mott Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: HUR 1353

Dear Mr. Sojka:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
V) conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that

there is no probable cause to believe that your clients,
Cheng Wai Ming, Lo Ting, Fung Sik Yee, Bing Lit Chau, Bill
S. Hui, Chiu Tak Foon, Lau Pc Hing, Koon Kau Ng, and Chung
Foo Louie violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this
matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been closed as it pertains to
your clients. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days, after it has been closed with respect
to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the

c public record please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been
closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
oGeneral n unsel

e nneth A. Gro...
Associate Gene al Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Trinh Hao, Esq.
Director
Immigrant Social Service, Inc.,
Indochinese Refugee Project
142 Henry Street (3rd Floor)
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Hao:

This is to advise you that after an-investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that
there is no probable cause to believe that your client, Lam -
The Hoa violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this
matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been closed as it pertains to
your client. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days, after it has been closed with respect
to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so wJthin 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been
closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General ounsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross /
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Stephen P. Gleit, Esq.
Suite 704
2 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR1353

Dear Mr. Gleit:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that
there is no probable cause to believe tha-t your client, Chau.
Chak Yum violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this
matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been closed as it pertains to-
your client. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days, after it has been closed with respect
to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

0D submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of

C 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter has been closed. The

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

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at

(202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:

Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March l 19182

Norman Lau Kee, Esq.
11 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Kee:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that
there is no probable cause to believe that your client, Do
Young Paik violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this

r. 1 matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been closbd as it pertains to
your client. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days, after it has been closed with respecC
to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and $ 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been
closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate Genera Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Milton A. Gordon, Esq.,
733 Park Avenue,
New York, N.Y. 10021

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Gordon:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was*
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that
there is no probable cause to believe that your client, Ja

Fak Wei violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this
matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been closed as it pertains to
your client. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days, after it has been closed with respect
to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter has been closed. The

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

March 11, 1982

Tse Wai Chun
5 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Tse Wai Chun:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was

conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.

Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, 
has been

closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with 
-

respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish tWo

submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public

record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 4.37g

(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

re) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General C- nsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Bob Leu
5 Mott Street,
New York, N. Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

(7 Dear Bob Leu:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
tf conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has. been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved- Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public

0 record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General C unsel

BY
Kenneth A. Grost
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Shui Sum Leung
117 Mulberry Street, (Apt. 2),
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Shui Sum Leung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was

conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.

Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

submit any factual or legal materials to &ppear on the public

record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Shui K. Lee
394 Chestnut,
Kearny, New Jersey 07032

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Shui K. Lee:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.

Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

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

C entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Anneth A. GraossAssociate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

March 11, 1982

David D. H. Kim
38 W. 32nd Street, 3
New York, N.Y. 10001

Re: MUR 1353

Dear David D. H. Kim:

This is to advise you that after an investigation wag
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that thereis no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to &ppear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

I



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Chun Sing Au
52 Bowery
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chun Sing Au:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was.
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part-of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the publie
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY..
KefiethA. Gross

Associate Gener'al Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Chan Jor Louie
30 Henry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chan Jor Louie:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was

conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.

Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has 
been

closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with -

respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish tP

submit any factual or legal materials to hppear on the public

record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel -,

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D,C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Leong Ching Wo Wong
127 Henry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Leong Ching Wo Wong:

FT% This is to advise you that after an investigation was-
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

' closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part'of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with -
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the publi6
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

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

C1 entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel .7

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 4
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Chi Ping Leung
92 Madison Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chi Ping Leung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was'
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

* public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with -
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to'appear on the public

-n record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

-~ (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

C-1 entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

~./1

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross /
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D.C 20463

March 11, 1982

Joyce Hu
34 - 44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Joyce Hu:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with -
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to-appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

C entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: 9
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Sin Joung Ha
34 44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N. Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Sin Joung Ha:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has-been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with-
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish ±o
submit any factual or legal materials to'appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)
52.3-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

March 11, 1982

Ming Wha Woo
.20 Confucius Plaza
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ming Wha Woo:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

submit any factual or legal materials to'appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. $ 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. DC. 20463

March 11, 1982

Terrin Hwang
3345 - 90th Street,
Jackson Heights, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Terrin Hwang:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with -
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to-appear on the publiz
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

C; entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:

Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

March 11, 1982

Tao T. Wei
.2081 2nd Avenue,
New York, N.Y. 10029

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Tao T. Wei:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with"!
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish -o

submit any factual or legal materials to'appear on the public
orecord please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

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

entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C 20463

March 11, 1982

Suey Jin Chih Leung
7 Elizabeth Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Suey Jin Chih Leung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with-
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to-appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Ke neth A. Gro
Associate General bCounsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

March 11, 1982

Yin Young Leung
7 Elizabeth Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yin Young Leung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

in is no probable cause to believe that you'violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part'of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with -

respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

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

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:

Associate General Counsel



-FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Yeun May Leung
145 E. 27th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10016

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yeun May Leung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The'Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross/
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Hong Chi
410 E. 6th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10009

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Hong Chi:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is-no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.tnO Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part. of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

o' respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The'Commission reminds you,

o however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.0

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Genera Counsel

BY:
Kdnneth A. Gros%
Associate General Counsel



-FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

March 11, 1982

Ruby Chi
410 Z. 6th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10009

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ruby Chi:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has-been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

( * respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The'Commission reminds. you,

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

entire file has been closed.C

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

co
Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
KenAeth A. Gross/Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

March 11, 1982

Chol Luen Cheing
64 Rutger Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Choi Luen Cheing:
00 This is to advise you that after an investigation was

11 conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is-no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.L Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has -been

closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

cr% respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The'Commission reminds you,

however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
0-J (a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire

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

0'
If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.
co,

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Keoeth A. Gross 1Associate Gener 1 Counsel



-FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20463

March 11, 1982

Ngan Chan
64 Rutger Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ngan Chan:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act;
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

0 closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with.

04 respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

1If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneral unsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

K. G. Yeung
94 & 36 Alstyne Avenue
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11373

Re: MUR 1353

Dear K. G. Yeung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part -of the

public record within 30 days, after it has been closed withx
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. GrosAssociate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C 2046

March 11, 1982

Shun-Fook Yeung
94 - 36 Alstyne Avenue,
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11373

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yeung Shun-Fook:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The-Cominussion reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 4379

0 (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

co Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY :_ __
K nneth A. Grost
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Irene Sun
48 - 11 - 91st Street,
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11372

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Irene Sun:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

1!)C respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish -to
submit any factual or legal materials to-appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a) (4)(B) and 5 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

1qr If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)
523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

GenraCnsel

BY:
Kenneth A. GrosAssociate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

March 11, 1982

Kwei Tik Yum-Sum
48 - 11 - 91st Street,
Elmhurst, N. Y. 11372

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Kwei Tik Yum-Sum:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

Lr is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGenera sel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross n" Associate General ounsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Sim Fuey Chow
830 Avenue H,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11233

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Sim Puey Chow:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to.appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

ON (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when'the
entire file has been closed.

0
If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

IV 523-4039.

C) Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
oa General Counsel

BY:
Kenxith.A._Gross/
Associate General"Counse



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Mrs. T. T. Wang
300 E. 75th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10021

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mrs. T. T. Wang:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
fa conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
, Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with-
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish'to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public

Crecord please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

P) (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
o matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:_____ _
Knneh A.-GrossAssociate General ounsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC. 20463

March 11, 1982

T.T. Wang
300 E. 75th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10021

Re: MUR 1353

Dear T. T. Wang:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is. no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

Npublic record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The.Commission reminds kou,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

o (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you wheh the
entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General nsel

K neth A. Gross oAssociate General ounsel
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*FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, .C.C 20463

March 11, 1982

Lucia Wang
96 - 10 - 41st Avenue,
Corona, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lucia Wang:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.

Ln Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has.been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The'Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

0 (a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY
Kenneth X. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Frank Wang
96 - 10 - 41st Avenue,
Corona, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Frank Wang:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish'to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in-effect until the enire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

siKenhethA. rSS
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Lau.Yem Chou
19 Division Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lau Yem Chou:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is. no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has.been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with"
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The-Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g
(a) (4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Lee Yim Sun
32 Henry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lee Yim Sun:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Acscordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

Lfl closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
C respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire

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

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

Sincerely,
Co

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. C 20463

March 11, 1982

Johnson Chu
32 Monroe Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Johnson Chu:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with.
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in-effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when theaD entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

CO Charles N. Steele
oGenerat Gnel Couse

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross/
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,.D.C. 246

March 11, 1982

Lam Chit Cheung
633 E. 16th Street,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11218

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lam Chit Cheung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

V respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to-appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission remindi you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

CD
If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



'FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Young Kim
38 W. 32nd Street,
New York, N.Y. 10001

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Young Kim:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part'of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The.Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

o' (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

00 Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Generlone

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate Gener Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2043

March 11, 1982

Lul Hor Kuen

66 Bayard Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lui Nor Kuen:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is'no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part-of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

Co, respect to all othex respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to .appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

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

02
Sincerely,
Charles N. Steele /

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Bernakella Hu
34 - 44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Bernakella Hu:

This is to advise you that after an investigation wasconducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

V7 is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

CM closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to-appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Associate General counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Mieh fu
34 - 44 - 59th Street,'
.Woodstock, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mieh Hu:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that thereis no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.

U) Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has-been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

( % respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g0 (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

C
If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

BY: Kenneth A. Gross/ -
Associate General'Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Chung Hop Ping
54 Rutgers Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chung Hop Ping:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
, conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

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

Sincerely,
Charles N. Steele
General Counsel//

nneth A..Gross//
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

March 11, 1982

Yang Kuo Shio
94 - 36 Alstyne Avenue
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11372

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yang Kuo Shio:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission c6ncluded on March 2, 1982, that there
iq no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.

V) Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

"public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g

o (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

Ventire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneralounsel

Xenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Lee Cheung Kwir
375 Broome Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lee Cheung Kwir:
GN

This is to advise you that after an investigation w~s
n conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has-been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to. appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g

0(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele C sGeneral ounsel

nneth Ava-f
Associate General o nsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON 0C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Chan Sui Wing
1259 - 57th Street,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11219

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chan Sui Wing:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part-of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,
Charles .Steele
Genera: se

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Chan Wal Kuen
66 Mulberry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chan Wai Kuen:

This is to advise you that after-an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. Thismatter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish-to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in.effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

o entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General el

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General C unsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 20463

March 11, 1982

Cheung Yeun Ting
75 Baxter Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Cheung Yeun Ting:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

(K closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
sdbmit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The.Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S'437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

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

Sincerely,

SCharles N. Steele

BY:

Kerrneth A. Gro'-s
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

Chung Sing Au
856 Carrol Street
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11215

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chung Sing Au:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

If closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part.of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

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

Sincerely,

Charlea N. Steele
Genera sel

BY: ,
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate Genera Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 11, 1982

KwQk Hung Chan
66 Bayard Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Kwok Hung Chan:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

*closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part'of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

alk submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The-Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

oD (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General C unsel

BY:
Kenneth A.Grss
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Kwok Hung Chan
66 Bayard Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Kwok Hung Chan:

This is to advise you that after an investigation, was
conducted, the Commission concluded-on March 2, 1982, that thereU7 is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has. been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed withrespect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

%I submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,o however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

C entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
4t/ General Counsel

BY: __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



. .. . .

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 2063

Chung Sing Au
856 Carrol Street
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11215

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chung Sing Au:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.

U) Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

(4 public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

0O- submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

o (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

cO Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: _______________ _

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Cheung Yeun Ting
75 Baxter Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Cheung Yeun Ting:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

01- public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

0 If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
c General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

/;



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Chan Wai Kuen
66 Mulberry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chan Wai Kuen:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

uL closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public

ON record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

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

Sincerely,
0o

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Chan Sui Wing
1259 - 57th Street,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11219

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chan Sui Wing:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.

U) Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

CN respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish tosubmit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

C,
If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

?V) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Lee Cheung Kwir
375 Broome Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lee Cheung Kwir:

CThis is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numberedIMUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become pari of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

Yang Kuo Shio
94 - 36 Alstyne Avenue
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11372

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yang Kuo Shio:

This is to advise you that after an investigationwas
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

NO is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

C4 closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Comission reminds-you,

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

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

00
Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



*FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Chung Hop Ping
54 Rutgers Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chung Hop Ping:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mieh Hu
34 - 44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

Re: NUR 1353

Dear Mieh Hu:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

'1 is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

0D however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

Bernakella Hu
34 - 44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Bernakella Hu:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

Csubmit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

1% however,, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Lui Hor Kuen
66 Bayard Street#
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lui Hor Kuen:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
cotiducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.

Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has. been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

CN public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
C record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: ....
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



w

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Young Kim
38 W. 32nd Street,
New York, N.Y. 10001

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Young Kim:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

CV public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

0D (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

C,
If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

4 523-4039.

co Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross

Ll Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Lam Chit Cheung
633 E. 16th Street,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11218

Re: MUR 1353

'Dear Lam Chit Cheung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

rclosed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public

,Ok record please do so within 10 days. The Commission remindi you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.0

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

4 l



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Johnson Chu
32 Monroe Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Johnson Chu:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish.to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

Lee Yim Sun
32 Henry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lee Yim Sun:

This is to advise'you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to belfeve that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter,-numbered MUR 1353, has been

,0 closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wisi to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

Lau Yem Chou
19 Division Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lau Yem Chou:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered.MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the ehtire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

Centire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

c523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

Frank Wang
96 - 10 - 41st Avenue,
Corona, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Frank Wang:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.

- Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

%0 public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

oD entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Lucia Wang
96 - 10 - 41st Avenue,
Corona, N.Y.

Re:. MUR 1353

Dear Lucia Wang:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
coducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

'0 is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

C however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

" entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D.C 20463

T.T. Wang
300 E. 75th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10021

Re: MUR 1353

Dear T. T. Wang:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

4 closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



"FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mrs. T. T. Wang
300 E. 75th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10021

Re: NUR 1353

Dear Mrs. T. T. Wang:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act..
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public

0% record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. GrossiI/ Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON..C. 20463

Sim Fuey Chow
830 Avenue H,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11233

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Sim Fuey Chow:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to

.. submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

CD entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Kwei Tik Yum-Sum
48 - 11 - 91st Street,
Elmhurst, N. Y. 11372

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Kwei Tik Yum-Sum:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act..
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however,, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

10e BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

(A,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 4
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463 .

Irene Sun
48 - 11 - 91st Street,
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11372

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Irene Sun:

This is to advise you that after an investigation wasconducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that thereis no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of thepublic record within 30 days, after It has been closed withrespect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to04 submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the publ.ic
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

- (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entirematter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
C1 entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: _
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

Shun-Fook Yeung
94 - 36 Alstyne Avenue,
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11373

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yeung Shun-Fook:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

K. G. Yeung
94 L 36 Alstyne Avenue.
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11373

Re: MUR 1353

Dear K. G. Yeung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that. there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Aclcordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

N public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

c(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

00 Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 20463

Ngan Chan
64 Rutger Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ngan Chan:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

" * is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matteri numbered MUR 1353, has been

'3 closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with.
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

17 entire file has been closed.

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

DSincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Choi Luen Cheing
64 Rutger Street,
.New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Choi Luen Cheing:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is-no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been A

closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part. of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



*FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

Ruby Chi
410 E. 6th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10009

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ruby Chi:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 198.2, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

a. respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

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

Bono Chi
410 E. 6th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10009

Re: UR 1353 $

Dear Hong Chi:

, This is to advise you that after an investigation was.
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

C11 entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: "_
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

Yeun May Leung
145 E. 27th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10016

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yeun May Leung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there

* is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the. file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with

C"- respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

o0 however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g
(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

t/ BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Yin Young Leung
7 Elizabeth Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yin Young Leung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was'
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part'of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,V

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: .___
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

.Suey Jin Chih Leung
7 Elizabeth Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Suey Jin Chih Leung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

C. closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the publicC-0
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

%r however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
I7~J.) WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Tao T. Wei
.2081 2nd Avenue,
New York, N.Y. 10029

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Tao T. Wei:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S .437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



fFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

Terrin Hwang
3345 - 90th Street,
Jackson Heights, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Terrin Hwang:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there%O is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.

Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been

closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
r(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

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

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

co 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D.C. 20463

Ming Wha Woo
•20 Confucius Plaza
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ming Wha Woo:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public

O record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)
0 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Sin Joung Ha
34 - 44 - 59th Street,.
Woodstock, N. Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Sin Joung Ha:

This is to advise you that after an investigation'was
conducted, the Commission concluded'on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, hasbeen
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public

0 record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

V(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

1' BY:__________
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Joyce Hu
34 - 44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Joyce Hu:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

" public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _4Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Chi Ping Leung
92 Madison Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chi Ping Leung:

* This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents -involved. Should you wish to

submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds.you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Leong Ching Wo Wong
127 Henry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR. 1353

9.4 Dear Leong Ching Wo Wong:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

ON public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Chan Jor Louie
30 Henry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chan Jor Louie:

This is to advise-you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Chun Sing Au
52 Bowery
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chun Sing Au:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has. been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the

* public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g

qT (a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the

Centire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

David D. H. Kim
38 W. 32nd Street,
New York, N.Y. 10001

Re: MUR.1353

Dear David D. H. Kim:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
.conducted, the Commission concluded On March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered M UR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2046

Shui K. Lee
394 Chestnut,
Kearny, New Jersey 07032

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Shui K. Lee:

This is to advise you that after an investigation wasconducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

4 BY:t _______

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Shui Sum Leung
117 Mulberry Street, (Apt. 2),
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Shui Sum Leung:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

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

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

#42P1



aFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Bob Leu
5 Mott Street,
New York, N. Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Bob Leu:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been
closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Michael Dymersky at (202)

523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Tse Wai Chun
5 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Tse Wai Chun:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that there
is no probable cause to believe that you violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1353, has 'been

C"-. closed as it pertains to you. This matter will become part of the
public record within 30 days, after it has been closed with
respect to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public
record please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,
however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g
(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until the entire

C711 matter has been closed. The Commission will notify you when the
entire file has been closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

Milton A. Gordon, Esq.,
733 Park Avenue,
New York, N.Y. 10021

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Gordon:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that
there is no probable cause to believe that your client, Ja
Fak Wei violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this
matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been closed as it pertains to
your client. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days, after it has been closed with respect
to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and 5 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in -.
effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been
closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:__
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Norman Lau Kee, Esq.
11 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Kee:

This is to advise you that after an investigatlon was
,. conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that

there is no probable cause to believe that your client, Do
Young Paik violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this

-. matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been closed as it pertains to
your client. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days, after it has been closed with respect
to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so within 10-days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been
closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



III... P1 '11 IN

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20*3

Stephen P. Gleit, Esq.
Suite 704
2 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: 4UR 1353

Dear Mr. Gleit:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that
there is no probable cause to believe that your client, Chau
Chak Yum violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this
matter, numbered 14UR 1353, has been closed as it pertains to
your client. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days, after it has been closed with respect

0 to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been
closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Trinh Hao, Esq.
Director
Immigrant Social Service, Inc.,
Indochinese Refugee Project
142 Henry Street (3rd Floor)
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Hao:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that
there is no probable cause to believe that your client, Lam
The Hoa violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this
matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been closed as it pertains to
your client. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days, after it has been closed with respect
to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been
closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



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

Casimir F. SoJka
Chemical Bank Building
80 Mott Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Sojka:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on March 2, 1982, that
there is no probable cause to believe that your clients,
Cheng Wai Ming, Lo Ting, Fung Sik Yee, Bing Lit Chau, Bill
S. Hui, Chiu Tak Foon, Lau Po Hing, Koon Kau Ng, and Chung
Foo Louie violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this
matter, numbered MUR 1353, has been closed as it pertains to
your clients. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days, after it has been closed with respect
to all other respondents involved. Should you wish to
submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the
public record please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter has been closed. The
Commission will notify you when the entire file has been
closed.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Michael C. Sloan, Esq.,
Sloan, Taylor and Brown
Two Clifford Avenue
Pelham, N. Y. 10803

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Sloan:

This is to advise you that after an investigation 
was

conducted, the Commission concluded on March 
2, 1982, that

there is no probable cause to believe that 
your clients,

George Lau, Wah Chan, So Hung Shum, Kwok 
Tung Tom, Yet Sue

Gee (Tom), Yew Leung Wong, Soo Ling Wong, 
and Kwan Ho

violated the Act. Accordingly the file in this matter,

numbered MUR 1353, has been closed as it pertains to your

clients. This matter will become part of the public 
record

within 30 days, after it has been closed with 
respect to all

other respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any

factual or legal materials to appear on the 
public record

please do so within 10 days. The Commission reminds you,

however, that the confidentiality provisions 
of

2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) 
remain in

effect until the entire matter has been closed. 
The

Commission will notify you when the entire file 
has been

closed.

If you have any questions, contact Michael 
Dymersky at

(202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTI COM4ISSION

In the matter of )
) MJR 1353

Carter/4bndale Presidential )
Cmnittee, et al.

CERTIFICATICN

I, Lea L. Stafford, Recording Secretary for the Federal

Election Commission Executive Session on March 2, 1982, do hereby

certify that the Cmmcission took the follwing actions with regard

N to the General Counsel's Report dated January 29, 1982 in MR 1353:

"1. Decided to reject by a vote of 4-0 the
reccumendation of the General Counsel

%0 that the Commission take no further
action against the Carter/Mbrndale
Presidential Committee with respect to

alk a possible violation of 2 U.S.C. S441f.

Conmissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris,
and Reiche voted affirmatively.

0 ommissioners McDonald and mGarry
were not present at the time of the
vote.

C
2. Decided to find no probable cause by

a vote of 4-0 with respect to the 67
Cindividual respondents and take no

further action, notifying the respon-
dents accordingly.

Conmissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris,
and Reiche voted affirmatively.
Commissioners McDonald and McGarry
were not present at the tire of the
vote.

(continued)



CERTIFICATICN Page 2
KMR 1353
Mseting of 3-2-82

3. Decided to reject by a vote of 4-0 the
r ntion of the General Counsel to
find no reason to believe that Esther Kee
and other Camnittee volunteers violated
2 U.S.C. S441f, and also decided to find
reason to believe that Esther Kee and
Sandy Oreste violated 2 U.S.C. S441f.

Ciuimissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris,
and Reiche voted affirmatively.
Ccnmissioners McDonald and McGarry
were not present at the tine of the
vote.

4. Decided to approve by a vote of 4-0 the
General Counsel's reccxmendation that

%the Carter-Mondale Presidential Committee
violated 2 U.S.C. S432(c).

Cissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris,
and Reiche voted affirmatively.
Commissioners McDonald and McGarry
were not present at the time of the

0 vote.

V 5. Decided to approve by a vote of 4-0 the
0D General Counsel's reccmnrndation to seek

a repayment of $7,130.35 pursuant to
11 C.F.R. S9038.2(a).

CO Camissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris,
and Reiche voted affirmatively.
Ccmmissioners McDonald and McGarry
were not present at the tine of the
vote.

6. Decided to approve by a vote of 4-0 the
General Counsel's recommendation to find
reason to believe that the Carter/-Ibndale
Presidential Ccxnittee violated 11 C.F.R.
S110.4 (c) (2).

Conissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris,
and Reiche voted affirmatively.
Cormissioners McDonald and McGarry
were not present at the tine of the
vote.



'IFICATIU Page 3
M 1353
Meting of 3-2-82

7. Decided to reject by a vote of 4-0 the
reccmmendation of the General Counsel
to find no reason to believe that the
Carter/ndale Presidential Ccunittee
knowingly and willfully violated 26
U.S.C. S9042 (c) (1) (A), and also decided
to find reason to believe that the
Carter/MoKiale Presidential Coittee
knowingly and willfully violated 26
U.S.C. S9042(c) (1) (A).

Comuissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris,,
and Reiche voted affirmatively.
Coinssioners McDonald and McGarry
were not present at the time of the
vote.

8. Decided by a vote of 4-0 to send the J1

appropriate notification letters
apprising the individuals and the
Carter/Mbndale Presidential Ccauttee
of the actions taken in the neeting.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris,
and Reiche voted affirmatively.
Commissioners McDonald and Mcarry
were not present at the time of the
vote.

Attest:

Date Lena L. Stafford
Recording Secretary
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January 29, 1982

In the Matter of ))
Carter/Mondale Presidential ) MUR 1353..

Comiittee, et al.

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT

I •BACKGROUND

A. Previous Commission Action

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe that

the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee')

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly accepting contributions

made by persons in the names of other persons. The Commission

also found reason to believe that 67 named individuals knowingly

allowed their names to be used to effectuate contributions by

other people.

On June 23, 1981, the Commission authorized the issuance of

co subpoenas directed to Mrs. Ester Kee and Ms. Sandy Oreste (a.k.a.

Carolyn McLean)../ On September 9, 1981, the Commission

authorized the issuance of a subpoena directed to Mr. Larry

Hayes.2/ Of the 67 individuals for whom reason to believe was

1/ Ms. Oreste appeared for depositon on July 15, 1981. Mrs. Kee

appeared for deposition on July 17, 1981.

2/ Mr. Hayes appeared for deposition on September 28, 1981.
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found, 56 were notified of the Commission's determination./ Of

the 56 individuals notified, 47 were notified by certified mail.

B. Facts

Most of the money orders involved in this matter were made

in amounts of $100. However, there were four (4) money orders

that were made in amounts greater than $100.4_/ Also, a number of

money orders bear the same name.5/ +4

In response to the reason to believe notification, twenty-

two of the 47 individuals declared that they made no

contribution. Only one of the 47 responding individuals

affirmatively declared that a contribution was made,.§/ while

twenty four of the 47 made no indication as to whether a

contribution was made.

0 3/ General Counsel staff was unable to notify eleven of the 67
7r Tndividuals for various reasons, most prevelant of which was thatno forwarding address was available. Subsequent attempts to
0 notify these people have been unsuccessful.

4/ Money order No. 591764 bearing the name of Tse Wai Chun isfor $400; Money Order No. 591765 bearing the name Bob Leu is for$400; Money Order No. 591757 bearing the name Leung Shui Sum isfor $500; Money Order No. 591754 and Money Order No. 591755 bothbear the name Shui K. Lee, and are for $500 each.

5/ Aside from the two money orders bearing the name Shui K. Lee,
fn. 4, supra, Money Order No. 592682, Money Order No. 592679 andMoney Order No. 592678 bear the name Do Young Paik, and are for$100 each; Money Order No. 592680, Money Order No. 592676 andMoney Order No. 592675 bear the name David D. H. Kim, and are for$100 each; and, Money Order No. 592644 and Money Order No. 592643
bear the name George Lau and are for $100 each.

6/ This individual -- Do Young Paik -- said he contributed incash. (See fn. 5, supra, re: Mr. Paik). He also indicated thathe instructed an unidentified member of the Committee's "DinnerCommittee" to buy a money order, and sign his name to it.
Attachment I
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On the basis of testimony by Esther Kee, Sandy Oreste and

Larry Hayes, the General Counsel can adduce the following facts.

Esther Kee, as a volunteer of the Committee, was charged with

conducting a fundraiser at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City, on February 21, 1980. (Rosalynn Carter was the guest

of honor). Sandy Oreste, a secretary to Evan Dobelle, was the

only Committee employee at the event.

The entrance price to the event was $100. Many persons made

payment by cash, for which they received tickets of admission.

Apparently, volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect

entrance fees and issue admission tickets were instructed by her

%0 to keep any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill

out contributor cards. These measures were designed to cause

contributions to be segregated by contributor, and adequate

contributor records to be kept. However, in spite of her

directions, the cash was commingled, and an incomplete list of

cash contributors was kept. At the end of the event, Esther Kee
was left with a large amount of cash (there appears to be $9,100

involved in this matter), and for many ticket-purchasers,

contributor cards were not filled out. Mrs. Kee left the cash

for Sandy Oreste at the Committee headquarters sometime after the

event, and was told by someone at the Committee that the

Committee needed money orders or bank checks.

Thereafter (on or about February 28, 1980) Kee purchased and

caused other volunteers to purchase money orders from the

Manhattan Savings Bank in increments of $100, in most cases,

($100 being the price of an entrance ticket to the event), and
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they filled out the payee lines and signed the remitter lines of

the money orders using lists of names and addresses which they

had. These lists included partial contributor lists and lists of

other attendees such as cooks and waiters of the Silver Palace

Restaurant. There was no attempt to inform the actual cash

contributors of the money order purchase, or to secure their

respective signatures on the instruments. Rather, Kee testified

that she contacted only other volunteers and the manager of the

Silver Palace Restaurant to inquire whether they thought the

people on the various lists "would mind" the purchase of money

orders with the cash contributions. Thus, the actual

-0 contributors never agreed to the money order puhase (with the

single exception of Do Young Paik, see fn. 6, supra).

Apparently, Sandy Oreste filled-out the requisite contributor

cards when Esther Kee gave her the filled out money orders.

Larry Hayes stated in his deposition that all receipts for

C- fundraising events, including money orders, would have gone to

Tricia Segal Davis, who was the coordinator for all fundraiser

cc activities generally, and would then be given to data entry staff

for preparation of data entry information cards, copying of

instruments, and entering information in the computer. At the

stage when data entry information cards were prepared, a review

was made as to whether the contribution was potentially

matchable. During the period involved in the instant matter, all

money orders were marked "later matchable." The Committee

contracted with a computer firm to enter the information into a
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computer. Verification letters were then automatically sent to

the identified contributors. This verification process was

conducted because the Committee believed that any writing on the

remitter's signature line of a money order was irrelevant with

respect to the signature requirement of the Commission's

regulations. Significantly, money orders are bearer instruments

and negotiable absent a signature. As to the instant 67

contributors, the Committee has only provided evidence that four

(4) executed contribution verification letters were received.7/

Sometime during the Summer of 1980, the decision was made by

Larry Hayes on behalf of the Committee, to change the category of

money orders from "later matchable" to "matchable" if the

instruments contained the required information and the apparent

signature of the contributor. This was accomplished by a review

of all "later matchable" contributions by the Committee's coding
CO

staff. If the money orders appeared to be signed and contain

other formalities, the staff would re-code them as "matchable"

and inform the computer firm accordingly. Thereafter, they would

c be submitted for primary matching funds. Apparently, the

Committee was experiencing severe cash-flow problems. And, since

their policy as to matchability of money orders was arguably more

7/ Verification letters for the following individuals were
included by the Committee in Submission 17 with respect to the
individuals involved in this matter: Shui K. Lee (see fn. 4,
supra); Tse Wai Chun; Yet Suey Gee (Tom); and, Kwok Tung Tam.
The last two individuals, through their attorney, M. Sloan, have
indicated in response to their reason to believe notifications
that in fact they made no such contribution.
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stringent than necessary, it was relaxed. The money orders

involved in this matter furnished to the Commission by the

Committee in Submissions 14 and 17 are a product of this policy

change.

II. LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f

Section 441f of the Act provides that no person shall make a

contribution in the name of another or knowingly permit his or

her name to be used to effect that contribution. Also, no person

shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person in the

name of another.

1. Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that the

Committee knowingly accepted contributions made by one person in

the name of another person. The investigation indicated that

Sandy Oreste, when confronted by Esther Kee with a large amount

of cash, told Kee that the Committee would prefer cashier's
C

checks or money orders. In response to this direction, Esther

Kee and other volunteers assigned names from various lists to

money orders purchased with the cash. As a result of the

investigation, it is evident that the instant money orders

represent contributions from people other than those to whom the

contributions were attributed. However, the actual contributors

did not "make contributions in the names of others." They had no

basis for assuming that their contributions would be attributed

to other persons. Since no contributions were made in the names
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of others, the Committee cannot be said to have knowingly

received contributions made by one person in the name of another

person. Therefore# the General Counsel recommends that the

Commission take no further action against the Committee with

regard to this provision.

2. The 67 Individuals

The evidence incates that none of the 67 individuals

knowingly permitted his or her name to effect a contribution by

another person. In fact, the unanimous position of those who

responded that they made no contribution was that they were

completely unaware of any contribution being made to the

Committee at all. The "knowing permission" aspect of Section

1441f is a pre-condition to the possibility of any violation of

the relevant element of that provision. Moreover, if there were

no contributions made in the names of others, there cannotC)
possibly be any individuals who have permitted their names to be

used to effect such contributions. Accordingly, no probable

:1 cause to believe briefs have been sent to the 67 individual

0 respondents in this matter.

3. Esther Kee And Other Committee Volunteers

The Commission's regulations at 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(b)(2)(i)

and (ii) provide two examples of "contributions in the name of

another." The activity engaged in by Esther Kee and other

volunteers fits neither of the examples found in the regulations.

Though their activity was arguably irresponsible, Section 441f
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and the implementing regulatory provisions do not address it.

These volunteers did not make contributions in the names of

others. Rather, they attributed contributions made by cash to

people other than to those who actually made them, by placing

names ad hoc on money orders purchased with that cash. Esther

Kee and other Committee volunteers at the Silver Palace

Restaurant fundraiser, then, did not violate 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

B. Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 432(c)

The accounting provision of the Act at 2 U.S.C. S 432(c)

makes it clear that the Commitee must keep accurate records of

contributions received. The evidence establishes that the

Committee did not comply with the provision. While the evidence

suggests that there was an intent to maintain accurate records of

receipts at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser, the plain

fact is that only inadequate and inaccurate accounts were kept.

Indeed, while Kee and other volunteers initially planned to keep

any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill out

accompanying contributor cards, in fact, the cash was all

combined, and an inaccurate and incomplete list of such cash

contributors was kept, making it virtually impossible to

ascertain exactly who had contributed what. As a result,

accurate receipt accounts were not maintained by the Committee,

and the General Counsel recommends that the Commission find

reason to believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c).



C. Repayments of Primary Matching Funds; 26 U.S.C.
S 9038(b)(1).

The Presidential Matching Payment Account Act ("Matching

Fund Act") states that:

If the Commission determines that any portion of the
payments made to a candidate . . . was in excess of the

aggregate amount of payments to which such candidate
was entitled under Section 9034 . . . the candidate
shall pay . . . an amount equal to the amount of
excess payments. 26 U.S.C. S 9038.

With respect to the Committee's entitlement to matching

funds under Section 9034 for the contributions involved in this

matter, the issue is whether the money orders involved herein

represent matchable contributions. Section 9034 states that for

'0 matching fund purposes, the term "contribution" means ... a

gift of money made by a written instrument which identifies the

person making the contribution . . . (emphasis added). See also

11 C.F.R. S 9034.2. When an individual contributes cash which is

later converted into a written instrument by a third party

without at least the tacit consent of the contributor, the

contribution is not matchable in the General Counsel's view../ A

CO contributor could give cash to another as an agent for the

purpose of purchasing a written instrument. Similarly, a

contributor could give cash to a representative of a political

committee as an agent for the same purpose. However, for such a

8/ Thus, there may even be a problem in terms of matchability if
a contributor signs a contribution verificiation letter which
fails to specify that the contribution was made by a written
instrument. The four (4) verification letters produced by the
Committee herein do not contain a statement that the
contributions were made by written instrument.
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transaction to render the resulting written instrument matchable

for purposes of Section 9034, there would have to be some

communication or conduct which would expressly or impliedly

establish at least some intent between the individual contributor

and "purchaser" Committee official to create the agency

relationship. See Universal Computer Systems, Inc. v. Medical

Services Ass'n of Pennsylvania, 474 F. Supp. 472 (D.C. Pa. 1979).

If the contributor has not intended that cash constitute the

contribution and, instead intends the money order to so function,

the actual contribution occurs when the money order has been

purchased and given to the Committee. Then the contribution is

'0 "by a written instrument," and is matchable presuming that other

requirements of 11 C.F.R. $ 9034.2 have been fulfilled.

In the instant matter, the evidence suggests that Esther Kee

and other volunteers accepted cash contributions at the Silver

Palace Restaurant fundraiser on behalf of the Committee. The

C7 money orders were purchased by the volunteers only after a

or Committee representative mentioned to Kee that cash was not

CI- preferred by the Committee. Only the most cursory efforts were

made to determine if the cash contributors would like to have the

cash converted into written instrument, i.e. money order form.9/

9/ If the actual cash contributors had been consulted, then
perhaps the problems of inaccurate attribution and contributions
by cash could have been avoided.
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Esther Kee has testified that she contacted only other volunteers

and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to inquire

whether they thought the people on the various lists "would mind"

the purchase of money orders in their names with the cash

contributions. No effort was made to contact the listed

individuals and either get their acquiescence to, or even inform

them of, the purchase.lO/ The evidence thus runs contrary to any

assertion that the actual contributors did not intend the cash

paid for the admission tickets to constitute contributions, and

that the actual contributions occurred only when money orders were

purchased by Kee and other volunteers.

%Additionally, it follows from the regulatory requirement of

11 C.F.R. S 9034.2(c)(2) that any money orders which do not bear

the contributor's signature or are not accompanied by a written

document signed by the contributor are not matchable. Since the

evidence makes it clear that the cash contributors knew nothing

of the money order purchases, and that Esther Kee and other
N) volunteers filled in the instruments including the remitter

lines, A fortiori, the money orders involved in this matter were

not signed by the actual contributors. Thus, with the exception

of the four (4) money orders which were accompanied by four (4)

verification letters (See fn. 7, supra), which are unmatchable

for other reasons, the money orders involved in this

10/ The only apparent exception is Do Young Paik. See fn. 6,
supra.
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matter are not matchable because they lack the necessary

signature. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends that the

Commission seek a repayment of $7,130.35 pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 9038.2(a)(1) (an amount equal to the amount improperly paid;

see Attachment VI).- 1/

D. Violations of 2 U.S.C. S 441g and 11 C.F.R.

S 110.4(c)(2)

2 U.S.C. S 441g places a $100 limitation on aggregate cash

contributions made to a single candidate or candidate's

committee. Commission regulations at 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2)

require a Committee receiving cash contributions aggregating in

excess of $100 to return the amount over $100 to the contributor.

As has been highlighted, there were four (4) money orders that

were made in amounts greater than $100 (see fn. 4, supra), and a

number of money orders for $100 which were attributed to the same

person (see fn. 5, supra).

Although Esther Kee has denied that these money orders

represent cash contributions, the circumstances make it probable

that they indeed represent cash contributions. The money order
C3)

numbers on these money orders fit into the consecutive number

sequence of others that are representative of cash contributions.

Moreover, there is a distinct similarity in the handwriting

patterns of the money orders as verified by Esther Kee's

testimony. Finally, but no less significantly, the money orders

11/ On December 2, 198t, the Committee indicated that it would
be amenable to having the Commission seek a repayment in the
context of a conciliation agreement. The Committee has sought
pre-probable cause conciliation by letter dated November 13,
1981. See Attachment II



are dated, and were therefore purchased, days afteE the event.

Since there is evidence that most, if not all, of the money

orders which are part of this matter represent actual cash

contributions, the General Counsel recommends that the Commission

find reason to believe that the Committee violated 11 C.F.R.

110.4(c) (2) by failing to return amounts aggregating in excess

of $100 in U.S. currency.

E. Violation of 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c) (1) (A)

The Matching Fund Act makes it unlawful for any person

knowingly and willfully

(A) to furnish any false, fictitious, or
fraudulent evidence, books, or information to the
Commission under this chapter, or to include in
any evidence, books, or information so furnished
any misrepresentation of a material fact, or to
falsify or conceal any evidence, books, or
information relevant to a certification by the
Commission or an examination and audit by the
Commission under this chapter ...... [26 U.S.C.
S 9042(c) (1) (A)i

The Act extends the Commission's jurisdiction to "knowing and

willful" violations of Chapter 26, Title 26, United States Code,

in either an administrative or civil context. 2 U.S.C.

SS 437g(a) (5) (B) and (a)(6)(C). Presumably, since the 9042(c) (1)

C-2 provision is part of a grant of jurisdiction over Chapter 96, it

can be civilly enforced by the Commission.2/

12/ It is arguable that 26 U.S.C. S 9042(c)(1) is strictly a
criminal provision. Paragraph (2) states that "[Alny person who
violates the provisions of paragraph (1) shall be fined . . . or
imprisoned . . . or both." (emphasis added). The mandatory
language of paragraph (2) suggests that criminal penalties must
be applied if there is a violation of paragraph (1). This
provision has been referred to as a criminal statute. See United
States v. Donald L. Jackson, 2 Fed. Election Campaign Guide (CCH)
1 9048 (W.D.N.Y. June 14, 1977). Whether the Commission may
administratively or civilly enforce S 9042 on the basis of
language found in 2 U.S.C. S437g(a) (5) (B) or (a)(6)(C) has not
been litigated.
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For the purpose of this analysis, then, it is important to

determine whether the Committee can be held liable for the acts

of its agents. A prerequisite to this determination, however, is

to ascertain whether Esther Kee was the Committee's agent. From

the General Counsel's point of view, Esther Kee was clearly an

agent of the Committee.

The relationship between principal and agent is determined

in general, by applying the law of the state which has the most

significant relationship to the parties and the transaction at

issue. Japan Petroleum Co. (Nigeria) Ltd. v. Ashland Oil, Inc.,

456 F. Supp. 831, 840, n. 17 (D. Del. 1978). The Committee

%0 maintained its principal place of business in the District of

ell Columbia. The Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser from which the

contributions at issue were derived, took place in New York. As

to the relationship between principal and agent, general common

law principles of agency apply in both jurisdictions.

As a matter of common law, then, an agency relationship

requires no special formality such as a writing, and arises when

one authorizes another expressly or impliedly to act as an agent.

Universal Computer Systems, Inc., 474 F. Supp. at 476. The

deponents have uniformly stated that Esther Kee approached the

Committee seeking to handle fundraising in the Asian-American

community. Apparently she has extensive knowledge of and an

ongoing relationship with that community. She volunteered her

time on behalf of the Committee to seek financial support for the
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Carter/Mondale reelection bid. The Committee made her

responsible for fundraising (title: "coordinator") at the Silver

Palace Restaurant on February 21, 1980. Her duties included

arranging the event generally, by seeking participation and

financial support from within the resident Asian-American

community. She recruited volunteers to collect receipts at the

door. She solicited attendees. She sought and made pre-event

ticket sales. She collected and supervised the collection of

admission contributions. She met the guest of honor (Rosalynn

Carter) at the airport and accompanied her to the event. After

the event, Kee delivered the contributed funds to the Committee's

aO headquarters. Not only was Esther Kee endowed by the Committee

CN with the responsibility and authority to ensure that the event

was a financial success, but third parties (such as the assigned

Secret Service Agents) at the fundraiser acknowledged her as the

Committee's representative charged with overall coordination of

C the event.

Sandy Oreste was the only paid Committee employee at the

event, but the individual responsible for the event -- the

Committee's "presence" -- was Esther Kee. The fact that Kee was

a volunteer is not significant. She may still be an agent of the

Committee, albeit gratuitous. Sharpe v. Bradley Lumber Co.,

Inc., 446 F.2d 152, 155 (4th Cir. 1971), cert. denied 405 U.S.

919 (1972).

It is a settled proposition that the principal is

responsible for the acts of its agent(s) not only for the precise
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act which it expressly authorized the agent(s) to do, but also

for whatever is necessary to its performance. Marohn v. Burnham

Van Services. Inc., 478 F. Supp. 49, 51 (N.D. Ill. 1979)1

Southern Pac. Transp. Co. v. Continental Shippers Assn., Inc.,

485 F. Supp. 1313, 1319 9 (W.D. No. 1965). And, it follows that

the acts of an agent can be imputed to the principal.I_3 U.s. v.

Beusch, 596 F.2d 871, 877 (9th Cir. 1979). Moreover, the

principal is considered to know what its agent knows within the

scope of the agency. W.R. Grace & Co., Inc. v. Weston U.S.

Industries, Inc., 608 F.2d 1214, 1218 (9th Cir. 1979). Indeed,

the principal is chargeable with knowledge of the agent's

conduct, which it could have ascertained if it had used ordinary

care in looking at the activity in which its agent(s) was

engaged. Tel-Ads, Inc. v. Trans-Lux Playhouse, Inc., 232 F.

Supp. 198, 201 (D.D.C. 1964).

In her capacity as the Committee's agent, Esther Kee knew

1) that she and others accepted cash contributions on behalf of

* the Committee; 2) that she and others purchased money orders with

the cash without the consent of the cash contributors; and, 3)

that she and others filled in and signed those money orders.

13/ Acts of the agent may be imputed only if it is the agent's
purpose or intent to benefit the principal. Actual benefit is
largely irrelevant. Id.
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Clearly, Kee's knowledge of these facts can be imputed to the

Committee.

Although in general, the Committee would be liable for the

acts of its agents and would be held to have the knowledge of its

agents, the statute here at issue requires that the respondent

"knowingly and willfully" submit false or misleading information

to the Commission.

The Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit construed the term

"knowing and willful" in the context of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(7)

4 (The 1979 amendments to the Act have moved S 437g(a)(7) to

S 437g(a)(6)(C).) to require a showing of "'defiance' or

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

American Federation of Labor and Congress of Industrial

Organizations v. Federal Election Commission, 628 F.2d 97, 101

(D.C. Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 982 (1980). However,

the U.S. Supreme Court has held that such a showing of evil

C intent in proving a civil violation of a "knowing and willful"

provision is not required. In the case of United States v.

Illinois Central R. R. Co. 303 U.S. 239 (1938), the United

States sued the railroad for "knowing and willful" failure to

timely unload cattle at their destination. The railroad's

failure to unload the cattle was attributable to the negligent

lack of cooperation between two of its agents. In adopting the

language of a circuit court decision, the court reasoned that

"knowing and willful" means "purposely or obstinately and is



designed to describe [in this case] the attitude of a carrier,

who, having a free will and choice, either intentionally

disregards the statute or is plainly indifferent to its

requirements.' Id. at 243.

Larry Hayes, as the person charged by the Committee with

responsibility for submitting Matching Fund Act information to

the Commission, does not appear from the evidence to have

actually known that the money orders were erroneously attributed,

were obtained by exchanging cash contributions, and were not

signed by the actual contributors. The General Counsel is of the

opinion that there would have to be some indication that a person

responsibile for the matching funds submissions actually knew the

above-mentioned facts before there could be any "knowing and

willful" submission of false or misleading Matching Fund Act

information to the Commission by the Committee.

Esther Kee indicated that she had a vague understanding that

the money orders would be used for matching fund submissions, but

appears to have had no knowledge of what legal requirements were

imposed by the Matching Fund Act. Moreover, she was not involved

at all in the preparation of the matching fund submissions.

Under these circumstances, there does not seem to be a

sufficient predicate for holding the Committee liable under

Section 9042(c)(1). The individuals responsible for submitting

information to the Commission appear not to have intentionally

disregarded the statute or acted plainly indifferent to its

requirements. Accordingly, we are not making a reason to believe

recommendation as to this provision.
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III. RECOMENDATIONS

1. Take no further action against the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee with respect to a possible
violation of 2 U;S.C. S 441f.

2. Find reason to believe that the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c).

3 Find reason to believe that the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee violated 11 C.F.R.

'0S 110.4(c) (2).

4 Seek a repayment of $7,130.35 pursuant to 11 C.F.R.
S 9038.2(a) (an amount equal to the amount improperly
paid). A

C',

Date:... /~ e Charles N. Steele
General Coun 1

Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General Counsel

Attachments

I Letter from Do Young Paik (1 page)
II. Letter from Carol Darr dated November 13,1981 ( 1 page)

III. Letter :to Carol Darr (2 pages)
- V.... General Counsel's ?actual & Legal Analysis (11 pages)

VI. Audit certification of matching funds paid (I page)



Federal Election Commission

Washington, D.C. 20463

TO THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION:

I had purchased tickets for a dinner given by the
Carter--Mondale Campaign Committee at the Silver Palace
Restaurant in Chinatown. The Dinner Committee did not
advise me that I would have to make out a personal check.
Therefore, I paid for my tickets with cash.

Later, I was advised by a member of the Dinner Com-
mittee that I would have to use checks so that there would
be a record of payment.

I told him to buy a cashier's check or money order and
sign my name on it.

. The money was a voluntary contribution on my part and I
gave implied permission to sign my name on the check.

Nime:

Date: Address: YIIX) /OLl fI
/332,/P 34o'.

co
, .w~vut



CARTER/MONDALE PRESIDENTIAL COMMITTEE, INC.-
4710 Bethesda Avenue #302

Bethesda, Maryland
20014

November 13, 1981

Michael Dymersky, Esq.
Scott Thomas, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 RE: MOR 1353

Dear Messrs. Dymersky and Thomas:

Enclosed are lists of names of individuals present at the Carter/
Mondale fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New
York City, New York, on February 21, 1980. These lists were
rimiled bY Mrs. Esther G. Kee who assisted with the event.

* Sificerely,

C arol Darr
Deputy Counsel

CD/dc

4w c,4 Pkeot~&Fj C'



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

Carol Darr, Esq.
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Darr:

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to
believe that your client, the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee, Inc., had violated 2 U.S.C. S
441f, 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 has0determined to take no further action with respect to
this possible violation.

However, on January , 1982, the Federal
Election Commission determined that there is reason to

!1 believe that your client violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c), by
maintaining inaccurate records of receipts, and 11

0 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2), by accepting cash contributions
aggregating in excess of $100 and failing to return the
amount over $100 to the contributor. The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a
basis for the Commission's findings, is attached for
your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken against your
client. In the absence of any additional information
which demonstrates that no further action should be
taken against your client, the Commission may find
probable cause to believe that a violation has
occurred.

A review of the information obtained in the
investigation also revealed that your client received
public matching funds on the basis of contributions
that were not properly matchable. Accordingly, the
Commission has determined that $7,130.35 should be
repaid to the United States Treasury. The factual and
legal basis for this determination is included in the
attached General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis.

ffYcbseh/ (e)
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If you have any questions or. suggestions for
changes in the enclosed agreement, please contact
Michael Dymersky, the staff member assigned to this

. matter, at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

0
BY: Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General Counsel
C

Enclosure
1) General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
2)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL & LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATEs January , 1982 Mur No. 1353
Staff Member & Telephone No.

RESPONDENT: Carter/Mondale Michael Dymersky
Presidential (202) 523-4039
Committee

SOURCE OF MUR: Internally Generated

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c) by

maintaining inaccurate records of receipts from the Silver Palace

Restaurant fundraiser in New York City on February 21, 1980.

Additionally, Respondent appears to have violated 11 C.F.R.

S 110.4(c)(2) by accepting cash contributions aggregating in

excess of $100 and failing to return the amount over $100 to the

contributor.

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Previous Commission Action

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe that

the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee")

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly accepting a contribution

made by one person in the name of another person.

On June 23, 1981, the Commission authorized the issuance of

subpoenas directed to Mrs. Ester Kee and Ms. Sandy Oreste (a.k.a.
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Carolyn McLean).1_/ On September 9, 1981, the Commission

authorized the issuance of a subpoena directed to Mr. Larry

Hayes.2/

B. Facts

Most of the money orders involved in this matter were made
in amounts of $100. However# there were four (4) money orders

that were made in amounts greater than $100. _ Also, a number of
money orders bear the same name.A/

In response to the reason to believe notification, twenty

two of the 47 individuals declared that they made no

contribution. Only one of the 47 responding individuals

Saffirmatively declared that a contribution was made,5/ while
twenty four of the 47 made no indication as to whether a

contribution was made.0'

0 / Ms. Oreste appeared for depositon on July 15, 1981. Mrs. Kee
appeared for deposition on July 17, 1981.

S / Mr. Hayes appeared for deposition on September 28, 1981.

1% _/ Money order No. 591764 bearing the name of Tse Wai Chun isfor $400; Money Order No. 591765 bearing the name Bob Leu is forc0 $400; Money Order No. 591757 bearing the name Leung Shui Sum isfor $500; Money Order No. 591754 and Money Order No. 591755 bothbear the name Shui K. Lee, and are for $500 each.

4/ Aside from the two money orders bearing the name Shui K. Lee,fn. 3j supra, Money Order No. 592682, Money Order No. 592679 andMoney Order No. 592678 bear the name Do Young Paik, and are for$100 each; money Order No. 592680, Money Order No. 592676 andMoney Order No. 592675 bear the name David D. H. Kimt and are for$100 each; and, Money Order No. 592644 and Money Order No. 592643
bear the name George Lau and are for $100 each.

5/ This individual -- Do Young Paik -- said he contributed incash. (See fn, 4, supra, re: Mr. Paik). He also indicated thathe instructed an unidentified member of the Committee's "DinnerCommittee" to buy a money order, and sign his name to it.
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On the basis of testimony by Esther Kee# Sandy Oreste and

Larry Hayes# the General Counsel can adduce the following facts.

Esther Kee# as a volunteer of the Committee, was charged with

conducting a fundraiser at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City, on February 21, 1980. (Rosalynn Carter was the guest

of honor). Sandy Oreste, a secretary to Evan Dobelle, was the

only Committee employee at the event.

The entrance price to the event was $100. Many persons made
payment by cash, for which they received tickets of admission.

Apparently, volunteers recruited by Esther Kee to collect

. entrance fees and issue admission tickets were instructed by her

N to keep any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill

0 out contributor cards. These measures were designed to cause

'! contributions to be sigregated by contributor, and adequate

contributor records to be kept. However, in spite of her

directionsl the cash was commingled, and an incomplete list of

. cash contributors was kept. At the end of the event, Esther Kee

o was left with a large amount of cash (there appears to be $9,100

p" involved in this matter), and for many ticket-purchasers,

contributor cards were not filled out. Mrs. Kee left the cash

for Sandy Oreste at the Committee headquarters sometime after the

event, and was told by someone at the Committee that the

Committee needed money orders or bank checks.

Thereafter (on or about February 28, 1980) Kee purchased and

caused other volunteers to purchase money orders from the

Manhattan Savings Bank in increments of $100, in most cases,

($100 being the price of an entrance ticket to the event), and
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they filled out the payee lines and signed the remitter lines of

the money orders using lists of names and addresses which they

had. These lists included partial contributor lists and lists of

other attendees such as cooks and waiters of the Silver Palace

Restaurant. There was no attempt to inform the actual cash

contributors of the money order purchase, or to secure their

respective signatures on the instruments. Rather, Kee testified

that she contacted only other volunteers and the manager of the

Silver Palace Restaurant to inquire whether they thought the

people on the various lists "would mind" the purchase of money

orders with the cash contributions. Thus, the actual

contributors never agreed to the money order purchase (with the
'N single exception of Do Young Paik, see fn. 5, supra).

Apparently, Sandy Oreste filled-out the requisite contributor

cards when Esther Kee gave her the filled out money orders.
0

Larry Hayes stated in his deposition that all receipts for

fundraising events, including money orders, would have gone to

Tricia Segal Davis, who was the coordinator for all fundraiser

activities generally, and would then be given to data entry staff

for preparation of data entry information cards, copying of
instruments, and entering information in the computer. At the

stage when data entry information cards were prepared, a review

was made as to whether the contribution was potentially

matchable. During the period involved in the instant matter, all

money orders were marked "later matchable." The Committee

contracted with a computer firm to enter the information into a



- 5-
computer. Verification letters were then automatically sent to
the identified contributors. This verification process was
conducted because the Committee believed that any writing on the
remitter's signature line of a money order was irrelevant with
respect to the signature requirement of the Commission's
regulations. Significantly, money orders are bearer instruments
and negotiable absent a signature. As to the instant 67
contributors, the Committee has only provided evidence that four
(4) executed contribution verification letters were received./

Sometime during the Summer of 1980, the decision was made by
Larry Hayes on behalf of the Committee, to change the category of

t money orders from "later matchable" to "matchable" if the
0o instruments contained the required information and the apparent

signature of the contributor. This was accomplished by a review
of all "later matchable" contributions by the Committee's coding
staff. If the money orders appeared to be signed and contain

. other formalities, the staff would re-code them as "matchable*
0 and inform the computer firm accordingly. Thereafter, they would

Sbe submitted for primary matching funds. Apparently, the
Committee was experiencing severe cash-flow problems. And, since
their policy as to matchability of money orders was arguably more

6/ Verification letters for the following individuals wereincluded by the Committee in Submission 17 with respect to theindividuals involved in this matter: Shui K. Lee (see fn. 3,supra); Tse Wai Chun; Yet Suey Gee (Tom); and, Kwok Tung Tam.The last two individuals, through their attorney, M. Sloan, haveindicated in response to their reason to believe notificationsthat in fact they made no such contribution.
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stringent than necessary, it was relaxed. The money orders
involved in this matter furnished to the Commission by the
Committee in Submissions 14 and 17 are a product of this policy

change.

C. Violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 432(c)
The accounting provision of the Act at 2 U.S.C. S 432(c)

makes it clear that the Commitee must keep accurate records of
contributions received. The evidence establishes that the
Committee did not comply with the provision. While the evidence
suggests that there was an intent to maintain accurate records of
receipts at the Silver Palace Restaurant fundraiser, the plain
fact is that only inadequate and inaccurate accounts were kept.

o Indeed, while Kee and other volunteers initially planned to keep
' any cash received in individualized envelopes, and fill out

accompanying contributor cards, in fact, the cash was all
combined, and an inaccurate and incomplete list of such cash
contributors was kept, making it virtually impossible to

C ascertain exactly who had contributed what. As a result,
4 accurate receipt accounts were not maintained by the Committee,
03 and the General Counsel recommends that the Commission find

reason to believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c).
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D. Repayments of Primary Matching Funds; 26 U.SoC.

S 9038(b) (1).

The Presidential Matching Payment Account Act ("Matching

Fund Actw) states that:

If the Commission determines that any portion of the
payments made to a candidate . . was in excess of the
aggregate amount of payments to which such candidate
was entitled under Section 9034 the candidate
shall pay . . . an amount equal to the amount of
excess payments. 26 U.S.C. S 9038.

With respect to the Committee's entitlement to matching

funds under Section 9034 for the contributions involved in this

matter, the issue is whether the money orders involved herein

represent matchable contributions. Section 9034 states that for I

matching fund purposes, the term "contribution" means ... a

gift of money made by a written instrument which identifies the
C%.

person making the contribution . . .' (emphasis added). See also

11 C.F.R. S 9034.2. When an individual contributes cash which is

later converted into a written instrument by a third party

without at least the tacit consent of the contributor, the

I"') contribution is not matchable in the General Counsel's view.7_/ A

contributor could give cash to another as an agent for the

purpose of purchasing a written instrument. Similarly, a

contributor could give cash to a representative of a political

committee as an agent for the same purpose. However, for such a

7/ Thus, there may even be a problem in terms of matchability if
a contributor signs a contribution verificiation letter which
fails to specify that the contribution was made by a written
instrument. The four (4) verification letters produced by the
Committee herein do not contain a statement that the
contributions were made by written instrument.



transaction to render the resulting written instrument matchable

for purposes of Section 9034, there would have to be some

communication or conduct which would expressly or impliedly

establish at least some intent between the individual contributor

and "purchaser" Committee official to create the agency

relationship. See Universal Computer Systems, Inc. v. Medical

Services Ass'n of Pennsylvania, 474 F. Supp. 472 (D.C. Pa. 1979).

If the contributor has not intended that cash constitute the

contribution and, instead intends the money order to so function,

the actual contribution occurs when the money order has been

purchased and given to the Committee. Then the contribution is

Oby a written instrument," and is matchable presuming that other

requirements of 11 C.F.R. S 9034.2 have been fulfilled.

In the instant matter, the evidence suggests that Esther Kee

and other volunteers accepted cash contributions at the Silver

Palace Restaurant fundraiser on behalf of the Committee. The

C, money orders were purchased by the volunteers only after a

Committee representative mentioned to Kee that cash was not

preferred by the Committee. Only the most cursory efforts were

made to determine if the cash contributors would like to have the

cash converted into written instrument, i.e. money order form.!_/

8_/ If the actual cash contributors had been consulted, then
perhaps the problems of inaccurate attribution and contributions
by cash could have been avoided.
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Esther Kee has testified that she contacted only other volunteers

and the manager of the Silver Palace Restaurant to inquire
whether they thought the people on the various lists "would minds
the purchase of money orders in their names with the cash
contributions. No effort was made to contact the listed
individuals and either get their acquiescence to, or even inform
them of the purchase.2/ The evidence thus runs contrary to any
assertion that the actual contributors did not intend the cash
paid for the admission tickets to constitute contributions, and

that the actual contributions occurred only when money orders

were purchased by Kee and other volunteers.

Additionally, it follows from the regulatory requirement of
, 11 C.F.R. S 9034.2(c)(2) that any money orders which do not bear

! the contributor's signature or are not accompanied by a written

document signed by the contributor, are not matchable Since the
evidence makes it clear that the cash contributors knew nothing
of the money order purchases, and that Esther Kee and other

c- volunteers filled in the instruments including the remitter

lines, a fortiori, the money orders involved in this matter were
(0 not signed by the actual contributors. Thus, with the exception

of the four (4) money orders which were accompanied by four (4)
verification letters (See fn. 7, supra), which are unmatchable

for other reasons, the money orders involved in this

9/ The only apparent exception is Do Young Paik. See fn. 5,
supra.
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matter are not matchable because they lack the necessary

signature. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends that the

Commission seek a repayment of $7,130.35 pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

9038.2(a)(1) (an amount equal to the amount improperly.

paid). 10/

E. Violations of 2 U.S.C. S 441g and 11 C.F.R.
S 110.4(c) (2)

2 U.S.C. S 441g places a $100 limitation on aggregate cash

contributions made to a single candidate or candidate's

committee. Commission regulations at 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c) (2)

require a Committee receiving cash contributions aggregating in

excess of $100 to return the amount over $100 to the contributor.

As has been highlighted, there were four (4) money orders that

were made in amounts greater than $100 (see fn. 3, supra), and a

number of money orders for $100 which were attributed to the same

0 person (see fn. 4, supra).

Although Esther Kee has denied that these money orders

represent cash contributions, the circumstances make it probable

that they indeed represent cash contributions. The money order

numbers on these money orders fit into the consecutive number

sequence of others that are representative of cash contributions.

Moreover, there is a distinct similarity in the handwriting

patterns of the money orders. Finally, but no less

significantly, the money orders are dated, and were therefore

10/
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purchased, days after the event.

Since there is evidence that most, if not all, of the money

orders which are part of this matter represent actual cash
contributions, the General Counsel recommends that the Commission
find reason to believe that the Committee violated 11 C.F.R.
S 110.4(c)(2) by failing to return amounts aggregating in excess
of $100 in U.S. currency.

RECOMMENDATIONS
1. Take no further action against the Carter/MondalePresidential Committee with respect to a possible

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

2. Find reason to believe that the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c).

3. Find reason to believe that the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee violated 11 C.F.R.%0 S 110.4(c) (2).

4. Seek a repayment of $7,130.35 pursuant to 11 C.F.R.
S 9038.2(a) (an amount equal to the amount improperly
paid).

0GO.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

December 22, 1981

MEMORANDUM

TO: MICHAEL DYMERSKY

THROUGH: B. ALLEN CLUTTER
STAFF DIRECTOR

FROM: BOB COSTA

In response to your request for the amount of matching funds
certified and paid to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee
in connection with MUR 1353, the Audit staff reviewed Submission
#14 and #17, and determined that $7,130.35 in matching funds were
paid. Submission #14 was certified for payment on June 4, 1980,

CO- and Submission #17 was certified on July 16, 1980.

CD

C:)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463 49: 59

ENISITIVE February 26, 1982

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counse

SUBJECT: MUR 1353 (Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee)

QUESTION PRESENTED

Did a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f occur when agents of the
Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") attri-
buted names of persons who made no contributions to the Com-
mittee at the Silver Palace Fundraiser, to certain money orders
bought by them with cash received from other persorawho did
there contribute, and thereafter delivered the incorrectly
attributed money orders to the Committee's headquarters?

CONCLUS ION

No. The evidence discloses that the Committee's agents
violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(c) by failing to maintain adequate
records of cash receipts received at the fundraiser. More-
over, after accepting the cash contributions, some of which
were in excess of $100 from certain individuals, the Committee's
agents violated 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2) in failing to "promptly
return the amount over $100" to the respective contributors.
However, since the actual paying attendees at the fundraiser
contributed on their own behalf from their own personal accounts,
and not in the names of others, or in their own names with funds
from others, the Committee cannot be said to have "accepted con-
tributions made by one person in the name of another person" at
the fundraiser, knowingly or otherwise. Therefore, 2 U.S.C.
S 441f does not apply to the facts of this matter, since the
Committee's agents purchased the money orders with cash actually
contributed at the fundraiser, i.e. where the contributions were
actually "made," and used the inaccurate records to assign names.

DISCUSSION

On the initial assumption that some person or persons had
bought money orders with their own money intending to make con-
tributions in the names of other persons, the Commission found



Memorandum to the Commission
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MUR 1353

reason to believe, inter alia, that the Committee had violated
2 U.S.C. S441f by knowingly accepting contributions made by
some persons in the names of other persons.

After investigating the matter, the evidence discloses that
the Committee failed to keep adequate records of the cash re-
ceipts from the fundraiser in violation of 2 U.S.C. 5432(c),
and that the Committee failed to "promptly return the amount
over $100" in the individual aggregate to the pertinent cash
contributors as required by 11 C.F.R. S110.4(c)(2). Moreover,
the money orders purchased with the cash receipts which were
submitted to the Commission by the Committee in connection with
Presidential Primary Matching Payments do not conform to the
requirements of 11 C.F.R. S9034.2(a)(1) and 11 C.F.R. S9034.2
(c)(1) or (2), and are therefore rendered unmatchable and sub-
ject to the repayment provisions.

Turning to the question of whether there is sufficient
evidence to recommend a finding of probable cause to believe
that a 2 U.S.C. S441f violation has occurred, an analysis of
the applicable provisions as applied to the instant facts is
in order. Section 441f states that:

No person shall make a contribution in the name of
another person or knowingly permit his name to be
used to effect such a contribution, and no person
shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one
person in the name of another person. (Emphasis added).

In defining the term "contribution," 2 U.S.C. 5431(8)(A) states
that the term includes, "any gift ... of money or anything of
value made by any person for the purpose of influencing any
election for Federal Office." (Emphasis added).

It is important to note that as used in 2 U.S.C. SS441f
and 431(8)(A), the word "make" or "made" is used in the sense
of "issuance" or "payment," meaning in this case the payment
of cash as a contribution. The critical issue is to determine
precisely when the payments or contributions were made. Did
the contributions occur at the fundraiser when persons wishing
to attend the event paid the entrance fee of $100 apiece to the
Committee's agents? Or, did the contributions occur when the
Committee's agents, using the cash receipts from the fundraiser,
purchased money orders in increments of $100 (the price of ad-
mission), attributed to them names of people who, while present
at the fundraiser made no contribution (i.e.Silver Palace Restaur-
ant employees) and delivered the incorrectly attributed money
orders to the Committee's headquarters? It is a settled pro-
position that contributions are viewed as "made" when the contri-
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butor relinquishes dominion and control of the thing of value
(in this case cash) to the Committee or its duly appointed
agent. In the General Counsel's view, then, the contributions
occurred when payment of the fundraiser entrance fees were
accepted by the Committee's agents who were expressly author-
ized by the Committee to accept receipts on its behalf.

The subject contributions of cash were "made" and "ac-
cepted" at the door of the Silver Palace Restaurant as entrance
fees for the fundraiser. Available evidence discloses that the
contributions were "made" by cash in increments of at least
$100 in most instances. Thus, the Committee through its
designated agents accepted large numbers of $100 cash contri-
butions. Sometimes individuals contributed more than $100 cash.
There is no evidence which suggests that the paying attendees
"made" cash contributions in the names of anyone other than
themselves. Nor is there any evidence which suggests that the
contributed cash came from the personal accounts of anyone other
than the actual paying attendee at the fundraiser. As far as
can be determined, the Committee's agents accepted cash contri-
butions at the fundraiser from individual attendees who paid
the entrance fee on their own behalf, from their own personal
accounts. Section 441f is directed toward contributions to a
committee through "conduits". "Conduits" are people who allow
their names to be used to effectuate a contribution to a commit-
tee from someone else. The evidence in this case discloses no
"conduit" contributions. No individual has been disclosed as
having "made" contributions in the names of others without the
latter's consent, either. Therefore, Section 441f does not apply
in this case.

The facts in the instant case are distinguishable from
previous matters involving possible Section 441f violations. In
MUR 256 (Shapp et al.), contributions were made through conduits
by certain individuals. The conduits made contributions in their
own names, but were reimbursed in full in most cases by someone
else. In MUR 422 (Louis R. Lee), Mr. Lee used $9,200 to make
contributions in the names of eleven conduits to the Carter
primary campaign. In MUR 850 (Mastorelli), Dennis Salerno and
Filmena Decresce made contributions in. the names of others to the
Mastorelli campaign. Again, they used their own money for this
purpose. In MUR 970 (James Dennis), Mr. Dennis contributed $22,000,
which was money he controlled, in the names of other people to the
1978 Stewart Senatorial campaign. Mr. Dennis made contributions
of $12,000 of his corporation's money again by using other people's
names, to the 1978 Peck congressional campaign. In MUR 1158 (Debra
Hanania Freeman), Ms. Freeman, a volunteer of the Lyndon LaRouche
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campaign, used her own personal funds to purchase a money order.
On that money order she wrote the name "Dr. Harold Harris -V
Mr. Harrison.: made no contribution, nor did he know that his
name was being so used. In MUR 1237 (Stanley N. Kaplan et al.),
Mr. Kaplan made contributions of $32,100 of his own personal
funds through 22 conduits. These conduits allowed their names
to be used to effectuate the contributions. In fact, each
contributed a prescribed amount to the Friends of Luther H.
Hodges, Jr., by personal check, for which they were immediately
reimbursed by Mr. Kaplan or one of his two agents. In each
of the above-described matters, some one individual was trying
to circumvent the 2 U.S.C. S 441a ceiling on personal contribu-
tions per election by the use of names of other people who
did not actually make a contribution. Or, in an effort to
secure matching payments, some committee agents or other persons
would use their own personal funds to purchase a written instru-
ment and then attribute the contribution to someone else. Again,
the central theme has been a person using their own funds to
make a contribution in the name of another person, for whatever
reason. Such activity is clearly proscribed by Section 441f
on an analysis of the "making" of contributions.

The instant matter is similar to the situation in MUR 659
(Jeffrey Bell). Mr. Bell was a candidate for the U.S. Senate.
His mother, Marjorie Bell, gave him a large amount of money
derived from her personal funds. She also gave the money in
her own name. Mr. Bell, as an agent of his campaign cormittee
for the purposes of accepting contributions, accepted the money.

r However, when he delivered his mother's contribution to his
committee, he represented it as his personal funds. It was

C reported as such, even though it was a contribution made by
his mother. Section 432(c) was violated, not Section 441f.

- In the instant case, what the Committee's agents did with
the receipts subsequent to the accepting of the cash contributions
are separate and distinct issues. The fact that they originally
failed to keep accurate records of the cash receipts should be
properly addressed as a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 432(c). The fact
that the Committee's agents converted the cash receipts into money
order form and attributed to them names of persons who did not con-
tribute, in most instances, but were merely employees if the restaurant,
should be viewed as a consequence of and an exacerbation of their
failure to keep adequate records of the receipts. Again, such
activity should be properly addressed through 2 U.'.C. 5 432(c).
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The fact that they failed to return the aggregate excess of cash
over $100 to some contributors should be properly addressed as
violations of 11 C.F.R. S 110.4(c)(2). Finally, the fact that
the Committee's agents accepted contributions made by cash, and
that the money orders purchased therewith neither contained valid
signatures nor were accompanied by verification letters signed by
the actual contributors, causes the instruments to be unmatchable
under the terms of 11 C.F.R. S 9034.2(a)(1) and 11 C.F.R. S 9034.2
(c) (1) or (2), and should be properly addressed by a repayment of
matching funds received by the Committee on the basis of such
instruments.

0%
'2)

C,
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142 Henry Smet, 3rd Floor, New York, N.Y. 10002
Tel: (212) 349-5181 & 340-5632

February 16, 1982 "

The Secretary of
The Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C. 20463

Roe Case LA1 THS HOA. tUR 1353

Dear Sir or Madam:

on may 14. 1981. Mr. LAN THE HOA our client, received a
letter from the Federal Election Coumssion/General Counsel s
Factual and Legal Analysis. stating that the Coasission
found reason to believe that Mr. LAM THE HOA has allowed
his nane to be used to effect a contribution by another
person to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Coomittee in
violation of 2 U.SoC @ 441 f.

Accordingly, on behalf of our client, we have replied to
the Commission# denying the allegation induced against our
client, bringing to the knowledge of the Couuission the
fact that:

Mr. LAM THE HOA is a Vietnamese refugee who does not speak

a single English word# and, duo to this lack of English
speaking, never knows anything about Election and Contribution
in the matter of U.S. Public Affair. and. in fact, never
made any contribution to anybody or any organizationg nor
allowed his name to be used to any purpose in matter of
alectio. He suspected somebody in the administrstion ofthe "Ngan Cung Restaurant"- in which he worked and in which
the fund raising party has been organized - who knows his
name and has used it to make the Contribution without his
acknowledge or consentment. Recently, on Lebruary 8, 1982,
we received a notice and a brief from the General Counsel
stating that:

- taere is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert
that Respondent (Lam The Hoa) violated Section 441 fo

- and that the General Counsel recommends that the
commission find no probable cause to believe that Lam The
Uoa violated 2 U.SeCo § 441 fo

ooo2



S J r~i.~Inc.,/ indochim P4ot
142 Henry Sre~t 3d Floor, New York, N.Y. 100

Tel: (212) 349-5181 & 349-5632
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with the General Counsel, we are very honored to sUbMi to
your atteotion and ConMsidratiOn this fact# and hops with
the General Counel that your Commssion 1will agree vith us
that there is no probable cause to believe that a violationhas occ x~ed.

Cincerely,

Brother Trinh Hao
*2 Diretor

*C:



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 9

January 29, 1982

In the Matter of )
) ,

Lam The Hoa ) MUR 1353
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Lam The Hoa ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

a Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

o fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.



Page 2

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.s.c. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

_ the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

C Find no probable cause to believe that Lam The Hoa

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

c to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

General Counsel
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142 Henry S"tt "d Floor, New York, N.Y. 1.

Tel: (212) 340-5181 & 348-5632

February 16, 1982

The Secretary of
The Federal Election Commission
Washington D.C. 20463

Re: Case LAM THS HOA, MUR 1353

Dear Sir or Madam:

On May 14, 1981, r. L;%VI ThE HOA, our client, received aletter from the Federal Zlection Commission/General Counsel 'Factual and Legal Analysis, stating that the Commission
found reason to believe that iir. LAM Td iOA has allowedhis name to be used to effect a contribution by another
person to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee in
violation of 2 U.S.C 441 f.

Accordingly, on behalf of our client, we have replied to0% the Commission, denying the allegation induced against ourclient, bringing to the knowledge of the Commission the
fact that:

0 1- ir. L. i THE LOCA is a Vietnamese refugee who does not speaha single English word, and, due to this lack of Englishspeaking, never knows anything about Election and ContributionOin the matter of U.S. Public Affair, and, in fact, nevermade any contribution to anybody or any organization, nor
allowed his name to be used to any purpose in matter ofElection. He suspected somebody in the administrstion ofthe "Ngan Cung Restaurant"- in which he worked and in whichthe fund raising party has been organized - who knows hisname and has used it to make the Contribution without his
acknowledge or consentment. Recently, on February 8, 1982,we received a notice and a brief from the General Counsel
stating that:

- there is no evidentiary basis uon which to assertthat Respondent (Lam The tioa) violated S;ection 441 f.
- and that the General Counsel recommends that thecomlmission find no probable cause to believe that Lan The

fIoa violated 2 U.S.C. : 441 f.

eoo2
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With the General Counsel, we are very honored to submit to
your attention and Consideration this fact, and hope with
the General Counsel that your Corma ission will agree with us
that there is no probable cause to believe that a violation
has occured.

Sincerely,

Brother Trinh £lao
N Director

CYN

O



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January 29, 1982

In the Matter of ))
Lam The Hoa ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Lam The Hoa ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

C> fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

11V York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser
C

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this03
attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

CI unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

CN that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
0

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Lam The Hoa

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

General Counsel
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February 4, 1982

MWORANDUM TO& Marjorie W. mmons

FROM: Phyllis A. Kayson

SUBJCTI MUR 1353

Please have the atteched Memo and Briefs G -ulbbi

to the Couinssion dmr aWinformational basis. Thank you.

Attachments

cc: Dymersky



R ECIV ED

OFPCE OF THE
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February 4, 1982

MEMORANDUM .....*-

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steel
General Counsel

SUBJECT: MUR 1353

Attached for the Commission's review are briefs stating
the position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the above-captioned matter regarding the 67
individuals the Commission found reason to believe violated
2 U.S.C. S 441f. Copies of the briefs and letters notifying
the respondents of the General Counsel's intent to recommend
to the Commission a finding of no probable cause to believe
were mailed on February 4, 1982. Following receipt of
the respondents' replies to this notice, if any, this
Office will make a further report to the Commission.

Attachments

1. Letters to respondents (54 pages)
2. Briefs (134 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Kwok Hung Chan
66 Bayard Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Kwok Hung Chan:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause toN, believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

7Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also becforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982Chung Sing Au
856 Carrol Street
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11215

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chung Sing Au:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provisionof the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
, recommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a Vrief stating the0position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of0D this notice, you may file with the Secretary of theCommission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission beforeproceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

Should you have any questions, please contact MichaelDymersky at (202) 523-4039.

C arles N. S eele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Cheung Yeun Ting
75 Baxter Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Cheung Yeun Ting:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
0- Commission, thd Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendatlon.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which'you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before

ce proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

C rles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Chan Wai Kuen
66 Mulberry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chan Wai Kuen:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASINGTON,D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982Chan Sui Wing
1259 - 57th Street,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11219

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chan Sui Wing:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
N. recommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission.may

or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a Brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theCD General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before

co proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAS IGTONoD.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Lee Cheung Kwir
375 Broome Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lee Cheung Kwir:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
- - Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before

co proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

rles .S eele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Yang Kuo Shio
94-36 Alstyne Avenue
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11372

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yang Kuo Shio:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission.may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a Vrief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the

col General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Since 1

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Chung Hop Ping
54 Rutgers Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chung Hop Ping:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilitie, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

_MO After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, thi Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofothis notice, you may file with the Secretary of theCommission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which'you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before

cproceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNCTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Mieh Hu
34-44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mieh Hu:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
- - Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendatioft.

01- Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the0 Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your

NT position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beOforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Ch es N. teele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Bernakella Hu
34-44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Bernadella Hu:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provisionof the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of theCommission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission beforeproceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Lui Hor Kuen
66 Bayard Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lui Hor Kuen:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, th6 Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

Nrecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of

0 this notice, you may file with the Secretary of theCommission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before

0. proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Ch les N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1,982

Young Kim
38 W. 32nd Street,New York, N.Y. 10001

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Young Kim:
Based on information ascertained in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to"believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the"- -Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation,

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case,, Within fifteen days of your receipt of

o this notice, you may file with the Secretary of theCommission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourr position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beO forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe aviolation has occurred,

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

Sinc e i_

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Lam Chit Cheung
633 E. 16th Street,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11218

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lam Chit Cheung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provisionof the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared toK, recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission.may

Cor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.
Submitted for your review is a Brief stating the

position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofD this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before

cproceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred..

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

Sinc

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Johnson Chu
32 Monroe Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353 2

Dear Johnson Chu:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provisionof the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter. 

After considering all the evidence available to-theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of theCommission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your

17 position on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beC) forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which-you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before

00 proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4,.1982

Lee Yim Sun
32 Henry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lee Yim Sun:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission. may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beCforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNGTON,D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Lau Xem Chou
19 Division Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lau Yem Chou:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After congidering all the evidence available to the
commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayC4 or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a 5rief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of

0 this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Frank Wang
96-10 - 41st Avenue,
Corona, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Frank Wang:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
oD this notice, you may file with the Secretary of theCommission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourvr position on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beOforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.

The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission beforeproceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Ch4ales N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Lucia Wang
96-10 - 41st Avenue,
Corona, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lucia Wang:

Based on information ascertained in the nQrmal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission. mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a Brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
T.T. Wang
300 E. 75th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10021

Re: MUR 1353

Dear T. T. Wang:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provisionof the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

*-After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofC) this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theC1 General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission beforeproceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON,D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Mrs. T. T. Wang
300 E. 75th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10021

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mrs. T. T. Wang:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission-may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of0 this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the

17 Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the

VGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may

CO submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



7ji

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Sim Puey Chow
830 Avenue H,
Brooklyn, N.Y; 11233

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Sim Fuey Chow:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After condidering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

01- or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

*Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

0 issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON,D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Kwei Tik Yum-Sum
48-11 - 91st Street,
Elmhurst, N. Y. 11372

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Kwei Tik Yum-Sum:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to1%. recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission.mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
1) position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of0) this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
17 Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
C General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.

The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Irene Sun
48-11 - 91st Street,
Elmhurst, N.Yw 11372

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Irene Sun:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision

Nof the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

- After considering all the evidence available to the
, Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to

believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

o issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be

F1 forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you mayco submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Since.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Shun-Fook Yeung
94-36 Alstyne Avenue,
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11373

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yeung Shun-Fook:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

*-After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission'may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

o issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Charles N. el$
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNCTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
K. G. Yeung
94-36 Alstyne Avenue
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11373

Re: MUR 1353

Dear K. G. Yeung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provisionof the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
Nbelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission-may

or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.
Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

0 issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of theVr Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sinc 1

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Ngan Chan64 Rutger Street,

New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ngan Chan:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provisionof the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of theCommission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
0 General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.aThe General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission beforeproceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a

violation has occurred.

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

C a rl e sN. S t eee6
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Choi Luen Cheing
64 Rutger Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Choi Luen Cheing:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission-may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
o issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
'Tr Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the

General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON,D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Ruby Chi
410 E. 6th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10009

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ruby Chi:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

*-After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared totN recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.0-

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theO General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 2063

February 4, 1982
Hong Chi
410 E. 6th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10009

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Hong Chi:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission'may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

o issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may

0submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Yeun May Leung
145 E. 27th Street,
New York, N.Y; 10016

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yeun May Leung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After conaidering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause toN believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factualo issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be1W forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Yin Young Leung
7 Elizabeth Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yin Young Leung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After condidering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission'may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

0 issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Suey Jin Chih Leung
7 Elizabeth Street
New York,.N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Suey Jin Chih Leung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

C' issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may

co submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982 A

Tao T. Wei
2081 2nd Avenue,
New York, N.Y. 10029

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Tao T. Wei:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission.may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

0 issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
417 Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your

position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
C7, General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be

forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

s N..

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Terrin Hwang
3345 - 90th Street,
Jackson Heights, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Terrin Hwang:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provisionof the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
, Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factualo issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Cha es S eele
General ounsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Ming Wha Woo
20 Confucius Plaza
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ming Wha Woo:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to*, believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
N Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find no probable cause tp
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

4Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualC issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your

Lposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

rles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Sin Joung Ha
34-44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N. Y.

Re: MR 1353

Dear Sin Joung Ha:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision

C5 of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause toiN believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualo issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beI'? forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may02 submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Joyce Hu
34-44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Joyce Hu:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause tp
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your

oposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincel 1

ChArles N. t ee
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Chi Ping Leung
92 Madison Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chi Ping Leung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After conlidering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to

N believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

o issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your

0 position on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may

csubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Leong Ching Wo Wong
127 Henry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Leong Ching Wo Wong:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.0%

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

0 issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may0submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Chan'Jor Louie
30 Henry Street,
New York,.N.Y." 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chan Jor Louie:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After congidering all the evidence available to the
N Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause toC'J believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualo issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be

0forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you mayco submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Since

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Chun Sing Au
52 Bowery
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chun Sing Au:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After coniidering all the evidence available to theN Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission" mayC?1 or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Since

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

David D. H. Kim
38 W. 32nd Street,
New York, N.Y. 10001

Re: MUR 1353

Dear David D. H. Kim:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
N Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

0- or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

0 issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your

0position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be

P d forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Shui K. Lee
394 Chestnut,
Kearny, New Jersey 07032

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Shui K. Lee:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After coniidering all the evidence available to the
N Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to

believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission'may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

o issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible. NThe General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may00 submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

r es *Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Shui Sum Leung
117 Mulberry Street, (Apt. 2),
New York,.N.Y; 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Shui Sum Leung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After coniidering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to

N believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

*Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

o issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Char sN. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHNGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Bob Leu
5 Mott Street,
New York, N. Y. 10013

Res MUR 1353

Dear Bob Leu:

Based on information ascertained in the n6rmal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

.Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if'possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Tse Wal Chun
5 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Tse Wai Chun:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASINCTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Milton A. Gordon, Esq.,
733 Park Avenue,
New York, N.Y. 10021

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Gordon:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that your client, Ja Fak Wei had violated 2 U.S.C. S
441f, a provision of the Act and instituted an investigation

t 0% of this matter:

1%. After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theo position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

C ler Ifs t% e e 11-
General Counsel

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNGTON,D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Norman Lau Kee, Esq.
11 Mott Street,
New York,.N.Y' 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Kee:

Based on information ascertained in the normal dourse
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that your client, Do Young Paik had violated 2
U.S.C. S 441f, a provision of the Act and instituted an
investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the0 position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the

1Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Stephen P. Gleit, Esq.
Suite 704
2 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Gleit:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that your client, Chau Chak Yum had violated 2
U.S.C. S 441f, a provision of the Act and instituted an
investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
4Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be

aforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sin

Charles . te e
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Trinh Hao, Esq., Director
Immigrant Social Service, Inc.,
Indochinese Refugee Project
142 Henry Street (3rd Floor)
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Hao:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that your-client, Lam The Hoa had violated 2*U.S.C.
S 441f, a provision of the Act and instituted an
investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.C

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the

CC General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982
Casimir F. Sojka
Chemical Bank Building
80 Mott Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Sojka:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that your clients, Cheng Wai Ming, Lo Ting, Fung Sik
Yee, Hing Lit Chau, Bill S. Hui, Chiu Tak Foon, Lau Po Hing,
Koon Kau Ng, and Ctfung Foo Louie had violated 2 U.S.C. S
441f, a provision of the Act and instituted an investigation
of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review are briefs stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of each case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such briefs should also be
forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.
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Should you have any questions, please contact 4ichael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

February 4, 1982

Michael C. Sloan, Esq.
Sloan, Taylor and Brown
Two Clifford Avenue
Pelham, N. Y. 10803

Re: MUR 1353

,Dear Mr. Sloan:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that your clients, George Lau, Wah Chan, So Hung
Shum, Kwok Tung Tom, Yet Sue Gee (Tom), Yew Leung Wong, Soo
Ling Wong, and Kwarf Ho had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a
provision of the Act and instituted an investigation of this
matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review are briefs stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of each case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of

this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such briefs should also be
forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.



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

eneral Counsel

Enclosure
Brief

00

ON

( A



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Kwok Hung Chan ) MUR 1353

)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May S, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Kwok Hung Chan ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Sqction 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cauae to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Knok Hung ChanC,
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date Ch rles . Steele
General Counsel.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Chung Sing Au ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Chung Sing Au (*Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

oD fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect'to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.

4LST (?)
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit-his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

-Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

% that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Chung Sing Au

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date ChaEles N. S eele
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Cheung Yeun Ting ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Cheung Yeun Ting (uRespondentu) knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee*) in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cauge to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Cheung Yeun Ting

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

Cto be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date Ch"Jr le Ste
General Counsel.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))

Chan Wai Kuen ) MUR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Chan Wai Kuen (ORespondent") knowingly allowed his name

44 to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee (Othe Committeew) in

violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

C fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this00

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect'to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysisj

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

" knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

Cthat the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Chan Wai KuenC)

a- violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date e s N. '.Ste6 d-
General Counsel
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January , 1982

In the Matter of )

Chan Sui Wing ) MUR 1353

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Chan Sui Wing ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

upon investigation it has become apparent that

9f. Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0 fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

" *knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

cv, that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Chan Sui Wing

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

CO to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))

Lee Cheung Kwir ) MUR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Lee Cheung Kwir ("Respondent') knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

C,., upon investigation it has become apparent that

I Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0 fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.c. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Responddnt violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

Othat the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

11. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Lee Cheung Kwir

Ne violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

T) to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date Ch es Steele
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Yang Kuo Shio ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Yang Kuo Shio (HRespondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee (Othe Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.CM

V% Upon investigation it-has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.

,e7T (/ )
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Yang Kuo Shio

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

DateGeneral ee
General Counsel.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
)

Chung Hop Ping ) MUR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL * S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Chung Hop Ping ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committeem) in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

0Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0' fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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I. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

N the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

N "knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Chung Hop Ping

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

c, to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date sel
General Counsel



0BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELCTION COMMISSION

January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Mieh Eu ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Mieh Hu ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to be

used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ('the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Cr- Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0 fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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I1. Legal Analysis

2 U.SoC. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

*knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Mieh Hu violated

2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution by another person to a federal

candidate.

Date
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 7
January , 1982

In the Matter of )

Bernakella Hu ) MUR 1353

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Bernakella Hu ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

N" to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committeew) in

violation of 2 U.S.C. $ 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New A

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.

na7il(f
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1I. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cauee to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Bernakella Hu

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date Ch es-N. Stee
General Counsel



•711 TPT T,'9 777
BEPmR Em FEDERA ELECTIoN COmmssIou

January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Lui Hor Kuen ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRzEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Lui Bor Kuen (*Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.C4

Upon investigation it-has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0 fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.



, e el

Page 2

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Sqction 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cauje to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Lui Hor Kuen
C7

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

CO to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date C
General Counsel.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))

Young Kim ) UR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Young Kim ("Respondentw) knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee8) in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

ofundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.

-41 C4/4



Page 2

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

.Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Young Kim

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

cc to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Lam Chit Cheung ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

.Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Lam Chit Cheung ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

- fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect'to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission'

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cauee to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
C3

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Lam Chit Cheung

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

General Counsel"



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Johnson Chu ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Johnson Chu ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the
C0

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0D fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that thiscc

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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11. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.c. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit.his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

-Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

N "knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

C1_ that the Commission find no probable cauae to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
M) III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Johnson Chu
C

violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441f by knowingly permitting his name

cc to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel



BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )

Lee Yim Sun ) MUR 1353
)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Lee Yim Sun ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committeem) in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect'to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

N, "knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Lee Yim Sun

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

Cr; to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date e
General Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
)

Lau Yem Chou ) MUR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Lau Yem Chou (*Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee (*the Committeem) in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.c. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

(" that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
C)

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Lau Yem Chou

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

C#. to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
)

Frank Wang ) MUR 1353
)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Frank Wang (ORespondentm) knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee (*the Committeen) in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser
attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect'to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II* Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit .his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

.Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution. the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cauae to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Frank Wang

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date ouse
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

in the Matter of ))
Lucia Wang ) 1UR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Lucia Wang ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

" knowing permission* component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
C)

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Lucia Wang

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate,

General Counsel.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
T.T. Wang ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that T.T. Wang ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. $ 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

C.) fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution o the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable caule to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that T.T. Wang

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date -
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FZDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January ,1982

In the Matter of )

Mrs. T.T. Wang ) MUR 1353

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Mrs. T.T. Wang ("Respondent") knowingly allowed hi k,

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee (the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that t

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect'to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.,4 Y
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission*

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution oK the name attribution, the requisite

S "knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Mrs. T.T. Wang

3. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting heX name

; to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

DateGe sa Cosel"
General Counsel'



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COM4ISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
)

Simu Fuey Chow ) MUR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Sim Fuey Chow ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

.to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committees) in

violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

l Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser
attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect-to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.

777- ({



Page 2

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

CO "knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
Ci

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Sim Fuey Chow

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Daee sel
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))

Kwei Tik Yum-Sum MUR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Kwei Tik Yum-Sum (Respondent") knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

1 York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

, attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.

LAIa7~/ (3
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The *knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

cl the contribution or the name attiribution, the requisite

lknowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Kwei Tik Yum-Sun

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date T I Cfe-14 0"w- 0" F
General Counsel*



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
Irene Sun ) MUR 1353

)
)

GENERAL COUNSELIS BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Irene Sun (ORespondent") knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

) fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

T York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

C attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all;
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. $ 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit-his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

-Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

CY% that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Irene Sun

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

CO to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONJanuary , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Shun-Fook Yeung ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Shun-Fook Yeung ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

co Committeem) in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this
cO

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all:

4cloeid~'~



0j.
Page 2

I. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution oz the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable caule to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Shun-Fook Yeung

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date Charles N. ee e
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONJanuary , 1982

In the Matter of )
)

K.G. Yeung ) MUR 1353
)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that K.G. Yeung (*Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee (9the Committee") in

coJ violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.



Page 2

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordinglyr the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable caue to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that K.G. Yeung

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Gene Nose\
General Counsel.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Ngan Chan ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Ngan Chan (ORespondent*) knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committeem) in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all:
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1I. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit-his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

*Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

*knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

CI Find no probable cause to believe that Ngan Chan

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))

Choi Luen Cheing ) 4UR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Choi Luen Cheing ("Respondentu) knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

o fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.c. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission*

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

C' knowing permissionw component of the provision is

el unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.C:,

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Choi Luen Cheing

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
)

Ruby Chi ) MUR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Ruby Chi ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in
0) violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that
C11

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0 fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

1 York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

C- attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this
00

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate, for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

-Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Ruby Chi

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
)

Hong Chi ) XUR 1353
)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5. 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Hong Chi ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

C attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. 5 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission* component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel reconmends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

C- Find no probable cause to believe that Hong Chi

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

DateNGerl CNseGeneral Counsel•



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Yeun May Leung ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Yeun May Leung ("Respondentm) knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit-his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f., The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Yuen May Leung

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

0to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date Cha es el
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

January , 1982

In the Matter of ))

Yin Young Leung MUR 1353
)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Yin Young Leung ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

- to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

o fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

C attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.

f 76TC)
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.c. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

*knowing permissionw component of the provision is

N unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Yin Young Leung

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date C
General Counsel.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Suey Jin Chih Leung MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Suey Jin Chih Leung ("Respondent") knowingly allowed

his name to be used to effect a contribution by another

person to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee*) in violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution oz the name attribution, the requisite

0O "knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable caule to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

CFind no probable cause to believe that Suey Jin Chih

Leung violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to a federal candidate.

Date Cha es N. Steele
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Tao T. Wel MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Tao T. Wei (*Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
(V

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

C attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. 5 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

C" unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

C." that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Tao T. Wei

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

CC to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
)

Terrin Hwang ) MUR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Terrin Hwang (ORespondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

, Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

o fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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Ii. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution orL the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.C)

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

C-A Find no probable cause to believe that Terrin Hwang

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date s Steele
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
)

Ming Wha Woo ) MUR 1353
)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Ming Wha Woo (*Respondentu) knowingly allowed his name

N- to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

O Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.

War c-&- (
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Ming Wha Woo

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Sin Joung Ha ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Sin Joung Ha ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

a> to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee (Othe Committee") in

09 violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

o3 fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

Vr York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

1 attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. s 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permissionm

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution o the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Sin Joung Ha

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Dtea Ces sele
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
Joyce Hu ) MUR 1353

)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Joyce Hu ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission' component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Joyce Hu

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Chi Ping Leung ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Chi Ping Leung ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee*) in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

o fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

0D attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

= the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Chi Ping Leung

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Leong Ching Wo Wong ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Leong Ching Wo Wong ("Respondent") knowingly allowed

his name to be used to effect a contribution by another

person to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

o fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

"IT York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permissionw

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or. the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable caufe to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Leong Ching Wo

Wong violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to a federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Chan Jor Louie ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Chan Jor Louie ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his

,N name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee= ) in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

oD fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

Nr York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondi on to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or. the name attribution, the requisite

0o "knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cauge to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

CN Find no probable cause to believe that Chan Jor Louie

7 violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date e

General Counsel'



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Chun Sing Au ) MUR 1353

)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Chun Sing Au ("Respondentm) knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0 fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

47 York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

C attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this
Ca

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Chun Sing Au

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date o
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
David D. H. Kim ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that David D. H. Kim ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee (*the

c Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

* - other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or. the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

II1. General Counsel'S Recommendation

C- Find no probable cause to believe that David D. H. Kim

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Shui K. Lee ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Shi K. Lee ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. s 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

c" knowing permission" component of the provision is

MI unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Shi K. Lee

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

DateGes sel
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))

Shui Sum Leung ) MUR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Shui Sum Leung ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

D Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect.to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permissionw

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Shui Sum Leung

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
)

Bob Leu ) MUR 1353
)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Bob Leu ("Respondent-) knowingly allowed his name to be

used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee0) in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

C) attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect.to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 UoSoc. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

-Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Bob Leu violated

2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name to be used

2 to effect a contribution by another person to a federal

candidate.

General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Tse Wai Chun ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Tse Wai Chun ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect.to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.

jc~eJ~f6?1
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution o. the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Tse Wai Chun

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
)

Ja Fak Wei ) MUR 1353
)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Ja Fak Wei ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect.to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. s 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

-Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Ja Fak Wei

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date \
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January 22, 1982

In the Matter of ))
Do Young Paik ) MUR 1353

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Do Young Paik ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution made by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ('the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f. In response to

the Commission's reason to believe notification, the

Respondent said that he made a cash contribution to theco

Committee during their Silver Palace Restaurant fundraising

event in New York City, or l;February 21, 1980.

Respondent states that although he initially made a

0D cash contribution, he was contacted at a later date by an

unidentified member of the Committee's dinner committee.

Respondent contends that he instructed the Committee agent

C! to purchase a money order in his name, and sign his name to

it.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office. It appears from the evidence that
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Respondent made the contribution in his own name.

Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends that the

Commission find no probable cause to believe that Respondent

violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441f.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable-cause to believe that Do Young Paik

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

CO

Date uee
General Counsel

C,1



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of )
)

Chau Chak Yum ) MUR 1353
)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Chau Chak Yun (ORespondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

o fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect.to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or. the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permissiong component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable caude to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Chau Chak Yum

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel



• *
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Lam The Boa ) HUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Lam The Boa ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

N to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee (Othe Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0 fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in-New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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11. Leqal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or. the name attribution, the requisite

0 In "knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends
C>

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Lam The Hoa

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

General Counsel'



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Cheng Wal Ming ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Cheng Wai Ming ("Respondentm) knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the
Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0 fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect-to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. s 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Cheng Wai Ming

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONJanuary , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Lo Ting ) ,UR 1353

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Lo Ting ("Respondent*) knowingly allowed his name to be

used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ('the Committee*) in
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0 fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Lo Ting violated

2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution by another person to a federal

candidate.

'Date teele
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Fung Sik Yee ) MUR 1353

)
) '

GENERAL COUNSEL°S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Fung Sik Yee ("Respondentm) knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

V fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

NT York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

C attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect-to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The *knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
C

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Fung Sik YeeC

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Lte
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Bing Lit Chau ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Bing Lit Chau ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in
00

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

O fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Hing Lit Chau

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date C
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Bill S. Hui ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Bill S. Hui ("Respondent*) knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in
cc

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

CD fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

'V York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

.Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission*

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Bill S. Hui

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date Ch
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Chiu Tak Foon ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Chiu Tak Foon ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

0 fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

VT York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

ithe contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

CO "knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Chiu Tak Foon

Y9 violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date Charles N. t el -
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Lau Po Ring ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Lau Po Bing ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.-
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordinglyr the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Lau Po Bing

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Koon Kau Ng ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Koon Kau Ng ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

N Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee (Othe Committee*) in
co

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

o fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all:
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission*

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends
CN

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.CD

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Koon Kau Ng

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Gate C eal se
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Chung Foo Louie ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Chung Poo Louie ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all:
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

N the contribution or. the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Chung Foo Louie

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date Chir
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))

George Lau ) MUR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that George Lau ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to

N be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee (Othe Committee") in

0) violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that
0%

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

o fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all:



Page 2

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is
C,'I

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

flf that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

S Ill. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that George Lau

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMIStoN
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))

Wah Chan ) MUR 1353)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Wah Chan ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to

be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

N Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

o violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all

4,k"Y/T- . u
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. $ 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Wah Chan

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
So Hung Shum ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that So Hung Shum ("Respondent') knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee*) in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all:
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. 5 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

cm unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441f.
) III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that So Hung Shum

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date Charles NoSel
General Counsel-



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Kwok Tung Tom ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Kwok Tung Tom ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

ell Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

co violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

N attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 US.C. s 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Kwok Tung Tom

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Yet Sue Gee (Tom) ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Yet Sue Gee (Tom) ("Respondent') knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that
C,,

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

Cfundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

N. York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis
2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The *knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Yet Sue Gee

(Tom) violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to a federal candidate.

Date Gene Cusel.
General Counsel.



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Yew Leung Wong ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Yew Leung Wong ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his

name to be used to effect a contribution by another person

to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the

Committee") in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all:
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate. for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. s 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Yew Leung Wong

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date Ch rle s .uStele
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Soo Ling Wong ) MUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Soo Ling Wong ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

C") violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. $ 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit-his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission*

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
Ill. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Soo Ling Wong

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name

to be used to effect a contribution by another person to a

federal candidate.

Date t
General Counsel-



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISPION
January , 1982

In the Matter of ))
Kwan Ho ) IUR 1353)

)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

On May 5, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that Kwan Ho ("Respondent") knowingly allowed his name to be

used to effect a contribution by another person to the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") in

co violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

upon investigation it has become apparent that

Committee volunteers who were responsible for conducting a

fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New

York City on February 21, 1980, assigned names of fundraiser.

attendees to money orders purchased with cash receipts from

other contributors at the event. It is evident that this

attribution was accomplished without consultation with, or

the consent of the individuals whose names appear on the

money orders involved in this matter. In fact, the

information available to the General Counsel with respect to

the individuals whose names appear on the money orders

evinces a lack of awareness that contributions were made at

all*
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441f in pertinent part provides that no

person shall knowingly permit his or her name to be used to

effect a contribution by another person to a candidate for

federal office.

There is no evidentiary basis upon which to assert that

Respondent violated Section 441f. The "knowing permission"

aspect of Section 441f is a precondition to the possibility

of any violation. Since Respondent was unaware of either

the contribution or the name attribution, the requisite

"knowing permission" component of the provision is

unfulfilled. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find no probable cause to believe that

Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

III. General Counsel'S Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Kwan Ho violated

2 U.S.C. S 441f by knowingly permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution by another person to a federal

candidate.

Date
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Michael C. Sloan, Esq.
Sloan, Taylor and Brown
Two Clifford Avenue
Pelham, N. Y. 10803

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Sloan:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that your clients, George Lau, Wah Chan, So Hung

CS Shum, Kwok Tung Tom, Yet Sue Gee (Tom), Yew Leung Wong, Soo
Ling Wong, and Kwan Ho had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a

co provision of the Act and instituted an investigation of this,
matter.

0After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review are briefs stating the
Cposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of each case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such briefs should also be
forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.
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Should you have any questions, please contact Michael
Dymeraky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief

ON,

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Casimir F. Sojka
Chemical Bank Building
80 Mott Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. SoJka:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that your clients, Cheng Wai King, Lo Ting, Fung Sik
Yee, Ring Lit Chau, Bill S. Hui, Chiu Tak Foon, Lau Po Ring,
Koon Kau Ng, and Chung Foo Louie had violated 2 U.S.C. S

c441f, a provision of the Act and instituted an investigation
of this matter.

CN After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review are briefs stating the
C position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of each case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the

rCommission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of. the
General Counsel. Three copies of such briefs should also be
forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.
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Should you have any questions, please contact Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief

cot,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

David D. H. Kim
38 W. 32nd Street,
New York, N.Y. 10001

Re: MUR 1353

Dear David D. H. Kim:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Shui K. Lee
394 Chestnut,
Kearny, New Jersey 07032

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Shui K. Lee:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

cAfter considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

Cor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
o position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
MW this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the

Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

( Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

Shui Sum Leung
117 Mulberry Street, (Apt. 2),
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Shui Sum Leung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

o After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
erecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to

believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayCIN or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theo position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Bob Leu
5 Mott Street,
New York, N. Y. 10013

Re: UR 1353

Dear Bob Leu:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
o position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
V? this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the

Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

/ Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Tse Wai Chun
5 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Tse Wai Chun:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision

o of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

€r After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
o position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the

o Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Milton A. Gordon, Esq., A
733 Park Avenue,
New York, N.Y. 10021

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Gordon:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that your client, Ja Fak Wei had violated 2 U.S.C. S
441f, a provision of the Act and instituted an investigation
of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAS lNCTON,D.C. 20463

Norman Lau Kee, Esq.
11 Mott Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Kee:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course I
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that your client, Do Young Paik had violated 2
U.S.C. S 441f, a provision of the Act and instituted an
investigation of this matter.Cr-

After considering all the evidence available to theCM Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
ON recommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
-I or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

0 Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of

C1 this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the J
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASCINGTON,D.C. 20463

Stephen P. Gleit, Esq.
Suite 704
2 Mott Street,
New Yorke N.Y. 10013

Re: NUR 1353

Dear Mr. Gleit:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that your client, Chau Chak Yum had violated*2
U.S.C. S 441f, a provision of the Act and instituted an0% investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

,- Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Trinh Hao, Esq., Director
Immigrant Social Service, Inc.,
Indochinese Refugee Project
142 Henry Street (3rd Floor)
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: 4UR 1353

Dear Mr. Hao:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
1' of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the

Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that your client, Lam The Boa had violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f, .a provision of the Act and instituted an
investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
0% Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

C3 or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Tao T. Wei
2081 2nd Avenue,
New York, N.Y. 10029

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Tao T. Wei:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days ofyour receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Terrin Hwang
3345 - 90th Street,
Jackson Heights, N.Y.

Re: W4UR 1353

Dear Terrin Hwang:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
oD position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of4 T this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Ming Wha Woo
20 Confucius Plaza
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ming Wha Woo:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provisionof the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Sin Joung Ha
34-44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N. Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Sin Joung Ha:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

erecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

cr, or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
O position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of

this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASNGTON.D.C. 20463

Joyce Hu
34-44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Joyce Hu:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
cr- Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
C4 believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualo issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission.before
proceeding. to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

! Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Chi Ping Leung
92 Madison Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chi Ping Leung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

0After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

4recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
(7- believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
CO position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the

C1 Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

'< Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Leong Ching Wo Wong
127 Henry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Leong Ching Wo Wong:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may0a or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
o position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of

this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourc) position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission-before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Chan Jor Louie
30 Henry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chan Jor Louie:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision

-_ of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may0% or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
o position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this. notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTOND.C. 20463

Chun Sing Au
52 Bowery
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chun Sing Au:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision._ of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared toVrecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the0 position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of theCommission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission beforeproceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

Should you have any questions, please contact MichaelDymersky at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

K. G. Yeung
94-36 Alstyne Avenue j
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11373

Re: MUR 1353

Dear K. G. Yeung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
CCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission may0or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofIV this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourC. position on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission-before
proceeding-to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Ngan Chan
64 Rutger Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ngan Chan:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
CCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find no probable cause toCbelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualo issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

, Sincerely,

trv
Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Choi. Luen Cheing
64 Rutger Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Choi Luen Cheing:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

p- After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

0recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

01% Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of

o this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Ruby Chi
410 E. 6th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10009

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ruby Chi:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

* After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

N! recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

cr% or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your

Cposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Hong Chi
410 E. 6th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10009

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Hong Chi:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this m&tter.

VAfter considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

CM recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theoD position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

< (Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Yeun May Leung
145 E. 27th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10016

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yeun May Leung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to

C3 believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

01- or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your

Cposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

1( Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Yin Young Leung
7 Elizabeth Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yin Young Leung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
oD position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
NT this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the

Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the

IV) General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Suey 3in Chih Leung
7 Elizabeth Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Suey Jin Chih Leung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
0 position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourC' position on the issues and replying to the brief of the

IV General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Frank Wang
96-10 - 41st Avenue,
Corona, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Frank Wang:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual0 issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
V Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission beforeproceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a

violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Lucia Wang
96-10 - 41st Avenue,
Corona, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lucia Wang:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

CY- or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
o position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of

this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourCposition on the issues and replying to the brief-of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel
Enclosure

Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

T.T. Wang
300 E. 75th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10021

Re: MUR 1353

Dear T. T. Wang:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provisionof the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission beforeproceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNGTON.D.C. 20463

Mrs. T. T. Wang
300 E. 75th Street,
New York, N.Y. 10021

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mrs. T. T. Wang:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the0. Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of0 this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the

CGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may

_submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

Sim Fuey Chow
830 Avenue H,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11233

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Sim Fuey Chow:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

01% or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
oD position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of

this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating youro position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief //V



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Kwei Tik Yum-Sum
48-11 - 91st Street,
Elmhurst, N. Y. 11372

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Kwei Tik Yum-Sum:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualC) issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your

cr position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Irene Sun
48-11 - 91st Street,
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11372

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Irene Sun:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

0or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
o position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your

7position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding-to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Shun-Fook Yeung
94-36 Alstyne Avenue,
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11373

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yeung Shun-Fook:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to

C believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

04 After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

-~ recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation. 12

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
oD position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this. notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Chan Wai Kuen
66 Mulberry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chan Wai Kuen:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

o issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be

IV) forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

(7/ L Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



0 0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON,D.C. 20463

Cheung Yeun Ting
75 Baxter Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Cheung Yeun Ting:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
0. Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to

believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

NSubmitted for your review is a brief stating theC3 position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourcposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beN) forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding.to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 2063

Chan Sui Wing
1259 - 57th Street,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11219

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chan Sui Wing:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

cr- or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your

C;: position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

Should you have any questions, please contact Michael
Dymersky at (202) 523 - 9.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Lee Cheung Kwir
375 Broome Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lee Cheung Kwir:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.O .

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

o issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the

VO Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

(- Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

Lam Chit Cheung
633 E. 16th Street,
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11218

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lain Chit Cheung:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of

Vr this notice, you may file with the Secretary of theCommission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourCposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding.to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.,

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Johnson Chu
32 Monroe Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Johnson Chu:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualo issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourC-11 position on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also bef~) forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

4e Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Lee Yim Sun
32 Henry Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lee Yim Sun:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
N believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision

of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.
After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the0 position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of17 this notice, you may file with the Secretary of theCommission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission-before
proceeding.to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

t! 0 Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Lau Yem Chou
19 Division Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: XUR 1353

Dear Lau Yem Chou:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

* After considering all the evidence available to the
all Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
0D position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
q- this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the

Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Young Kim
38 W. 32nd Street,
New York, N.Y. 10001

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Young Kim:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to'
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Cp. Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

o issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

q/,, ,Sincerely,

cni Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



w

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Lui Hor Kuen
66 Bayard Street,
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lui Hor Kuen:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTONoD.C. 20463

Bernakella Hu
34-44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Bernadella Hu:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Mieh- Hu
34-44 - 59th Street,
Woodstock, N.Y.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mieh Hu:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

0recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may

cm or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
74) position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual

issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of
O this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the

Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating your
position on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNGTOND.C. 20463

Chung Hop Ping
54 Rutgers Street,
New York, N.Y. 10002

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Chung Hop Ping:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the
Federal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the
0 position of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the

Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the
General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON,D.C. 20463

Chung Sing Au
856 Carrol Street
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11215

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chung Sing Au:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provisionof the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theCommission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause tobelieve that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factualissues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

(st, sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Yang Kuo Shio
94-36 Alstyne Avenue
Elmhurst, N.Y. 11372

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Yang Kuo Shio:

Based on information ascertained in the normal courseof carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason tobelieve that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
iA of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to theoW. Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause toCM believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission mayor may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating theposition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
0 issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofthis notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
IT Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourCposition on the issues and replying to the brief of theGeneral Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also beforwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.

The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you maysubmit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

Kwok Hung Chan
66 Bayard Street
New York, N.Y. 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Kwok Hung Chan:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course
of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, theFederal Election Commission, on May 5, 1981, found reason to
believe that you had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f, a provision
of the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred. The Commission may
or may not approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the* position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the case. Within fifteen days of your receipt ofO this notice, you may file with the Secretary of the
Commission a brief (10 copies if possible) stating yourposition on the issues and replying to the brief of the

C7 General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should also be
forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.
The General Counsel's brief and any brief which you may
submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a
violation has occurred.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

December 7, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Robert J. Costa
Assistant Staff Director, Audit Division

THROUGH: B. Allen Clutter
Staff Director

FROM: Charles N. Stee
General Counsel

Pursuant to discussion with your staff, this memo is to
request formally audit assistance in connection with MUR 1353
(internally generated from Audit Division). Specifically, we
request that your staff review the appropriate matching funds
submission materials to ascertain the amount of matching funds
certified and paid to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee
in connection with the 67 purported contributors and 73 money
orders involved in the MUR. All of these money orders were
submitted in either submission #13 or submission #17.

We would like to have this information by Thursday,
CDecember 10. If you have any questions, please contact

Michael Dymersky at 523-4039.

4.)-



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

Octcber 15, 1981

Joel Joseph, Esq.
4801 14assachusetts Ave, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20016

RE: MUR 1353
(Carolyn 1-cLean
A.K.A. Sandy Oreste)

Dear .-Kr. Joseph:

VPlease be advised that thirty (30) days have lapsed
since you were notified of the avaibility of your client's
deposition transcript for inspection and signature. Milton
Reporting, Inc. has since forwarded the original to the
Comaission, and it is on file in the Office of General Counsel.

If you have any questions, please contact Michael Dymersky,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4039.

Very truly yours,

Scott E. Thomas
Assistant General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 15, 1981

Carol Darr, Esq.
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Darr:

Please be advised that thirty (30) days have lapsed since
you were notified orally of the availability of the transcript
of Esther Kee's deposition for inspection and signature.

- Milton Reporting, Inc. has since forwarded the original to the
Commission and it is on file in the Office of General Counsel.

Additionally, we have yet to receive any of the "lists"
that were required under the Commission Subpoena to Mrs. Kee.

C. Please arrange to have the required material sent to this
Office as soon as practicable.

If you have any questions, please contact Michael Dymersky,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Scott E. Thomas
Assistant General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE )

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMON /JODY CUSTER

DATE: SEPTEMBER 18, 1981

SUBJECT: MUR 1353 Comprehensive Investigative Report #1,
dated 9-4-81; Received in OCS, 9-17-81, 11:38

C", The above-named document was circulated to the

Commission on a 24 hour no-objection basis at 4:00,

September 17, 1981.

There were no objections to the report at the time of

the deadline.

'-9



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
September 4, 1981 'G 1 : 38

In the Matter of ))
Carter/Mondale Presidential ) MUR 1353

COMPREHENSIVE INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #1

On June 13, 1981, the Commission authorized the issuance

of two subpoenas, one directed to Mrs. Esther Kee and the other

to Ms. Sandy Oreste. Previously, on May 5, 1981, the Commission

determined that their was reason to believe that both the Carter/

Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee") and 67 named

individuals had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

On July 15, 1981, members of my staff conducted the deposition

of Carolyn McLean, a.k.a. Sandy Oreste. On July 17, 1981, the

deposition of Mrs. Kee was conducted. Those depositions gleaned

the following information:

Mrs. Kee, as a volunteer to the Committee, was in charge of

a fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York

City, on February 21, 1980. She claims that there was a high

degree of confusion regarding the collecting of cash contributions

and the recording of contributor names, occupations, principal

places of business, addresses, etc. on requisite contributor lists.

Sandy Oreste, the only paid staff member of the committee present,

appears to have been aware of the confusion, though she was a non-

participant.
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The entrance price to the event was $100. Few, if any

of the attendees paid by personal check; rather, most made

payment by cash, for which they received tickets of admission.

When the volunteers were collecting the money, they were

instructed to keep the cash in individualized envelopes, so

that the contributions could be segregated by contributor.

In the crush of queued entrants, and because of the Secret

Service's adamant insistance that all attendees be in the

restaurant and seated when Mrs. Carter, the guest of honor,

arrived, these volunteers, including Mrs. Kee, commingled the

cash and failed to maintain adequate records.

Sometime after the event, it was determined that the

4 Committee could not accept the cash, and Sandy Oreste asked

Esther Kee to "... get them [cash] into money orders or something

so that we have a list of it." (Kee deposition). Since there

was little possibility of determining who contributed what

amount, or who contributed at all, Mrs. Kee used a list of all

people who attended the function (including Silver Palace staff),

e and attempted to assign contributions in increments of $100 to

individuals on that list. She then purchased money orders in

increments of $100, and proceeded to fill them out as to name and

address. Mrs. Kee stated that there was no attempt to get any of

the putative contributors' signatures on the money orders. Thereafter,

Mrs. Kee conveyed at least some of these money orders to Sandy Oreste,

who, in turn, proceeded to fill out contributor cards for those

whose names were on the money orders. It now appears that a number



3

of people whose names appear on the money orders did not actually

make a contribution.

During the deposition, Mrs. Kee was shown a number of photo-

copies of money orders submitted by the Committee to the Commission

for matching fund purposes. She was able to identify her hand-

writing and signature on a number of the facsimile money orders.

In an effort to determine if the Committee had knowledge

of the unlawful nature of the money orders in question, the

General Counsel has sought the Commission's authorization to depose

Larry Hayes, then chairman of the Committee's Finance Committee.

His testimony should assist my staff in establishing whether their

has been a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441f. We hope to conduct this

deposition by the end of September. No further investigation is

contemplated at this time.re)
Charles N. Steele

Co. General Counse

01 eKate A • /_
Associate General C sel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

September 16, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Carol Darr, Esq.
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
%ashington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Darr:

The Federal Election Comnission, established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, Title 2, United
States Code (2 U.S.C. S 431 et. seq.), and Chapters 95 and
96 of Title 26, United States Code. In connection
with an investigation being conducted by the Commission,

the attached subpoena which requires your client, Larry W.
Hayes to appear and give sworn testimony on September 23,
1981, at the Federal Election Commission, Office of General
Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.,
has been issued. The Commission does not consider Mr. Hayes
a respondent in this matter; but rather as a witness only.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by
the Comunission shall be paid $0, plus mileage at the rate
of 22.5 cents per mile. Enclosed is a money order made
payable to Mr. Hayes in the amount of $30.23. If the estimated
mileage is incorrect, please advise this office.

Please confirm your client's scheduled appearance with
michael Dymersky at 202-523-4039 within two days of your
receipt of this notification.

It you have any questions please direct them to Michael
Dymersky, the staff member handling this matter, at 202-523-4039.

Sincere

C es N. I e
General Counsel

Enclosures
bubpoena
Money Order
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
bEFORE ThE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Subpoena to Appear for Deposition Upon Oral Examination
and to Produce books, Records and other Relevant Documents

TO: Mr. Larry W. hayes
4416 Underwood Road
baltimore, Maryland 21218

Re: Matter Under Review 1353

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant

to Section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code, you are

hereby subpoenaed to appear for deposition with regard to your

activities on behalf of the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee

involving the submission for primary matching funds under Chapter

9b of Title 26, United States Code, of certain money orders dated

01- February 28 and February 29 derived from a fundraising event at

the Silver Palace Restuarant in New York, New York, on or about

0 February 21, l9b0. Notice is hereby given that the deposition

is to be taken at the Federal Election Commission, Office of

General Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.,

beginning at 10:00 a.m. on September 23, 1981, and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.

Pursuant to Section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you

are hereby subpoenaed to produce on September 23, 1981, at the above

stated location:

any materials, lists, records, written communications and

other relevant documents from Ns. Carolyn McLean, a.k.a. Ms. Sandy

Oreste, Lvan Dobelle, or anyone else, pertaining to certain money



Subpoena to Appear for Deposition
Page 2

orders dated February 2b or February 29, derived from

the fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant

in bew York, New York, on or about February 21, 1980.

hhLREFORL, the Vice Chairman of the Federal Election

Commission has hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C.,

this day of September, 1981.

Frank P. "Reiche
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission

04 ATTLST:

f,,aar]dtie i. Lunons
0 e ecretary to the Conaission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K SIReeT N.W
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

IHEIRAN U TO: CHARES S=

FRO1: MARJORIE W. EMM9S/JWDY CUTER '

DAME: illR 11, 1981

SUBJET: SI RDIM 'R 1353

Thme attached subpoena regarding MUR 1353, which was Cuumissicn

arVed on Se 1t 9, 1981 by a vote of 6-0, has been signed and

sealed this date.

0

C

Attacket:
Suena



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 1353

Larry W. Hayes )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on September 9,

1981, the Commission approved by a vote of 6-0 the General

Counsel's recommendation to authorize the Subpoena to Appear

for Deposition and the accompanying letter to Mr. Hayes, as

submitted with the General Counsel's September 3, 1981

Ch Memorandum to the Commission regarding MUR 1353.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson

and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

_. Date O$ arjorie W. Emmons
ecretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 9-3-81, 3:04
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: 9-4-81, 2:00



SENSmVE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 SEP P3

September 3, 1981

NEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steel
General Counsel

bUb.ECT: MUR 1353; Authorization to Issue Subpoena
to Appear for Deposition Upon Oral Examination,
and to Produce Relevant Documents

On May 5, 1981, the Commission determined that there was
reason to believe that both the Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee ("the Committee") and 67 named individuals had
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

0As a result of the preliminary investigation of the
matter,*/ it has been determined that Mr. Larry W. Hayes,
then Director of Finance for the primary campaign of the
Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, may have had knowledge

O of the manner in which the money orders here involved were
purchased and signed previous to their transmission to
Mr. Hayes for processing and submission to the Commission for

7 matching funds.

NI Therefore, in an effort to acquire critical evidence
in our investigation, the General Counsel recommends that
the Commission authorize the attached Subpoena to Appear
tor Deposition, and the accompanying letter to Mr. Hayes.

Attachments
1. Proposed letter directed to Mir. Hayes.
2. Proposed subpoena directed to Mr. Hayes.

*1 My staff conducted depositions of Carolyn McLean, a.k.a.
Sandy Oreste, on July 15, and Esther G. Kee on July 17, 1981,
which were of great importance in establishing possible
2 U.S.C. S 441f and 2b U.S.C. S 9U42 violations by the Committee.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Carol Darr, Esq.
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
hashington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Darr:I')

The Federal Election Comission, established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, Title 2, United
States Code (2 U.S.C. S 431 et. seq.), and Chapters 95 and

C11 96 of Title 26, United States Code. In connection
with an investigation being conducted by the Commission,

C' the attached subpoena which requires your client, Larry W.
Hayes, to appear and give sworn testimony on September ,

1981, at the Federal Election Commission, Office of General
C Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.,

has been issued. The Commission does not consider Mr. Hayes
a respondent in this matter; but rather as a witness only.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by
the Commission shall be paid $30, plus mileage at the rate
of 22.5 cents per mile. Enclosed is a money order made

P payable to Mr. Hayes in the amount of $30.23. If the estimated
mileage is incorrect, please advise this office.

Please confirm your client's scheduled appearance with
michael Dymersky at 202-523-4039 within two days of your
receipt of this notification.

It you have any questions please direct them to Michael

Dymersky, the staff member handling this matter, at 202-523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosures
subpoena
Money Order



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE ThE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Subpoena to Appear for Deposition Upon Oral Examination
and to Produce books, Records and other Relevant Documents

TO: Mr. Larry W. hayes
4416 Underwood Road
baltimore, Maryland 21218

Re: Matter Under Review 1353

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant

to Section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code, you are

hereby subpoenaed to appear for deposition with regard to your

activities on behalf of the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee

involving the submission for primary matching funds under Chapter

96 of Title 26, United States Code, of certain money orders dated

February 28 and February 29 derived from a fundraising event at

the Silver Palace Restuarant in New York, New York, on or about

February 21, 19b0. Notice is hereby given that the deposition

is to be taken at the Federal Election Commission, Office of

General Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.,

beginning at 10:00 a.m. on September , 1981, and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.

Pursuant to Section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you

are hereby subpoenaed to produce on September , 1981, at the above

stated location:

any materials, lists, records, written communications and

other relevant documents from Ns. Carolyn McLean, a.k.a. Ms. Sandy

Oreste, Evan Dobelle, or anyone else, pertaining to certain money



Subpoena to Appear for Deposition
Page 2

orders dated February 2b or February 29, derived from

the fundraising event at the Silver Palace Restaurant

in New York, New York, on or about February 21, 1980.

WhERLFORL, the Vice Chairman of the Federal Election

Commission has hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C.,

this day of September, 1981.

Frank P. Reiche
Vice Chairman
Federal Election Commission

N ATTLST:

tarjorie W. Emmons
0~Secretary to the Conmission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

June 30, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Sandy Oreste
Shea & Gould
Suite 1000
1627 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Re: MUR 1353

4: Dear Ms. Oreste:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal

0% Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, Title 2, United
States Code (2 U.S.C. S 431 et. seq.), and Chapters 95 and
96 of Title 26, United States Code. In connection
with an investigation being conducted-by the Commission,
the attached subpoena which requires you to appear and give
sworn testimony on July 14, 1981 at the Federal Election
Commission, Office of General Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 K

0 Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., has been issued. The
Commission does not consider you a respondent in this
matter; but rather as a witness only.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the con-
fidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits making public
any investigation conducted by the Commission without the
express written consent of the person with respect to whom
the investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the deposition. If you intend to be
so represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name
and address of your attorney prior to the date of deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 111.14, a witness summoned by
the Commission shall be paid $30, plus mileage at the rate
of 22.5 cents per mile. Enclosed is a money order made
payable to you in the amount of $30.23. If the estimated
mileage is incorrect, please advise this office.



Letter to: Ms. Oreste
Page 2

Please confirm your scheduled appearance with Michael
Dymersky at 202-523-4039 within two days of your receipt
of this notification.

If you have any questions please direct them to Michael
Dymersky, the staff member handling this matter, at 202-523-4039.

Sincer F

Charles ee
General Counsel

Enclosures
0% Subpoena

Money Order

C



CL'IElfiU- MAIL

=nu Greste
Lea Could

"ui te I06GO
1i 47 ih 6treeto t4.W.
1 :ahin~ton, D.C. 2G006

Re: MUR 1353

bur it. Orebte:

The Federal Liection CoMMission, established in April,
", has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal

L-1ection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, Title 2, United
itates Lode (2 U.E.C. S 431 et. Ee.), and Chapters 95 and

ci oL Title 2b, United States Code. In connection
%ith an investigation being conducted by the Commission,
the attachec! subpoena which requires you to appear and give-o n t tiiouny 441 1(f, 1981 at the Federal Election
LC :zission, Oftice of eneral Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 Kbtreetf 1q.v-.j Washincton, .c., has 1eun issued. The
i.:.1Ssion croes not consider you a respondent in this

i,.:tteL; Lut rather as a witness only.

Since this intorriation is being sought as 1,art of an
izavesLiyaticn beiny conciucted by the Couruission, the con-tiuentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) willzk y o This section of the Act proniLits vzaking public
ai; investigation conducted by the Commnission without thetx.pres written consent of the person with respect to whon.
Lte investiyation is Laue.

¥ou ma consult with an attorney artu have an attorney
l-e~ent with you at tiLe uepcsition. If you intend to bebo relr~sented, please advise us, in writing, of the nareai c acdress o your attorney prior to tte rate of depositions.

eursuant to 11 L.F.}. L 111.14, a witness surmoned t7
UjL C shall be J-ald -*U, jplus i1ileage at the rateut . cents per viilc. Ln1c1Csed is a r.,oney order Viade
. yA'e to yuu in tL Ojiount cf $3.23. If the estiAiatcc,
L1ica(e is irccrect, rlese acvisQ this c iiice.



Letter to: Ms. Oreste
Page 2

Please confirm your scheduled appearance with Michael
Dymersky at 202-523-4039 within two days of your receipt
of this notification.

If you have any questions please direct them to Hichael
Dymersky, the staff member handling this matter, at 202-523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

rnclosures
Subpoena
Money Order

T°

0n



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Subpoena to Appear for Deposition Upon Oral Examination
and to Produce Books, Records and other Relevant Documents

TO: Ms. Sandy Oreste
Shea & Gould
Suite 1000
1627 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Re: Matter Under Review 1353

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant

to Section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code (2 U.S.C.

431 et. seq.), you are hereby subpoenaed to appear for

deposition with regard to your fundraising activities on behalf
of the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, on or about

February 29, 1980. Notice is hereby given that the deposition

is to be taken at the Federal Election Commission, Office of

General Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.,

o beginning at 10:00 a.m. on July 14, 1981, and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.

C Pursuant to Section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you

are hereby subpoenaed to produce on July 14, 1981, at the above

stated location:

(a) any training materials and other relevant documents

pertaining to any and all training received by you from, or

given by you on behalf of, the Carter/Mondale Presidential

Committee in preparation for your fundraising activities.

(b) any records, lists and other relevant documents pertaining

to your fundraising activities on behalf of the Carter/Mondale

Presidential Committee at the Silver Palace Restaurant in

New York, New York.



Subpoena to Appear for Deposition
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election

Commission has hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C.,

this 24 th day of June, 1981.

Federal Election Commission

144 ATTEST:

M[ar jo e W. Emmons
Secre ry to the Commission

C
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

June 30, 1981

CERTIFIEb MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mrs. Ester Kee
Executive Director
U.S. Asia Institute
1015 - 20th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mrs. Kee:

N. The Federal Election Commission, established in April,1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal% Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, Title 2, UnitedStates Code (2 U.S.C. S 431 et. seq.), and Chapters 9Sind96 of Title 26, United States Code. In connectionwith an investigation being conducted by the Commission,the attached subpoena which requires you to appear and givesworn testimony on July 14, 1981 at the Federal ElectionCommission, Office of General Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 hStreet, N.W., Washington, D.C., has been issued. TheCommission does not consider you a respondent in this
matter; but rather as a witness only.C;

Since this information is being sought as part of aninvestigation being conducted by the Commission, the con-fidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) willapply. This section of the Act prohibits making publicany investigation conducted by the Commission without theexpress written consent of the person with respect to whom
the investigation is made.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorneypresent with you at the deposition. If you intend to beso represented, please advise us, in writing, of the nameand address of your attorney prior to the date of deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned bythe Commission shall be paid $30, plus mileage at the rateof 22.5 cents per mile. Enclosed is a money order madepayable to you in the amount of $30.23. If the estimatedmileage is incorrect, please advise this office.
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Letter to: Mrs. Ester Kee
Page 2

Please confirm your scheduled appearance with Michael
Dymersky at 202-523-4039 within two days of your receipt
of this notification.

If you have any questions please direct them to Michael
Dymersky, the staff member handling this matter, at 202-523-4039.

Sin 5

~Z le

General Counsel

Enclosures
1%, Subpoena

Money Order

0I

C



irs. sLter kee
Lxeutive Lirector
U.b. t'sia Institute
iul!$ - 4iti Street, 1L.W.

Re, MUR135

1Decr i-ht5. Lee;

"ithe Pederal klection Commission, established in April,
±T5, iiAs tue statutory duty of enforcing the Federal
L1e.ction Carmpaign Act of 1971, as amended, Title 2, United
t~te code (k U.S.C. $ 431 et. se.), and Chapters 95 and

A or 'itlu 2b, United StatesCode. In connection
it: an investigation being conducted by the Cotmaission,

tht attacheo subpoena which requires you to appear and give
,woirn tusti1tony on Juj /0, 1981 at the federal Liection
v .:xi~sicn, £iiice cf Leneral Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 i,

Lruet, 14.h., iashington, b.(., has been issued. The
Lwsslca uces nut consider you a respondent in this

4iatt-; Lut rktlier as a witness only.

bince this inforrwation is being sought as part of an
invebtigation Leiny ccnducted Ly the Conuiission, the con-
LiLcntiality provisions of 2 U.b.C. S 4379(a)(12) (A) will
aqi This section of the Act prohibits dmaking public
ai investigation conducted Ly the Commission without the
;iacljs uritten consent of the person with respect to whcr

t iivLuestiglation i. Loaae.

uu ..ay cunsult withi an attorney ano have an attorn-y
.i. ' t with you at thte deposition. It you intend to Le

so Letrjereteo, lease advise us, in writing, of the riat..e
ti., acirtss of your attorney prior to the date of deposition-.

i'ursuant to i C.... & 111.14, a witness surI:,*orIe'd Ly
L,1 C:,.,as%1in shall be paid $30, D1us riileaye at the rat(
ur uents ier vile. Enclosec is a rtoney order roide

,, L,.4e L. you ir. the FLount Ci WJL.23. It the cstir..ete6
is iincc-ret, Ijleae 1Ivise this office.



Letter tot Mrs. Ester Kee
Page 2

Please confirm your scheduled appearance with Michael
Dymersky at 202-523-4039 within two days of your receipt
of this notification.

If you have any questions please direct them to Michael
Dymersky, the staff member handling this matter, at 202-523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

EnclosuresSubpoena

Money Order

C



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Subpoena to Appear for Deposition Upon Oral Examination
and to Produce Books, Records and other Relevant Documents

TO: Mrs. Ester Kee
Executive Director
U.S. Asia Institute
1015 - 20th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: Matter Under Review 1353

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant

to Section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code (2 U.S.C.

S 431 et. seq.), you are hereby subpoenaed to appear for

deposition with regard to your fundraising activities on behalf

of the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, on or about

'.4 February 29, 1980. Notice is hereby given that the deposition

is to be taken at the Federal Election Commission, Office of

General Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.,

beginning at 2:00 P.m. on July 14, 1981, and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.

Pursuant to Section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you

are hereby subpoenaed to produce on July 14, 1981, at the above

stated location:

(a) any training materials and other relevant documents

pertaining to any and all training received by you from, or

given by you on behalf of, the Carter/Mondale Presidential

Committee in preparation for your fundraising activities.

(b) any records, lists and other relevant documents pertaining

to your fundraising activities on behalf of the Carter/Mondale

Presidential Committee at the Silver Palace Restaurant in

New York, New York.



Subpoena to Appear for Deposition
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election

Commission has hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C.,

this 24 th day of June, 1981.

eL4

Cha rman ,

Federal Election Commission

K ATTEST:

Marjor" W. Emmons
Secre y to the Commission

0
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTERJC-

DATE: JUNE 24, 1981

SUBJECT: SUBPOENAS REGARDING MUR 1353

The attached subpoenas regarding MUR 1353, which were

Commission approved on June 23, 1981 by a vote of 5-0, have

been signed and sealed this date.

Attachment:
Subpoenas (2)



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 1353

Carter/Mondale Presidential )
Committee )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on June 23, 1981,

the Commission authorized by a vote of 5-0 issuance

of subpoenas and accompanying letters directed to

Mrs. Esther Kee and Ms. Sandy Oreste (Attachments

1 and 2 to the General Counsel's June 19, 1981

memorandum).

Commissioners Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson and

Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter; Commissioner

Aikens did not cast a vote.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
ecretary of the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 6-19-81, 10:30
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 6-19-81, 2:00



SENITIVE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463 !JUN IO: 30

June 19, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

Charles N. Steel~~'
General Counse!j6$ !

SUBJECT: MUR 1353; Authorization to Issue Subpoenas
to Appear for Deposition Upon Oral Examination,
and Other Relevant Documents

On hay 5, 1981, the Commission determined that there was
reason to believe that both the Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee ("the Committee") and 67 named individuals had
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

As a result of the preliminary investigation of the
matter, it has been determined that a certain Mrs. Ester Kee
has knowledge of the manner in which the money orders here
involved were purchased, signed and transmitted thereafter
to the Committee's "Dinner Committee" for processing and submission
for matching funds. Moreover, Mrs. Kee is likely to be able to
provide insight into the specific fundraising procedures utilized
uy the Committee at the Silver Palace Restaurant, (a subject
locale involved in the instant matter), by virtue of her
activities as a volunteer fundraiser for the Committee during
the event.

C-! Similarly, a Ms. Sandy Oreste, whose name appears on
certain Committee documents resulting from the Silver Palace
Restuarant tundraising event, may be able to further develop
our understanding of the circumstances surrounding the subject
money orders.

Therefore, in an effort to acquire critical evidence
in our investigation, the General Counsel recommends that
the Commission authorize the attached Subpoenas to Appear
tor Deposition, and the accompanying letters to Mrs. Kee
and Ms. Oreste.

RECOMENDAT ION
Authorize the attached Subpoenas and accompanying

letters directed to Mrs. Esther Kee and Ms. Sandy Oreste.

Attachments
1. Proposed letters directed to Mrs. Kee and Ms. Oreste.

2. Proposed subpoenas directed to Mrs. Iee and Ms. Oreste.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHING ON,DlC. 20463

CERTIFIED hAIL
RETURN RECEIPT RLQ(LSTED

Mrs. Ester Kee

Executive Director
U.S. Asia Institute
1015 - 20th Street, UW. 
Washington, D.C.

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mrs. hee:

cr-) The Federal Election Commission, established in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal

0 Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, Title 2, United
States Code (2 U.S.C. S 431 et. seq.), and Chapters 95 and
96 of Title 26, United States-Code. In connection
with an investigation being conducted by the Commission,
the attached subpoena which requires you to appear and give
sworn testimony on June , 1981 at the Federal Election
Commission, Office of 16eneral Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 iK

C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., has been issued. The
Commission does not consider you a respondent in this
matter; but rather as a witness only. 7

Since this information is being sought as part of an
P-1.) investigation being conducted by the Commission, the con-

fidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits making public
any investigation conducted Ly the Commission %itlout the
express written consent of the person with respect to whom
the investigation is made.

You may consult with ani attorney and have an attorney
present with you at the dcf)(oM ition. It you intenid to be
so representeu, please advi.u us, in writing, ol the name
and address of your attorney prior to the date of deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.P. < 111.14, a witness summoned by
the Coreuiiission shall be paid $30, .lus mileage bt the rate
of 22.5 cents per ri.ile. Enclosced is a money order made
payable tc you in the aLouiit of Y3u.23. If the estimated
mileage is incorrect, please advise this office.

Page 1 of 4
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Letter to: Mrs. Ester Kee
Page 2

Please confirm your scheduled appearance with Michael
Dymersky at 202-523-4039 within two days of your receipt
of this notification.

If you have any questions please direct them to Michael
Dymersky, the staff member handling this matter, at 202-523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosures
Subpoena
Money Order

Page 2 of 4
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGION.D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RLCLIPT REQ(.ESTLD

Sandy Oreste
Shea & Gould
Suite 1000
1627 K Street, ".W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Ms. Oreste:

0 The Federal Llection Commission, establishea in April,
1975, has the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal

0'. Llection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, Title 2, United
States Code (2 U.S.C. 431 et. seq.), and Chapters 95 and
96 of Title 26, United States Code. In connection
with an investigation being conducted by the Commission,
the attached subpoena which requires you to apji-ear and give
sworn testimony on June , ii81 at the Federal Election
Commission, Office of General Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 K

0 Street, N.W., Washington, b.C., has been issued. The
Commission ooes not consider you a respondent in this
matter; but rather as a witness only.

Since this information is being sought as jart of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the con-
fidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12)(A) will
apply. This section of the Act prohibits making public
any investi;ation conducted by the Commission without the
express written consent ot the [erson with respect to whom
the investigation is uiade.

You may consult with an attorney arid have an attorney
present with you at the (jet)o: iti.n. If you intwnd to be
so represented, please advise us, in writing, ot the name
and address of your attorney prior to the date of deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 5 111.14, a witness summoned by
the Coaiiaissiuon shall be j.aid 430, 1" lus mileage at the rate
of 22.5 cents per mile. Encloseu is a money order made
payable to you in the amount of $30.23. If the estimated
mileage is incorrect, please auvise this office.

Page 3 of 4



Letter to: Ms. Oreste
Page 2

Please confirm your scheduled appearance with Michael
Dymersky at 202-523-4039 within two days of your receipt
of this notification.

If you have any questions please direct them to Michael
Dymersky, the staif -member handling this matter, at 202-523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosures
Subpoena
Money Order

Page 4 of 4
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UNITED STATUS LF AMERICA
bEFORE 'ThE FEDERAL LLECTION COMMISSION

Subpoena to Appear for Deposition Upon Oral Examination
and to Produce Books, Records and other Relevant Documents

TO: Mrs. Ester Kee
Executive Director
U.S. Asia Institute
1015 - 20th Sereet, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: Matter Under Review 1353

At the instance of the FedL-ral Election Commission pursuant

to Section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code (2 U.S.C.

S 431 et. seq.), you are hereby subpoenaed to appear for

deposition with regard to your fundraising activities on behalf

of the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, on or about

February 29, 1980. Notice is hereby given that the deposition

CP1 is to be taken at the Federal Election Commission, Office of

General Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 1, Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.,

o beginning at a.m. on June , 1981, and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.

Pursuant to Section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you

are hereby subpoenaed to produce on June , 1981, at the above

stated location:

(a) any training materials and other relevant documents

pertaining to any and all training received by you from, or

given by you on behalf of, the Carter/Mondale Presidential

Committee in preparation for your fundraising activities.

(b) any records, lists arnd other relevant docuaents pertaining

to your funuraising activitius on behalf of the Carter/Mondale

Presidential Connmittee at thie Silver Palace Restaurant in

New York, New lork.

Page 1 of 4



Subpoena to Appear or Deposition

Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election

Commission has hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C.,

this day of une, 1981.

John Warren McGarry
Chairman

Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

C)

CP

Page 2 of 4



LI T E D STATL S OF AMERICA

BLFORE THE FEDLRAL ELI C'ION COMMISSION

Subpoena to Appear for Deposition Upon Oral Examination
and to Produce Books, Records and other Relevant Documents

TO: Ms. Sandy Oreste .4" ,
Shea & Gould
Suite 1000
1627 K StreetA N.W.
Washington, D*C. 20006 2

Re: Matter Under Review 1353 .1

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant

to Section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code (2 U.S.C.

S 431 et. seq.), you are hereby subpoenaed to appear for

deposition with regard to your fundraising activities on behalf

Claw of the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, on or about

February 29, 1980. Notice is hereby given that the deposition

is to be taken at the Federal Election Commission, Office of

General Counsel, 7th Floor, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.,

() beginning at a.m. on June , 1981, and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.

Pursuant to Section 437u of Title 2, United States Code, you

are hereby subpoenaed to produce on June , 1981, at the above

stated location:

(a) any training materials and other relevant documents

pertaining to any and all training received by you from, or

given by you on behalf of, the Carter/Mondale Presidential

Committee in preparation for your fundraising activities.

(b) any records, lists and other relevant documents pertaining

to your fundraising activities un behalf of the Carter/Mondale

Presidential Committee at the Silver Palace Restaurant in

New York, New York.

Page 3 of 4
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Subpoena to Appear r Depositio,
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election

Commiss n has hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C.,

this day of une, 1981.

John Warren McGarry

Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
SecPetary to the Commission

CD

P t

Page 4 of 4



CARTE Robert S. Strauss, ca
Tim Kraft, National Cam n Mm

RE-ELECTION S. Lee KUng,

COMMITTEE, INC.
2000 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 887-4700

June 28, 1981

Michael Dymersky, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1353 , -- -

Dear Mr. Dymersky:

This is in response to Chairman McGarry's letter dated
May 5, 1981, with attachments, which stated the Commission has

al determined there is reason to believe the Committee violated
2 U.S.C. 9441f, by allegedly accepting contributions made in the

C name of other persons in connection with a fundraising event in
February, 1980.

Owing to the fact that Committee counsel were both out of '1

town at the time the letter was received, the Committee arranged

o informally with you to extend the time period for its initial
written response until this time. This courtesy is much apprecia-

'r ted.

CT The following constitutes the Committee's initial response

to this MUR. Attached are supporting affidavits of Larry Hayes
and Esther Kee. Mr. Hayes was Director of Finance of the primary

r^ campaign and is familiar with the Committee's procedures for hand-
ling contributions. Ms. Kee was not a Committee employee or
official, but was and is politically active, especially in the
Asian-American community, and assisted the Committee from time to
time in a volunteer capacity.

As further explained below, the Committee has no present
basis for concluding that any of the contributions identified in
the MUR documents represent other than an individual donation from
an eligible contributor in the amount listed in the supporting
documentation. In view of Chairman McGarry's letter, however, the
Committee is attempting to obtain further written verifications in
connection with each of the contributions in question.

Paid for by the Carter/Mondale Re-Election Committee, Inc.
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We understand that the Commission staff also is attempting
to verify the same information. Under the circumstances, we would
suggest working together to determine if there are substantial
problems with any of the contributions in question and, if so, to
correct them.

This response will now turn to an explanation of the factual
background of this matter.

Background. As you know from our initial telephone conversation,
this Committee fundraising event was held at the Silver Palace
Restaurant in New York City on February 21, 1980. As noted in the
audit division's report, the event involved Carter-Mondale supporters
from the Asian-American community in New York. The event was attended
by Rosalyn Carter. The security procedures surrounding a public
appearance by the First Lady required that a list of all individuals
present at the function, including restaurant personnel, be prepared
for use by the Secret Service. This list was in addition to the

',7 list of contributors normally prepared by Committee staff and volun-
teers for a fundraising event.

rMost of the contributors gave in the form of a personal check.
A number of persons attending the event, however, arrived without per-
sonal checks but with cash, which they wished to contribute. The large
number of Asian-Americans without checking accounts is a result of

r their difficulty with the written English language. Consequently, the
financial activities of these individuals are transacted in cash. For
this reason, Ms. Kee did not consider the number of cash contributions
at the event to be surprising or improper. (Kee aff., #4) Finally, she
and other organizers of the event were not aware of any Committee

V policy or Commission regulation requiring signatures for verification
of each contribution. (Kee aff., #10)

After the fundraising event had taken place, Ms. Kee, one of the
coordinators of the event, was informed that only written instruments

e should have been accepted as contributions to the fundraiser. (Kee
aff., #5) To correct this error, the cash contributions were used to
purchase money orders so that written documentation of the contributions
would exist. (Kee aff., #6)

As the General Counsel's report notes, it is not necessary to have
the payor or remitter of a money order himself or herself sign the
instrument to make it negotiable. Thus, the organizers of the event --
who were not Committee officials or employees -- apparently concluded
it was unnecessary to obtain individual signatures from each contributor
for whom a money order was purchased.

The similarity of the handwriting of the signatures (or, more
accurately, of the printed names) on the money orders in question was
not noticed by those who processed the checks at campaign headquarters
in Washington. (Hayes aff., #5) At this juncture -- the peak of the
nominating campaign -- hundreds of contributions were received on a daily
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basis. Also, given the negotiability standards for money orders and
so long as contributor cards were attached, the individual signatures
normally were not subject to special scrutiny or review. (Of course,

. in the case of contributions up to $100, the use of a written instru-
ment like a money order is not required at all.)

Ms. Sandy Oreste, a committee employee, was present at the event
and assisted in.the dist-ribution of tickets. Ms. Orestehas been in
the hospital and the Committee to date has been unable to obtain her
affidavit. Before her hospitalization she spoke with Larry Hayes
about this matter. (Hayes aff., #7) She has stated that those who
contributed in cash all appeared to be doing so legitimately and solely
on their own behalf. She s-aw no indications whatsoever of any contri-
1 utions being made in the names of others. (Hayes aff., #7)

In her affidavit, Ms. Kee suggests the possibility that when
money orders were matched against the list of those attending the event,
the security list rather than the contributor list may have inadver-

tantly been used for filling out at least some of the money orders.
(Kee aff., #9)

Thus, while the possibility exists that some of the contributions
,! may have been misreported, this Committee's initial inquiry uncovered

no evidence that any contributor made a contribution in the name of
another person.

Conclusion. Based on the foregoing summary and the rest of the
information contained in the attached affidavits, the Committee does not
believe that the transactions in question constitute violations of 2
U.S.C. 8441f. As indicated above, however, if any reporting or record-
keeping mistakes were made, the Committee is willing to correct them
and stands ready to cooperate with the Commission in any reasonable and
constructive fashion,

If you have any further questions, please feel free to
contact me.

Sincerely,

Carol Darr

Deputy Counsel

Attachments



Federal Election Commission

-In Re MUR 1353

AFFIDAVIT

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, s.s.

I, Esther G. Kee, being duly sworn, depose and say:

1. My name is Esther G. Kee. My business address

is 1015 20th Street, N.W., Suite 200, Washington, D.C. 20036.

2. During the primary election I assisted the

Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc., (the "Committee")

in a volunteer capacity in fundraising activities in the

Asian-American community.

3. I assisted with the Committee's fundraising

event held at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York City on

February 21, 1980.

4. The cost of a ticket to the event was set at

$100 because many Asian-Americans have difficulty writing in

English and do not have checking accounts. Consequently,

some of their financial activities are transacted in cash.

For this reason, I did not consider the number of cash contribu-

tions to be surprising or improper.

5. After the February 21, 1980 fundraising event

had taken place, I was informed that the Committee would

accept only written instruments.

6. To resolve this dilemma, money orders were

purchased on behalf of those individuals who had contributed

to the event in cash.
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7. These money orders were then matched against a

list of those attending the event.

8. Owing to the fact that Rosalyn Carter also

attended the event, a list of all individuals present at the

event, including restaurant personnel, was prepared for

security purpose.

9. I am uncertain whether the list of contributors

was used to match against the money orders that were purchased

*k%* the contributors funds, or whether the security list was

inadvertantly used for filling out at least some of the money
0%

orders.

10. I was not aware of any Committee policy or

Commission regulation requiring verification of each contribu-

oD tion.

0~

DatejEte-G e

District of Columbia:

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29th day

of June , 1981

My Comminion Expires Dec. 1 1,983

-2-



AFTIDPNIT

District of Columbia, s.s.:

I, Larry W. Hayes, being duly sworn, depose and say:

1. My name is Larry W. Hayes. My home address is

4416 Underwood Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21218.

2. During the primary election I was employed by

the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. as Director

of Finance.
3. I was responsible for the design, implementation

and maintenance of contribution processing and reporting

procedures.

4. The standards of negotiability of money orders

o caused the money order signature to be less than best evidence

of fund ownership. Therefore, money order contributions were
routinely coded in a manner which would require the sending

of a contribution request to the stated contributor.

5. Because of the confirmation procedure there was

no reason for the clerks to detect signature similarities of

money orders.

6. Even though cash contributions of $100.00 were

acceptable under FECA and related regulations, we actively

discouraged the practice for reasons of internal control.

7. On May 20, 1981, I had a telephone conversation



with Sandy Oreste, a Committee employee, who attended the

event. She stated that on the night of the event, a number

of guests brought cash with which to purchase tickets to the

event. She told me that those who contributed to the event

in cash all appeared to be doing so legitimately and solely

on their own behalf. She further stated that she saw no

indications whatsoever of any contributions being in the

name of others.

8. Ms. Oreste told me she was willing to make a

written statement confirming the above description of events.

Ms. Oreste, however, has subsequently been hospitalized and0%
the Committee to date has been unable to obtain an affidavit

from her.

W Date La" y W. Hayes

Subscribed and sworn to before me this '&C/( day of

______ ._____ _ , 1981

Notary Public

2.
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SLOANE, TAYLOR AND BROWN
NIOSEL C. SLOANi ATTOREMYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW 0
ROBiT . TAYLOR "WoCLIFFO AVNURD AVE" jAll
IOhma If BROWN PHM, NEW YORK 10803

MINUIRS:(914) 738-3106
NEW YORK STAll
DISTRICr OW OLUBIA.
EDE ,a C. (7

June 6, 1981 €=L

rc John Warren MCarry, Chairman -

EDUAL EL~EC~T CO SSION " .
Washington, D.C. 20463 Ca

Re: MOR 1353 George Lau
Wah Chan
So Hung Shun
Kuok Tung Tan
Yet Sue Gee (Tom)

At&: Mr. Dymmskv Yew Leun8 Wong
Soo Ling Wong
Kwanso

Dear Sir:

Enclosed please find an authorization signed by
Soo Ling Moog In connection with the above-captioned matter.
The authorizations for all the other individual respondents
was mailed to you under separate cover on May 30, 1981.

VeJy trulYo).

fchael C. Sloane

MCS/bb
enc.
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AUTHORIZATION C0

In The Matter of The Investigation By The
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION d

MUR 1353.
r --

The undersigned Respondent hereby authorizes and
empowers MICHAEL C. SLOANE, Esq., 2 Clifford Avenue, Pelham,
New York ( (914) 738-5106) ) to appear and represent me in
all mateers connected with the above entitled proceeding and
is hereby authorized to receive any and all written notifica-
tions and communications from the Commission.

Dated: May 26, 1981
Pelham, N.Y.

C,C



SLOANz, TAYLOR AND BLOWN
-ATTCrOMT AND CONUDSAT LAW

TWO CLUIORD AV3HU

133Ax M.kV TOME IN"

R All :50

Mr. JoimnseyQita

0 WubngtS.D.C. 20463

Att: Mr. Dymershy

A0 AI"l,,~V!.
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Clasimir A. voks

pf l-k. Piku

June 2, 1981 :A n :,

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463 aft's

Re: Chung Foo LOUIE

Dear Sirs:

Please take notice that my client, Chung Foo Louie
made no contribution to the Carter campaign, nor did he
authorize anyone to make a contribution in his name to the
Presidential Election Committee, by money order or otherwise.

He has no idea how his name is associated with an
election contribution. His only association with the

- Campaign was as an employee at Silver Palace where a campaign
fundraising dinner was held for the Carter committee, and
which Mrs. Carter attended, when he was obliged by the
restaurant owner to provide to the Secret Service his name

'and social security number.

C
Yours truly,.

Casimir F. Sojka

APPROVED:

CFS:rn



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN(;TON D C, 204b "i• , P I : 4l

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chung Foo Louie
127 Henry Street
New York, New York 10002

Dear Chung Foo Louitc:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal ElecLion Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se.)0
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

"
Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in

writing, that no action should be taken against you 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and $ 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

h&MWarM rry
Chairman

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



June 1,1981

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Koon Kag Ng

Dear Sirs:

o Please take notice that my client, Koon Kau NG made
no contribution to the Carter campaign, nor did he authorize

o anyone to make a contribution in his name to the Prpuid4ptial
Election comittee, by money order or otherwis.

He has no idea how his na e is associated with an
election contribution. His only association with th.C
was as an employee at Silver Palace where a campaign fund-
raising dinner was held for the Carter committee, and which

o Mrs. Carter attended, when he was obliged by the restaurant
owner to provide to the Secret Service his name, and social
security number.

0

Yours truly,

Casimir F. Sorka

APPROVED:

CFS~r



FEDERAL ELECTIO1N COMIZSSIONWashington, D. C. 20463

Dear Sire:

Re: LAU Po Hitng

Please take notice that my client LAU Po Hing made no contribution

to the Carter campaign, nor did he authorize anyone to make a contribution
Sin his name to the Presidential Election Committee, by money order of

otherwife.

He has no idea how his name is associated with an election contribution.
His only association with the Campaign was as an employee at Silver Palace

. where a campaign fundraising dinner was held for the Carter committee, and
which Mrs. Carter attended, when he was obliged by the restaurant owners

S to provide to the Secret Service his name and social security number.

u Yours truly,

Casamnr F. SoJka

APPNMWED

/ k/"

CFS: rP



FEDERAl. ELECTION (O)MMISSI)N
l,",ASHI' 0( .'t 4

May 14, 1981

CIIhELD R4AL~
KTOR IRCEIT REQUESTED

Lau Po Ring
9-11 Delancey Street
New York, New York 10002

Rv': MUR 1353
Dear Lau Po Hing:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Corn-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2. United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s~e
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

S inc

J 1hn WarrenMcar
Enclosures . Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION .Washington, D.C. 20463 O

Dear Sire: (aaa t

Re: CHMU Tak Foon181

Please take notice that my client CI U Tak PoOh maie no contribution ,'i
to the Carter campaign, nor did he authorize anyone to make a contribution +i
in his name to the President/al Election Committfte, by money order or."otherwise."

He has no idea how his name is associated with an election contribution.
¢ His only association with the Campaign was as an employee at Silver Palace :

where a campaign fundrising dinner was held for the Carter Committee, "ln#!)i
Y) which Mrs. Carter attended, when he *was obliged by the restaurant owners ,,:

to provide to the Secret Service his name and social security nqber. e

Yours truly,

aCasmir F. SoJ

CFSR: r:C Ta o



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUEST ED

Chiu Tak Foon
32 Monroe Street
New York* New York 10002

Re: MUR 13'53
Dear Chiu Tak Foon:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you hdve violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Cqde, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no resp)nse 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
D 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation'stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations. IL

Si

Warren McGarryChairman
Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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June 1, 1981

jederal Election Comission
Washington, D.C. 20463

#Re: Bill S. Ma

Dear Sirs:

Please take notice that my client, Bill S. HUI made no
contribution to the Carter campaign, nor did he authorize anyone
to make a contribution in his name to the Presidential Election
Comittee, by money order or otherwise.

He his no idea how his name is associated with an
election contributiont His only association with the Campaign was
as an employee at Silver Palace where a campaign fundraising dinner
was held for the Carter committee, and which Mrs. Carter attended, when
he 4was obliged by the restaurant owner to provide to the Secret
Service his name and social security number.

Yours truly,

asimir F. Sojka

APPROVED

CFS: rn



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCION D.. '0463

May 14, 1981

CBRTIID .AIL
KUIN RBCEIIT REQUESTED

bill S. Hui
749 57th Street

I . Brooklyn, New York 11220

Dear Bill S. Hui:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Elect-on Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

-. has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as 4mended (*the ActO) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et 8!.)
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed. --

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within IS
days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
b;ieove are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

V. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. 7>

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
Matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre
*.etation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
" yer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any

notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sine

John Warren McGarry
nlosures j Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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LDearuSairs:
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June 1, 1981

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Hing Lit CHAU

Dear Sirs:

- Please take notice that my client, Hing Lit CHAU
made no contribution to the Carter campaign, nor did he
authorize anyone to make a contribution in his name to the
Presidential Election Committee, by money order or otherwise.

He has no idea how his name is associated with an
election contribution. His only association with the
Campaign was as an employee at Silver Palace where a campaign
fundraising dinner was held for the Carter committee, and
which Mrs. Carter attended, when he was obliged by the
restaurant owner to provide to the Secret Service his name
and social security number.

Yurs truly, g

'asimir F. Sojka

APPROVED:

c/

CFS:rn



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, )C N140i

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIT REQUESTED

Hing Lit Chau
92 E. Broadway
New York, New York 10006

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Hing Lit Chau:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se._).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

hn WarIen Marr
Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



June 1, 1981

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Fung Sik Yee

Dear Sirs:

0=} Please take notice that my client, Fung Sik Yec

made no contribution to the Carter campaign, nor did he
authorize anyone to make a contribution in his name to the
Presidential Election Committee, by money order or otherwise.

He has no idea how his name is associated with an
o) election contribution. His only association with the

Campaign was an an employee at Silver Palace where a campaign
fundraising dinner was held for the Carter committee, and
which Mrs. Carter attended, when he was obliged by the

0 restaurant owner to provide to the Secret Service his name
and social security number.

Yours truly,

Casimir F. Sok

APPROVED:



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
VASHINC ION. DC 2046

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN LCEIT REQUESTED

Fung Sik Yec
245 Elizabeth Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUF 1353
Dear Fun i Sik Yec:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

-- has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

O Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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

OD 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of t~he Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

John Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Lo Ting

UT Dear Sirs:

- Please take notice that my client, Lo Ting, make

no contribution to the Carter a paign, nor did he authorize
anyone to make a contribution ii his. no 't the Presidential
Eleotion Comittee, by money order or. seoL e

He has no idea how his name is asoiated with an
election contribution. His only association with the Campaign
was as an employee at Silver Palace where a campaign fund-

o raising dinner was held for the Carter committee, and which
Mrs. Carter attended, when he was obliged by the restau ant

q F owner to provide to the Secret Service his name and social
security number.

C~ours truly,

,asimir F. Sojka

APPROVED:

CFS: rn



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

UWASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lo Ting
3403 14th Avenue
New York, New York 10009

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Lo Ting:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal coarse of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et 82
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed,

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days 'IV.
of receipt of this letter, If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the availabl
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. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made pi

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of rej
sentation btating the name, address and telephone number of yo
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief descripti
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violatic

hn Warren McGarryChairman
Enclosures

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



C basimir '. d oks
pdmdbnLmfi m 414ci pukpasbap,,bu,,ab, 691. - I ,,,iI ma p, ib~u

pb 1",. Alb 1"b 18W

June 1, 1981

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Cheng Wai Ming

,, Dear Sirs:

Please take notice that my client, Cheng Wai Ming
made no contribution to the Carter campaign, nor did he
authorize anyone to make a contribution in his name to the
Presidential Election Committee, by money order or otherwise.

He has no idea how his name is associated with an
election contribution. His only association with the

o Campaign was as an employee at Silver Palace where a campaign
fundraising dinner was held for the Carter committee, and
which Mrs. Carter attended, when he was obliged by the
restaurant owner to provide to the Secret Service his name

Cand social security number.

Yourg truly,

Casimir F. Sojk

APPROVED:

CFS:rn



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINC ION. D C 204fB 4

isMay 14t 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Cheng Wai Ming
57 E. Broadway
New York, New York 10006

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Cheng Wai Ming:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Corn-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to belieme that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Si 1,

On Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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I~GRNTSOCIAL SIR VICI , Inc ./Indo chines m RetfueP4
12Henry street,3rd floorftew York.NeYo 4 ~ <

Telo(212)349 5181&349 56323 it S mt 33

Mrs MIchael Dymersky
Federal Election Commission C .
Washington D.C. 20463

00

Fe : 1, NQ 1353 .- -  ,

Dear Sir,

On the behalf of our clientMr. LAEK THE HOAa Vietnamese refugee
who doesn't speak a single English word, and who,upon receiving a
letter from the Federal Election Commission,has brought it to us,
to be translated into Vietnamese so that he could get an idea about

the content of the letter and get help from us,we have the honor to
convey to you the fact narrated to us by 1I7r. LARI THE HOA himself' in
response to the letter sent to him by the Federal Election Commissi

First at allbecause of his lack of English speakinghe never
knew anything about Election and contribution in the matter of US
public affair,and,in fact,he never made any contribution to anybody
or any organization or comrmittee.Upon receiving the letter from the
Federal Election Commission stating that he is believed to have vio-
lated 2 U.S.C.§ 441f by allowing his name to be used to effect a
contribution to the Carter/Londale Presidential Committee,and after
having acknowledged the content of the letterhe has found that there',-,
aie many other of his fellow workers in the'Ngan Cung Festaurant' at
50-52 Bowery StreetNew YorkN.Y.lO013 who have been sent the same

letter from the Federal Election Commission with the same allegation..
while they never had done any contribution.They are suspecting some

body in the administration of the restauiant who knows their names
and has used their name to --aake the contribution without their know-

ledge, and consentmnent.
This letter is to deny the allegation induced against IrF. Lam

The Hoa by the Fedaral Election Comnissionand to bring the fact
narrated above to the knowledge olf the same Commission.

Sincerely,

CC. LAI,!; TFE HOA Brother TrINH HAO,Director
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C RAL
Louie, Chan Jor

JUN II -i'f : 20i IF30 Henry Street #12A
New York, NY. 10002

May 29th 1981

Dear Sir,
In respond to your recent letter which dated the 14th of May 81,

had been.w*1l received and acknowledged. In regard to your finding on
my behalf pertaining to the alledged violation practice of 441F of title
2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Campaign Act of 1972.
Such allegation is unfound and fabricated, at least t:act on my behalf.
I am a law abiding citizen, I have never been a active participant in
any political process, nor have I belong to any political organization.
Reason for such non involvement and nonparticipation because of my status
in America. I was granted full citizenshkp as recently as January 21 1981.
Whatever evidence and other factual materials that you have gathered or

Cr uncovered during the course of your investigation, it still could not
N substantiate my behalf.
, You have further asserted that there were money orders which purchased

through the Manhattan Saving Bank variously through the month of February
1980. Dring the course of this period or at any other period through
the year I have never given consent to person or persons in using my afe as
endorser, if such act of improprie.ty did committed it is a clear case

Sof forgery,invasion of privacy, our society will not tolerate such
behavior. Hopefully that during the course of your investigation will

- uncover strong and solid evidemce to divulge the culprit or culprits
and serve them Justice before the law.

Respectfully Yours

uieChan Jq
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SLoANE, TAYLOR AND BROWN

IC . SLONB ATfORNYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW
lOMtT 3. TAYLOR TWO CLIIRD AVENUE
RONALD . MROWN FEMAK NEW YORK 10803

MINMEIR: (914) 738-5106
NEW YORK TZ
DWISICT Of COLUMBI
FEDIRAL RAURS Nay 30, 1981

It. John Warmn oGarry, Chairman -
JDLm IICTI01 COMISSIOW

Washington, D.C. 20463 .

Re: MUR 1353 Georg* Lau
Wah Chan
So Rung Shim
Kwok Tung Tam

Att: Mr. Dyersky Yet Sue Gee (Tom)
Yew Leung Wong
Soo Ling Wong

also: Kwan Ho

Dear Sir:

This correspondence and enclosures will supplement
my letter of May 26, 1981 (see copy attached) in connection
with the above-captioned matter. My office inadvertantly
failed to enclose the within authorizations signed by the
above named individuals, all of whom received letters from
your Commission dated May 14, 1981. Please also note that
,, Kwan H one of the original respondents, was mistakenly
left off the list of names appearing on my letter although
having executed an authorization on Nay 26th.

I trust you have not been caused any inconvenience
by reason of the above.

V /truly yours,

etael C, Sloae ii

MCS/bb
encL
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Mr• Jo • war.en. cCar Chairmn m,
MORUAL ZIXCI0N C01UTi-asig ,D.C. 20463

Re: ... 1353 George Lau.
Wah Men
so Hung Shim
tWok Tuan Tm '

IM Yet Sue Gee (Tb.)
o Yew Leung Wang

SOO Ling Wong

DerSir:

Please be advised that I have been retained by the

o abVecaptined respondents to represent them, int connectio with
an investtgatiou being conducted by Mr. licl'ael Dyeayof Yourm
office* Kindly send -all future notifications and soumicatiOns
to my attentio

ror Yomr edate Info.mtion, I have bee nnform-d
by my -clients that they never WMP6NWase any seoresfo
either the Manhttan Savings 30uh Or anY other banking institution
in order to contribute to the Carterfondale Presidentil Comettee.
Neither did any of the repondets ever consent or authorixe any
other person to make such contribution In their respective nme
Un sumv these alleged money orders were purchased by a person or
persons -6-bou to the above-ramed respondents and said peron or
persons used their names without the respondents' knovledge or
conent,

M4y Clients will be most hapy to cooperate with Your 7
inestigation in order to resolve this metter to Your atis etion

very tiuly youres

C Michael C9 Sloane -

.M.C S/ ,b.b - ,+



AUTHORIZATION

In The Matter of The Investigation By The
FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

MUR 1353

The undersigned Respondent hereby authorizes and.
empowers MICHAEL C. SLOANE, Esq., 2 Clifford Avenue, Pelham-.
New York ( (914) 738-5106) ) to appear and represent m inn
all matters connected with the above entitled proceedf* and.-
is hereby authorized to receive any and all written nificx
tions and communications from the Commission.

Dated: May 26, 1981

Pelham, N.Y.

Ev Id ,fl |4 fr'

YET SUR GEE (TON)

0%



AUTHORIZATION

In The Matter of The Investigation By The
FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

HUR 1353

The undersigned Respondent hereby authorizes and
empowers MICHAEL C. SLOANE, Esq., 2 Clifford Avenue, Pelham,
New York ( (914) 738-5106) ) to appear and represent me in
all matters connected with the above entitled proceeding and

is hereby authorized to receive any and all written notifica-

tions and communications from the Commission.

Dated: May 26, 1981
Pelham, N.Y.

"NOb

C



in The Matter of The Investigation By The
FEDERAL ELECTION ISSION

MUR 1353

The undersigned Respondent hereby authorizes and
empowers MICHAEL C. SLOANE, Esq., 2 Clifford Avenue, Pelham,
New York ( (914) 738-5106) ) to appear and represent me in
all matters connected with the above entitled proceeding and
is hereby authorized to receive any and all written notifica-
tions and communications from the Commission.

Dated: May 26, 1981
Pelham, N.Y.

so HUNG SHUN

C

'c4

C



AUTHORIZATION ...

In The Matter of The Investigation By The
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MUR 1353 "o

Io 1

The undersigned Respondent hereby authorizes and- ,
empowers MICHAEL C. SLOANE, Esq., 2 Clifford Avenue, Pelham,
New York ( (914) 738-5106) ) to appear and represent me in
all matters connected with the above entitled proceeding and

is hereby authorized to receive any and all written notifica-
tions and communications from the Commission.

Dated: May 26, 1981
Pelham, N.Y.

KWAN HO

AI
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AUTHOIRIZATION

In The Matter of The Investigation By The
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMSSION -

MUR 1353

The undersigned Respondent hereby at riLf 4
empowers MICHAEL C. SLOANE, Esq., 2 Clifford Avene, hazz ,
New York ((914) 738-5106) ) to appear and represent ie 'in
all matters connected with the Above entitled proceeding and
is hereby authorized to receive any and all written notifica-

tions and commnications from the Commission.

Dated: May 26, 1981
Pelham, N.Y.

WAN ClAN

I

ti')



AUTHORIZATION

in The Matter of The Investigation By The
FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSIONMUR 1353 4%

The undersigned Respondent hereby authorizes and
empowers MICHAEL C. SLOANE, Esq., 2 Clifford Avenue, Pelham,
New York ( (914) 738-5106) ) to appear and represent me in
all matters connected with the above entitled proceeding and
is hereby authorized to receive any and all written notifica-

tions and communications from the Commission.

Dated: May 26, 1981
Pelham, N.Y.

0 r')
0ORGE LAU

0D
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In The Matter of The Investigation By The
FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

MUR 1353

The undersigned Respondent hereby authorizes an'e
empowers MICHAEL C. SLOANE, Esq., 2 Clifford Avenue, Pelham,
New York ( (914) 738-5106) ) to appear and represent me in
all matters connected with the above entitled proceeding and
is hereby authorized to receive any and all written notifica-
tions and communications from the Commission.

Dated: May 26, 1981
Pelham, N.Y.

C,

0r-



SLOAN, TAYLoR AND MOWN
A?1O3 ,MU AND AT LAW

-. TWO UWXWD AVUI

Att: Kra Michael Durk



81 MAY28 All 4$
SLOANE, TAYLOR Am BROWN

1001M C SLOMB AVORN" AND COUNULLORS AT LAW
&GMIT 9. TAYLOR TWO CLIFORD AVENUE4
Box=A if. AROWN FSLHAK~ NEW YORK 10803

. ,M.,: (914) 738-5106 p .
NNW YORK STATl
DIVIRCT O COLUMA
lEDERAL RAS

May 26, 1981

fr. John Warren McGarry, Chairman
FEDERAL ELECTION COmaTTE - :
Washington, D.C. 20463

0. .

Re: MUR 1353 George Lau
Wah Can C -.)

So Hung Shum
Kwok Tung Tam
Yet Sue Gee (Tom)
Yew Leung Wong
Soo Ling Wong

Dear Sir:

Please be advised that I have been retained by the
above-captioned respondents to represent them in connection with
an investigation being conducted by Mr. Michael Dymersky of your
office. Kindly send all future notifications and comnications
to my attention.

For your immediate information, I have been informed
by my clients that they never purchased any money orders from
either the Manhattan Savings Bank or any other banking institution
in order to contribute to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Comittee.
Neither did any of the respondents ever consent or authorize any
other person to make such contribution in their respective names.
In sun, these alleged money orders were purchased by a person or
persons unknown to the above-named respondents and said person or
persons used their names without the respondents' knowledge or
consent.

My clients will be most happy to cooperate with your
investigation in order to resolve this matter to your satisfaction.

V truly yours,

bC. Sloane
MCS/bbs
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MILTON A. GORDON

NEW YORK

May 22,, 1981 'e7

Federal Election Commission
Washington D. C. 20463 . "

- a
Attn: Michael Dymersky

RE: MUR 1353

Dear Sir:

This letter is in response to your letter of
May 14, 1981 to Ja Fak Wei of 2081 2nd Avenue, New
York, New York. The letter was received by Mr. Jai
Fah Wei at that address.

Mr. Wei has been employed by me as a cook for
over twenty years. He is illiterate and speaks very
little English. He has no knowledge of anyone using
his name to make a political contribution as set
forth in your communication.

MAG/s to Gordon

733 Park Avenue
New York, N.Y. 10021
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 22, 1981
CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Larry F. Hayes
Director of Finance
Carter/Mondale Presidential

Committee, Inc.
2000 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Hayes:

Since Carol Darr, the Committee's in-house counsel, is out of town,
and will not return until June 8, 1981, and the expense of retaining out-
side counsel for this particular matter would be prohibitive, you are
hereby granted a thirty day extension of time with regard to submission

Cof factual and legal materials regarding this matter, per your request.

If you have any questions as regards this matter, please contact
Michael Dymersky, the staff member assigned to this matter, at 202-
523-4039.

Sin el

Cha esN. eee
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Larry F. Hayes
Director of Finance
Carter/Mondale Presidential

Committee, Inc.
2000 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Hayes:

Since Carol Darr, the Committee's in-house counsel, is out of town,
0 and will not return until June 8, 1981, and the expense of retaining out-

side counsel for this particular matter would be prohibitive, you are
hereby granted a thirty day extension of time with regard to submission
of factual and legal materials regarding this matter, per your request.

If you have any questions as regards this matter, please contact
Michael Dymersky, the staff member assigned to this matter, at 202-o 523-4039.

Sincerely,

mot Charles N. Steele
\ _ 1 General Counsel



CARTER/MONDALE PRE ENTIAL COMMITTEE, INC.
2000 L STREET, N.W., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 vI| A*A O R II, im

(202) 887-4700 81p1A A

Robert S. Strauss, Chairman

Tim Kraft, National Campaign Manager

S. Lee Kling, Treasurer

May 19, 1981

Mr. Michael Dymersky
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Ccmnissin
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Dytersky: ,%3

This is to request a thirty day extensio n submission of
factual and legal materials regarding MUR 1353. 1-

This Cmittee' s in-tvuse counsel, Carol Darr, is out of the "

country and will not return until June 8, 1981. The expense of w,
retaining outside counsel wuld be particularly b.rdesae for

the Comittee in light of its current debt.

4n. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Larry Hayes
Director of Finance

A copy of our report is filed ith the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission. Washington. D.C.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 19, 1981

Lily Wong, Esq.
11 Maiden Lane
Apartment 9D
New York, New York 10038

Re: MUR 1353; Yew Leung Wong and
Soo Ling Wong

Dear Ms. Wong:

Pursuant to a telephone conversation with a member of mystaff, I am forwarding herewith, at your request, xerographiccopies of Money Order No. C592645 and Money Order No. C592645.

If you have any further questions, please contact MichaelDymersky, the staff member assigned to this matter, at 202-
523-4039.

Sincerely,

0 Scott Thomas

Assistant General Counsel

Attachments

Money Order No. C592645
Money Order No. C592646



bMrs. Yuen ManyJeung9
145 East 27th,,treet

New York, NY 10016

may2,

81 JUNI P12: 38
Federal Election Commission
Mr. John Warren McGarry
Wshington, D.C. 20463R MU1R s M R 1353

CO
Dear Mr. McGarry,

This letter is to infrom you that I am not in vio-

lation of 441f of Title 2, of the United States Code.

This is to notify you (under oath) that I, Mrs. Yuen

May Leung did not make a contribution to the Carter/

Mondale Presidential Committee, nor have I ever given

authorization or permission to any person to use my

name in making a contribution to "the Committee".

Specifically, I Mrs. Yuen May Leung, (under oath)

0 deny ever having purchased a money order from the

Manhattan Saving's Bank for the purpose of making a

C contribution to the Committee.

I also deny (under oath) that I ever knowingly

o allowed another person to use or sign my name on a

. money order for the purpose of making a contribution

to "the Committee".

I possess no factual materials or evidence to

submit to the Federal Election Commission since I have

no knowledge of ever having made a contribution or

ever having allowed another person to use my mame in

making a contribution to the Committee.

Please notify me at the completion of your in-

vestigation as to the identity of the individual or

organization that is using my name for the purpose

of making political contributions.

Sincerely yours,



E~ ast 27th, t t 7P
qNow Yorke NY 10016

ore into~h

en



ATTONEY AT LAW*" , +,

111urra 7041

a MOTTI STUNKJ
N1LW YORK NMW YORK 10018

Tub (six) *"-T1t7

May 26, 1981

Mr. Mifchael Dyme ky Mao
Federal Election Comission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: M No. 1353

Dear Wr. Dymraky

Please find enclosed the affidavit of my client Chak
Yam CAU and his letter authorizing this office to representhi
in regard to the above natter.

I look forward to hearing trom you.

C'71 sin ely ors

V an P. Mleit

SPG.:dk

Encds.



an=S or NIND YOMK ss:
axMl or M Yom )

G A4 YMo, residing at 44 Eldridep Street, Nw YGM:,

Now Yodc, being duly morn does dspose and say:

1. I m the respondent in this actin.

2. I dy all of the allegation againt we and that

I wmt this affidavit in sqort of RV positian.

3. 1 eny that I had any -laweg that my ne was

beiusd by people other than myself for PLUpNOses Of illeal contriuting

%,: to the mof Mr. Carter.

4. That the persm(s) responsible for the mrizod

use of uv nam made two errors in its use:

A. *y middle name is Yam rit Yuu; d,,

B. At the time that the muue order was pr a;r I 

not iving at the Eliurst, New York address but rather was living at my

present address.

5. Ny only contact with Mr. Carter's rel was myv

several coesations with ny relative, Mr. Homrd Low, who lives at the

Ebturat addres.

6. That in the coauew of these onva sations my relative

encouraged m to cont to the canaign but that I refused this

suggstion.

7. That I never authorized any one to use my name and

that I had no knowledge that it was going to be used, or afterward, had been

used for puspoes of an illegal caupaign contribution.



8. Finally, I dno knowwho signed a vinme.

9. Prior to signing tid affidavt, itw rel to we

in ny native Chdme ioI qSmek vY little awliAh.

Wwn~ to bew ne thits

STEPHEN GLE.T

No. 47 1 ;425

Qualifid ii Suf,k County
Commission Expires March30, 1982



May 24, 1981

Federal Election Commission

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR No. 1353

Dear Sir/Madam

This is to inform you that I retained the
law offices of Stephen Gliet, Esq. to represent me
before the Commission. I further authorize Mr. Gleit
to receive all notifications and communications from
the Commission. His address is:

Stephen Gleit
2 Mott Street, Suite 704
New York, N.Y. 10013
(212) 964-7167

Thank you.

Sincerely yours

Chak Yam Chau
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GENERAL CoUNSE L'S tACI.UAL, A\NIr' ,!:., , '\ ,\

DA'3 May 14, 1981 3U 13............... ( '1 'V , . W ;

Miuchal I vm( s~ .

RESPONDENT Do Younq Pii --I ( 5--

SOURCE OF MUR: . N T E R A A L f, Y G E IN E' R A -P E _

SUWAARY oF ALLE(A'PIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. § 4,J 'll

respondent's name to be used to ef.ect a contribut.Lo1 to u"w (-

r4ondale Presidential Committee ("the Comr.itrt,,").

FACTUAL AND LE(;AL 'WALYSIS•

The Committee's Matching Fund Su",.,i 17 disclos;d .- iL

respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a :7 .1:1t' 'v

order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, >,ew Yovk, !cw York.

Res-,pondent's money order was accompanied by a larjg nwube" LP

other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Commi:tee,

, and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

were purchased varioasly on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three seriec s of exact or near sequence. The hand-

writing on the payee line of each of the money o)r(ler- was identic il,

and the rerfitter's signatare .r.3J to be vritten by oo of- thre-c

different people in each i-tance.

Section 441f of the Act .prohilits, arnong zt)LAr thinjs, an,11

person from making a contribution in the nfO of anothe r :}eC40o1 or

~ knowingly permitting his or her name t- be uscd by ano,. nrk'

a contribution. Thus, for example, accputing ,- f ,0L11

person to pay for ,oney order so th-at the ac tnj ior -i ° ....

to make the contrioution is prohibited. S(imil.arly, . g]

allowing one's name to be written on a money a pad , ,

someone else and te,1- y makiiig it J..i-ea t a the :IA _-s,h,7-1 n rr

or the money ordr made a coltribntWY" (wh:. 'l i . t-I J-- I ' ,

did not), is prohibited as woe .,

The evidence s ,>ngly su11e '3ts t]m . , d. rnt kIv,;i e l L:

mitted rI onden"'s nam,: t, be uned -2 Ll --& o .1.....

contribui.tio to the Covnrn "t.

R_-!lnmendat io_

Find r,- ison to b-lieve iha reS o'C< :A 2 :1"1 t ' 4 r.



Federal Election Commission

Washington, D.C. 20463

TO THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION:

I had purchased tickets for a dinner given by the
Carter-Mordale Campaign Committee at the Silver Palace
Restaurant in Chinatown. The Dinner Committee did not
advise me that I would have to make out a personal check.
Therefore, I paid for my tickets with cash.

Later, I was advised by a member of the Dinner Com-
mittee that I would have to use checks so that there would
be a record of payment.

I told him to buy a cashier's ,check or money order and
sign my name on it.

The money was a voluntary contribution on my part and I
o gave implied permission to sign my name on the check.

Nime:

C Date: Address: C0 OL& -- e4IK-
/333-? 32-IP 10Fve



7 FIT p'.O

I hereby authorize NORMAN LAU KEE, Esq., Attoriuy

at Law, 11 Mott Street, New York, N.Y. 10013, to submit the

attached letter to the Federal Election Commission.

Name:7D /qJ~ f4i

C0

Dad
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CA SEND R: Complete temV 2and
Add your as in the RETURN Treerse. 1,

1. The following service is requested (chck 010C1 Showto vh ,nd dae deivre ....-... ,....

- [ RESTRICTED DELIVERY .7Show to whom and date delivered ........
El RESTRICTED DELIVERY

m Show to whom, date, and address of delivel.
(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)C

Z 2 ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:

0m

1. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:
m REGISTERED NO, CERTIFIED NO. I

m (Ahwy aWeina u. ad s e rem

a Ihaver the article described above.

SIGA RE 0 eon rrb
S6UAE OF DELIVEI BCSY

m6. UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSE:

*GM I""



9 UTING SLIP FOR RTB LETTER*

TO: Chairman/Vice Chairman

FROM: Elissa T. Garr
OGC Enforcement Docket

DATE: N ~34/... ...

MUR

Date RTB Found

Date Cert. Rec'd in OGC 54
Staff Assigned

STAFF CHECK'

___Accuracy

o / Enclosures

__ Certification
0

MDate Rec'd in OGC From Chairman/Vice Chairman'"



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

Mr. S. Lee Kling
Treasurer
Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee, Inc.
2000 L Street, Northwest
Washington, D. C. 20036

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Kling:

,o On May 5 , 1981, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that your committee

o violated 2 U.S.C. S441f, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by accepting
contributions made in the names of other persons. The
General Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a

01- basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

oD Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against you. Please submit
any factual or legal materials which you believe are

relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matterwithin ten (10) days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against
your committee, the Commission may find probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with formal
conciliation. Of course, this does not preclude the settle-
ment of this matter through informal conciliation prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.



The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. Section 437g(a) (4) (B) and Section
437g(a) (12)(A), unless you notify the Commission in writing that
you wish the investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Michael
Dymersky, the staff member assigned to this matter, at 202-
523-4039.

John Warren McGarry
Chairman

Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

AA

=,:..
,,4,...: .:i .... . : : .:. ::::.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Carter/Mondale Presidential Michael Dymersky
Committee, Inc.

RESPONDENT 202-523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

This matter was generated as the result of information
compiled by the Audit Division during its review of Matching
Fund Submissions received from the Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee, Inc. ("the Committee"). In its referral, the
Audit Division raised questions concerning the validity/match-
ability of seventy-three money orders contained in matching
fund submissions #17 and #13. (See attached memoranda to
Charles N. Steele, dated August 1 1980, and December 1, 1980,
with accompanying attachments).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

All of the money orders involved in the referral were
issued by the Manhattan Savings Bank. Seven (7) of these
money orders were dated February 28, 1980, and the rest
February 29, 1980; those with the earlier date were in the
amounts of $100, $400 and $500, while all of those dated
February 29, 1980, were in the amount of $100. The money
orders were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence
as follows: 106522-106524, 106526-106527, 106530-106533,
106535-106537, 106540, 106543, 592615, 592617, 592619, 592622-
592634, 592639-592650, 592652-592654, 592657-592664, 592666-
592670, 592673-592676, 592678-592680, 592682, 591754-591755,
591757, 591764-591765.

Twenty-five of the persons whose names appeared as remitters
are waiters or cooks at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New
York City where the Committee apparently held a fund-raiser on
February 21, 1980. Five of the alleged remitters are employed
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elsewhere while no occupation or principal place of business
was provided for the remaining 35 individuals involved. (The
names of five (5) persons appear on more than one money order.)
All of the money orders were matched with public funds up to
the $250 limit per person.

It is recognized by this Office that handwriting similarities
and differences can be determined authoritatively only by experts
within the field of handwriting analysis. However, it appears
that the handwriting used in inserting the payee's name on each
of the money orders is that of the same person. This handwriting
appears to differ from that of all signatures on the remitter's
signature lines. It also seems that the handwriting on the
remitter's signature lines falls into two or three groupings
of striking similarities, making it appear likely that one,
two or three persons wrote in all of the names of the contributors.
(.See attached copies of money orders numbered 106522, 106530,
592627, 592628, 592630, 592623, 592624, 592625 and 592626 as
examples.) In the four instances in which the committee obtained
confirmation from the contributors, the signatures on the con-

a firmations are strikingly different from those on the relevant
remitter's signature lines. 1/ (See attached copies of money

1orders numbered 591755, 591764, 592636 and 592635 and accompany-
ing confirmations.) On two of the money orders, the name on
the remitter line appears to be the same but the handwriting

-J differs. (See attached copies of money orders numbered
592643 and 592644.)

2 U.S.C. §441f states:

No person shall make a contribution in
the name of another person or knowingly

-permit his name to be used to effect such
a contribution, and no person shall
knowingly accept a contribution made by
one person in the name of another
person. (Emphasis added).

In the present situation, the apparent similarities in the
handwriting on the money orders' remitters' signature lines,
the consecutive numbering of the instruments, (most of which
are in the same amount), the common place of employment of
almost 1/3 of the alleged contributors, and the apparent
differences between certain money order signatures and
corresponding verification signatures raise serious questions
as to the source of the contributions.

1/ Despite the fact that the signature on the remitter's signature
line may not be that of the remitter, the money order is still
negotiable. Therefore, a money order so signed would be a
valid instrument for purposes other than matching, no matter
who supplied the signature.
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From this evidence, the General Counsel recommends that
the Commission find reason to believe that the Committee
violated 2 U.S.C. S441f and 11 C.F.R. Sli0.4(b)(1)(iii) by
knowingly accepting contributions made in the names of other
persons.

As to the ostensible contributors involved, the General
Counsel recommends that the Commission defer taking action until
a response from the Committee is received.

RECOMMENDAT ION

1) Find reason to believe that the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C.
S441f and 11 C.F.R. Sll0.4(b)(1)(iii) by knowingly
accepting contributions made in the names of other
persons.

2) Send the attached notification letter and

o General Counsel's Legal and Factual Analysis.

Attachments

1) Analysis of Submission 17 for Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee, Inc. dated August 12,

o 1980.

2) Money orders

CO



Attachment 1

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 12, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

THROUGH: WILLIAM P. LOUGHREY
ACTING STAFF DIRECTOR.

FROM: BOB COSTA

SUBJECT: ANALYSIS OF SUBMISSION 17 FOR CARTER/MONDALE
PRESIDENTIAL COMMITTEE, INC.

During the review of Submission 17 of the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee, Inc., a similarity between six (6)
money orders included in the sample was noted. The six' (6)
money orders were drawn on the Manhattan Savings Bank on
February 29, 1980 in the amount of one hundred dollars each. 1/
The serial numbers in the six (6) money orders were from two
(2) numerical series (106522, 106531, 106543 & 592622, 592624,
592643), and four (4) of the money orders listed-the contribu-
tors' place of employment as the Silver Palace Restaurant in
New York City.0

Further review of copies of written instruments submitted
from New York and New Jersey revealed 64 additional Manhattan
Savings Bank money orders which were generally sequentially
ordered and apparently from individuals of oriental descent
(see Attachment I). Sixty (60) of these money orders were for
the amount of one hundred dollars ($100.00) and dated February 29,

0 1980. 1/

For twenty five (25) of the one hundred dollar money orders
(including the 6 sample items) the contributors' occupation
and principal place of business on the attached contributor card
was shown as a waiter or cook employed by the Silver Palace
Restaurant. In addition, three (3) money orders were attributed
to a businessman working for the Young Jin Trading Company. No
occupation or principal place of business was given for the re-
maining $100 money orders.

1/ Both the amount and date on the money orders are machine
encoded which indicates that the money orders were all
purchased on the same date.



Ur(-9

A review of prior submissions for money orders from these
sequential series identified an additional three (3) money orders
dated February 23, 1980.* These money orders were from contributors
of apparent "oriental descent; but differed in amount, and/or place

- of emplyment. (see Attachment II).

Further, a review of the Committee's disclosure reports around
the time of the contributions indicated that a fundraising event
took place at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York City on
approximately March 3, 1980.

One additional aspect relating to these money orders should
be noted. In several instances the handwriting on the "Remitter's
Signature" line of the money order differs from the handwritinq on
the line "(*MUST BE PERSONALLY SIGNED BY THE CONTRIBUTOR)" located
on the attached contribution verification form (see Attachment III
and IV). Also, it appears that the same handwritina exists on all'
the money orders for the payee line "Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee." The money orders submitted for matching are available
for your review and are located in the Audit Division's Matching
Fund files.

This matter is being referred to your office for review with
the Audit staff recommendation that the Office of General Counsel
send positive confirmation letters to each of these contributors
to gain assurance as to the validity/matchabilitv, of these contribu-
tions.

O If you have any questions regarding the above information,
please do not hesitate to contact Ray Lisi or Glen Buco on
extension 3-4155.

'I

Attachments as stated

* See footnote l/

?>ag
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Attachment I

CART 17

MANHATTAN SAVINGS BANK MONEY ORDERS

Contributor Name Occupation/PPB Money Order # Dae Amount

Chan Kwok Hung. Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106522 02/29/80 $ 100.00

Au C. Sing Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106523 02/29/80 100.00
Chiu Tak Foon Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106524 02/29/80 100.00

'"Cheung Yuen Ting Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106526 02/29/80 100.00

*pheng Wai ing Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106527 02/29/80 100.00

o Chau Hing Lit Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106530 02/29/80 100.00
Ch'au Chak Yum Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106531 02/29/80 100.00
Chan Wai Kuen Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106532 02/29/80 100.00
Chan Sui Wing Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant" 106533 02/29/80 100.00

., Lam The Hoa Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106535 02/29/80 100.00

Lam Chit Cheung Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106536 02/29/80 100.00
o Bill S. Hui Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106537 02/29/80 100.00 Al)

Fung Sik Yec Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106540 02/29/80 i00.00

Johnson Chu Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106543 02/29/80 100.00

Lee Yim Sun Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 592615 02/29/80

Lee Chpung Kwei Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 592617 02/29/80 100.00

Lau Yem Chou Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 592619 02/29/80 100.00

Lau P. Hing Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant, 592622 02/29/80 100.00
Frank Wang None Listed 592623 02/29/80 100.00
Lucia Wang t it 592624 02/29/80 100.00
T. T. Wang 592625 02/29/80 100.00
T. T. Wang " 592626 02/29/80 100.00
Sim F. Chow " .592627 02/29/80 100.00
Kwei T. Yu-Sum 592628 02/29/80 100.00
Irene Sun 592629 02/29/80 100.00
Yang Kuo-Shio 592630 02/29/80. 100.00



Attachment I 1
CART 17

MANHATTAN SAVINGS BANK MONEY ORDERS
/

Contributor Name Occupation/PPB Money Order # Date Amount

Yeung Shun-Fook None Listed 592631 02/29/80 $ 100.00
K. G. Yeung " " 592632 02/29/80100.00
Ngan Chan " 592633 02/29/80 100.00Choi Cheing " 592634 02/29/80 100.00

Kwan Ho " 592639 02/29/80 100.00
b Ruby Chi " 592640 02/29/80 100.00

So [lung Shum 592641 02/29/80 100.00
Hong Chi " "592642 02/29/80 100.00

L. George Lau 592643 02/29/80 100.00
George Lau 592644 02/29/80 100.00

' Yew Leung Wong 592645 02/29/80 100.00
Soo Ling Wong " " 592646 02/29/80 100.00

3 1'ah Chan it to 592647 02/29/80 100.00
Yuen May Leung " " 592648 02/29/80 100O0
Yin Young Leung " " 592649 02/29/80 100.00o Suey Jin Chili Leung " " 592650 02/29/80 100.00

t Chung lop Ping " 592652 02/29/80 100.00
Tao T. Wei " 592653 02/29/80 100.00 I .
Ja F. Wei 592654 02/29/80 100.00

STerrin Hwang 592657 02/29/80 100.00
Ming Wha Woo 592658 02/29/80 100.00
Mieh flu " " 592659 02/29/80 100.00
Sin Joung Ha 592660 02/29/80 100.00
Joyce flu 592661 02/29/80 100.00
Bernakella Hu " 592662 02/29/80 100.00
Leung C. Ping Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592663 02/29/80 100.00
Leung W. Kwong Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592664 02/29/80 100.00

Lo Ting Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592666 02/29/80 100.00
Louie C. Jor Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592667 02/29/80 100.00
Louie C. Foo Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592668 02/29/80 100.00



Attachment I

CART 17

4 MANHATTAN SAVINGS BANK MONEY ORDERS
/

Contributor Name Occupation/PPB Money 9rder * Date Amount

Lui If. Kuen Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592669 02/29/80 $ 100.00
Na Koon Kau Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592670 02/29/80 100.00

"' Chun S. Au None Listed 592673 02/29/80 100.00
* Young Kim None Listed 592674 02/29/80 100,00

David D. H. Kim Businessman/Young Jin Trading Co. 592675 02/29/80 100.00
O David D. H. Kim Businessman/Young Jin Trading Co. 592676 02/29/80 100.00

Do Young Paik None Listed 592678 02/29/801
Do Young Paik None Listed 592679 02/29/80 100.00
David D. H. Kim Businessman/Young Jin Trading Co. 592680 02/29/80 100.00

Do Young Paik None Listed 592682 02/29/80 100.00
Shui K. Lee Owner liquor store/Sun Wai Liquor Store 591754 02/28/80
Shui K. Lee Owner/liquor store/Sun Wai Liquor Store 591755 02/28/80 500.00

Leung Shui Sum Businessman/None listed 591757 02/28/80 500.00

Bob Leu Businesswoman/None Listed 591765 02/28/80 400.00

Total $8,500.00
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Attachment I1

CART 13

MANHATTAN SAVINGS BANK MONEY ORDERS
/

Contributor Name Occupation/PPB Money Order 0 Date Amount

Ilse W. Chun Businessman/Dinlay Co. 591764 02/28/80 $400.00

Yet Suey Gee (Tom) Factory worker/Easeley Sport Short Co. 592636 02/28/80 100.00

ywok Tung Tam Restaurant Mgr./Chinese Republic
Restaurant 592635 02/28/80 100.0Q

f)

0• N

o/
lv:.



I a * i| tV.. ~ 4Y &J&.. k.J.a.." ... V 1f& a,.i ,.*w. aiJ~ .J. .: L . ' . •. '. !i V |. ,,I ,3 A N , $'fiN L. iD A. V-" R. .. ."

c E A 0 , N C. ,. , .". t , ' .

NOT OOOPOJIAMONTOOVER FIVC 4uNOIIEJ OOLL).H~i S8UCoO.)I / I.' I. I-:--: . ,.
.,/, . ), . ' ' . . .. . ' .. . . .. . r.!t

AL'/ A.',., :n ,.4MuT INU-"T ,'AYE.'t NAME ON AUOV. LiNC I

SY 
.......

I t . ...... ... . .. __ __ __ __ __ _

3ANKS "RUS" ;A, A q

NE YORK. N. Y. AOREG
.-. 

.:.'. ..

.. . .. .. . ... .. .. .. ...... -9 I: •G 2 L 11-0 1.0 ."

4 l a 14 & &4

I-.J

£4 ~~A F: I 6 ~ £a

0 .;: 'I 4

•a .. I:j,- .--.

* ,. .i L.' '... -

... ....... . ... - . . . . . . J.. - " . . ... .... '' '- . .. . . ... ... . " " " " " " " - ,

, V A .1 •.

* II .* a ,-:
. ' t 

.,*. . . , ,_** .

'a." ... -.. €,,,

j '.

- a- ..**....* a . , i

! .".::~** " 111 ' a -"*



-. t.. fD(t!OStT TICKET ..

j CAflTERI DALE PilESIOEtITIAL COM . 114r

7 77 17 PnhIICIPI. COfT .2/H.,E MANl-IATTAN,SAVINGS rlA, " .'"
I - . TH.US , ... ~ ~p; t Ifl~JwNEWYO k - ,

: i -.. .., 9.. 2, ,o, , • .t .': ,,.Mio! ,. •r .,

S A VI N GS B A N K M 0 N E Y 0RDER o
• ' '":".DATE PAY S." "" "ti''

" " "NOT OOD POR AMOUNTS OVEn PIVE iturID DOLLAM1S I V0i '

". "T"1 , 8 0 ' ', :.'*.. ..... C '.'. I .I 7. PAY T6 THE.__._ '' T HE '. .

REI TTER MUST I' 'n. PAYER'* NAME ON AOVK LINE o0

/KA, I. ad 4.,.SAVINGS BANKS TRUST COMPANY.-. 0E~TE~NEW YORK. N. Y.1

} -. .i... :: , - . .... . . • * / - .:. -< ,., ,..

4,ii35q2635" 1:02r0791,13: 00 2 1 ,s,0 7 -10. ,, o,41
*1 . nT~tl ~ '7 1IAIn 71- .", -J ;i'

0 .'. ° !; rl k . . . ,!t'.1' : i "L.'L._L
11T C1: . ru3 c L

till .

. .j " " "- N A Ir- 1 3 ' '.-

' 1"; 
_'

41..

I., " . " ". . • , . 1 . I,.;l , '".'

je

7 " u .. ..

.4,. __ __ ,^ ,,,i. .'I N ( I __•_, ._,.__.__,._._

. ('f C'OMPAN

,A 1.~- - - ;~ "  I:

CITY STATE, "' LL

'i'< " 'ft



_________ / 2-44 . 3.

* -:.,. ,/-t'-r' cA VV11e 'V" a

0m

_LlABL.ER, Ik£j-EfAL_ PR flI1 AI IAL_..A PM lG

IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION RULES AND ENSURE

THAT YOUR CONTRIBUTION 4ILL QUALIFY FOR FEDERAL MATCHING FUNDS WE • (

00000000000027171310 032180027 L 02 ADD IT IONS/CORRECT IONS (PLEAS&E PRINT)

MR. TSE W CHUN JITITLE 1 jNAM,-jLAST,FIRST.j#-4.1 )M0R ZLE wnCHUN(21 -A i ,u fA

5 MOTT ST I A DRE z'/"

3 1 ADDRESS I

NY NY 1001-3 1 ICITY/ I STATEIZIP-

%T
)- -I I TEL

BUS INES SMAN I OCCUPATION7. 1

PLACE OF BUSI NESS? I ICOMPANY NAMF . .

NjY NY 10013 1 ICITY ISTATEIZiP I

AMOUNT OF CONTRIBUTION $ 400.00 1 ICATEGORY lCONTRIBUTION _/_.___

THE CONTRIBUTICN SET FORTH ABCVE: • "o (

A. REPRESENTS M.Y PERSONAL FUNDS, THE GIVING OF WHICH

REPRESENTS NC VIOLATICN OF ANY TRUST CR ESCROW
AGREEMENT; AND

B. HAS NOT BEEN DRAWN ON AN ACCOUNT MAINTAINED BY AN

INCCRPORATEO ENTITY. "" -

(*MUST BE PERSCNALLY SIGNED BY THE CONTRIBUTOR)

" .. • * * - . .* :,Z- ' a -- m . .r ' ..' -
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IN OIRDER TO COMPLY WITH ThE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISS"ION RULES AND ENSURE

7;00000000000026019610 0318800C7 L 01 ADDITONS/CORRECT1ONS (PLEASE PRINT#

KWOK T I -ITITLE I INAME CLASTFIRSTMI)

•

710AS -I paCOR-SS Kop

I JAbORESS

JACKSON HEIGHTS NY I JYISTATEIZIP
I I C ... .

............ . ........ . .. ....... ........... . .

C -. - I' E • .-- _ __ _ _ _ __ _ _ _

OCCUPAT ION? I IOCCUPATIGN

PL.ACE OF BUSINESS? I ICOGIPg-NY NAME

J: _ _ _ _

-t• . (Z .itIc

AMOUNT OF CONT~RIBUTION S 100.00 1 ICATEGORY I CO0N T RB 10IN

THE CTNTRIBUTION SET FORFTH ABCVE:

A. REPRESENTS KY PERSONAL FUNDS, TI-E GIVING OF WHICH
REPRESENTS NO VIOLATIN OF ANY TRUST OR ESCROW
AGREEMENT; AND

B. HAS NOT BEEN CRAWN ON AN ACCOUNT MAINTAINED BY AN
INCRPORATEI ENTIRTY.

(*P UST BE PERSCNALLY SIGNED BY THE CONT UTOR)

] IX . / ITT I ! _

-- ~- AGREMEN; AD .-



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463 Dcme1 98

MEMORANDUM-

TO: CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

THROUGH: B. ALLEN CLUTTER, III '
STAFF DIRECTOR

FROM: ROBERT J. COSTA

SUBJECT: A. UPDATE OF ANALYSIS OF CARTER/MONDALE
SUBMISSION 17

0 A. In reference to the Subnission 17 matter previously referred

to your office on August 12, 1980, attached please find copies of
the check and check request relating to the fundraising event

0% held at the Silver Palace Restaurant, (Attachments 1 and II).
Please note that the check reauest provides information concerning
the expected number of particlpants, and.the charge per person
to the Committee.
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O, I=s.TO $_________

. TOTHE ORDER OF

-" cei1 s-Attaine

.1

L

DETACH AND RETAIN THIS STATEMENT 1069 LYAC"90 CHIECIL1 IN ImPAYMANI OF 116019 OtP;m6 aft CO SUC Pcm*W IK"sa F we bs mp1n. we. aecIn-,m

CATE DESCIPTION

E34v2 4-21,/ NrC

CARTERt-MONDALE PRESIDENTIAL COMMITTEE. INC.
OPERATnGe ACCOUNT N

Proposal Attachad Agrerent/Contract kta&e.dr

FPeceipts Attached

(oNoat Write Below This Line -For Appromal Punposes Crly*!)

~~ .L ~L . Date__________ Aim. unt
Ct center ttecor

A~~~7f ~~Date CC_______

THIS FOM %%S*-E sViz O COjo e7t;.. CZMci Q

-k



TO: t'Ja -. ,(Q , Cost Center Director DPTE__ _ _ _

S UW ECT: Recuest for Exiditure . r'vdl/Cr-.£eck F?.cuest
(Give Coapleze Deralis of ,e-esz)

Name to be Used on Cneck

Address

Ad ,ress t

PUP-'OSE OF TPE:TDIIt: DEE JED IcuiPs

:~DM= PAFT M OUS._%IAIN 2

Purc-ase Order t-tache, Invice Attached

Cost Estimate -Attac6he- d Order Form Attaaneid

Prozsal' Attned Are_._rnt/Contract At.tached

Receipts Attached

(Do Not Write Below This Line - For A provai Purposes Or..:)

I- . ~Date__ A'cunt
Cost Center Director

Date_________ /
C/

T- asurer/Ccnruro iier Du /

,HIS EP.M :..ST BE StBTED 0 CLiR 4-b

Ma-STO M_ Zr 7Mz. 5 k

am4



........T~~T iJ C :" .1
.. . .. ..... . . ,,:.. _:.. ... :_.; ;;.;;: ;.,. .:, .... ;,01-t.,,,TT3.U POSIT' TICKET

37.3 3i MANILJA~dANI.CA~INGS ANII r"'~:t ~%ER-MONDALE PRESIDE14TALCM. c
.'[HE .,.MAN HATTAN.V, V . .!yL N ,. g ,-1-10. - -x- i! CIPLE ACCOUNT 20

, , . .NEW YOR•NEW YORK " '.. 'Yj14 I -1"'' :

~&'as.~'THIS MONEYO E Mvsn m g9SffE *aT 1 SOAVS I'F9.ct.)±. , 52A'!
G S B A N K M O N E Y 0OR D E R

..... . .." .. "• F0$-100
- ATE . PAY S DATE 03 0 . ___1__

NOT GOOD FOR AMOUNTS OVER FIVE HtiNDRED DOLLARS IsiOO.i 00

PAY TO "r. -A

ORDER 07-.L V Lt4NIE-• -- - - " : :~RIMiTrinUTI -114SET FAYE'- MAMIE oNON iEI|''"k:' "

REMITTERB gEE ig iNaT .1.
NEW YORK, NSY. f-" ," NAM " V,.

-1 T (. 
_ _F _. _ __._ _ '

j!2,ortl52n: fl2BOOf II1,3OOinI =O ....__

- -" mu' .- n
4.)ar kMWih

vF X

cuy TAE zip'

OC(:I)PTIO NI: Y'

NAMr. ,,r ,:(,1 'ANY, -

IL . ....
!

A A'

TrI,U I ) A.MOINT S ,,/,-- / )_ J,'

ft vp ose od so-mi/



• • ~ ~itru5,y TICKET*.?
CARTER.MONDALE PRESIDENTIAL COMM-@,.

.0.4.9 7 PRINCIPLE ACCOUNT 20

.... •.I• -. 04:,0•* "~~:.*P* " . • A' w :'

TA -SA G
.. ........, . .. N.. . ,iS V .G .I nill , l!:i:: "-T'HI: MA ," Kt ATTA .i  {itypR5..

, . . - ... . 'H IT W .y oV A

go.,S MONEY DS TD WITHId W , DATEAV:FG H A .M,'. _. ... .*, . .. o;: ~~~~C ,r-.4 ,E{ Y;,,,,, 0..' . -, ."-,. .,: """.... ...

4 G "8A N K -.. ........ - -- ; 10 0.,

DATE--- .... i" , .b .PAY; 5 1.' " :

1401 00 FOR AMOUNTS OVER FIva HUNIDRED DOLLRS 
0SOOI

,oo oR .ouN. ov. "'" .104. orl :

HE 0

-Rr- or RT P^JJ-8NM O BVV!
RREMITTER MUST INSER E- 0 -- -" . ,itD

7 .0

r;A1  0

37S BANKS TRUST COMPANY - R,"I'S 'IGNAfUR" IE
NEW YORK, N.Y. .D

-" " '"" 0 - ..*,,

........... ........ .. ... ., , ,
1.'.1 ________.,,.,_,,:,, __ uJ ,.#_ -, , , -

- - - - - - --1, 1 1 Al

, : " S i I t
, ..h Il , : .- _ ._ + , -., -. .- . . , .

_.I 

....

A'Y
..... . ... I .. le "I -III Y / ? I IAlI I.i : _ .. .... .- ' - ..

.... .-o clx s 5;L. o :+.... .. -.,hli - I

" A.iIIII .+ iilt,,lN
cl I* y i kkki

f o d f w * b e d * 0 " i f



8 0 4 0 9 0 7 7' 'DPOSI TICKET

CAnTER.MONDALE PnESIDENTIAL COMM.. hMC

" .. PRINCIPLE ACCOUNT 20

.2... .. ..... . -,-1 t7BANKOF

THE MANHATTAN *,, SAVINGS, BAN,' .j
. . .. K. l'• "-L-. - !-- --pii,,., . I lNQ0 1

.".NEW YORKi NEW YORK . . "
' :

THSMONEKY OrDER NUST SEPRESENT40 WITH I oDY.N p;;-0-.N~~~~~~ E y0'l 
L'FCICSSllIYtt '

S A. V I N G S B AN KN-EY"R D-E.R.

DATE PAY $ ) 2 9 -' 0 771 non

P A Y T O T H E O T 0 0 0 0 F O R A M O U N T S V E R~ V IV Et H U N t b R E D 0 O L R 0(I90 0.)

•// -A o.o*o..v.,..o.o .,.®, =; o oiPAY To THE , ,.i.:.. .. ;oo 
no ¢ -" "- 2 4), -- '. ' ' ""' "0

ORDER 
O.t< 0

REMITTER MUST INERT PAVEE'S NAME ON ANOVE LINE ... . 0

3AVINGS BANKS TRUST COMPANY REMITT g a GNAT' i J
NEW YORK, N.Y. 
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONS WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

ES May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RCEIPT REQUESTED

Hong Chi
410 E. 6th Street
New York, New York 10009

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Hong Chi:

This letter is to notify you t1at the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of it s -ervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that yorA h*,e violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provisls of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ({te Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).

A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, r-you have the POpW-tunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be t& against you in connection
with this matter. Your response mas tbe 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
i nformation.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commissitq'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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a),(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin I

j Warren McGarry

Enclosures Chairman

Sum-nary of Possible Violations
Pr6c"edures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dyme rsky
RESPONDENT Hong Chi (2 34(202) 523-4039 ,

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D Jil

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ('the Committee').

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

' order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
. other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, aiiy
>0 person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mrs. TT. Wang
300 E. 75th Street
New York, New York 10021

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mrs. T.T. Wang:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

01. - has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act,., you have the opportunity, to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

T 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.

IT Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin 1

J hn Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of P*Pssible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) &-TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Mrs. T.T. Wang

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the CommitteeP).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

C3 order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

-' were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

oD writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

qT different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, a~y

y person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Sim Fuey Chow
830 Avenue H
Brooklyn, New York 11233

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Siru Fuey Chow:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

0 has found reason to believe that you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Actu) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

C3 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

ohn WarrenMcar
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Sim Fuey Chow

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee's).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

. were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

0
Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any

) person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kwei Tik Yum-Sum
48-11 91st Street
Elmhurst, New York 11372

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Kwei Tik Yum-Sum:

This letter is to notify "u that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course Of is supervisory responsibilities,
-has found reason to believe that Pu have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a , :iision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as men the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violiW i% is enclosed.

Under the Act,, you hav ofrtunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action sbu en against you in connection
with this matter. Your respi =st be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. It' u response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take-- futter action based on the available
information.

C-,

Please submit any factu l or gal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Comi on's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements s 4 be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confiential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 4371(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that youztish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

S hn Warren McGarry.

Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 NUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Kwei Tik Yum-Sum

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
. other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

• O knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in makinga contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981
CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Irene Sun
48-11 91st Street
Elmhurst, New York 11372

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Irene Sun:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Cam-mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Electionr~l Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act*) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et Seg.).A summary of the possible violation is enclosed. -_

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should be taken against you in connectionwith this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

P
blePlease submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of yourlawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Jhn Warren McGarry *
Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Wiolations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky

RESPONDENT Irene Sun
(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that

respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
' other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

07 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
r and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

O knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making

a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person

did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-

mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation -

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Yang Kuo-Shio
94-36 Alstyne Avenue
Elmhurst, New York 11373

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Yang Kuo-Shio:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et segs)o
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

Swith this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15

W 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.

C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
CIO 2 u.s.c. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

J nWarren McGarr
Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) &TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Yang Kuo-Shio

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
, other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
Y person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Yeung Shun-Fook
94-36 Alstyne Avenue
Elmhurst, New York 11373

Re: MUR 1353Dear Yeung Shun-Fook:

This letter is to notify yow that the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course o*4Its supervisory responsibilities,has found reason to believe ' ,ou have violated S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, *j-'*vision of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amet "the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.).A summary of the possible vip)4i n is enclosed.Under the Act, you have ,-ipportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action ...taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your r eust be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. response is received within 15days, the Commission may ta *.. er action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factul ,drt legal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Q0mi"sion's analysis of this matter.C Where appropriate, statements I t06ild be submitted under oath.
This matter will remain 004idential in accordance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S -40P7g(a) (12) (A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that y" wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, addriss and telephone number of yourlawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

in 1arr

Warren
Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) &" TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Yeung Shun-Fook

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan SAvings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
e other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
' were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
o writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

c knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

K. G. Yeung
94-36 Aistyne Avenue
Elmhurst, New York 11373

Re: . 353
Dear K. G. Yeung:

This letter is to notify you that the e r4 Election Com-mission, in the normal course of its superv "is responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have vio4i4 S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a provision of t~W deral ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act) (2 C. S 431 et seq,)oMUM A summary of the possible violation is enclos e &;

Under the Act, you have the opportu onstrate, inwriting, that no action should be taken agai in connection7 with this matter. Your response must be a within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response La ved within 15days, the Commission may take further action on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materW- ,hich you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analy*4:i pf this matter.C4 Where appropriate, statements should be submitt'5 nder oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accWance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) uls you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the mtterto be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal cosel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a ietter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

S iy 

" 

y

JnW arren McGa ry
Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MNBER(S) & T2L. VO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT K. G. Yeung

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

% were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-o writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

' different people in each instance.

0 Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, anym person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making

0 a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person namedon the money order made a contribution (when in fact this persondid not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463 411

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Choi Luen Cheing
64 Rutger Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Choi Luen Cheing:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Si

Enclosures 
Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures +
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL* NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Choi Luen Cheing (202) 523-4639

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing

respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MOW The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that

respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

Swere purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

o writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, acy
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-

mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ngan Chan
64 Rutger Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Ngan Chan:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of $1ts -oupervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that -j.have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a ptOW1#Lon of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (lthe Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violatio is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the ,,;tunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should I3"=e -- n against you in connection
with this matter. Your response A be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no*mesponse is received within 15days, the Commission may take fuii-he action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or 1eal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the ClomWi Vs analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements shOuldbe submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confifozitial in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 4379(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 legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

hn Warrencary

Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures

7-
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky

RESPONDENT Ngan Chan ( 2-- ~(202) 523-40'39 . ~

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of

O' other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

0D writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
q and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, ary
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears

to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly.
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person

did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-

mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. 441f.

At-
•



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

ris May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kwan Ho
117 Mott Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Kwan Ho:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of it*; 0ervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that yo* ,e violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a prOvti4.. of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (f tb'Actu) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq).
A summary of the possible violation .i enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the ity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be against you in connection
with this matter* Your response t submitted ithin 15 daysC71-subittd wthit15day
of receipt of this letter. If no rAIo0*ase is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further oation based on the available
i nformation.

0
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commissiona analysis of this matter.
o Where appropriate, statements should be. *submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidenti4 in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)fo2)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin

hn Warren Mc arry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) &TEL. NO.

Michael DyMersky
RESPONDENT Kwan Ho

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

" order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

Swere purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
qw and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

different people in each instance.
C

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

,knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation "

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ruby Chi
410 E. 6th Street
New York, New York 10009

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Ruby Chi:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of itssupervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that yow heve violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States COde, a proviaLon of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (theAct") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et Beg.),
A summary of the possible violation .is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the nity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be against you in connection
with this matter. Your response autt be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. if z z*Wpse is received within 15
days, the Commission may take furthi action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or isgal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commissiins analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should b* submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidentil in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

0nWarren McGy
Enclosures Chairman

Summary (5f Po.ssible Violations
Procedures



4+.

0 ~ ~ ~ ~ + whn 6tMW+A

AATW

& AN

Mm Mw

qw dw lick j

D~~ddr.. rUA alp

"I... DE

And.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Ruby Chi

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N ER A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee*).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
. person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION V

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

So Hung Shum
117 Mott Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: [UR 1353
Dear So Hung Shum:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act') (2 U.S.C. S 431 et !s.),
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in (
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

.(V

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

S inc

j~hn Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures '4



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT So Hung Shum

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
C other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
" were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
Swriting on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

v and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
' person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Hing Lit Chau
92 E. Broadway
New York, New York 10006

Rest MUR 1353
Dear Hing Lit Chau:

This letter is to notify you that.'t* Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its ...trvisory responsibilities,

'ak) has found reason to believe that you tbw.iolated s 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provis:O4 ofthe Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Aot )1* (2 U.S.C. S 431 et Be).
A summary of the possible violation i en*o*sed.

Under the Act, you have the to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be takmnat you in connection

r-N with this matter. Your response must i0 ", tted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no repo is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further aet4iW based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal 3Stirials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's a lysis of this matter.o Where appropriate, statements should be tjhlitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
__ 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12),(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legl counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

hnWarrenMcar
Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Hing Lit Chau

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committeew).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
, other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

. and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441fo



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chak Yum Chau
41-15A 75th Street
Elmhurst, New York 11373

Belt MUR 1353
Dear Chak Yum Chau:

This letter is to notify you that the 1i deral Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its su""Isory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have vlolated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act| (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the o0 demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be takek, st you in connection
with this matter. Your response must No. ttd within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no respda- La received within 15
days, the Commission may take further actia based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal matto ials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's a',ysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be subotted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the mtter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sening a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sinc 1

John Warren cay

Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible ViolationsProcedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO,

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Chak Yum Chau

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

" were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
N person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used-by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chan Wai Kuen
66 Mulberry Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chan Wai Kuen:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et -peg*
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days 4
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15

%im' 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. S 437g(a)(4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

3 hn Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) &TEL. NO.

Michael Dynmrsky
RESPONDENT Chan Wai Kuen

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee*).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

MEO order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
0 other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
' were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
Swriting on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
% person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



wFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

FISt May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chan Sui Wing
1259 57th Street
Brooklyn, New York 11219

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chan Sui Wing:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Con-
mission, in the normal course of its Supervisory responsibilities,

%C; has found reason to believe that you fave violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (t60 Actw) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seqeo
A summary of the possible violation.is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the tunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be n against you in connection

, with this matter. Your response 9 be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If a.* esponse is received within 15
days, the Commission may take ft 'action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or 10"l materials which you
believe are relevant to the ComissLik's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should bj'e submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. s 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin 1,

John Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Chan Sui Wing

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee (*the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
r other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

C writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
I 7WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lam The Hoa
34 Hillside Avenue
New York, New York 10040

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Lam The Hoa:

This letter is to notify you that-the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of itsm.spervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you hve violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provta n of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ( ith*Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violatict i enclosed.

Under the Act, you have tha nity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be against you in connection
with this matter. Your response t be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no' ase is received within 15
days, the Commission may take furt e t-*ction based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legZ6 materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commissiw,'# analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should.be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confident41 in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)t 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 legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin y

ohn Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky v
RESPONDENT Lam The Hoa

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee (*the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

. The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

- order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

C Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any

person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation /

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lam Chit Cheung
633 E. 16th Street
Brooklyn, New York 11218

Re: 1353
Dear Lam Chit Cheung:

This letter is to notify you that the 74ral Election Com-mission, in the normal course of its sup~r1Sg4*, responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have VL dS 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of th*, Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act') '(2 U.S.C. S 431 et 8!29A summary of the possible violation is encl-os--

Under the Act, u have the opports demonstrate, inwriting, that no actlon should be taken',ou in connectionwith this matter. Your response must be d within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no respouse eived within 15
days, the Commission may take further acti d on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal ma which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's an4 of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should besut under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in a*)rdance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) ulless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the mtt.r to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal ,Ounsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sendingla letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

J hn Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky

RESPONDENT Lam Chit Cheung M
(202) 523-4039

4

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee".

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money ,

order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
O other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
~ were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
,47 and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Bill S. Hui
749 57th Street
Brooklyn, New York 11220

Res NUR 1353.V
Dear Bill S. Hui:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal IIotion Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory r5.W sibilities,has found reason to believe that you have violated If of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Fe446 Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act*) (2 J.C 5 431 et seq.A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to ate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against yo onnection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted n 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is ros ithin 15days, the Commission may take further action based ... ae available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials vb you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of s matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted und oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) urless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin r

John Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of 1 ,ssible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF M ER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky

RESPONDENT Bill S. Hui
(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

NFACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
, other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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S FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

, CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN E STD

Fung Sik Yec
245 Elizabeth Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Fung Sik Yec:

This letter is to notify you tbt the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course 0fgjts supervisory responsibilities,has found reason to believe that low wave violated S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a priM* Lon of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, asi.mended ('0 Act") (2 U.S.C. 5 431 et seq.).A summary, of the possible violati ta1i enclosed. --

Under the Act, you hive the, tunity to demonstrate, in! writing, that no actlon 9hould be n against you in connection
with this matter. Your responsei .-"be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. If no- se is received within 15days, the Commission may take futZ ai basedontheavailable
information.

Please submit any factual org.-al materials which youbelieve are relevant to the CommisSiOn's analysis of this matter.Where appropriate, statements shoul4 be submitted under oath.

rThis matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you ish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

John Warren McGarryEnclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMER(S) & TEL. wO.

Michael Dymersky

RESPONDENT Fung Sik Yec (202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

-_ FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of

... other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
o were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
jand the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

, knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making

a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another

person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears

to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly

allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named

on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person

did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-

mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a

contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f°



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECI REQUESTED

Johnson Chu
3 2 Monroe Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Johnson Chu:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Con- .''
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

lc has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of

Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
NOV Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).

A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

ok. 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
o information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
_ 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin

hn Wrren McGarChairman i

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Johnson Chu

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee').

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

o writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

n knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another,
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lee Yim Sun
32 Henry Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Lee Yim Sun:

This letter is to noUfy yu that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal courtio  * its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe 00f. you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code , _ptovision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amexA4 ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se.
A summary of the possible v±*lation is enclosed.

Under the Act, opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this lettti*0 response is received within 154) days, the Commission may tii f rt action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factial at legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Oas4ission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain acatidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4) (B) and S 4'.7g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that 'Yu wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be repreiOted by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin 1

hnWarren M

Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Lee Yim Sun

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee (Othe Committeem).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

) were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
r and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S)& TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky

RESPONDENT Lee Yim Sun
(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing

respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/

Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of

0% other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any

person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

e knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making

a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another

person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears

to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly

allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by

someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named

on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person

did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-

mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a

contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
TURk RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lee Cheung Kwir 4

375 Broome Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lee Cheung Kwir:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
QD mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq).

A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
C71 writing, that no action should be taken against you 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
o) days, the Commission may take further action based on the available

information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
O believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

en This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-

sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your

lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin

J A Warren McGarry
Chairman

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MWBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Lee Cheung Kwir

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
C other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
Y) were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, auy
M person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



<4p
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981 &

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Frank Wang
96-10 41st Avenue
Corona, New York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Frank Wang:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Cor-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,G has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.) ,
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection0% with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15days, the Commission may take further action based on the available

o information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter

oD Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission. .

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin

hn Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Frank Wang

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee (*the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

-' The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of

oY. other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

? were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

V.
Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any

person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
_ knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making

a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lau Po Bing
9-11 Delancey Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Lau Po Bing:

This letter is to notify youw ,that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course ot' ts supervisory responsibilities,

-. has found reason to believe tbt. u have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, 4t, ision of the Federal Election

-Alt Campaign Act of 1971, as amen tthe Act*) (2 U.S.C. 5 431 et se
A summary of the possible viola. is enclosed.

Under the Act, you WhaIe . portunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action shoul aken against you in connection
(71- with this matter. Your res Iioust be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. , response is received within 15days, the Commission may take her action based on the available

information.

Please submit any factual J legal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the sion's analysis of this matter.
7 Where appropriate, statements a ld be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain colltdential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 43'Ig(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that y wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be repremted by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sinc

hn MWarren cGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. No

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Lau Po Hing

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
co. other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
' were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation J

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Law Yem Chou
19 Division Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Law Yem Chou:

This letter is to notify you thotthe Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its pervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you twxre violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a povis *i of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (t°b #.ctm) (2 U.s.c. S 431 et ss).
A summary of the possible violation s., enclosed.

Under the Act, you have nity to demonstrate, in
writingrthat no acton should be against you in connection
with this matter. Your response submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If uo*... sse is received within 15
days, the Commission may take fur~~et tion based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or lg.il -naterials which you
believe are relevant to the Ccnmissioftk* analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should ble,-submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidenttAl in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(A)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wiSkthe matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

John Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Law Yem Chou

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

iN FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

%The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

- order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
c other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
2 were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
o writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
VO person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RCEIPT REQUESTED

Lucia Wang
96-10 41st Avenue
Corona, New York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Lucia Wang:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s_ .0A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should be taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

John Warren McarryEnclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATh May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Lucia Wang

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowingrespondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orderswere purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-03 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, anyP person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for bysomeone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person A
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

T.T. Wang
300 So 75th Street
New York, New York 10021

Re: MUR 1353
Dear T.T. Wang:

This letter is to notify 'u that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal oourse its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Coda, rovision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as ("the Actu) (2 U.S.C. $ 431 et seg.),
A summary of the possible L.ion is enclosed.

Under the Act, you hl#. opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action s taken against you in connection

fo% with this matter, Your re- ... must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. ZtK*o response is received within 15
days, the Commission may tak tther action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factuI4 4 legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Oa4"ssion's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements, uld be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain c4aidential in accordance with
_ 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 417g(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 legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Jhn Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT T.T. Wang

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

IThe Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

-- order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
C. other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
' were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
o writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
, person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kwok Tung Tam
71-11 31st Street
Jackson Heights, New York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Kwok Tung Tam:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of i, pervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that y"z have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a priotsoion of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended .. ti Actf) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s__g).
A summary of the possible violation it enclosed.

Under the Act, you have th unity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be against you in connection
with this matter. Your response" tbe submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If nom4sponse is received within 15
days, the Commission may take furthr'action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual ot %4q1 materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commiolk"'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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented-by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

hn Warren McGarry

Enclosures Chairman
Summary. of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky

RESPONDENT Kwok Tung Tam
(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of

C% other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

0D writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
T and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

Sknowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making

a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears

to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by

someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named

on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-

mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441fo



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Shui Sum Leung
117 Mulberry Street, #2
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Shui Sum Leung:

This letter is to notify you t. the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course of $t* 0,upervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that W6R ye violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a pr on of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended Act*) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq ),.- A summary of the possible violati t* enclosed. "-

Under the Act, you have the unity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should against you in connection
with this matter. Your response | be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no : '1: nse is received within 15days, the Commission may take futir .,.action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or 1gWJ materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Comnis'eii*o s analysis of this matter.
where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Si. 1

Warren McGarr
Chairman

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353'
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Shui Sum Leung

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committeem).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
(r other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

0 were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

' and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

Sknowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

YES May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Yet Sue Gee (Tom)
71-11 31st Street
Jackson Heights, New York

RG* i MUR 1353
Dear Yet Sue Gee (Tom):

This letter is to notify you that the, ederal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supe sory responsibilities,

i ' has found reason to believe that you have iolated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provisionRO the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the ALt (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s_.).
A summary of the possible violation is Ro'ased.

Under the Act, you have the oppor to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be take:a nst you in connection
with this matter. Your response must bi itted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no ress is received within 15

- days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
inf ormation.

Please submit any factual or legal 1Wrials which you
believe are relevant to the Commissionls ,wolysis of this matter.

07 Where appropriate, statements should be sU~itted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential La accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)4A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish tbe matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by seing a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin e ly

hn Warren car
Chairman

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Yet Sue Gee (Tom)

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

, Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

.' were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
: person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Tse Wai Chun
5 Mott Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Tue Wai Chun:

This letter is to notify o -that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that, have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a.* sion of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amen4Sit he Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violati',is enclosed. --

Under the Act, you have rtunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action shoul& , en against you in connection
with this matter. Your respo t be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter.- It-'1-,' ponse is received within 15
days, the Commission may take leo ir action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual a) al materials which you
believe are relevant to the Cci *iin's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements ho 4 be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confiLeatial in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437##) (12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you vlsh the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sgini

Chairman
Enclosures

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Tse Wai Chun

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

CM The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
c- other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

. and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any*' person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from anotherperson to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for bysomeone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

YE May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Bob Leu
5 Mott Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353Dear Bob Leu:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of Aits supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that yu have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a pErision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amend (the Acta) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.),
A summary of the possible viola t is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have. portunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action shou j aken against you in connection
with this matter. Your respo, miAst be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If ao r esponse is received within 15days, the Commission may take ftAher action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the CoiAion'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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 431g(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 legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of yourlawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin 1

oh WrrenM cGarrY
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Bob Leu

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
> other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
" were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

C74
Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any

person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
Sknowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making

a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



I IONt

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Shui K. Lee
394 Chestnut
Kearny, Now Jersey 07032

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Shui K. Lee:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe thatY youhave violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a pr64 ion of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ltbe Act) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et
A summary of the possible violatio is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have t, ,rtunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action shoulAd b*. n against you in connection
with this matter. Your response be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter, If Uni sIeponse is received within 15days, the Commission may take f -.mtbr action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or 1 materials which you
believe are relevant to the m's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements shbO kbe submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidetial in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437gqE)(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 legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

John Warren McGarry' • Chairman
Enclosurus
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Shui K. Lee

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed moneyorder purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number ofC. other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

'9 were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

t knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in makinga contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from anotherperson to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for bysomeone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Do Young Paik
1330-32nd Avenue
Flushing, New York 11363

.Re: MUR 1353
Dear Do Young Paik:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its Suqrvisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you M04 violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provisihOuof the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("t% 1ta) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s,).
A summary of the possible violation is *aclosedo

Under the Act, you have the ty to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be Amainst you in connection
with this matter. Your response must • submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no reeim se is received within 15
days, the Commission may take fur thet11 ic on based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legI#. nterials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's #6nalysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements shouldbe submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12),(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

ASarr

ohn Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Do Young Paik

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowingrespondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed thatrespondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number ofO other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders" were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, andwere numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,Nr and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, anyperson from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in makinga contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from anotherperson to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for bysomeone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David D.H. Kim
38 W. 32nd Street
New York, New York 10001

Re: IbUR 1353
Dear David D.l. Kim:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its *% rvisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you hU." violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provisi ,',-of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*th Ahat0) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seo).
A summary of the possible violation i X'closed.

Under the Act, you have the ty to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be t ainst you in connection
with this matter. Your response maV submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take furthor -otion based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal '"terials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be_*ibmitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidentAil in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(la)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

hnWarren Mc arrChairman
Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT David D.H. Kim

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
nother money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
.were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

~. and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Young Kim
38 W. 32nd Street
New York, New York 10001

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Young Kim:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Con-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et Beg.)*
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have'the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sd

Warn McGarr
Chairman

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Young Kim

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
-order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
c other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
Y! were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
o writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
9 person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-

mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chun Sing Au
52 Bowery
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chun Sing Au:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

0-1 has found reason to believe that you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seqo).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 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 legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

hn Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) &-TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Chun Sing Au

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

Sorder purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
Sother money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
"1 were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

C
Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any

;' person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



:wuM{_ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Koon Kau Hg
45 Newkirk Street
Jersey City, New Jersey 07306

Re: MUR 1353Dear Koon Kau Hg:

This letter is to notify you tMt the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course of it*s.supervisory responsibilities,has found reason to believe that yo%:;have violated S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a proV ieon of the Federal ElectionCO Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.),
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed. "-

Under the Act, you have . tunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should n against you in connectionwith this matter. Your responeuso, t be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. If 0 sponse is received within 15'VN days, the Commission may take fv-thz action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or 10 l materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Comuidls.n's analysis of this matter.
C7. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437qa)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of yourlawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

hnWarrenMcar
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEN & TEL.N.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Koon Kau HS

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

Cl order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
~ other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
.++ were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and 4.

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
' person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lui Hor Kuen
66 Bayard Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Lui Hor Kuen:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
-Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 e eq.)
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0 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.

0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDE-NT Lui Hor Kuen

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

CI order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
C other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
> . were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
C1 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
q and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

different people in each instance.
0

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
Sperson from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chung Foo Louie
127 Henry Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chung Foo Louie:

This letter is to notify YOU that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,has found reason to believe that ' iu have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a #r±sion of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amendl (4the Act*) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s )
A summary of the possible violat*tcp. is enclosed. --

Under the Act, you have rtunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action shil4it ken against you in connectionwith this matter. Your respo .  t be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. 19-ab response is received within 15days, the Commission may take ft er action based on the available
information.

C3,
Please submit any factual ot i 'gal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Commisvon's analysis of this matter.Where appropriate, statements Sld be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidntial in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4) (B) and S 4370ta)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you Vish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represente by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission,

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

W&Mcarr

Chairman
Enclosures

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures

I
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky

RESPONDENT Chung Foo Louie
(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
, other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



1-S

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

4E May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chan Jor Louie
30 Henry Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chan Jor Louie:

This letter is to noti, yyou that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal cou,.of its supervisory responsibilities,

% has found reason to believ. tht you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Cod4p - provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 e eq )
A summary of the possible it lation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you. the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action gtd@,-be taken against you in connection

N with this matter. Your r ... e e must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. £t no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take turther action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Qwiission's analysis of this matter.

) Where appropriate, statementsk hould be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) andLSt437g(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 legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

hWarren McGarryChairman, .
Enclosures

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky

RESPONDENT Chan Jor Louie (202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that

respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of

c- other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

0D writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
.and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-

mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lo Ting
3403 14th Avenue
New York, New York 10009

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Lo Ting:

This letter is to notify y that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal courseb its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe 01,you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code,: .,ovision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as ame ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible V, n is enclosed.

Under the Act# you ha*0q"' oprtnity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action sh i4 bi taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your reso 7 must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. U* aresponse is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual. p legal materials which you
C believe are relevant to the 0s sionls analysis of this matter,

Where appropriate, statementsmbi ild be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain agatidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B). and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that yoUz wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represnted by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

gohn Warren McGarry

Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATL May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Lo Ting

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee').

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed moneyorder purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
cN other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

. and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

Sknowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

iMay 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Wing Kwong Leung
127 Henry Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353Dear Wing Kwong Leung:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its, supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you, -- e violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a prov i#U of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 19.71, as amended ('il Act " ) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.),
A summary of the possible violationais enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the ity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should be against you in connection
with this matter. Your response atat 10 submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no s se is received within 15- days, the Commission may take furthor oation based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or lgl materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commissiob analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

gnWrenMcGaryWy
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Wing Kwong Leung

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowingrespondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MOW The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed thatrespondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed moneyorder purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.
Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number ofother money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orderswere purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, andwere numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three 4different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, anyperson from making a contribution in the name of another person orknowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in makinga contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from anotherperson to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appearsto make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowinglyallowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for bysomeone else and thereby making it appear that the person namedon the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. 441f.



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

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chi Ping Leung
92 Madison Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353 4

Dear Chi Ping Leung:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Con-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq . :
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

/.

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Chi Ping Leung

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

C. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

- The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

C4 order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
O other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
Swere purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

C!
Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any

person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
Sknowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making

a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Bernakella Hu
34-44 59th Street
Woodstock, New York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Bernakella Hu:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0% 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.

0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

NThis matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 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 legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sg Jhn Warren Mc~arry

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Bernakella Hu

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

SNOW FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

CV order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
al other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee#

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
n. were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any Ze
.') person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Re comme ndat ion

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Joyce Hu
34-44 59th Street
Woodstock, Now York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Joyce E.Hu:

This letter is to notify you thtt the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its pervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that yow re violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a prod 1n of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended 'the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.).
A summary of the possible violat *L;enclosed.

Under., the Act, you have the nity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action shouldti''4ob against you in connection
witi this matter. Your response e submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If noa,, se is received within 15
days, the Comission may take furtj action based on the available
information.

C)
Please submit any factual or ,14 materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commis . mO.*, analysis of this matter.
c Where appropriate, statements should .be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidetial in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(,aR)4,12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented bv legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing yo r lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

J ohn Warren McGarry

Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Joyce Hu

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee")*

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

M order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

. were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

r different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, aly
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441fo



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Sin Joung Ha
34-44 59th Street
Woodstock, New York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Sin Joung Ha:

This letter is to notif you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal coursof its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe t*h4 you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code,i& ovision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.),
A summary of the possible vb- 1i on is enclosed.

Under the Act, you opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action s taken against you in connection
with this matters Your r- must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter, J* o response is received within 15
days, the Commission may taiiftrther action based on the available
information.

% Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the 'o Lssion's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements abuld be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain ofidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S'.437g(a)(12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that u wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sinc

~rry
hn WarrenMcar

Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dyersky s
RESPONDENT Sin Joung Ha

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N-A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

". PThe Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that

respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
! order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
47 and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

different people in each instance.
C

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIT REQUESTED

Mieh Ho
34-44 59th Street
Woodstock, New York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Mieh Ho:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se ).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

oD Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

SnWarrenMcar

Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Mieh Ho

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ming Wha Woo
20 Confucius Plaza
New York, New York 10002

Re: M4UR 1353 4

Dear Ming Wha Woo:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

4 has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et sq).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

07 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.0

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

i 
el

ohn rren McGarryChairman
Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Ming Wha Woo

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

swa FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

04 order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

t were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

Sknowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN ECEIPT REQUESTED

Terrin Hwang
3345 90th Street
Jackson Heights, New York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Terrin Hwang:

This letter is to notify yO* that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of'its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe thatyoVu have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a I ion of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amendx (the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have t*. rtunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action shoudlift| r=en against you in connection
with this matter. Your response |U_ be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. IfUIAO sponse is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information,

Please submit any factual ow g1al materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
where appropriate, statements shouZ4 be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidoftial in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 43794i) (12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you 'V1h the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented ,by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

John Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL0 NO*

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Terrin Hwang

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

C11 order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
o% other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
'~ were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Is May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ja Fak Wei
2081 2nd Avenue
New York, New York 10029

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Ja Fak Wei:

This letter is to notify you itat the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,has found reason to believe that you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a pro*ision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (Ithe Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have t1iq ortunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should :]tken against you in connection
with this matter. Your respoMWin1st be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If i iotesponse is received within 15
days, the Commission may take farti6er 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that youwish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Si 1

John Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedu*-es
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) &'TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Ja Fak Wei

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowingrespondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

N FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed thatrespondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money! order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number ofc other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orderswere purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, andwere numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, anyperson from making a contribution in the name of another person orknowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in makinga contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from anotherperson to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowinglyallowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for bysomeone else and thereby making it appear that the person namedon the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Tao T, Wei
2081 2nd Avenue
New York, New York 10029

Re: NOR 1353
Dear Tao T. Wei:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of i s *upervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that y,! 'have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a pr ion of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended 57 the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.)o
A summary of the possible violatio is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have thsunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action shouldi  against you in connection
with this matter, Your responas *Wtbe submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If e nse is received within 15
days, the Commission may take fur*i. ' ction based on the available
i nf ormation.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Cmnis i I's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements shouldbe submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confide*ial in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(al(12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you vih the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

onWarrenMcar

Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14. 1981 MUR NO. 1353 .
STAFF NEMBER(S) i TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Tao T. Wei

(202) 523-4039
SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS 4

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
O other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders"'C were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-C writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chung Hop Ping
54 Rutgers Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chung Hop Ping:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.),
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin 1y

John Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Chung Hop Ping

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

4 order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
O other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
" were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

Sknowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recomnmendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



I ~ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

May 14, 1981
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Suey Jin Chih Leung
7 Elizabeth Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Suey Jin Chih Leung:

This letter is to notify yow that the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course ofit,$s supervisory responsibilities,has found reason to believe thot, 'u have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a,,-ision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amen,.', the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se).
A summary of the possible vio4!*it is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have 4 portunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action shoul taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your respo n Ust be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If i response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take fuftter action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual .0r legal materials which youbelieve 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. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

ohn Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL* NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Suey Jin Chih Leung

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

LO FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

( order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

t writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
') person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



c1I-/ " FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

SyesO May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Yin Young Leung
7 Elizabeth Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Yin Young Leung:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of ItS Supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that y have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a proision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. (the Actu) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.)9
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have tue rtunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should ] n against you in connection
with this matter. Your responso 4" be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no t|ponse is received within 15
days, the Commission may take fur'the action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commiews-l's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confifential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin 1,

hWarren McGar
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Yin Young Leung

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
. other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

Swriting on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Wah Chan
101 Park Street, #3
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Wah Chan:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal courseof -its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, A provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amend*4 1(the Act") (2 U.S.C. s 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible vio tion is enclosed.

Under the Act, you bafa .pportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action . taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your ret Vust be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. " t n response is received within 15
days, the Commission may takeo*i-rther 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 oonfidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and $ 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that ybu wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be repreqeqted by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

S 1

J Wr M rryr4

W rren y
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael DymerskyRESPONDENT Wah Chan
(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowingrespondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed thatrespondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money"Z order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.
Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number ofC other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orderswere purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, andwere numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-7 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of threedifferent people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, anyperson from making a contribution in the name of another person orknowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in makinga contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from anotherperson to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appearsto make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowinglyallowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for bysomeone else and thereby making it appear that the person namedon the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Yeun May Leung
145 E. 27th Street
New York, New York 10016

Re: MUR 1353Dear Yeun May Leung:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,C%; has found reason to believe that you have violated 5 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal ElectionVE Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq)A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should be taken against you in connectionwith this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.
This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notifycc the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of yourlawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

rren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Yeun May Leung

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

6FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

0 knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

George Lau
80 Beekman Street
New York, New York 10038

Re: MUR 1353Dear George Lau:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Corn-S mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se9)A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in0 writing, that no action should be taken against you in connectionwith this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15
o days, the Commission may take further action based on the availableinformation.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
__ Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath- .t

This matter will remain confidential in-accordance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of yourlawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission. A

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

hn Warren McGarry'
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO,

Michael D)mersky

RESPONDENT George Lau
(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

Sorder purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
O other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
' were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
CD writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,

and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Yew Leung Wong
40-33 Warren Street
Elmhurst, New York 11373

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Yew Leung Wong:

This letter is to notify yU that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course ofits supervisory responsibilities, A,. has found reason to believe that Y* have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a ptO#Ssion of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as mnde the Actw) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.),
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have rtunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should en against you in connection
C% with this matter. Your responsii be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. If -A*s1isponse is received within 15

days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual r lgal materials which you
believe are relevant to the C 4ion's analysis of this matter.

7 Where appropriate, statements sboldd be submitted under oath.

10 This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(al)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you V sh the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commissibn by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

hn Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summa.'y of. Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Yew Leung Wong_

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee"). th

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

O order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
C~%other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,

and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
'~ were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and

were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
* person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making "Wa contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee. 7

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

YES May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Soo Ling Wong
40-33 Warren Street
Elmhurst, New York 11373

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Soo Ling Wong:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of $Aos supervisory responsibilities,
-has found reason to believe th* tYU, have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a., sion of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amen4 4the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se
A summary of the possible viol is enclosed.

Under the Act, you he" rtunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action shoul4 .... en against you in connection

C% with this matter. Your resaI*st be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. tp r ,esponse is received within 15
days, the Commission may takef irther action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual Or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commiewton's analysis of this matter.

C7 Where appropriate, statements ihold be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confiential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 4379.:(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you'*ish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Chairman ?

Enclosures'
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Soo Ling Wong

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

- FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

0 writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
. and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three

different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kwok Hung Chan
66 Bayard Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Kwok Hung Chan:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Corn-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq) '

cm A summary of the possible violation is enclosed. __

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should be taken against you in connectionC% 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

o information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.oD Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
co 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations,

Sin

Warren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) &TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Kwok Hung Chan

(202) 523-4039 5

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee (*the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

I order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

, ) were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

o writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any

person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chung Sing Au
856 Carrol Street
Brooklyn, New York 11215

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chung Sing Au:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg),
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin y

Encloures ohn Warren ?cGar y tEnclosures Chairman
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Chung Sing Au

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money

C order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

. were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

o writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any

person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making

o a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chiu Tak Foon
32 Monroe Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chiu Tak Foon:

This letter is to notify ybu that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course o its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that yu have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, ... QVVision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amen4om (*the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et sE.),
A summary of the possible viol&*% t is enclosed.

Under the act, you hawt rtunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action sbo*41 .. ken against you in connection
with this matter. Your res mot be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. Zf4 response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take J ,rtber action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or -lgal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Cam*g on's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain cou*f4ential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g94a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that youvish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

hWarorenMcar
Enclosures Chairman

Sumemary.of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353 4
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO. I

Michael Dymersky o
RESPONDENT Chiu Tak Foon

(202) 523-4039 (

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committeem).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed moneyorder purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders
were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and dwere numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-
writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or
knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Cheung Yeun Ting
75 Baxter Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Cheung Yeun Ting:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se,).

A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

7Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0% 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

0 information.

VPlease 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-

sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your

lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any

notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sin 1

John Warren McGarr
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Cheung Yeun Ting

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowing
respondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/
Mondale Presidential Committee ("the Committee").

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed that
respondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed money
order purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number of
other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,
and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orders

' were purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, and
were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-

O writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,
and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three
different people in each instance.

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, any
person from making a contribution in the name of another person or

c knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in making
a contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from another
person to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears
to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowingly
allowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for by
someone else and thereby making it appear that the person named
on the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent-knowingly per-
mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

US.May 14, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Cheng Wai Ming
57 E. Broadway
New York, New York 10006

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Cheng Wai Hing:

This letter is to notify, yu that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal cours$4 ..its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe ti ii you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, k.,povision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as saiers4*& ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.)e

N ! A summary of the possible :ViO]tlon is enclosed.

Under the Acts you hve ppor i to demonstrate, in
writing, that no actilon shou& taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your r4p0; maust be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. ( " response is received within 15
days, the Commission may tak*'f,infday tione omather action based on the availableinformation, -

Please submit any factu or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the, V|maLsion's analysis of this matter.

* Where appropriate, statements- sb ld be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain ooftidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and $ 431g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that yoW wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Si 1,

onWarren McGarry
Enclosures Chairman

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE May 14, 1981 MUR NO. 1353
STAFF MEMBER(S) & TEL. NO.

Michael Dymersky
RESPONDENT Cheng Wai Ming

(202) 523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Respondent appears to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by allowingrespondent's name to be used to effect a contribution to the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee ("the CommitteeS).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
N The Committee's Matching Fund Submission #17 disclosed thatrespondent made a contribution to the Committee by a signed moneyorder purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank, New York, New York.

Respondent's money order was accompanied by a large number ofC% other money orders in Submission #17 all payable to the Committee,and purchased from the Manhattan Savings Bank. These money orderswere purchased variously on February 28, and February 29, 1980, andwere numbered in three series of exact or near sequence. The hand-writing on the payee line of each of the money orders was identical,~ and the remitter's signature appeared to be written by one of three 4different people in each instance.0- 
2

Section 441f of the Act prohibits, among other things, anyperson from making a contribution in the name of another person or> knowingly permitting his or her name to be used by another in makinga contribution. Thus, for example, accepting money from anotherperson to pay for a money order so that the accepting person appears 4to make the contribution is prohibited. Similarly, knowinglyallowing one's name to be written on a money order paid for bysomeone else and thereby making it appear that the person namedon the money order made a contribution (when in fact this person
did not), is prohibited as well.

The evidence strongly suggests that respondent knowingly per-mitted respondent's name to be used by another person to make a
contribution to the Committee.

Recommendation

Find reason to believe that respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mr. S. Lee Kling
Treasurer
Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee, Inc.
2000 L Street, Northwest
Washington, D. C. 20036

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Kling:

On , 1981, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there it. reason to believe that your committee

violated 2 U.S.C. S441f, a provision of the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by accepting

contributions made in the nanes of other persons. The
General Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a

basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

' information.

0 Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate

that no action should be taken against you. Please submit
any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter
within ten (10) days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against

your committee, the Commission may find probable cause to

belieVe that a violation has occurred and proceed with formal

conciliation. Of course, this does not preclude the settle-

ment of this matter through informal conciliation prior to a

finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.

N.



The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. S437g(a) (4) (B) and $437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish
the investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
possible violations of the Act. If you have any questions,
please contact Michael Dymersky, the staff member assigned
to this matter, at 202-523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures

CD.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kwok Tung Tam
71-11 31st Street
Jackson Heights, New York

Re: UR 1353Dear Kwok Tung Tam:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et f5)oA summary of the possible violation is enclosed,,
Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should be taken against you in connectionwith this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15days, the Commission may take further action based on the available

information.
r.71

Please submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of yourlawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Shui Sum Leung
117 Mulberry Street, #2
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Shui Sum Leung:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

N- has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act*) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et neg.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

0e

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

Cz Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

a." This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures

1111



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Yet Sue Gee (Tom)
71-11 31st Street
Jackson Heights, New York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Yet Sue Gee (Tom):

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Cam-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

Q1 has found reason to believe that you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et S_eA summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

011- 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.

a Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

,This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public*

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Tse Wai Chun
5 Mott Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Tse Wai Chun:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

K Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et sp)q
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connectionwith 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.0

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

cO the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURn TRECIPT REQUESTED

Bob Leu
5 Mott Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353Dear Bob Leu:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,co has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et B__o),A summary of the possible violation is enclosed. _-

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should be taken against you in connectionC% with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.o5 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public,

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of yourlawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Shui K. Lee
394 Chestnut
Kearny, New Jersey 07032

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Shui K. Lee:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Cam-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

- has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (Othe Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Do Young Paik
1330-32nd Avenue
Flushing, New York 11363

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Do Young Paik:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

CIO) Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et Seo.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

C% 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.0

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David D.H. Kim
38 W, 32nd Street
New York, New York 10001

Re: MUR 1353
Dear David D.H. Kim:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Cam-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

1Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECIPT REQUESTED

Young Kim
38 W. 32nd Street
New York, New York 10001

Re: MUR 1353Dear Young Kim:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. 5 431 et 13!9,A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.
Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should be taken against you in connectionwith this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15days, the Commission may take further action based on the availableinformation.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve 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 with2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of yourlawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.
For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chun Sing Au
52 Bowery
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353Dear Chun Sing Au:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.).
_. A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should be taken against you in connectionwith this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
7 of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
o information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.
This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of yourlawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.
For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED HAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Koon Kau Hg
45 Newkirk Street
Jersey City, New Jersey 07306

Re: UR 1353

Dear Koon Kau Hg:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0% 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.

C. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-

sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your

lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2043

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIFT REQUESTED

Lui Hor Kuen
66 Bayard Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Lui Hor Kuen:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

i- has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seqo)
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

C%. 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.

0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIT REQUESTED

Chung Foo Louie
127 Henry Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: NUR 1353
Dear Chung Foo Louie:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s.q.)
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0% 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.

oD Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chan Jor Louie
30 Henry Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chan Jor Louie:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the ActO) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et Sego).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

O Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED 4AIL '.

RETURN RECRI&T REQUESTED ,1

Lo Ting
3403 14th Avenue
New York, New York 10009

Re: 1UR 1353
Dear Lo Ting:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
C3 mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of,
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act*) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
01- writing, that no action should be taken against you 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(D information* o

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
o 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Wing Kwong Leung
127 Henry Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Wing Kwong Leung:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.)
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

C% 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.

NPlease submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chi Ping Leung
92 Madison Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chi Ping Leung:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

C4 has found reason to believe that you have violated $ 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connectiona 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.

o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

!This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Bernakella Hu
34-44 59th Street
Woodstock, New York

Re: XUR 1353
Dear Bernakella Hu:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s9909L
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed. ,

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in iwriting, that no action should be taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15days, 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. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public*

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this'matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEI'T REQUESTED

Joyce Hu
34-44 59th Street A

Woodstock, New York Re: MUR 1353

Dear Joyce Hu:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,.4.7 has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

alb Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).

A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0% with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15

4 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.

CD Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEI' T REQUESTED

Sin Joung Ha
34-44 59th Street
Woodstock, New York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Sin Joung Ha:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

41 has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

(711 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et so
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.C4

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Zieh Ho
34-44 59th Street
Woodstock, New York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Mieh Ho:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

c 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.

c Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ming Wha Woo
20 Confucius Plaza
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Ming Wha Woo:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

t%.. has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et 8_e). 
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0 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.

O Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



7 1)

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION *..

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

J

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Terrin Hwang
3345 90th Street
Jackson Heights, New York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Terrin Hwang:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Cm-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq,.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of. repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ja Fak Wei
2081 2nd Avenue
New York, New York 10029

Re: MUR 1353Dear Ja Fak Wei:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s__e3).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0 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.

o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Tao T. Wei
2081 2nd Avenue
New York, New York 10029

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Tao T, Wei:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Can-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

0 has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

0 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et BO).A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

01- 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.

17 Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless You notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chung Hop Ping
54 Rutgers Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353Dear Chung Hop Ping:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election0 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et 292,)0
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

cD Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



• R

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CXRTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Suey Jin Chih Leung
7 Elizabeth Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353Dear Suey Jin Chih Leung:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Crm-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Electiono Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s_e),
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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

4I days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

0
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. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIP REQUESTED

Yin Young Leung
7 Elizabeth Street
New York, New York 10013 1A

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Yin Young Leung:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

0 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (Othe Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.,
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

a Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Wah Chan
101 Park Street, #3
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353Dear Wah Chan:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
1" has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of

Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election01 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. 5 431 et .
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

C41 with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15days, the Commission may take further action based on the available

o information.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Yeun May Leung
145 E. 27th Street
New York, New York 10016

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Yeun May Leung:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

4 has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s!q.)*
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0% 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.

0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



S .. 9.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

George Lau
80 Beekman Street
New York, New York 10038

Re: MUR 1353
Dear George Lau:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of

o Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act') (2 U.S.C. S 431 et B.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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

M 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
co 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12) (A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public*

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED,

Yew Leung Wong
40-33 Warren Street
Elmhurst, New York 11373

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Yew Leung Wong:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

0 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act*) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et ie..)*
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

C1% 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.

C 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 S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIFT REQUESTED

Soo Ling Wong
40-33 Warren Street
Elmhurst, New York 11373

Re: !4UR 1353
Dear Soo Ling Wong:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

0 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 O.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

c Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

14) This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures

'UP



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
R TURNR5 EIPT REQUESTED

Iwok Hung Chan
66 Bayard Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Kwok Hung Chan:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Actu) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.).A summary of the possible violation is enclosed. "-
Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should be taken against you in connection% with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 daysof receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15days, the Commission may take further action based on the available

o information.
1*7 Please submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of yourlawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.
For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chung Sing Au
856 Carrol Street
Brooklyn, New York 11215

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chung Sing Au:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act') (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.o).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed. -_

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection0 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

o information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

O Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
cO 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures

Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RE CI _ REQUESTED-

Chiu Tak Foon
32 Monroe Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chiu Tak Foon:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et ase.)*
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0% 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.

O Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
00 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this 4
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Cheung Yeun Ting
75 Baxter Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Cheung Yeun Ting:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

- Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et ass*).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

a Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Cheng Wai Ming
57 E. Broadway
New York, New York 10006

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Cheng Wai Ming:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se ),
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0% 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

C3 information.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
OD Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Hing Lit Chau
92 E. Broadway
New York, New York 10006

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Hing Lit Chau:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Comm
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et f ).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed. _5

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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. 5 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chak Yum Chau
41-15A 75th Street
Elmhurst, New York 11373

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chak Yum Chau:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Actu) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

a%. 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.

'IT Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
c2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chan Wai Kuen
66 Mulberry Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Chan Wai Kuen:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

0e

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. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECET REQUESTED

Chan Sui Wing
1259 57th Street
Brooklyn, New York 11219

Re: MUR 1353Dear Chan Sui Wing:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Corn-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

i k. has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

stow Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et sege),
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed. __

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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 youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

EnclosuresSummary of Possible Violations
Procedures



.7.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lam The Hoa
34 Hillside Avenue
New York, New York 10040

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Lam The Hoa:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

W O has found reason to believe that you have violated $ 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Actm) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0" 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.

C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lam Chit Cheung
633 E. 16th Street
Brooklyn, New York 11218

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Lam Chit Cheung:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s_e)
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 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 legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Bill S. Hui
749 57th Street
Brooklyn, New York 11220

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Bill S. Hui:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

0 has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 t seq.)
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0 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.

C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Fung Sik Yec
245 Elizabeth Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Fung Sik Yec:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Actm) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et neg.
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

1Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0 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
cO 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a) (4) (B) and 5 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 legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIT RUESTED

Johnson Chu
32 Monroe Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Johnson Chu:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Corn-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

1 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et sqo
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

Cn Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lee Yim Sun
32 Henry Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Lee Yim Sun:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et 8eq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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 youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
co Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lee Cheung Kwir375 Broome Street

New York, New York 10013
Re: MUR 1353

Dear Lee Cheung Kwir:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Actu) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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 availableinformation.

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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Frank Wang
96-10 41st Avenue
Corona, New York

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Frank Wang:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0. 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.0

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

O Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
002 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lau Po Hing
9-11 Delancey Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Lau Po Hing:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

%0 has found reason to believe that you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

01. 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.

0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public. 

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any 4

notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Law Yem Chou
19 Division Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: MUR 1353Dear Law Yem Chou:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f ofTitle 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal ElectionfN Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et Be)A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, inwriting, that no action should be taken against you in connectionC 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.o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RCEIPT REQUESTED

Lucia Wang
96-10 41st Avenue
Corona, New York

Re: MUR 1353Dear Lucia Wang:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act*) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et )
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connectional 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

oD information.

q7 Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.
rl This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
00 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIP "QUESTED

T.T. Wang
300 E. 75th Street
New York, New York 10021

Re: MUR 1353Dear T.T. Wang:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated 5 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act') (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mrs. T.T. Wang
300 E. 75th Street
New York, New York 10021

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Mrs. T.T. Wang:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated $ 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election

... Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seM.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
r') writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection
0 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.o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Sim Fuey Chow
830 Avenue H
Brooklyn, New York 11233

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Sim Fuey Chow:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

Gom has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et neg.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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

N days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

0
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

7 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kwei Tik Yum-Sum
48-11 91st Street
Elmhurst, New York 11372

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Kwei Tik Yum-Sum:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. 5 431 at seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0 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.

0o

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

C7 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 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 legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Irene Sun
48-11 91st Street
Elmhurst, New York 11372

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Irene Sun:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

a% 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

o information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.oD Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Yang Kuo-Shio
94-36 Alstyne Avenue
Elmhurst, New York 11373

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Yang Kuo-Shio:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et s g).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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

o information.

17 Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

0O Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and Other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Yeung Shun-Fook
94-36 Alstyne Avenue
Elmhurst, New York 11373

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Yeung Shun-Fook:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

L.b) has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed. --

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0' 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

C: information.

VPlease submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
CWhere appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

K. G. Yeung
94-36 Alstyne Avenue
Elmhurst, New York 11373

Re: MR 1353Dear K. G. Yeung:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Con-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et Beg ')
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre- 4
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Choi Luen Cheing
64 Rutger Street
New York, New York 10002

Re: NUR 1353
Dear Choi Luen Cheing:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

Nhas found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se.)
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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.

o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission*

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ngan Chan
64 Rutger Street r F

New York, New York 10002
Re: WUR 1353

Dear Ngan Chan:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,

40 has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

0 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

O information,

gPlease submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kwan Ho
117 Mott Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear Kwan Ho:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seg.).
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

01. with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 154 days, the Commission may take further action based on the available

o information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.o Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
cO 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 5 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 legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ruby Chi
410 E. 6th Street
New York, New York 10009

Res MUR 1353
Dear Ruby Chi:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et se)
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

7 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.

0 Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
00 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

So Hung Shum
117 Mott Street
New York, New York 10013

Re: MUR 1353
Dear So Hung Shum:

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Actu) (2 U.S.C. S 431 et sFf.)*
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and-telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIP REQUESTEDA

Hong Chi
410 E. 6th Street
New York, New York 10009

Re: MUR 1353 -
Dear Hong Chi,

This letter is to notify you that the Federal Election Com-
mission, in the normal course of its supervisory responsibilities,
has found reason to believe that you have violated S 441f of
Title 2, United States Code, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") (2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.)o
A summary of the possible violation is enclosed.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection

al 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,

C Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by legal counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by sending a letter of repre-
sentation stating the name, address and telephone number of your
lawyer, and a statement authorizing your lawyer to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
Summary of Possible Violations
Procedures



BEEORE THE PEAL EIBCION CISSIGN

In the Matter of
) MM 1353

Carter/Mandale Presidential MR15
OImmittee, Inc.

C'RDIIATICN

I, Lena L. Stafford, dong Secretary for the Federal

lectio m Q ission's Executive Session on May 5, 1981, do hereby

certify that the Omnission took the following actions in NMR 1353:
1. Decided in a vote of 5-1 to FIND REASON M)

BELIEVE that the CarterA/tndale Presidential

dOunttee, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C. S441f
and 11 C.F.R. 5110.4(b) (1) (iii) by knowingly
accepting contributions made in the names of
other persons.

,Qmiissiners Aikens, Harris, MaGarry, Reiche,
and m onvoted affinmatively for this action.
zComissioner Tiernan dissented.

O 2. Decided in a vote of 6-0 to FIND RS" To
BELIE that the 73 contributors listed in
attaclents to the First General Cousel's
Report dated April 29, 1981, violated 2 U.S.C.
S441f and 11 C.F.R. S110.4(b) (1) (ii) by
knowingly pennitting their names to be used
to effect contributions in the name of another
person.

Cmnissicners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche,
Thmarcn, and Tiernan voted affinnatively for
this action.

Attest:

Date Recording Secretary



.... K Street, N.W,-... o
D.C. 20463

RTGENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT
DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MUR * 1353
BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION- STAFF MEMBER(S)

Michael Dymersky

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

RESPONDENT' S NAME: Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. S 441f and 11 C.F.R. S 110.4p)(1) iii)

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Matching Fund Submissions

wqXEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED:

.0 

S

This matter was generated as the result of informationcompiled by the Audit Division during its review of Matching
Fund Submissions received from the Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee, Inc. ("the Committee"). In its referral, the
Audit Division raised questions concerning the validity/match-
ability of seventy-three money orders contained in matching
fund submissions #17 and #13. (See attached memoranda too Charles N. Steele and December 1980
with accompanyin

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

All of the money orders involved in the referral were
issued by the Manhattan Savings Bank. Seven (7) of these
money orders were dated February 28, 1980, and the rest
February 29, 1980; those with the earlier date were in the
amounts of $100, $400 and $500, while all of those dated
February 29., 1980, were in the amount of $100. The money
orders were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence
as follows: 106522-106524, 106526-106527, 106530-106533,
106535-106537, 106540, 106543, 592615, 592617, 592619, 592622-
592634, 592639-592650, 592652-592654, 592657-592664, 592666-
592670, 592673-592676, 592678-592680, 592682, 591754-591755,
591757, 591764-591765.

Twenty-five of the persons whose names appeared as remitters
are waiters or cooks at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New
York City where the Committee apparently held a fund-raiser on
February 21, 1980. Five of the alleged remitters are employed
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elsewhere QI" -no occupation or principal place of business
was provided for the remaining 35 individuals involved. (The
names of five (5) persons appear on more than one money order.)
All of the money orders were matched with public funds up to
the $250 limit per person.

It is recognized by this Office that handwriting similarities
and differences can be determined authoritatively only by experts
within the field of handwriting analysis. However, it appears
that the handwriting used in inserting the payee's name on each
of the money orders is that of the same person. This handwriting
appears to differ from that of all signatures on the remitter's
signature lines. It also seems that the handwriting on the
remitter's signature lines falls into two or three group Mof striking similarities, making it appear likely that one,
two or three persons wrote in all of the names of the contributors.
(See attached copies of money orders numbered 106522, 106530,
592627, 592628, 592630, 592623, 592624, 592625 and 592626 as

Trexamples.) In the four instances in which the Committee obtained
confirmation from the contributors, the signatures on the con-

Mfirmations are strikingly different from thow on the relevant
remitter's signature lines. 1/ (See attached copies of money
orders numbered 591755, 591764, 592636 and 592635 and accompany-
ing confirmations.) On two of the money orders, the name on
the remitter line appears to be the same but the handwriting
differs. (See attached copies of money orders numbered
592643 and 592644.)

2 U.S.C. S441f states:

No person shall make a contribution in
the name of another person or knowingly
permit his name to be used to effect such
a contriubtion, and no person shall

Cknowingly accept a contribution made by
one person in the name of another
person. (Emphasis added).

In the present situation, the apparent similarities in the
handwriting on the money orders' remitters' signature lines,
the consecutive numbering of the instruments, (most of which
are in the same amount), the common place of employment of
almost 1/3 of the alleged contributDrs, and the apparent
differences between certain money order signatures and
corresponding verification signatures raise serious questions
as to the source of the contributions.

1/ Despite the fact that the signature on the remitter's signature
line may not be that of the remitter, the money order is still
negotiable. Therefore, a money order so signed would be a
valid instrument for purposes other than matching, no matter
who supplied the signature.
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From this evidence, the General Counsel recommends that
the Commission find reason to believe that the Committee
violated 2 U.S.C. S441f and 11 C.F.R. S110.4(b)(1)(iii) by
knowingly accepting contributions made in the names of other
persons.

As to the ostensible contributors involved, the General
Counsel recommends that the Commission defer taking action until
a response from the Committee is received

RECOMMENDATI ON

1) Find reason to believe that the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C.
S441f and 11 C.F.R. Sl10.4(b)(1)(iii) by knowingly
accepting contributions made in the names of other
persons.

2) Send the attached notification letter and
General Counsel's Legal and Factual Analysis.

Attachments

1) Analysis of Submission 17 for Carter/Mondale

Presidential Committee, Inc. dated August 12,
oD 1980. (14 pages)

2) Money orders (19 pages)

0 3) Notification Letter and General Counsel's Legal
and Factual Analysis (5 pages)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 12, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

THROUGH: WILLIAM P. LOUGHREY
ACTING STAFF DIRECTOR 

FROM: BOB COSTA

SUBJECT: ANALYSIS OF SUBMISSION 17 FOR CARTER/MONDALE
PRESIDENTIAL COMMITTEE, INC.

During the review of Submission 17 of the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee, Inc., a similarity between six (6)
money orders included in the sample was noted. The six' (6)
money orders were drawn on the Manhattan Savings Bank on*
February 29, 1980 in the amount of one hundred dollars each. 1/
The serial numbers in the six (6) money orders were from two
(2) numerical series (106522, 106531, 106543 & 592622, 592624,
592643), and four (4) of the money orders listed the contribu-
tors' place of employment as the Silver Palace Restaurant in

o New York City.

Further review of copies of written instruments submitted
from New York and New Jersey revealed 64 additional ManhattanSavings Bank money orders which were generally sequentially
ordered and apparently from individuals of oriental descent
(see Attachment I). Sixty (60) of these money orders were for

00 the amount of one hundred dollars ($100.00) and dated February 29,
1980. 1/

For twenty five (25) of the one hundred dollar money orders J
(including the 6 sample items) the contributors' occupation
and principal place of business on the attached contributor card
was shown as a waiter or cook employed by the Silver Palace
Restaurant. In addition, three (3) money orders were attributed
to a businessman working for the Young Jin Trading Company. No
occupation or principal place of business was given for the re-
maining $100 money orders.

I/ Both the amount and date on the money orders are machine
encoded which indicates that the money orders were all
purchased on the same date.
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A review of prior submissions for money orders from these
sequential series identified an additional three (3) money orders
dated February 28, 1980.* These money orders were from contributors
of apparent~oriental descent' but differed in amount, and/or place
of emplo-yment. (see Attachment II).

Further, a review of the Committee's disclosure reports around
the time of the contributions indicated that a fundraising event
took place at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New York City on
approximately March 3, 1980.

One additional aspect relating to these money orders should
be noted. In several instances the handwriting on the "Remitter's
Signature" line of the money order differs from the handwriting on
the line "(*MUST BE PERSONALLY SIGNED BY THE CONTRIBUTOR)" located
on the attached contribution verification form (see Attachment III
and IV). Also, it appears that the same handwriting exists on all
the money orders for the payee line "Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee." The money orders submitted for matching are available
for your review and are located in the Audit Division's Matching
Fund files.

This matter is being referred to your office for review with
the Audit staff recommendation that the Office of General Counsel
send positive confirmation letters to each of these contributors
to gain assurance as to the validity/matchability of these contribu-
tions.

C0 If you have any questions regarding the above information,
please do not hesitate to contact Ray Lisi or Glen Buco on
extension 3-4155.

Attachments as stated

* See footnote l/
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Attachment I

CART 17

MANHATTAN SAVINGS BANK MONEY ORDERS

Contributor Name Occupation/PPB Money Order # Date Amount

Chan Kwok Hung Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106522 02/29/80 $ 100.00
Au C. Sing Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106523 02/29/80 100.00
Chiu Tak Foon Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106524 02/29/80 100.00

Cheung Yuen Ting Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106526 02/29/80 100.00
*Cheng Wai Ming Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106527 02/29/80 100.00

Chau Hing Lit Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106530 02/29/80 100.00
Chau Chak Yum Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106531 02/29/80 100.00
Chan Wai Kuen Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106532 02/29/80 100.00
SChan Sui Wing Waite;rSilver Palace Restaurant 106533 02/29/80 100.0

Lam The Hoa Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106535 02/29/80 100.00
7**) Lam Chit Cheung Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106536 02/29/80 100.00

Bill S. Hui Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106537 02/29/80 100.00 Afl

. Fung Sik Yec Waiter,/Silver Palace Restaurant 106540 02/29/80 100.00

0 Johnson Chu Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 106543 02/29/80 100.00

M Lee Yim Sun Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 592615 02/29/80 100.00

*Lee Cheung Kwei Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 592617 02/29/80 100.00
L ChuWs
Lau Yem Chou Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 592619 02/29/80 100.00

Lau P. Hing Waiter/Silver Palace Restaurant 592622 02/29/80 100.00 :i

Frank Wang None Listed 592623 02/29/80 100.00
Lucia Wang " i 592624 02/29/80 100.00
T. T. Wang 592625 02/29/80 100.00
T. T. Wang " " 592626 02/29/80 100.00
Sim F. Chow 592627 02/29/80 100.00
Kwei T. Yu-Sum " 592628 02/29/80 100.00
Irene Sun 592629 02/29/80 100.00
Yang Kuo-Shio " 592630 02/29/80 100.00

• • ,. :_-
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Attachment I

CART 17

MANHATTAN SAVINGS BANK MONEY ORDERS I.a

Contributor Name Occupation/PPB Money Order * Date Amount

Yeung Shun-Fook None Listed 592631 02/29/80 $ 100.00
K. G. Yeung " " 592632 02/29/80 100.00Ngan Chan " 592633 02/29/80 100.00Choi Cheing "592634 02/29/80 100.00 4

Kwan Ho 592639 02/29/80 100.0Ruby Chi 592640 02/29/80 100.00I9 So Hung Shum" 592641 02/29/80 100.00
Hong Chi 592642 02/29/80 100George Lau 592643 02/29/80 100.00

o George Lau 592644 02/29/80 100.00Yew Leung Wong o " 592645 02/29/80 100.009 Soo Ling Wong 592646 02/29/80 100.00Wah Chan 592647 02/29/80 100.00Yuen May Leung 592648 02/29/80 100.00Yin Young Leung 592649 02/29/80 100.00Suey Jin Chih Leung 592650 02/29/80 100.00

Chung Hop Ping 592652 02/29/80 100.00 1$STao T. Wei 592653 02/29/80 100.00Ja F. Wei 592654 02/29/80 100.00

\. Terrin Hwang 592657 02/29/80 100.00 ,Ming Wha Woo 592658 02/29/80 100.00Mieh Hu 592659 02/29/80 100.00Sin Joung Ha " " 592660 02/29/80 100.00 IJoyce Hu 592661 02/29/80 100.00
Bernakella Hu " 592662 02/29/80 100.00 $Leung C. Ping Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592663 02/29/80 100.00Leung W. Kwong Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592664 02/29/80 100.00

Lo Ting Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592666 02/29/80 100.00Louie C. Jor Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592667 02/29/80
Louie C. Foo Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592668 02/29/80 100.00



Attachment I

CART 17

MANHATTAN SAVINGS BANK MONEY ORDERS

Contributor Name Occupation/PPB Money Order * Date Amount

Lui H. Kuen Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592669 02/29/80 $ 100.00
Na Koon Kau Cook/Silver Palace Restaurant 592670 02/29/80 100.00

Chun S. Au None Listed 592673 02/29/80 100.00
* Young Kim None Listed 592674 02/29/80 100.00

David D. H. Kim Businessman/Young Jin Trading Co. 592675 02/29/80 100.00
David D. H. Kim Businessman/Young Jin Trading Co. 592676 02/29/80

Do Young Paik None Listed 592678 02/29/80 100.00
Do Young Paik None Listed " 592679 02/29/80 100.00
David D. H. Kim Businessman/Young Jin Trading Co. 592680 02/29/80 100.00

' Do Young Paik None Listed 592682 02/29/80 100.00 14
o Shui K. Lee Owner liquor store/Sun Wai Liquor Store 591754 02/28/80 500.00

Shui K. Lee Owner/liquor store/Sun Wai Liquor Store 591755 02/28/80 500.00

o Leung Shui Sum Businessman/None listed 591757 02/28/80 500.00 c
Bob Leu Businesswoman/None Listed 591765 02/28/80 400.00

Total $8,500.00



Attachment II.Pg

CART 13

MANHATTAN SAVINGS BANK MONEY ORDERS

Contributor Name Occupation/PPB Money Order * Date Amount

Tse W. Chun Businessman/Dinlay Co. 591764 02/28/80 $400.00

Yet Suey Gee (Tom) Factory worker/Easeley Sport Short Co. 592636 02/28/80 100.00

Kwok Tung Tam Restaurant Mgr./Chinese Republic
..... Restaurant 592635 02/28/80 100.00

o bV
0

C
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C

IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION RULES AND ENSURE ..

THAT YOUR CONTRIBUTION WILL QUALIFY FOR FEDERAL MATCHING FUNDS WE

ooooooooOO0027171310 032180023 L 02 ADDITIONS/CORRECTIONS (PLEASE PRINT)'

MR. TSE W CHUN I ITITLE I NAM.,,JLASTFIRST9M1)-- I

5 MOTT ST A IOJ F) "pDIE$ hi, -

I IADDRESS .0I

I (
NY NY 10013 1 ICITY ISAAZP I

( ) -I ITEL

BUSINESSMAN I IOCCUPATION,.
. . . . .

PLACE OF BUSINESS? I ICOMPANY NAMI

NY NY 10013 1 ICITY ISTATEIZIP IJI Z.__ _ IJ / 0 1/ !

AMOUNT OF CONTRIBUTION $ 400.00 I ICATEGORY ICONTRIBUTION _____,__

THE CONTRIBUTICN SET FORTH ABCVE:

A. REPRESENTS KY PERSONAL FUNDSv THE GIVING OF WHICH

REPRESENTS NC VIOLATICN OF ANY TRUST CR ESCROW

AGREEMENT; AND •

B. HAS NOT BEEN DRAWN ON AN ACCOUNT MAINTAINED BY AN . -

INCCRPORATEC ENTITY. .- (

(*MUST BE PERSCNALLY SIGhED BY THE CONTRIBUTOR) -"'- (

(.

_. . .. ., .- :. -.:;: .. .:.:. ..::.,.,:. ... ... .. -.

.*I oY" ". ,-... oT
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'D AE-BLC ALE PRN51 Z AlL C. BeA/ N

CONTRIBUTION VERIFICATj.L

IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION RULES AND ENSURE

00000000000026019610 031880007 L 01 ADDITIONS/CORRECTIONS (PLEASE PRINT0

K-WK TI TITLE I INANE (LAST,FIRSTMI)•~121 1-1 In_,.-._ nz.T- ,-KUo -r
71; -.- [ADDRESS

I IA DRESS .... . .--
!05! 1 . .. .

JACKSON HEIGHTS NY I IC TY ,ISTATEIZIP

- I iT EL -9

OCCUPATION? .I IOCCUPATION

PLACE OF BUSINESS? 1 ICOM, NY NAME
- . ) IC~ I

I I , ISTATEIZIP

AMOUNT OF CONTRIBUTION S 100.00 1 ICATEGORY ICONTRIB ION 2

THE CONTRIBUTION SET FORTH ABOVE:

A. REPRESENTS KY PERSONAL FUNDS, TI-E GIVING OF WHICH
REPRESENTS KO VIOLATION OF ANY TRUST OR ESCROW
AGREEMENT; AND

B. HAS NOT BEEN CRAWN ON AN ACCOUNT MAINTAINED BY AN
INCCRPORATEC ENTITY.

(*MUST BE PERSCNALLY SIGhED BY THE CONT UTOR .

V.,T

2 C~j -, :

a . a5 - - -0 ,.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

December 1, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

THROUGH: B. ALLEN CLUTTER, 11

STAFF DIRECTOR

FROM: ROBERT J. COSTA

SUBJECT: A. UPDATE OF ANALYSIS OF CARTER/MONDAkLLE
SUBMISSION 17

A. In reference to the Submission 17 matter previously referred

to your office on August 12v, 1980, attached please fend copies o-

the check and check request relatinq to the fundraising event

held at the Silver Palace Restaurant, (Attachments "I and I).

Please note that the check reawest provides infformatien cAncern 
ing

tm the expected nuimber of particlpants, and the charge per perso.

•to the Committee.
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t-.- 4 - -J Date AountI--
Cost Center Direc=or

___________________ Date_ ________ r-CC______

Treas '.zer/'ntroe r

THIS RM MUS T BE .. -C . CO i2ZE '- . A. C-iE-KS



TO: r d( ,tOsta 0nter ir r To ' /oY

SUMJECT: Recuest for Expenditu, Ie quest
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Name to be Used on Check

Address
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IN ORDER TO COtIPLY WITH THE FEDERAL ELECTION 
CO'I'ISSION RULES AND ENSURE

00000000000031469560 042480003 L 01 ADDITIONS/CORRECTICNS (PLEASE PRINT)

MR. LEE S KUEN IITITLEIINA4E (LASTFIRSTMI)

394 CHESNUT ST I |ADDRESS~q :-'

I IADDRESS

KEARNY NJ 07032 I ICITYI/ ISTATE IZIP

_ _- - I ITEL 0

IW I JOCCUPAT 1 UN

"1 I Y NA?4E ug -

17 E BROADAY C L i .V .A -N -,.

NY NY I ICITY ISTATEIZIP

AMOUNT OF CNTRIBUTOhl S 1,000.00 I ICATEGORY ICCNTRIBUTION U

oTHE CONTRIBUTION SET FORTH ABOVE:

A. REPRESEN4TS MY PERSONAL FUNDS, THE GIVING OF WHICH

REPRESENTS NO VIOLATION OF ANY TRUST OR ESCROW

o AGREEMENT; AND

B. HAS N OT BEEN DRAWN ON AN ACCOJNT MAINTAINED BY AN

o INCORPORAtED ENTITYo

(*:4UST BE PERSONJALLY SIGNED T ONTRIBUTOR)

062580751
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" ART PtJ NAjIIJ PCRAID UIAL CAMPAG

CONTRBIRIJIIN 3fERIFICATLj)

IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION RULES AND ENSURE .
THAT YOUR CONTRIBUTION WILL QUALIFY FOR FEDERAL HATCHING FUNDS WE

00000000000027171310 032180023 L 02 ADDITIONS/CORRECTIONS (PLEASE PRINT)
* * . .' . ," .l

MR. TSE W CHUN IITITLEI INAM jLASTFIRSTMI),

5 MOTT ST I IA ,i o

I ADDRESS

NY NY 1003 ICITY ISTATJ Ip I

I ITEL

A -1 NES S AN I OCCUPAT ION"J

IOCE OF BUSINESS? I ICOMPANY NA -

49 NY 10013 I ICITY ISTATEIZIP
A

ASOUNT OF CONTRIBUTION S 400.00 I ICATEGORY ICONTRIBUTION 9
01)L.UJ I. i'
THE CONTRIBUTICN SET FORTH ABOVE:o , C

Ao REPRESENTS KY PERSONAL FUNDS, THE GIVING OF WHICH
REPRESENTS NC VIOLATICN OF ANY TRUST CR ESCROW
AGREeMENT; AND .,

B. HAS NOT BEEN DRAWN ON AN ACCOUNT MAINTAINED BY AN
INCCRPORATEC ENTITY. "-

c.

(*MUST BE PERSCNALLY SIGNED BY THE CONTRIBUTOR)
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tART FR/NIAL'EPE E T

IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH IHE 
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 

RULES AND ENSURE

00000000000026019280 031880007 L 0 1  
NWCORRECTIONS (PLEASE PRINT) 

0

TRS 
YET SUET 65_ d ' IiE INA-E (4LATFIRST -,

71-11 31TH AVE 
I A E

ADDRESS I.,

JACKSON HEIGHTS NY I CI ISTATEIZ PY II

ITEL #

_,r4CCUP AT ION? 
'I

(VPLACE OF BUSINESS? 
I ICO NAP

11 T

AMOUNT OF CONTRIBUTION S 
100.00 I ICATEGO ICCNTRIBUTION A

THE CONTRIBUTION SET FORTH 
ABCVE:

C4
A. REPRESENTS MY PERSONAL FUNDS* 

THE GIVING OF WHICH 
C

REPRESENTS KC VIOLATICN OF 
ANY TRUST CR ESCROW

co AGREEMENT; AND

B. HAS NOT BEEN DRAWN ON 
AN ACCOUNT MAINTAINED BY 

AN

INCORPORATED ENTITY.

, ) 
_ _ _ _ _

(*MUST BE PERSCNALLY SIGNED 
BY THE CONTRIBUTOR).
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•L TR IBUTION VERIFICATi J

IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION RULES AND ENSURE
* 00000000000026019610 03180007 L 01 ADDITIONS/CORRECTZONS (PLEASE PRI N'T 1l

- I ITITLE I INAE lLASTFIRSTMII
>71- AODRESS in W2K

I IA DRESS
JACKSON HEIGHTS NY I ITY -; " STATEIZIP,

"WPLACE OF BUSINESS? 1ICOM NY NAM4E

.. 
-LC.

LAMOUNT OF CONTRIBUTION S 100.00 1 
-CATEGOR CoNT ION 5

THE CONTRIBUTION SET FORTH ABOVE:

A. REPRESENTS NX PERSONAL FUNDS@ TI4E GIVING OF WHICHREPRESENTS NO VIOLATICN OF ANY TRUST OR ESCROWAGREEMENT; AND

cB. HAS NOT BEEN CRAWN ON AN ACCOUNT MAINTAINED BY AN
INCCRPORATEO ENTITY.

(*MUST BE PERSCNALLY SIGNED BY THE CONTf/TR

- " - r - - i -i- -- 
..... . . - --. . ..

A. 
;
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Attachment

FEDERAL ELECTION C( MMISSION
WASHIN(AON, D.C 2040.1

Mr. S. Lee Kling
Treasurer
Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee, Inc.
2000 L Street, Northwest
Washington, D. C. 20036

Re: MUR 1353

Dear Mr. Kling:

0O On , 1981, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that your committee
violated 2 U.S.C. S441f, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by accepting
contributions made in the names of other persons. The
General Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a
basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

0 Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate
that no action should be taken against you. Please submit
any factual or legal materials which you believe are

o relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter
within ten (10) days of your receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against
your committee, the Commission may find probable cause to
believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with formal
conciliation. Of course, this does not preclude the settle-
ment of this matter through informal conciliation prior to a
finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.



The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. S437g(a) (4) (B) and S437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish
the investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
possible violations of the Act. If you have any questions,
please contact Michael Dymersky, the staff member assigned
to this matter, at 202-523-4039.

Sincerely,

0,

Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures

Cr



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

DATE MUR 1353
STAFF MEBR()& T.7W NO

Carter/Mondale Presidential Michael Dymersky
Committee, Inc.

RESPONDENT _ 202-523-4039

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS
- This matter was generated as the result of information

compiled by the Audit Division during its review of MatchingFund Submissions received from the Carter/Mondale Presidential
Committee, Inc. (Othe Committee"). In its referral, the
Audit Division raised questions concerning the validity/match-
ability of seventy-three money orders contained in matching
fund submissions #17 and #13. (See attached memoranda to
Charles N. Steele, dated August M2, 1980, and December 1, 1980,oD with accompanying attachments).

o FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

All of the money orders involved in the referral were
issued by the Manhattan Savings Bank. Seven (7) of these

cc money orders were dated February 28, 1980, and the rest
February 29, 1980; those with the earlier date were in the
amounts of $100, $400 and $500, while all of those dated
February 29, 1980, were in the amount of $100. The money
orders were numbered in three series of exact or near sequence
as follows: 106522-106524, 106526-106527, 106530-106533,
106535-106537, 106540, 106543, 592615, 592617, 592619, 592622-
592634, 592639-592650, 592652-592654, 592657-592664, 592666-
592670, 592673-592676, 592678-592680, 592682, 591754-591755,
591757, 591764-591765.

Twenty-five of the persons whose names appeared as remitters
are waiters or cooks at the Silver Palace Restaurant in New
York City where the Committee apparently held a fund-raiser on
February 21, 1980. Five of the alleged remitters are employed



Page (2)

elsewhere while no occupation or principal place of business
was provided for the remaining 35 individuals involved. (The
names of five (5) persons appear on more than one money order.)
All of the money orders were matched with public funds up to
the $250 limit per person.

It is recognized by this Office that handwriting similarities
and differences can be determined authoritatively only by experts
within the field of handwriting analysis. However, it appears
that the handwriting used in inserting the payee's name on each
of the money orders is that of the same person. This handwriting
appears to differ from that of all signatures on the remitter's
signature lines. It also seems that the handwriting on the
remitter's signature lines falls into two or three groupings
of striking similarities, making it appear likely that one,
two or three persons wrote in all of the names of the contributors.
(See attached copies of money orders numbered 106522, 106530,
592627, 592628, 592630, 592623, 592624, 592625 and 592626 as
examples.) In the four instances in which the committee obtained
confirmation from the contributors, the signatures on the con-
firmations are strikingly different from those on the relevant
remitter's signature lines. 1/ (See attached copies of money
orders numbered 591755, 591764, 592636 and 592635 and accompany-
ing confirmations.) On two of the money orders, the name on
the remitter line appears to be the same but the handwriting
differs. (See attached copies of money orders numbered
592643 and 592644.)

2 U.S.C. S441f states:

No person shall make a contribution in
the name of another person or knowingly
permit his name to be used to effect such
a contribution, and no person shall

CO knowingly accept a contribution made by
one person in the name of another
person. (Emphasis added).

In the present situation, the apparent similarities in the
handwriting on the money orders' remitters' signature lines,
the consecutive numbering of the instruments, (most of which
are in the same amount), the common place of employment of
almost 1/3 of the alleged contributions, and the apparent
differences between certain money order signatures and
corresponding verification signatures raise serious questions
as to the source of the contributions.

1/ Despite the fact that the signature on the remitter's signature
line may not be that of the remitter, the money order is still
negotiable. Therefore, a money order so signed would be a
valid instrument for purposes other than matching, no matter
who supplied the signature.
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From this evidence, the General Counsel recommends that
the Commission find reason to believe that the Committee
violated 2 U.S.C. S441f and 11 C.F.R. Sl10.4(b)(1)(iii) by
knowingly accepting contributions made in the names of other
persons.

As to the ostensible contributors involved, the General
Counsel recommends that the Commission defer taking action until
a response from the Committee is received.

RECOMMENDATION

1) Find reason to believe that the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Committee, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C.
S441f and 11 C.F.R. S110.4(b)(1)(iii) by knowingly
accepting contributions made in the names of other
persons.

2) Send the attached notification letter and
General Counsel's Legal and Factual Analysis.

Attachments
0% 1) Analysis of Submission 17 for Carter/Mondale

Presidential Committee, Inc. dated August 12,
o 1980.

2) Money orders

0 3) Notification Letter and General Counsel's Legal
and Factual Analysis

00



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

THIS IS THE BEGINNING OF MUR# /363
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. :i FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

July 14, 1983

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross [
Associate GeneralCo~unse~~ %

SUBJECT: MURs 1284, 1353, 1361 and 1389

Attached for the Commission's review is a memorandum from
the Audit Division concerning its review of Rafshoon media

.....expenditures for the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.
{(CMPC') and the Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee, Inc.
("CMRC") as provided for in the conciliation agreement. The
Audit Division's review of the media documentation did not
disclose any problems concerning documentation or allocation.

Additionally, on June 20, 1983, an amended 1980 August
monthly report was filed by CMPC disclosing previously
undisclosed and understated debts and on May 11, 1983, a check
was received from CMPC for repayment of $7,.310.35 in matching
funds.

CMPC and CMRC have complied with all requirements of the
*agreement entered into with the Commission on February 4, 1983.

ATTACHMENT:
Audit Memorandum



" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

I - :- S f V E ...'" "- - -": -.. ";  ','". '" I(: .. " ..

M EM ORANDUM . ..:-- ... ..... . ... , .7 .:. --.- - .- .'. .:- . -,:,' : ,.= ..

TO" CHARLES N. STEEL.E . *, ::: ..:!,.. , .. .... ,.:

&~~~CT'ING STAFF DIRE R """" 
" "

SUBJECT: REVIEW OF CARTER/MONDALE MEDI EPNITOR"
G . ~~MUWS 1361 AND 1389-.- .:• •..

As provided in the conciliation agreement, the Audit staff

/ reviewed Rafshoon Communication's documentation supporting media

Splacement and allocation and found no problems concerning
documentation or allocation. A brief summary of the test

-- procedures and results for both the primary and general campaign

are presented below:

o 1) Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. ("CMPC')

~For the primary campaign, two (2) separate tests were

conducted; a 1 00% review of all media activity related to Iowa,
oD Maine and New Hampshire, and a sample of all activity not related
. to those states. The Audit staff reviewed'the printouts

previously provided, the printouts used by Rafshoon
SCommunications to prepare invoices for CM..PC, hafshoon

Communications check copies, contracts, spot schedules, and any

related riders (refunds, time changes, etc.).

All items tested were adequately documented. In

regards to the allocation of media placement, we would like to

note that the methods of allocation differed slightly from those
previously communicated to us by the committee. For television,

Rafshoon Communications used ADI (area of dominant influence) as

a base, and then adjusted the percentages somewhat depending upon

the content of the ad. For radio, household viewing estimates
(similar to ADI) adjusted by ad content were used if available,

and if not, the station's signal strength and frequency,
direction of broadcast, antenna height, geographical location, as

well as ad content were considered in the allocation. Newspaper

ads were allocated based on the newspapers circulation.



I. 'I n order :t9 determine whether t e: speo. Ap :,mdi
were allocated on a' resonable basis, we met with the meit
responsible for the allocations, and traced selected buys :-

the allocation process. We found that !q rue rd:
in a more realistic allocation than some '. ae'i
encountered and generally required a lar & nt oa
Maine and New Hampshire than would be required under ADI. ''" ..

2) Carter/Mondale Re-Election ,ourittee, :Inc,:: (C MRC)"-: ii

A sample was conducted of all Rafshoon Communications' ::'

media expenditures (including production) r ela~ted : 6 the geneiaL :
election. The Audit staff reviewed :RafihoonComIbUtdeations' ~

check copies, station contracts, spQt :schedules, affidavits, and
related riders (refunds, rate changQe i t:c.I-;:::ll':b'..st items *y,:: :
were adequately documented. i

If you have any questions concerning the above ibatter, )!
please contact Glen Buco or Ray Lisi at 523-'4155.

"_ ,

0 : !:: :: .

L . . . ".rn.
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OUG LASI S. MUJNON * (l@~l 7585 NAO YIPN o01 c €
E[ILECEN N. SITEIN 7S@4 SV3II@ON LANE

* AONITTIElD IN 0. G. ONL EsOs) .es'-su

Jue 16, 1983

Marsha Gentner, Esquire
Federal Election coruision-
Washington, DC 20463

re: HU~s 1284, 1353, 1361, 1389
-U

Dear Marsha:

Enclosed for filing is the original of the -
Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee's amended report-
for August 1980, signed by S. Lee Kling, the Committee's
treasurer. I understand that the Commission's auditors
have completed their field work in Atlanta concerning
Rafshoon Communications. With the filing of the enclosed
report, then, the Carter/Mondale Committees have complied
with all requirements of the conciliation agreement that
resolved the captioned MURs.

Sincerely, _

s B. Huron

Enclosure
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ISUKI rie, N.W.
Wthdqm, D.C. 20463

REPORT OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURESBy a Canidat or Authorl~il Committee of
a Candidsa Seeking Nomination or Election
to the Office of Preident or Vice President

of the United States

~.. ~
~ b.,~, / .

L33JuNeU '~iu: ae

NOTE: Thu report Is to be suel bya•cmnlldate or aul hod orme efa mdidat mmtln nomlratw or election to the
Office of Awmdur& or Wce Pmidn of the Uinlwd Stt. s.Mthw or not public fundsare u~l

• / .3 Is this reort of receipts and expenditures for

4 TYPE OF REPORT (Oheek approria box end complete, f epplkcmble)
Ira Wg/ammm for i ~I4.2 (dl 0;: October 10 Querery Report (e) 1 emiaio epr

•(~m e~ (.)1: 0 Jauar 31 Year End Reor (h) 0: Tenth day rpo premdlng..., Election!
(bI 0] April 10 Quarterly Report (f) 09 Monthly Reprt_____on____in the State of____

(c uy10 Quartely Report (M .mnh! wi o Thirtieth day report foflng - __ is
on in the State of

CANDIDATE OR COMMITTElE SUMMARY OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURESI

15COVERING PERIOD: "R?" (EO THOG $.1 3, 10_____
betanA hiome 8uSNUISy Column A ColUmnh U

This Period blnder Yeer4.eea

6Cash on Hand January 1.15......................... ____:__:____ i ::::!! : ::: :!! ! S ",1S3 )oZ

)7 Cashon HandIt Beginningof Reporting Period.............................. $S3, 7 .L-,

B Total Receipts (from Line 23)..........................................$( C1 '. 72, $zie, ' ".S ,

(a Suttl(Add LinesadB)....................................... 2 .

10 Cash on Hand at Close of Reporting Period (Subtract Line 9 from Line Ba) ............... q/s-i C54L S Lq. ~
11 Contributed Items on Handl to be Liquidated (Attach Itemized List) . .. $ _________

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS

12 Debts and Obligations Owed TO the Committee (Itemize all on Schedule C-P) ........... I7 f
13 Debts and Obligations Owed BYthe Committe (temize allon Shedule C.P) .......... _.../ , y,, $." 1) ... ."1

Session B - Sunmry of Expenditures Sbjec to Umituim

14 Expenditure Totl(Add Lies24c and 26b1)................................$ ?. . S.. q. q- _ .

(a) Expenditures Subject to Limitation (Subtract Line 15 from Line 14)..............$ 93:4:::/ :__:_:_:___:___

(bbE) Expendituroes from Priori Years.............. Sub-ject to:.. Limitatio..n..........................!~i~i: :::: :::: !:i:!i~iiiii !i $ J ( ,,

(c) Tota Expendtures S bject.toLimitaton (AddL.nesi. and Isi...... .......

S. Lee Kling
,(Typed Nahmen of Treasurer or Candidamte) " itmO ~lsrfor Candidlate]

NOTE: Submission of false, erroneous, or incomplete information may subject the person signing this Report to the penalties of
2 U.S.C. §437g, §441j; and 26 U.S.C. §9012, §9042.

For further L Federal Election Commilion
Information 1325 K Street, N.W. iAny Informtion reported herein may not be copied for sele or use by anyContac: Washington. D.C. 20463 Iperson for purposes of soliciting contributions or for any commerc il purpose.

~or Cell 800/424.6330



~P EXPENDITURES
I, ______________________________________________________

.5..mo~tdd se r s..... , t , m .. 1s. . .. .

10 FEDERAL FUNDS (Itendseon Shedule API...............
17/ Contrlbutlona from Iml~duul Iladudlag estlulm kinldnd):

(a) Itamlaud (mm edul All) ...................

(b) Untemlud . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
(ci bies and Collectons hnduded Above:

Lissby lwntoatMemot4hede Dl115 )________
(dl Subtotal of ContributIons frms Iudlvduds (Incudiqontr butene inind ....

IS Trnsfers In from Politkca Commnittee (iuuludhmg or1buteion4dni:
(a) From AffimtedlAutherlzd Committee (Itemide on Scledule A P

Regadles f Amount)............ "
(b) From Other Commilttees (Itemize on Schedule APl Re~gem ~eeof Amount.......
(c) Subtotl of Transfers In from Political Commitles (Incudlng ontribuons in.kind) ..

19 Other Inm:
(a) Itamincl (urn Schedule A lPI . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

(b) Unltemld . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .
(ci Subtoal of Other Income . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .

20 Loans and Loan Repayments Reciwed:
(U) Itemized (use Schedule API . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .
(b) Unitemiud . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
(c) Subtotal of Loans and Loan Repayments R eedd.... ...

21 Refunds. Rebates, Return of Deposits
(a) Itemized (we. Schedule API . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .
(b) Unitemzed . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
(c) Subtotal of Rfunds. Rebates. Rqeturns of D u p o sits......... ...

22 Refunds and Rebates Relating to Exempt Funling.Lgl, and Accounting Fees:
(a) Itemized (use Schedule API........................................
(bi Unitemized.................................................
(c) Subtotal...................................................

23 TOTAL RECEIPTS

EXPENDITURES

24 Operating Expenditures:
(al) Itemized (use Schedule B-P)............................. ..........
(b) Unitemized.................................................
(ci Subtotal of Operating Exp:enditurs....................................

25 Exempt Fundrelilng. Legal and Accountingl Expenditures
(a) Itemized (use Schedule Ell).......................................
(b) Unitemize..................................................
(ci Subtotal of Exempt Fundraising. Legal dAccountingl Expenditures..............

26 Transfers Out:
(a) To Affiliated Committees (Itemize one Schedule UPl Regardless of Amount) ..........
(bi To Other Committee (itemize on 8chodule S.F Regardles of Amount)...........,.
(ci Subtotal f Transfers Out.........................................

27 Loans, Loan Repayments, and Contribution Refunds Mad.:
(a) Itemized (use Schedule UPl).......................................
(b) Unitemized........................... ......................
(c) Subtotal of Loons, Loan Repayments, end Contribution Refunds................

28 TOTAL EXPENDITURES

REPORT COVERING THE PERIO0=
FROM: 7/ B o:

COLUMN A
This Period COLli4S Ialender' Yeer4oOee

S 674 ~0. 70 S1~ ~

c?7:~ ~cq~ao

s /

S :::::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::

, ..q :q-y?
S . . . . . . ::::::::::::::::::::::::!iii i ii

S ?O~At/.',~.
RECEIPT AND EXPENITRES. NET OF TRANSFERS TO AND FROM

AFFILIATED COMMITEE~S

29 TOTAL RECEIPT (from Lie,..........................................S .s "
30 TRANSFERS IN (from LUne Ilh............................................0

31 NETA REEIPNTSurac Lie0from ine 9......................... * 'ti -;".
TOALEPEDIUES(fo Lne21.............................. 0 4/42.

34 NET EXPENDITURES (Subtract Line 33 from Une 32) ........................ 4; ......

Approved by GAO, 8-157520 (R057./, Expires 82-2-28

i I . w

s/.] ; , ' , .

.. .'.:.!.i.! i.......i.. .!.::. .'.....2: :!:.:. : ." .. ; ,*:



CatrMn ePr .id.ti Comittee0 Uc.

30o0/LXIBZr~~rm

I of DebtlR Nis-'stated

InvoiceDate

Disclosure Violations
at 7/31/80 Summarized
from NOCO WP

white House

Altair International

Aable Rents & Sales

'. Automated Datatron

) Avis

Ir) Baltimore Hilton

'Bristol, George L.

CDSI, June Services
r July services

o) Caesars' Palace

o0 Charter One, Ltd.

Cleveland Plaza

Committee for Tape
of AMPI

Custom Print, Inc.

Flight Charter Corp.

Forest Printing Co.

George & Yvonne Gekas

7/31/80
7/14/80
7/08/80

5/28/80

7/17/80

5/18/80
2/28/80

5/11/80
5/11/80
4/29/80

6/02/80

12/02

to 6/11

4/25/80

5/02/80

5/02/80

7/31/80

7/31/80

3/25/80

3/17/80

4/80

VendorTotal

$ 59,907.72

538.00
2,147.00

981.15

7,653.97

838.55
359.93

570.05
360.34
73.29

9,249.66

12,028.28
43,309.88

25,481.78

2,092.50

12,021.04

988.07

921.90

131.25

8,041.27

950.00

1,431.50

Statedon CP

$16,975. 13

380.00

141.84

6,700.88

8,041.41

11,120.75

24,887.19

Difference

$ 42,932.59

2,305.*00

839.31

953.09

1,198.48

1,003.68

1,208.*25

907.53
43,309.88

594.59

2,092.50

12,021.04

988.07

1,053.15

8,041.27

950.00

1,431.50



Car ter/Nonda~e ,reeident a C /

3o0o/LlaDIZ!13

Invoice
Date

Her tz Corp. 2/02/80
2/22/80
2/28/80
6/06/80

Knudson, Robert L.. 7/31/80
7/24/80

Latierland Music Park 7/17/80

Marcus Group Inc. 5/31/80

Moynahan, Barrette 6/02/80
' & Assoc.

NY Telephone 5/12/80

North American Systems 6/12/80
~6/05/80

5/15/80

.Overland Express 2/01/80

0 Ramada Inn 3/18/80
~3/15/80

CDS.Francis 3/31/80

r' Warren, J.N. 6/24/80

CC Dept.of Transportation 4/30/80

Landrileu, Moon 5/28/80

Rogers & Wells 3/19/80

ARA Food Services Co. 5/28/80

Weddington, Sarah 5/28/80

Total

Vendor
Total

$ 23.44
268.15
578.14
363.55

1,455.00
801.65

1,994.22

800.00

658.70

821.91

3,494.72
2,646.05

96.00

643.50

139.46
500.00

2,720.93

3,715.00

1,728.26

973.50

15,000.0

1,000.00

505.85

$;231,005.16

Statedon CP Difference

$1,233.28

2,256.65

1,994.22

800.00

658.*70

821.91

6,236.77

643.50

139.46
500.00

2,720.93

3,715.00

1,728.26

973.50

$ 7,091.93 7,908.07

1,000.00

505.85

$;75,339.13 $155,666.03

Zac.



161. NELW HAMIPSHIRE[ AVE[NUE. N. W.

WAItNGTON. D, C. 30006

@@tJOLAS U. H~URON?
E, LEEN N4. STEIN o 1o-ooImuMomc
CHRISToIN L. OWENS, CHEV, mCmAkq. O. S

mIOI ADMITTE[D IN MARYLAND wlOi) 657110~S

June 8, 1983

Marsha G. Gentner, Esquire
* Federal Election Commission

Washington, DC 20463

re: MURs 1284, 1353, 1361, 1389 -

Dear Marsha:

Enclosed is a COPY of the amended August 1980 report
f or the Carter/Mondale Presidential Comittee, Inc.,

*which our Committee is required to file under the c€n
conciliation agreement that resolved the captioned
MURs. I will forward the original to you as soon as
it has been signed by the Committee's treasurer.

B * Huron

Enclosure
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REPORT OF RECEIPT AND EXPENDITURES

Sy e Caddat or Authorized Committee of
a Candidate Seeking Nomination or Election
to the Office of President or Vice President

of the United States

83 #1 UNbB

O ffice of rvM or Woe Alt of th Lhsud Sltt stma' r riot public funds are und.

1 (.) NAME OF CANOIOATEORCOMMiTIEEiN FULL 0: Cheeklfnameoraddreeldagfl, 2 IDENTIFICATIONT NUMlER
e-ooa 09 '401I

(ci CITY, STATE AND ZIP 0O1C GENERAL
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(wv~hraph t t el 0: Jmur 31 Year End Report (hi 0:: Tenth dayreportpreceln._._.. Slectio

I 0: April 10 arerlyt Report (f) 10 Monthly Reolmrt _ ____on _____In the Stat of.______

(It. 0: July10OQuarterlyReport (Ratennth) (Il 0: ThirtIethcday report following_ Elec'tion
on in the State of___

C-ANDIDATE OR COMMITTEVE SUMMARY OF RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURESI
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IIti A This Peio Clendar Yseto.ele1e
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S Total eceipts(from Lie23)......................................................

., (al subotal,(Ad Lneand ...................................... J 2s ,a . '3c. $1, ',

9Total Expenditures (from n'Le 281......................................S$ 0 B O ytLJi'') $I | ,~ ''€ " 2

C 10 Cash on Hand at Close of Rep]orting Period (Subtrac~t Lin 9 from Line Sal ............ ......
. .S ' 4l.C.f .. i. S L O:4.

12 Debts and Obligations Owed TO the Committee (Itemize all on Schedule CPIS1, , .. I i::::::"............... ::::::::::I.:::::_________:___::
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(b,, pn. trfo Prior, Years Subjectto Limitation................................
(c) Total Expeniture Subject tO Limittion (Add Lines 16a and 1Sb) .................. ...... Siii~ii!!i~iii!i~ii!!iii~ii!iii~~ !i I $ / , ) . "l

I certify that I have examined this Report, an to the best of my knowledge en belief it is true, c:orrect an comlete.

(Typed Nqarm of Treaurer or Candidate) (Signature of Treaurer or Candidatel (Date)

NOTE: Submission of false, erroneous, or incomplete information may subject the person signing this Report to the penalties of i

2 U.S.C. §437g, §44I1; and 26 U.S.C. §9012, §9042.

For further Federal Election Commilion
information r 1325 IC street, N.W. Any information reported herein may not be copied for lie or use by any

Contact: FWashington. D.C. 20463 parson for purpoIs of solicitingl contributions Or fr any commercial purpose.

Vor Call 80014244630
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S ua~y of Debts! Xis-stated
inCli ot 7/31So

InvoiceDate VendorTotal. StatedoncP Diffterence

Disclosure Violations
at 7/31/80 Summarized
from HOCO V

White House

Altair International

Aable Rents a Sales

Automated Datatron

vis

Baltimore Hilton

'Bristol, George L.

0 CDSI, June Services
~July Services

OCaesars' Palace

0 ,Charter One, Ltd.

Cleveland Plaza

Committee for Tape
of AMPI

Custom Print, Inc.

Flight Charter Corp.

Forest Printing Co.

George & Yvonne Gekas

7/31/ 80

7/08/80

5/28/80

7/17/80

5/18/80o
2/28/80

5/11/B80
5/11/80
4/29/80

6/0 2/8 0

12/02to 6/11

4/25/80

5/02/80

5/02/80

7/3 1/8 0

7/31/80

3/25/80

3/17/80

4/80

59,907.72
538.00

2,147.00

981.15

7,653.97

838.55
359.93

570.05
360.34
73.29

9,249.66

12,028.28
43,309.88

25,481.78

2,092.50

12,021.04

988.07

921.90
131.25

8,041.27

950.00

1,431.50

$16,975.13 $ 42,932.59

380.00
141.84

6,700.88

8,041.41
11,120.75

24,887.19

2,305.00

839.31

953.09

1,198.48

1,003.68

1,208.25

907.53
43,309.88

594.59

2,092.50

12,021.04

988.07

1,053.15
8,041.27

950.00

1,431.50



'. ?r ,,: Caf ?'* te•r/ "M*oa d "a', ' 1.'"4 , ,'sde ts .... '

Hertz Cor:p.

Knudson, Robert L.

Lanierland Music • Park

Marcus Group Inc.

Moynahan, Barrette
G & Assoc.

1TY Telephone

N orth Amnerican Systems

Overland Express

0 Ramada Inn

st. Francis
0

Warren, J.N.

.Dept. of Transportation

Landr ieu, Moon

Rogers & Wells

AMFood Services Co.

*Weddington, Sarah

Total

InvoiceD ate

2/02/80
2/22/SO
2/28/80
6/06/80

7/31/80
7/24/80

7/17/80

5/31/80

6/02/80

5/12/80

6/12/8 0
6/05/80
5/15/80

2/01/80

3/18/80
3/15/80

3/31/80

6/24/80

4/30/80

5/28/80

3/19/80

5/2 8/8o0

5/28/80

Vend0rTotal

$ 23.44
268.15
578014
363.55

1,455.00
801.65

1,994.22

800.00

658.70

821.91

3,494.72
2,646.05

96.00

643.50

139.46
500.00

2,720.93

3,.715.00

1,728.26

973.50

15,000.•0

1,000.00

505.*85

$231,005.16

Statedon €?

$. 1,233.28

2,256.65

1,994.22

800.00

658.70

821.91

6,236.77

643.50

139.46
500.00

2,720.93

3,715.00

1,728.26

973.50

$ 7,091.93 7,908.07

1,000.00

__________505.85

$75,339.13 $155,666.03
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June 6, 1983

Marsha G. Gentner, Esquire
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC: 20463

Dear Marsha:

Enclosed is the agreement we have discussed,
which I have signed on behalf of the Carter/Mondale
committees.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Enclosure



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

AGIREENT BETWEEBN CARTER/jMONDALE PRESIDENTIAL
rOIUI'I"TEE, INC. AN THE CAkRTER-M.ONDALE REELECTIONl

COMITTE, INC., AUND THE FEDERL ELCION CO I88ION

In order to avoid litigation over the question of compliance

of the Carter/Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc. ("CMPC") and

the Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee, Inc. ("CMRC") with the

terms of the conciliation agreement entered into by CMPC, CMRC

and the Federal Election Commission ('FEC") to resolve MURs 1284,

1353, 1361, and 1389, the CMPC, CMRC, and the FEC, as evidenced

by the signatures, below, of their respective counsel, enter into

the following agreement:

1) CMRC and CMPC agree to comply, in a timely manner, with

all remaining requirements as stated in the

conciliation agreement, a copy of which is affixed

hereto, as each such obligation becomes due;

2) CMRC and CMPC agree that the three year period of

26 U.S.C. S 9038(c), within which a notification by the

FEC of a repayment under 26 U.S.C. S 9038(b) must be

made, is extended for an additional ninety (90) days.

CMRC and CMPC hereby expressly waive any defense based

on 26 U.s.C. S 9038(c) to the extent the FEC notifies

CMRC and CMPC of a repayment determination under

26 U.S.C. S 9038(b) no more than three (3) years plus



- 2-mL
ninety (90) days after the date of the end of the 1980

primary matching period. (See 26 U.S.C. S 9031(6) for

the definition of "matching payment period'.)

3) All parties agree that they will use their best efforts

to facilitate an expeditious completion of the audit

process pertaining to CMRC and CNPC. The field work

associated with such audit to commence on June 6, 1983.

The above constitutes the complete agreement between the

parties. With the exception of the attached conciliation

agreement, to the extent any prior and/or oral agreements have
been made by and between the parties with respect to these

matters they are hereby nullified unless contained in this

agreement.

Do gl s B. u o
Coun~elGener al CounselCarter/Mondale Presidential Federal Election Commission

i omiitteew Inc.Carter-Mondale Reelection
Committee, Inc.

Date -
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