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Secretary

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, NW
Washinggon,‘ﬁc 20463

Dear Secretary:

This letter is in regard to the phrasing of the Commission's
determination that a complaint merits investigation. As the
enclosed articles show, the finding of "reason to believe,"
as the Commission now uses, is quite confusing to reporters,
who misconstrue its meaning.

As news secretary to former Rep. Tom Corcoran, who
is involved in the complaint which is discussed in the articles,
I suggest that the Commission adopt some more accurate language
to be used when referring to the decision to investigate a case.
As the Chicago Tribune put it inits page-one story, the "reason
to believe" determination was "a preliminary finding," though
it was actually no more than a determination that the complaint
was sufficiently substantive to warrant investigation -- sort
of like an indictment, but certainly not the first vote to
convict by a split jury.

I look forward to your response to this suggestion.

Sincerely,

Scott E. McMurray l
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Secretary
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, NW

Washington, DC 20463




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Corcoran for Senate Committee MUR 1684
william F. Keck, as
Treasurer

Michael Golar.d

Morris Amitay

CERTIFICATION

I,'Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session of
December 18, 1984, do hereby certify that the Commission
decided by a vote of 4-1 to take the following actions in
MUR 1684:
1. Find no probable cause to believe the
Corcoran for Senate Committee and
William Keck, as treasurer, violated

2 U.s.C. § 441a(f).

Find no probable cause to believe Michael
Goland violated 2 U.S.C. § 441l1a(a) (1) (A).

Approve the letters attached to the
General Counsel's report dated December 7,
1984.
4. CLOSE THE FILE.
Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McDonald, and McGarry
voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner

Elliott dissented; Commissioner Reiche abstained.

Attest:

(2-/9- 8 MM”@;_@ f

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission




JANATT, PHELPS, ROTHENBERG & TUNNEY
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Aﬁo.NM AT LAW

1200 NEW HAMBBHIRE AVENUE, N.W.
suite 200
WASHINGTON, D.C, 20036 st
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Duane A. Brown, Esq.’

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

Dear Mr. Brown:

MUR 1684
Morris Amitay
Michael Goland

Pursuant to our telephone conversation, this 4
letter confirms that we are making no additional submissions
on behalf of Mr. Amitay and Mr. Goland in the above-
captioned matter. We believe that the recommendations of
the Office of the General Counsel that no probable cause that
a violation has occurred is correct and have no additional
materials to submit beyond that contained in our previous
submissions and the General Counsel's report.

of Manatt, Phelps,
Rothenberg & Tunney
DMI :nak

CC: Morris Amitay
Michael Goland




B CORCORAN FOR SENATE COMMITTEE
P. 0. BOX 2667 ¢ AURORA., ILLINOIS 60507
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December 6, 1984
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Mr. Duane A. Brown

7th Floor

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

-

58

Dear Mr. Brown:

Pursuant to our conversation of December 5, 1984,
the Corcoran for Senate Committee does not intend
to respond to the General Counsel's recommendation

of "no probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred."

Very truly yours,

TV I A

William F. KReck
Treasurer
Corcoran for Senate Committee

PAID FOR BY THE CORCORAN FOR SENATE COMMITTEE. WILLIAM F KECK, SUGAR GROVE. TREASURER
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL BLBCTION COHHIBSIGN HLFEG
. JTTCRETARY
In the Matter of

Corcoran for Senate Committee 3 DEC 10 ‘42: 38
Wwilliam P. Keck, as treasurer MUR 1684

Michael Goland
Morris Amitay

BACKGROUND

Daniel Swillinger, Esq., filed a complaint on behalf of
Senator Charles H. Percy and the Citizen for Percy '84 Committee
("the '84 Committee"). The '84 Committee alleges that Michael

Goland financed a direct mail campaign against Senator Percy

prior to the March 20, 1984 Illinois Republican primary. The

complaint states that Mr. Goland made $278,729 */ in expenditures
against the Percy campaign. 1In addition, the '84 Committee
states that Mr. Goland reported these expenditures as being
independent. However, the '84 Committee's complaint attempts to
demonstrate that the Goland expenditures were not independent,
but were made with the cooperation and prior consent of the
campaign of Representative Thomas Corcoran, Senator Percy's
principal primary opponent. If this is so, the expenditures
would constitute excessive contributions made by Goland and
accepted by the Corcoran Committee ("the Committee®) in violation

of 2 U.S.C. §§ 441la(a) and 44la(f).

*/ The expenditures reported to date by Mr. Goland are
$419,573.




The '84 Committee argues that Mr. Goland made his
expenditures at the direction of a Morris Amitay, an individual

claimed by the '84 Committee to be an agent and fundraiser for

the Corcoran campaign. The '84 Committee argues that because of

his alleged position with the Corcoran campaign, Mr. Amitay was
avare of the campaign's plans, projects and needs. The Committee
argues that because Mr. Goland's expenditures were made with the
awareness of the campaign's plans, projects and needs they were
not independent.

On October 2, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe
the Corcoran for Senate Committee and William Keck, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la(f) for accepting an excessive
contribution from Michael Goland and, found reason to believe
Michael Goland violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A) for making an
excessive contribution to the Corcoran campaign. Simultaneously,
the Commission decided to take no action against Morris Amitay at
that time and authorized the sending of interrogatories to
Michael Goland, Morris Amitay and Congressman Corcoran in an
effort to satisfy questions of concern.

On October 31 and after a request for an extension of time
to respond, William Keck filed his response to the Commission's
reason to believe finding and Congressman Corcoran filed his
response to the interrogatories. On November 5, after several
requests for extensions of time to respond, David Ifshin, Esq.,
filed responses to the interrogatories on behalf of his clients,

Morris Amitay and Michael Goland.
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II. LEGAL ANALYSIS OF RESPONDENT'S BRIEFS (See OGC Brief of
November 30, 1984)

In telephone conversations with the respondents, William
Keck, treasurer of the Corcoran Committee and David M. Ifshin,
Esqg., representing Morris Amitay and Michael Goland;both
indicated that they were satisfied with the General Counsel's
analysis and that no responsive brief would be filed (See
Attachments I and II).

I1I. RECOMMENDATIONS

The Office of General Counsel recommends that the
Commission:
1= find no probable cause to believe the Corcoran for Senate
Committee and William Keck, as treasurer violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441a(f);

2. find no probable cause to believe Michael Goland violated
2 U.S.C. § 441a(a) (1) (A);

3. approve the attached letters;

4. close the file.

'1 DQ_CE:L;- \Q o
Date Ch es N. Steele
General Counsel

Attachments
I. Letter from William Keck
II. Letter from David Ifshin, Esq.
III. Letter to William Keck
IV. Letter to David Ifshin, Esq.
V. Letter to Daniel Swillinger, Esq.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMI__SSION
. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

December 20, 1984

_Deniel Swialinget. Esq.

David & Gooch

920 Pennsylvania Avenue, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

Re: MUR 1684
Dear Mr. Swillinger:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
Commission on April 26, 1984, concerning alleged violations of the
Act by Michael Goland and the Corcoran for Senate Committee.

Based on your complaint, the Commission determined there was
reason to believe that Michael Goland and the Corcoran for Senate
Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(a) and 44la(f) respectively,
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act") and instituted an investigation of this matter. After an
investigation was conducted, and the brief of the General Counsel
was considered, the Commission concluded on December 18, 1984,
that there was no probable cause to believe that Michael Goland
or the Corcoran for Senate Committee violated the Act.
Accordingly, the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1684, has been
closed. This matter will become part of the public record within
30 days. Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials
to appear on the public record, please do so within ten days.

The Federal Election Campaign Act allows a Complainant to seek
judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of this action. See
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (8).

If you have _any questions, please contact Duane A. Brown,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAI. ELECTION COMMlSSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Decembexr 20, 1984

David M. Ifshin, Esq.
1200 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W,
Suite 200

washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1684
Michael Goland
Morris Amitay

Dear Mr. Ifshin:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
~conducted, the Commission concluded on December 18, 1984, that
there is no probable cause to believe your clients violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1684, has
been closed. This matter will become part of the public record
within 30 days. Should you wish to submit any factual or legal
gaterxals to appear on the public record, please do so witbin 10
ays.

. If you have any questions, contact Duane A. Brown the
attorney assigned this matter at (202)523-4000.

Charles N,
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

William F. Keck, Treasurer
Corcoran for Senate Committee .
P.0. Box 281

Maple Avenue

Sugar Grove, Illinois 60554

Re: MUR 1684
Corcoran for Senate Committee
William F. Keck, as Treasurer

Dear Mr. Keck:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on December . 1984, that
there is no probable cause to believe that the Corcoran for
Senate Committee and you, as treasurer, violated the Act.
Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1684, has been
.closed. This matter will become part of the public record within -
30 days. Should you wish to submit any factual or legal :
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within 10
days. : :

1 2 8 5

5

If you have any questions, contact Duane A. Brown the
attorney assigned this matter at (202)523-4000.
Sincerely,

m p«fﬂ H

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

85040

The Honorable Tom Corcoran
8736 01d Dominion Drive
McLean, Virginia 22102




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION S
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 84 40y 30 PI2: 42

November 30, 1984

The Commission

FROM: Charles N. seeW
General Counse

SUBJECT: MUR 1684

Attached for the Commission's review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues
of the above-captioned matter. A copy of this brief and a letter
notifying the respondents of the General Counsel's intent to
recommend to the Commission a finding of no probable cause to
believe was mailed on November 30, 1984. Following receipt of
the respondents' replies to this notice, this Office will make a
further report to the Commission.

Attachments

1, Briefs
2. Letters to Respondents
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'BEFORE THE PEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Mattef of

Corcoran for Senate Committee '
William F. Keck, as treasurer MUR 1684

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

1. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Daniel Swillinger, Esq., filed a complaint oh behalf of
Senator Charles H. Percy and the Citizen for Percy '84 Committee
("the '84 Committee"). The '84 Committee alleges that Michael
Goland financed a direct mail campaign against Senator Percy
prior to the March 20, 1984 Illinois Republican primary. The
complaint states that Mr. Goland made $278,729 */ in expenditures
against the Percy campaign. In addition, the '84 Committee
states that Mr. Goland reported these expenditures as being
independent. However, the '84 Committee's complaint attempts to
demonstrate that the Goland expehditdres were not independent,
but were made with the cooperation and prior consent of the
- campaign of Representative Thomas Corcoran, Senator Percy's
principal primary opponent. If this is so, the expenditures
would constitute excessive contributions made by Goland and
accepted by the Corcoran Committee ("the Committee”) in violation

of 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(a) and 441la(f).

bl The expenditures reported to date by Mr. Goland are
$419,573.




The '84 Committee argues that Mr. Goland made his
ekpenditures at the direction of a Morris Amitay, an individual
claimed by the '84 Committee to be an agent and fundraiser for
the Corcoran c&mpaign. The '84 Committee argues that because of
his alleged position with the Corcoran campaign, Mr. Amitay was
- aware of the campaign's plans, projects and needs. The Committee
argues that because Mr. Goland's expenditures were made with the
awareness of the campaign's plans, projects and needs they were

not independent.

On October 2, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

the Corcoran for Senate Committee and William Keck, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f) for accepting an excessive
contribution from Michael Goland and, found reason to believe
Michael Goland violated 2 U.S.C. § 44l1a(a) (1) (A) for making an
excessive contribution to the Corcoran campaign. Simultaneously,
the Commission decided to take no action against Morris Amitay at
that time and authorized the sending of interrogatories to
Michael Goland, Morris Amitay and Congressman Corcoran in an
effort to satisfy questions of concern.

On October 31 and after a request for an extension of time
to respond, William Keck filed his response to the Commission's
reason to believe finding and Congressman Corcoran filed his
response to the interrogatories. On November S5, after several
requests for extensions of'éime to respond, David 1fshin, Esq.,

filed responses to the interrogatories on behalf of his
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cliénts,(nortis Amitay and Michael Goland.

II. LEGAL ANALYSIS

11 C.P.R. § 109.1(a) defines an independent expenditure as:
fa)n expenditure by a person for a
' communication expressly advocating the
election or defeat of a clearly identified
candidate which is not made with the

_cooperation or with the prior consent of, or
in consultation with, or at the request or

suggestion of, a candidate or any agent or
authorized committee of such candidate.
(emphasis added)

In its response to the reason to believe finding, the
Committee essentially reite;ates verbatim its response to the
complaint. The Committee argues that Morris Amitay ("Amitay”)

- and Michael Goland ("Goland") were not agents or authorized
fundraisers of the Committee. The '84 Committee contends that
Amitay was an agent of the Committee and that Goland made
contributions at the direction of Amitay, yet, the Committee
states that, "Amitay did not have oral or written authority,
either express or implied, to make or authorize the making of
_expenditures on behalf of the Committee...". Moreover, the
Committee argues that Amitay, "did not hold any position within
the campaign organization" and that Goland did not hold a
position within the campaign nor was he authorized to make
expenditures on its behalf. The Committee attaches an affidavit
by a Reed Wilson in support of its position. Mr. Wilson was the
campaign manager of the Committee. Essentially, Mr. Wilson's
affidavit reiterates the Committee's response. Mr. Wilson swears
that neither Goland nor Amitay had a bosition with the

organization, that neither individual was authorized to raise




maﬁey on:behalf of the Committegfand thataneithgr'the-conmitteo

nor agents or employees of the Coﬁmittce'cébperated or consu;tod}
with Goland. The response to the interrogatories by Congressman
éorcoran further subpbrts the Committee's position_that no
evidence exists to support the '84 Committee's allegations that
expenditures made by Mr. Goland were made with the cooperation,
prior consent, at the request of or in consultation with
Congressman Corcoran or his campaign.

Morris Amitay's response to the Commission's interrogatories
reflect essentially the position taken by Mr. Amitay in his
response to the complaint notification. Mr. Amitay indicates
that he did not control Goland's expenditures, that he was not an
agent of the Corcoran campaign and that Goland made his
expenditures independent of any direction from him. Further,
Amitay states that he is an attorney, and, in that capacity,’has
provided a varied range of services to Goland including advice
regarding the legal ramifications concerning the making of
independent expenditures,

Mr. Goland's response to the interrogatories continues to
assert the independence of his expenditure campaign against
Charles Percy. Mr. Goland avers that his independent expenditure
campaign was conducted out of self-interest and was not
encouraged by Tom Corcoran, anyone related to the Corcoran
campaign or Morris Amitay.

No evidence was found to exist to support the '84

Committee's allegation that the Goland expenditures were made
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_with the cooperation and ptior consent of the Corcoran campaign.;fT]'
In addition, no evidenee was develeped to support the allegltion

that Mr. Amitay was aware of‘the Corcoran campaign 8 plans,

‘pfojects and needs and cbmmnpiéhtgd those needs to Mr. Goland,

£hereby nullifying the 1nde§gnd§ncé of Goland's expenditures.
GENERAL COUNSEL'S RECOMMENDATION
Based on the foreqoing, it appears that there is no probqble
| cause to believe Michael Goland made an excessive contribution to
the Corcoran campaign in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(1)(A).
cOncurrently, it appears that there is no probable cause to
believe the Corcoran for Senate Committee and William Keck, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f) by accepting an excessivé :

contribution.

2 hoeles SH

Charles N,
General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION =

In the Matter of : )
) :
Michael Goland o ) MUR 1684

I.  STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Daniel Swillinger, Eéq., filed a complaint on behalf of
Senator Charles H. Percy and the Citizen for Percy '84 Committee
("the '84 Committee"). The '84 Committee alleges that Michael
Goland financed a direct mail campaign against Senator Percy
prior to the March 20, 1984 Illinois Republican primary. The
complaint states that Mr. Goland made $278,729 */ in expenditures
against the Percy campaign. 1In addition; the '84 Committee
states that Mr. Goland reported these expenditures as being
independent. However, the '84 Committee's complaint attempts to
demonstrate that thé Goland expenditures were not independent,
but were made with the cooperation and prior consent of the
campaign of Representative Thomas Corcoran, Senator Percy's
principal primary opponent. If this is so, the expenditures
would constitute excessive contributions made by Goland and
accepted by the Corcoran Committee ("the Committee®™) in violation

of 2 U.S.C. §§ 441la(a) and 441la(f).

*/ The expenditures reported to date by Mr. Goland are
$419,573. ‘
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The '84 Committee argues that Mr. Goland maqgfhia

exponditures at the direction of a Morris Amitay;-in individual
claimed by the '84 Committee to be an agen:'and fuhdiaiqg: for
the Corcoran campaign. The '84 Committee argues that because of
his alleged position with the Corcoran camp&ign, Mr. Amitay was
aware of the campaign's.plgns, projects and needs, fhe Committee
‘arQUes that because Mr. Goland's expenditures were made with the
awareness of the campaign's plans, projects and needs they were
not independent.

On October 2, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe
the Corcoran for Senate Committee and William Keck, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f) for accepting an excessive
contribution from Michael Goland and, found reason to believe
Michael Goland violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A) for making an
excessive contribution to the Corcoran campaign. Simultaneously,
the Commission decided to take no action against Morris Amitay at
that time and authorized the sending of interrogatories to
~ Michael Goland, Morris Amitay and Congressman Corcoran in an
effort to satisfy questions of concern.

On October 31 and after a request for an extension of time
to respond, William Keck filed his response to the Commission's
reason to believe finding and Congressman Corcoran filed his
response to the interrogatories. On November 5, after several
requests for extensions of time to respond, David Ifshin, Esq.,

filed responses to the interrogatories on behalf of his
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j clients, Morris Amitay and Michael Goland.
1I. LEGAL ANALYSIS
SRS ¥ C C.F.R. § 109. 1(a) defines an independent expenditure as:
[a]n expenditure by a petson for a
communication expressly advocating the
election or defeat of a clearly identified
candidate which is not made with the

cooperation or with the prior consent of, or
in consultation'with, or at the request or

suggestion of, a candidate or anguagent or
authorized committee of such candidate.
(emphasis added)

In its response to the reason to believe finding, the
Committee essentially reiterates verbatim its response to the
complaint. The Committee argues that Morris Amitay ("Amitay")
and Michael Goland (“Goland") were not agents or authorized
fundraisers of the Committee. The '84 Committee conterds that
Amitay was an agent of the Committee and that Goland made
contributions at the direction of Amitay, yet, the Committee
states that, "Amitay did not have oral or written authority,
either express or implied, to make or authorize the making of
expenditures on behalf of the Committee...”. Moreover, the
Committee argues that Amitay, "did not hold any position within
the campaign organization” and that Goland did not hold a
position within the campaign nor was he authorized to make
expenditures on its behalf. The Committee attaches an affidavit
by a Reed Wilson in support of its position. Mr. Wilson was the
campaign manager of the Cdﬁmittee. Essentially, Mr. Wilson's
affidavit reiterates the Committee's response. Mr. Wilson swears
that neither Goland nor Amitay had a position with the

organization, that neither individual was authorized to raise




' money on behalf of the Committee and that neither the Commiéiie

nor agents or employees of the Committee cobpetated or eéﬁqulﬁeai
“with Goland. Thev;esponse to the interrogatories by COngtihsmah"
‘corcoran futther”bubports thé Committee's position that no |
evidence exists to support the '84 Committee's allegations that
expenditures made by Mf. Gol#nd were made with the cooperation,
‘prioi consent, at ;he request of or in consultation with
Congressman Corcoran or his campaign.

Morris Amitay's response to the Commissibn's interrogatories
reflect essentially the position taken by Mr. Amitay in his
response to the complaint notification. Mr. Amitay indicates
that he did not control Goland's expenditures, that he was not an
agent of the Corcoran campaign and that Goland made his
expenditures independent of any direction from him. Further,
Amitay states that he is an attorney, and, in that capacity, has
provided a varied range of services to Goland including advice
regarding the legal ramifications concerning the making of
independent expenditures.

Mr. Goland's response to the interrogatories continues to
assert the independence of his expenditure campaign against
Charles Percy. Mr. Goland avers that his independent expenditure
campaign was conducted out of self-interest and was not
encouraged by Tom Corcoran, anyone related to the Corcoran
campaign or Morris Amitay.

No evidence was found to exist to support the '84

Committee's allegation that the Goland expenditures were made




-fwith the cooperation and p:ior consent of the cOrcOtan campaign.

In addition, no evidence was developed to support the allegation
that Mr. Amitay was aware Of the Corcoran oempqign}s plans,
projects and needé‘and communicatedothose needs to Mr. Goland,

thereby nullifying‘tbé independence of Goland's expenditures.

Based on the foregoing, it appears that there is no probable
cause to believe Michael Goland made an excessive contribution to
the Corcoran campaign in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A).
Concurrently, it appears that there is no probable cause to
believe the Corcoran for Senate Committee and William Keck, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f) by accepting an excessive

contribution,

General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

November 30, 1984

William Keck, Treasurer
Corcoran for Senate Committee
P.O. Box 2667

Aurora, Illinois 60507

Re: MUR 1684
Corcoran for Senate Committee
William Keck, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Keck:

Based on a complaint filed with the Commission on April 26,
1984, and information supplied by you the Commission determined
on October 2, 1984, that there was reason to believe that
Corcoran for Senate Committee and you, as treasurer, had violated
2 U.S.C. § 441a(f), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"”) and instituted an
investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of General Counsel is prepared to 4
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, vou 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 submit will
be considered by the Commission before proceeding to a vote of no
probable cause to believe a violation has occurred.




‘Letter to William Keck
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Duane A,
Brown, the attorney assigned this matter, at (202)523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief

-
_Cb
o~
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FE DERAL ELECTION COMMlSSION

\AASHIN( TON, D( 20463

November 30, 1984

David M. Ifshin, Esq.

1200 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Suite 200

washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1684
Morris Amitay
Michael Goland

Dear Mr. Ifshin:

Based on a complaint filed with the Commission on April 26,
1984, and information supplied by your clients the Commission
determined on October 2, 1984, that there was reason to believe
that your client, Michael Goland, had violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 44l1a(a) (1) (A), a prov1sxon of the Pederal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act") and instituted an investigation
of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of 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 client's 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 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 Duane A.’
Brown, the attorney assigned this matter, at (202)523-4000

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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1200 NEW NAMPSHIRE AVENUE; NW.
SUITE 200 :
WASMINOTON, D.C. 20038

TELEPHONE (20R) 4634300 -

8]

November 5, 1984'

C AON bE

»

5. e

Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

¥

]
L)

%

Dear Mr. Gross:

Please find enclosed the responses of Michael
Goland and Morris Amitay to the Interrogatories submitted
by the Commission. Unfortunately, Mr. Goland's father
passed away this past Saturday and he has been unable to
execute a signed copy in time for filing today. He has
informed me by telephone this morning that he has received
and approved the answers as submitted herewith and will
execute the original. The responses will be returned to me
by courier today and filed with the Commission upon receipt
by my office. Mr. Amitay's executed responses are enclosed.

As I discussed with you and Mr. Steele upon service
of the Interrogatories, there are a number of inquiries
calling for responses irrelevant to this matter and that are
unduly intrusive into the personal and private affairs of
Mr. Amitay and Mr. Goland. For example, inquiries into the
identity of a respondent or witness' friends and who they see
socially are clearly beyond the scope of authority granted




MANATT, PHELPS, ROTHENBERG & TUNNEY

Kenneth Gross
Page 2
November 5, 1984

the Commission by Congress, or, indeed, could be granted
to any Federal regulatory agency. Nonetheless, in order
to permit a prompt resolution of this matter, we have
attempted to answer these inquiries within the bounds of
reason.

Rothenberg & Tunney

DMI:nak
Enclosures
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MORRIS AMITAY -

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORIES

(1) Have you ever been a member of Washington PAC?
ANSWER: Yes.

(2)

(a)

I1f so, please detail your role within the organization,
including the dates of your membership, all positions
you have held within the organization and the dates you
held such positions.

ANSWER: Founder and treasurer since November 1980.
Describe the circumstances of how you came to know of
washington PAC.

ANSWER: Not applicable.

State the purpose of Washington PAC.

ANSWER: To make contributions to congressional
candidates who support credible U.S. foreign and
defense policies.

Were you aware that Tom Corcoran was campaigning for the
Senate seat now held by Charles Percy?

ANSWER: Yes.

(a)

when and how did you first become aware of the fact
that Mr. Corcoran was running for the Senate?

ANSWER: From newspaper accounts. I do not recall the
dates.

Did you contribute any funds in support of the Corcoran
campaign? When, in what amount(s) and to whom?

ANSWER: I did not make any personal contributions to
the Corcoran campaign.

Did you encourage others to contribute funds to the
Corcoran campaign? If so, who and when?

ANSWER: I recommended tc the Washington PAC Advisory
Board that PAC contributions be made. 1 also probably
made supportive statements in newsletter columns and
conversations but never solicited contributions.




. ‘Morris Amitay
' MUR 1684 =
, ’V»R«ponse to Inurroqatories
- Page 2

- (a) Ware { ou encouraqed to comtribute funds to the Coreo.ran
gn? If 80, by whom? .

fmsm No.

(3) Do you know Tom Corcoran?
ANSWER: Yes.

(a) If so. please state how and when you met Mr. Corcoran.

ANSWER: To my best recollection, I met Mr. Corcoran in
late 1982 after hearing that he had expressed an interest
in running for the Senate. 1 do not recall exactly when
since I attend numerous £hndzazsing events in wnshington,
visit frequently on Capitol Hill where my office is
located. During these activities, I meet many Congress-
men informally and by chance. I did have a formal
meeting with him for my interview in the Spring 1983

for my news column and I did see him at events I
attended around that time. None of the events were
either sponsored by him or held for his benefit.

Describe your relationship with Mr. Corcoran during his
candidacy for the Illinois Senate seat?

ANSWER: To my best recollection, the encounters
described above occurred prior to Mr. Corcoran's
candidacy. I had no "relationship" with him during his
candidacy other than as described in response to numbers
(3)(d) and (5).

(1) Were the two of you personal friends at the time?

ANSWER: We object to questions (3)(b)(1) and (2)
to the extent that these questions seek information
beyond the scope of the Commission's investigation
and seek irrelevant personal information.

(2) Did you see him socially?
(a) If so, how often on the average?

Describe your relationship with the [sic] Mr. Corcoran
at present.

ANSWER: I have not met with him for at least a year
except for a chance encounter in a congressional
building a few months ago.
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MUR 1684

Response to Intorrogatories
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(4)

(1) Do you spe him aociqlly? PR T T
' AN&WER Same objaction as to (3)(5)(1) undcf ).
(a) 1f 80, how often on the average?
(d) when and where was the last occasion you tpoka with Mr.
Corcoran?
ANSWER: We exchanged greetings in the U.S. Capitol
corridor about two months ago.
(1) On that occasion, what was the substance of your
conversation?
ANSWER: Nothing relevant to the subject matter of
this MUR.
(2) Bave you ever had the occasion to discuss
this investigation with Mr. Corcoran?
ANSWER: No.
(a) If so, what was the substance of your
conversation(s)?
Did you ever have business dealings with Mr. Corcoran?
ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, describe in detail the nature of your business
dealings and state when they occurred.

(b) How often did you see him for this purpose during such
dealings?

During the time he was running for U.S. Senate, did you
speak to Mr. Corcoran by telephone?

ANSWER: Yes, but to the best of my recollection not after
he declared his candidacy. These conversations were related
to his appearance before the PAC and to notify him of forth-
coming PAC contributions.

(a) If so, how often on the average?
ANSWER: Approximately three times.
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' MUR 1684

Response to Interrogatories

Page 4

(6) Do you know Michael Goland?
ANSWER: Yes.

(a)

I1f so, state how and vwhen you met Mr. Goland.

ANSWER: To the best of my recollection it was in 1981
at a charitable event.

Describe your relationship w1th Mr. Goland.

ANSWER: Our first meetings were in the context of
events such as the one described above. I was later
retained by Mr. Goland to perform legal services,
assist on real estate investments and to provide infor-
mation on issues of interest to him.

(1) Do you see each other socially?
ANSWER: Same objection as to (3)(b)(1) and (2).

(a) 1f so{ how often on the average?

(2) When and where was the last occasion you saw of or
spoke with Mr. Goland?

ANSWER: We spoke by phone last week.

(a) On that occasion, what was the substance of
your discussion?

ANSWER: General political discussion on
issues such as California Prop. 39. Nothing
relevant to the subject matter of this MUR.

Have you discussed this investigation with
Mr. Goland?

ANSWER: Yes.

(1) If so, what was the substance of your
conversation(s).

ANSWER: I advised him to retain special
counsel when the complaint was first
filed and to gather all relevant infor-
mation.
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(7) Did you ever have business dealings with Mr. Goland?
ANSWER: Yes.
(a) If so, describe in detail the nature of your business
dealings and state when they occurred?
ANSWER: See response to 6(b).

(b) How often did you see him for this purpose during such
dealings?
ANSWER: I met with him periodically when visiting
other clients or speaking at gatherings on the West

Coast and in D.C. I cannot recall the precise number
of times. : .

(8) Did you speak to Mr. Goland by telephone during the time Tom
Corcoran was a candidate for the U.S. Senate?

ANSWER: Yes.

(a) If so, how often on the average?
ANSWER: Possibly about twice a month.

(b) Did you discuss the Corcoran campaign? If so, what was
the substance of the conversation.

ANSWER: No, however, we did speak about Sen. Percy's
record on foreign policy issues. We may also have
discussed results of various polls relating to Percy's
election.

Did you view a presentation by Tom Corcoran made before
members of Washington PAC?

ANSWER: Yes.

(a) If so, when did the presentation(s) and viewing(s)
occur?

ANSWER: Aprl 6, 1983.

wWhat was the substance of the presentations? Was
campaign strategy discussed?

ANSWER: The views of the candidate on foreign policy
and defense issues. No specific campaign strategy was
discussed other than references which were made by the
candidate that he could beat Percy and that he needed
funds to do so.
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(1) For ‘each such presentation state whether you ipoke i

with Tom Corcoran following his presentation?

'ANSWER: I probably spoke to him after his presen~
'tation to thank him for coming.

(a) If so, describe the substance of the conver-
sation(s) you had with Mr. Corcoran.

ANSWER: It was probably a very brief thank
yonlbecause another speaker spoke that day as
well.

Please detail what role you played in arranging
and/or coordinating the arrangements to have
Tom Corcoran appear before Washington PAC.

ANSWER: As Treasurer, I am in charge of
making all arrangeuents for the regqular
luncheon meetings.

(a) Were any written communications exchanged
in the process of your arranging the
visit of Tom Corcoran to Washington PAC?
If so, specify the nature of the communi-
cations.

ANSWER: Yes. A confirmation letter is
routinely sent.

(10) Has Tom Corcoran ever discussed or communicated information
regarding his campaign, his campaign's strategy, goals
and/or purposes with you?

ANSWER: No, other than his statement at the PAC luncheon in
which he stated that he believed he could win the race.

(1) If so, vwhen?

(2) Describe the substance of each such discussion and
communication.

Has Tom Corcoran ever requested your assistance in further-
ance of his campaign in any way including, but not limited
to financial, advisory, strategic assistance? If so, did
you provide any assistance?

ANSWER: No. Mr. Corcoran never requested my assistance.
He did request financial assistance from Washington PAC.
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(a)

1f so, describe what kind of assistance you provided as

‘a result of the r‘quest.

ANSWER: 1 transmitted five PAC contrxbutions Dbetween
January 20, 1983 and January .25, 1984, to the Corcoran
campaign. ' This is the usual contribution pattern for
sending Washington PAC contributions tied to specific
fundraising events. To the best of my recollection, 1

also sent Mr. Corcoran by mail, a brief summary of

Senator Percy's public positlons on the Middle East.
The summary was prepared and published by an organiza-
tion unrelated to Washington PAC and is publicly avail-
able on request.

(12) Have you ever offered Tom Corcoran your assistance, advice
or strategy hints relevant to his campaign?

ANSWER: No, other than the PAC financial assistance as
outlined above.

(a)

(b)

If so, what suggestions or strategies did you discuss
with him?

Have you ever been present when Michael Goland offered
advice, suggestions or strategy hints to Tom Corcoran
in furtherance of his campaign? If so, when and what
advice, suggestions or strategy hints were discussed?

ANSWER: No.

Have you and Mr. Goland ever discussed the Percy campaign?
ANSWER: Yes.

(a)

If so, when and where did these discussions take place?

ANSWER: We sporadically discussed that campaign as
well as others in the course of our legal and business
dealings.

Describe the content and substance of the discussions.

ANSWER: I informed Mr. Goland of the progress of a
number of races as discussed in the PAC newsletter,
copies of which were attached to my response.

Did Mr. Goland ever request advice from you concerning the
making of expenditures against Senator Percy?

ANSWER: Yes.
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(a) If so, vhat was the substance of the advice regquested
by Mr. Goland?

ANSWER: The advice requested vas limited to guidance
under the FECA and thus is subject to thn attorney
client privilege. ‘

i 2
Detail all advice of thls type you gave to ur Goland,
including when you gave su advice.

ANSWER: The adv1ce is sub]ect to the attorney cllent
pr1v11ege

(15) Did you ever speak with Tom Corcoran at the w;shington PAC'Ss
offices?

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, was it face-to-face or by telephone? Was anyone
else present at the time? 1f so, who?

(b) Provide the dates and the substance of the discussions
you had with Tom Corcoran at the PAC's offices.

(c) At the time of your discussions, was Tom Corcoran a
candidate for the U.S. Senate?

(d) At the time of your discussions with Tom Corcoran were
you advising Michael Goland regarding his expenditures
against Senator Percy?

(e) At the time of your discussions with Tom Corcoran, had
you made any contributions to the Corcoran campaign?

Oon the occasions when you met with Mr. Corcoran, did you
ever indicate to him, in any way, the fact that you were
advising Mr. Goland on making expenditures campaign against
Senator Percy?

ANSWER: This question assumes incorrectly that I was giving
Mr. Goland advice on the campaign. On the contrary, as
stated above, I was providing legal advice to Mr. Goland.
Therefore, I never had any such conversations with

Mr. Corcoran. On one occasion, after I became aware of

Mr. Goland's independent expenditures, I received a phone
call from a woman whose name I do not recall who identified
herself as from Mr. Corcoran's office. I informed her at
that time that I would not talk to her--before whe indicated
the purpose of the call--because a client of mine was making
independent expenditures in the Senate race.
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(b) whan did such dxscuss;ons or comnunieatxon- with Mr.
| COrcoran oecur? ¥
(17) piad. yon ever inte:view Hm. COrcoran?
AN#WER Yes, on one occasion.

(a) PFor each such interview state:

(1) The date and location of the 1nterview.~

ANSWER : 1 do not recall the exact date. I believe
it was in March or April 1983. It took place in
his office. :,

Who was present at the interview?

ANSWER: Mr. Corcoran and some aides whose names I
do not recall.

The purpose of the interview?

ANSWER: As stated in my response to the complaint,
the purpose of the interview was to obtain informa-
tion about Mr. Corcoran's positions for the PAC
newsletter and my column.

what input you had in coordinating and/or arranging
the interview. What input Tom Corcoran had in
coordinating and/or arranging the interview script.

ANSWER: 1 requested the interview for the above
reasons. There was no "interview script." 1

asked him questions relevant to the issues addressed
in the column and newsletter. Mr. Corcoran had no
input.

The content and substance of each interview.

ANSWER: The interview was on his views on foreign
policy.
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(1) Wwas the subject of the Corcoran campaign

'~ ANSWER: The Corcoran campaign was not
discusmsed except that Corcoran stated that he
believed he could win because of Republican
disaffection with Senator Percy.

(a) If so, describe what about the Corcoran
campaign was discussed during the inter-
view.

ANSWER: See above.

(18) Are you aware of any fundraising brochures, developed by the
Corcoran Committee in which you and Mr. Corcoran are both
pictured?

ANSWER: Yes, a friend of mine in Illinois sent me a copy he
had received.

(a) If so, for each such brochure ANSWER the following:

(1) On what date and by what method did you become
avare of the fact that you and Mr. Corcoran were
pictured on a fundraising brochure developed by
the Corcoran Committee?

ANSWER: I don't recall the date. I believe it
may have been July or August 1983.

Did you voluntarily appear in the picture on the
fundraising brochure?

ANSWER: While I was interviewing Mr. Corcoran, he
asked if I minded having my picture taken. I have
frequently had my picture taken with Members of
Congress, s0 1 consented. I had no idea at the
time that it was for the purpose of using in a
campaign brochure.

By what procedure were you selected to appear on
the fundraising brochure?

ANSWER: I have no idea.
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(4) who from the Cercoran canpaign was roaponsible for
.notiﬁyinq you ragar'}~ . tundrnising brochure?

 ANSWER: After the intarview was publiﬂhcd. I was
asked if I minded if a portion of it appeared in a
b;échuied 1 do not recall the name of the person
o “ e - ;

When and where was the picture used in the brochure
taken?

ANSWER: At the time of the interview.

For what purpose did your picture appear on the
brochure?

ANSWER: It was not disclosed to me at the time.
How many fundraising brochures did the Corcoran

Committee send out that contained a picture of you
and Mr. Corcoran?

ANSWER: I have no idea.
Did you assist or have any input into the develop-
ment of the brochure?
ANSWER: No.
(19) Did you ever work as an agent, volunteer or in any other

capacity on behalf of Tom Corcoran or the Corcoran for
Senate Committee?

ANSWER: No.
(a) If so, when and in what capacity were you working?
(b) How long did you work in each such capacity?

(20) Have you ever conducted, arranged, and/or participated in a
fundraiser for Tom Corcoran or the Corcoran for Senate
Committee?

ANSWER: I did not conduct or arrange any fundraisers for
Mr. Corcoran. I do not recall precisely, but I may have
attended one event following the making of a PAC contribution.
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(a) For each auch fundniset, stam vhen and whero it £
occurred.

- ANSWER: I do not recall tha datc o:: plm empt that. S
- to the best of ny recollection, it may have been in the
spring of 1983 and that it vwas held in Wuh:i.ngton D.C.

I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, infor-
mation, and belief. 28 U.S.C. Section 1746.

Morris Amitay , . e
Respectfully submitted as to objections,
MANATT, PHELPS, ROTHENBERG & TUNNEY

DAVID M. IFSHIN

Dav:xd M. I
Attorney for Morns Amitay pate: Wovembec S \ag%




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MICHAEL GOLAND MUR 1684

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORIES

(1) Please state your address, occupation and principal place of
business. How long have you been employed in this capacity?

ANSWER: 505 North Lakeshore Drive
Apartment #4009
Chicago, Illinois 60611

Self-Employed Businessman
20221 Prairie Street
Chatsworth, California 90311

12 years

(2) Please provide the date or approximate date on which you
decided to make expenditures against Senator Charles Percy.

ANSWER: Sometime late in 1983.

a) State whether the funds used to make the expenditures
were personal funds.

ANSWER: Yes.

b) State whether you received contributions from others in
support of your effort.

ANSWER: I did not.

(1) If so, list all parties from whom you received
contributions along with the amount received
from each.

(3) State whether you were counselled, encouraged and/or advised
to make expenditures against Percy.

ANSWER: I was neither so counselled, encouraged and/or advised.

a) If so, state who counselled, encouraged and/or advised
you to make expenditures against Percy.
l) Does your anti-Percy campaign represent a self-
interest or does your campaign represent the
interests of a group of people whom you represent?

ANSWER: Self-interest.




‘Michael Goland

MUR 1684 g
Reasponse to Interrogatories
‘Page 2

(a) If the latter, please describe the nature
of the group of people whom you represent.

(4) Were you aware that Congressman Tom Corcoran was campaigning
for the Senate seat now held by Charles Percy?

ANSWER: I do not recall exactly when I became aware of Mr.
Corcoran's decision to run. At no time did that

decision have any bearing on my decision to make
expenditures against Mr. Percy.

(5) When and how did you first become aware of the fact that
Mr. Corcoran was seeking that office?

ANSWER: To the best of my recollection, I read it in the
newspaper. I do not recall the date.

(6) Did you contribute any funds in support of the Corcoran
campaign?

ANSWER: No.
(a) If so, when and in what amount(s)?
(b) At any time during the campaign, did you encourage

others to contribute funds to the Corcoran campaign?
If so, who and when?

ANSWER: No.

(c) Were you encouraged to contribute funds to the Corcoran
campaign. If so, by whom?

ANSWER: No.

(7) Do you know Tom Corcoran?

ANSWER: I have never met or spoken to Tom Corcoran Or anyone
on his congressional or campaign staff.

(a) If so, please state when and how you met Mr. Corcoran.
(b) Describe your relationship with Mr. Corcoran prior to
Mr. Corcoran's campaign for the Senate.

ANSWER: I had never heard of him.

(1) Did you see him sccially?
(a) If so, how often on the average?

ANSWER: We object to question (7) (b) (1) (a) to the extent
that this question seeks information beyond the
scope of the Commission's investigation and
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seeks irrelevant personal information.

(c) Describe your present relationship with Mr. Corcoran
since he began his campaign for the Senate seat.
(1) Have you seen him socially?
(a) If so, how often on the average?

ANSWER: We object to question (7) (¢) (1) to the extent
that this question seeks information beyond the
scope of the Commission's investigation and
seeks irrelevant personal information.

(d) When and where was the last occassion you spoke with
Mr. Corcoran?
(1) State the substance of your conversation.
(2) State whether you have discussed this investigation
with Mr. Corcoran.
(a) If so, state the substance of each such
conversation, when it occurred and who else
was present.

ANSWER: I have never met or spoken with Mr. Corcoran

or to anyone on his campaign or congressional
staffs.

(8) State whether you have ever had business dealings with
Mr. Corcoran.

ANSWER: I have not.

(a) If so, describe in detail the nature of your business
dealings and state when they occurred.

(b) How often did you see him for business purposes during
such dealings?

(9) Did you speak to Mr. Corcoran by telephone during the
time Mr. Corcoran was a candidate for the Senate?

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, how often - on the average?
(b) What was the subject and purpose of your discussions?

(10) Were you ever a member of Washington PAC?

(a) If so, list the dates of your membership.
(1) State what influence Morris Amitay had on your
obtaining membership in Washington PAC.
(2) Have you ever been an officer or board member of the
PAC? If so, list the offices and the dates you held
them.
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(b) Describe the circumstances of how you came to know of
Washington PAC?

ANSWER: When the Washington Political Action Committee was
first formed, I contributed to it at the suggestion
of Morris Amitay. Mr. Amitay informed me of the
formation of the PAC and requested my participation
and financial support. I also agreed to let my
name be used as part of the advisory board. I
have never attended a meeting of the Washington
PAC nor have I ever been a part of any policy
discussions, meetings or other processes. 1 have
never participated in any of the decisions or
expenditures made by the Washington PAC; my advice
has neither been requested nor given. My relationship
with the Washington PAC ended in June, 1983.

(11) Did you ever speak with Tom Corcoran at the PAC's offices?
For each conversation state:

ANSWER: No.

131 9

(a) When you spoke with Mr. Corcoran.
(b) Whether it was face-to-face or by telephone.

(c) The nature of the discussion.

(d) Whether Tom Corcoran was then a candidate for the
U.S. Senate.

(e) Whether you had begun to make expenditures against
Senator Percy's campaign.

(f) Whether you had made any contributions to the Corcoran
campaign.

(12) Has Tom Corcoran ever discussed or communicated information
regarding his campaign, and/or his campaign's strategy, goals and
purposes with you?

35127405

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, when?
(b) Describe the substance of each such discussion and
communication.

(13) Has Morris Amitay ever discussed or communicated information
regarding Mr. Corcoran's campaign, and/or Mr. Corcoran's campaign
strategy, goals and purposes with you?

ANSWER: No.
(a) If so, when?

(b) Describe the substance of each such discussion and
communication.
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(14) Has Tom Corcoran ever requested ybur assistance in furtherance
of his campaign in any way including, but not limited to financial,
advisory and strategic assistance?

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, describe what assistance you provided his
campaign.

(15) Have you ever offered Tom Corcoran your advice and/or
strategy hints concerning his campaign?

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, state when and what suggestions or strategies
you discussed with him?

(16) Were you ever present when Mr. Amitay or Mr. Corcoran
discussed Mr. Corcoran's campaign.

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, state when each such discussion occurred, who
was present and the substance of the discussion.

(17) When and how did you meet Mr. Morris Amitay?

ANSWER: To the best of my recollection, I first met Mr. Amitay
at a cocktail party in March, 1981, in Washington.
While it is possible that I may have met him on a prior
occassion, I have no specific recollection.

Describe your relationship with Mr. Amitay.

ANSWER: Mr. Amitay is one of my attorneys. My only
relationship with Mr. Amitay in regard to my
activities in the 1984 Illinois Senatorial
Campaign was that he advised me on compliance
with the Federal Election Campaign Act and
reporting procedures for independent expenditures.

(1) Do you see each other socially?
ANSWER: Same objection as to question (7) (b) (1) (a).
(a) If so, how often on the average?

(2) When and where was the last occasion you saw or
spoke with Mr. Amitay?

ANSWER: We speak periodically by telephone. I last spoke
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 Page 6
with Mr. Amitay last week.
(a) On that occassion, what was the substance of
your discussion?

ANSWER: It did not pertain to any matter relevant
to the 1984 Illinois Senate race or any
other matter relevant to this MUR.

(3) Have you discussed this investigation with Mr. Amitay?
ANSWER: No, other than a brief conversation after the
complaint was filed regarding the necessity for
legal representation.
7= (a) If so, when and what was the substance of your
conversation(s)?
o
" (18) Did you ever have business dealings with Mr. Amitay?
2 ANSWER: None outside our retainer agreement.
— (a) If so, describe in detail the nature of your business
dealings and state when they occurred?
Ln (b) How often did you speak to him for business purposes
o during such dealings?
T (19) Did you speak to Mr. Amitay by telephone during the period
in which you made anti-Percy expenditures?
(e
(a) If so, how often - on the average?
Lo (b) When was the last time you spoke with Mr. Amitay by
o telephone?

(1) What was the subject and purpose of your discussion?

ANSWER: My only discussions with Mr. Amitay by telephone
or other means regarding my independent expenditures
in the 1984 Senatorial campaign were in the course
of legal advice given me by Mr. Amitay on
compliance with the Federal Election Campaign Act
in regard to my independent expenditures.

(20) Were you present at any presentation by Tom Corcoran made
for members of Washington PAC?

ANSWER: No.
(a) If so, when did the presentation(s) occur?

(1) Did you ever speak with Tom Corcoran following
his presentation?
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(a) If so, describe the substance of each such
conversation you had with Mr. Corcoran.

(21) Were you present during an interview by Mr. Amitay of
Mr. Corcoran?

ANSWER: No.

If not, were you aware that Mr. Corcoran was interviewed
by Mr. Amitay?

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, list the date(s) of the interview(s).

(b) What input did you have in the coordinating, arranging,
or writing of the interview script(s)?

(c) What input did you have in the coordinating or arranging
of the interview(s)?

(d) Was campaign strategy discussed during such interview(s)?

(22) Have you ever indicated to Mr. Corcoran your intent to
make expenditures against Senator Percy?

ANSWER: No.

I1f so, for each such discussion state:

(a) When and where the discussion took place.
(b) The substance of the discussion.

(c) Mr. Corcoran's response.

Have you and Mr. Amitay ever discussed the Percy campaign?

(a) If so, when and where did these discussions take place?
(b) Describe the content and substance of each such discussion.

ANSWER: Mr. Amitay provided me with legal advice on
compliance with the Federal Election Campaign
Act after I had decided to make independent
expenditures. He also provided me with some
information on Percy's voting record.

(24) Did you ever request advice from Mr. Amitay as to how to
organize or coordinate your expenditure campaign against Senator
Percy?

ANSWER: As noted previously, the only significant involvement of
Mr. Amitay in this matter was to provide me with legal
advice on compliance with the Federal Election Campaign
Act after I had decided to make independent
expenditures.
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(a) If so, list the dates of such requests.

(25) Did Mr. Amitay ever advise you as to how to organize or
coordinate your expenditure campaign against Sen. Percy?

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, for each occasion on which such advice was
given state:
(1) the date the advice was given.
(2) the substance of the advice.

I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information, and belief. 28 U.S.C. Section 1746.

Michael Goland
Respectfully submitted as to objections,

MANATT, PHELPS, ROTHENBERG & TUNNEY
DAVID M. IFSHIN

By

David M. 1fshin
Attorney for Michael Goland
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1200 NEW HAMPBHIRE AVENUE, N.W.

sSUITE 200

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20038

TELEPHONE (R20R) 463-4300

Kenneth A. Gross, Esqg.
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Gross:

RE:

811 WESY SEVENTH STREEY
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA ©0OI7
) 486-8800

November 20, 1984

MUR 1684
Michael Goland

As stated in our letter of November 5, 1984, enclosed
please find an executed original of Michael Goland's Responses
to Interrogatories in the above noted MUR.

If anything else is needed, please do not hesitate

to call.

DMI :nak
Enclosure

Sincerely,

! :
ok n.
David M. Ifshin

of Manatt, Phelps,
Rothenberg & Tunney




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MICHAEL GOLAND MUR 1684

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORIES

(1) Please state your address, occupation and principal place of
business. How long have you been employed in this capacity?

ANSWER: 505 North Lakeshore Drive
Apartment #4009
Chicago, Illinois 60611

Self-Employed Businessman
20221 Prairie Street
Chatsworth, California 90311

12 years

(2) Please provide the date or approximate date on which you
decided to make expenditures against Senator Charles Percy.

ANSWER: Sometime late in 1983.

a) State whether the funds used to make the expenditures
were personal funds.

ANSWER: Yes.

b) State whether you received contributions from others in
support of your effort.

ANSWER: I did not.

(1) If so, list all parties from whom you received
contributions along with the amount received
from each.

(3) State whether you were counselled, encouraged and/or advised
to make expenditures against Percy.

ANSWER: I was neither so counselled, encouraged and/or advised.

a) If so, state who counselled, encouraged and/or advised
you to make expenditures against Percy.
1) Does your anti-Percy campaign represent a self-
interest or does your campaign represent the
interests of a group of people whom you represent?

ANSWER: Self-interest.




Michael Goland
‘MUR 1684 L¥:

Response to Interrogatories
Page 2

(a) If the latter, please describe the nature
' % of the group of people whom you represent.

(4) Were you aware that congressmaw Ton Corcoran was campaigning
for the Senate seat now held by Charlel Percy?

ANSWER: I do not recall exactly when I:became aware of Mr.
- ‘Corcoran's decision to run. At no time did that
decision have any bearing on my decision to make
expenditures against Mr. Percy.

(5) When and how did you first become aware of the fact that
Mr. Corcoran was seeking that office?

ANSWER: To the best of my recollection, I read it in the
newspaper. I do not recall the date.

(6) Did you contribute any funds in support of the Corcoran
campaign?

ANSWER: No.
(a) If so, when and in what amdunt(s)?
(b) At any time during the campaign, did you encourage
others to contribute funds to the Corcoran campaign?
If so, who and when?
ANSWER: No.

(c) Were you encouraged to contribute funds to the Corcoran
campaign. If so, by whom?

ANSWER: No.
(7) Do you know Tom Corcoran?

ANSWER: I have never met or spoken to Tom Corcoran Oor anyone
on his congressional or campaign staff.

(a) If so, please state when and how you met Mr. Corcoran.
(b) Describe your relationship with Mr. Corcoran prior to
Mr. Corcoran's campaign for the Senate.

ANSWER: I had never heard of him.

(1) Did you see him socially?
(a) If so, how often on the average?

ANSWER: We object to question (7) (b) (1) (a) to the extent
that this question seeks information beyond the
scope of the Commission's investigation and




seeks irrelevant personal information.

(c) Describe your present relationship with‘ﬂx. Corcoran
since he began his campaign for the Senate seat.
(1) Have you seen himfaocially? k
(a) If so, how often on the average?

ANSWER: We object to questicn (7)(e) (1) to the'extent
that this question 'seeks information beyond the
scope of the Commission's investigation and
seeks irrelevant personal information.

(d) When and where was the last occassion you spoke with

Mr. Corcoran? v
(1) state the substance of your conversation.
(2) State whether you have discussed this investigation

with Mr. Corcoran.
(a) If so, state the substance of each such
conversation, when it occurred and who else

was present.

ANSWER: I have never met or spoken with Mr. Corcoran
or to anyone on his campaign or congressional
staffs.

(8) State whether you have ever had business dealings with
Mr. Corcoran.

ANSWER: I have not.

(a) If so, describe in detail the nature of your business
dealings and state when they occurred.
(b) How nften did von see him €for husiness purposes during

such dealings?

(9) Did you speak to Mr. Corcoran by telephone during the
time Mr. Corcoran was a candidate for the Senate?

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, how often - on the average?
(b) What was the subject and purpose of your discussions?

(10) Were you ever a member of Washington PAC?

(a) If so, list the dates of your membership.
(1) State what influence Morris Amitay had on your
obtaining membership in Washington PAC.
(2) Have you ever been an officer or board member of the
PAC? If so, list the offices and the dates you held

them.




(b) Describe the circusistances of How You & ¥o khow of
Washington PAC? oAt :

ANSWER: -when the Hashinston Pali”ical Actinn"
: - first formed, I contributed to it |

. of Morris Amitay. Mr. Amitay inform - :
formation of the PAC and requested my rticipation
and financial support. I also agreed to let my
name be used as part of the advisory board. I
have never attended a meeting of the HMIhington
PAC nor have I ever been a part of any policy
discussions, meetings or other processes. I have
never participated in any of the decisions or
expenditures made by the Washington PAC; my advice ;
has neither been requested nor given. My relationship
with the Washington PAC ended in June, 1983.

(11) Did you ever speak with Tom Corcoran at the PAC's offices?
For each conversation state:

ANSWER: No.

329

(a) When you spoke with Mr. Corcoran.

(b) Whether it was face-to-face or by telephone.

(c) The nature of the discussion.

(d) Whether Tom Corcoran was then a candidate for the
U.S. Senate.

(e) Whether you had begun to make expenditures against
Senator Percy's campaign.

(f£) Whether you had made any contributions to the Corcoran
campaign.

(12) Has Tom Corcoran ever discussed or communicated information
regarding his campaign, and/or his campaign's strategy, goals and
purposes with you?

n
o
T
L
o

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, when?
(b) Describe the substance of each such discussion and
communication.

(13) Has Morris Amitay ever discussed or communicated information
regarding Mr. Corcoran's campaign, and/or Mr. Corcoran's campaign
strategy, goals and purposes with you?

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, when?
(b) Describe the substance of each such discussion and
communication.
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(14) Has Tom Corcoran ever reqhéiied your’asdistahce in furtherance
of his campaign in any way including, but not limited to financial,
advisory and. strategic asnistanoe? : I

ANBWER& .No.

(a) If so, describe what assistance you provided his
campaign.

(15) Have you ever offered Tom Corcoran your advice and/or
strategy hints concerning his campaign?

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, state when and what suggestions or strategies
you discussed with him?

(16) Were you ever present when Mr. Amitay or Mr. Corcoran
discussed Mr. Corcoran's campaign.

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, state when each such discussion occurred, who
was present and the substance of the discussion.

(17) When and how did you meet Mr. Morris Amitay?

ANSWER: To the best of my recollection, I first met Mr. Amitay
at a cocktail party in March, 1981, in Washington.
While it is possible that I may have met him on a prior
occassion, I have no specific recollection.

Describe your relationship with Mr. Amitay.

ANSWER: Mr. Amitay is one of my attorneys. My only
relationship with Mr. Amitay in regard to my
activities in the 1984 Illinois Senatorial
Campaign was that he advised me on compliance

with the Federal Election Campaign Act and
reporting procedures for independent expenditures.

(1) Do you see each other socially?
ANSWER: Same objection as to question (7) (b) (1) (a).
(a) If so, how often on the average?

(2) When and where was the last occasion you saw or
spoke with Mr, Amitay?

ANSWER: We speak periodically by telephone. I last spoke
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(a) On that occasaion, what wasg the subutunce of
your discussion?

ANSWER: It did not pertain to any matter relevant
to the 1984 Illinois Senate race or any
other matter relevant to this MUR.

(3) Have you discussed this investigation with Mr. Amitay?

ANSWER: No, other than a brief conversation after the
complaint was filed regarding the necessity for
legal representation.

(a) If so, when and what was the substance of your
conversation(s) ?

(18) Did you ever have business dealings with Mr. Amitay?
ANSWER: None outside our retainer agreement.

(a) If so, describe in detail the nature of your business
dealings and state when they occurred?

(b) How often did you speak to him for business purposes
during such dealings?

(19) Did you speak to Mr. Amitay by telephone during the period
in which you made anti-Percy expenditures?

(a) If so, how often - on the average?
(b) When was the last time you spoke with Mr. Amitay by
telephone?

(1) What was the subject and purpose of your discussion?

ANSWER: My only discussions with Mr. Amitay by telephone
or other means regarding my independent expenditures
in the 1984 Senatorial campaign were in the course
of legal advice given me by Mr. Amitay on
compliance with the Federal Election Campaign Act
in regard to my independent expenditures.

(20) Were you present at any presentation by Tom Corcoran made
for members of Washington PAC?

ANSWER: No.
(a) If so, when did the presentation(s) occur?

(1) Did you ever speak with Tom Corcoran following
his presentation?




 Respon ;ﬁ&?ln#err§g§hbp,

(a) If so, describe the substance of each such
; conversation ‘you had with Mr. Corcoran.

(21) Were you present during an interview by Hr. Amitay of
Mr, Ccrcoran?

ANSWERf"No.

If not, were you aware that Mr. COrcoran was interviewed
by Mr. Amitay?

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, list the date(s) of the interview(s).

(b) What input did you have in the coordinating, arranging,
or writing of the interview script(s)?

(c) What input did you have in the coordinating or arranging

’ of the interview(s)?

(d) Was campaign strategy discussed during such 1nterview(s)?

(22) Have you ever indicated to Mr. Corcoran your intent to
make expenditures against Senator Percy?

ANSWER: No.

If so, for each such discussion state:

(a) When and where the discussion took place.
(b) The substance of the discussion.

(c) Mr. Corcoran's response.

Have you and Mr. Amitay ever discussed the Percy campaign?

(a) If so, when and where did these discussions take place?
(b) Describe the content and substance of each such discussion.

ANSWER: Mr. Amitay provided me with legal advice on
compliance with the Federal Election Campaign
Act after I had decided to make independent
expenditures. He also provided me with some
information on Percy's voting record.

(24) Did you ever request advice from Mr. Amitay as to how to
organize or coordinate your expenditure campaign against Senator
Percy?

ANSWER: As noted previously, the only significant involvement of
Mr. Amitay in this matter was to provide me with legal
advice on compliance with the Federal Election Campaign
Act after I had decided to make independent
expenditures.
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(a) If so, list the dates of such requests.

(25) Did Mr. Amitay ever advise you as to how to organize or
‘coordinate your expenditure campaign against Sen. Percy?

ANSWER: No.

(a) If so, for each occasion on which such advice was
given state:

(1) the date the advice was given.
(2) the substance of the advice.

I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information, and belief. 28 U.S.C. Section 1746.

Respectfully submitted as to objections,

MANATT, PHELPS, ROTHENBERG & TUNNEY
DAVID M. IFSHIN

o Dusd N Afphen &3

David M. 1fshin / 4
Attorney for Michael Goland Date: ({2054

By: Timothy P. Furlong
Partner

Manatt, Phelps, Rothenberg & Tunney
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Ms. Lee Ann Elliott L e ¥
Chairman Bl o
Federal Election Commission o el en &
1325 K Street, N.W. i JER S
- Washington, D.C. 20463 g K 8 S

3} ; Re: MUR 1684 g, G

Dear Madame Chairman:

I am writing in response to your letter dated October 5,
1984 to me involving the complaint filed by Senator
Charles H. Percy ("Percy") and Citizens for Percy '84
("Citizens") against, inter alia, the Corcoran for Senate
Committee ("Committee®™). 1n your October 5, 1984 letter,
you acknowledged receipt of my response to the complaint
dated May 18, 1984.

33 4

In that May 18, 1984 response, a copy of which is enclosed,
you will find a detailed rebuttal to all of the assertions
made by Percy and Citizens against the Committee. I am

not going to repeat those arguments, based on your own FEC
regulations and definitions which were cited by me previously
as indicated. However, the conclusions, based on sworn
testimony, are inescapable:

I. Morris Amitay and Michael Goland were not agents
or authorized fundraisers of the Committee.

II. The Committee was not aware that Goland used the
same direct mail consultant.

Ln
o
A
<
L
on

Therefore, the Committee respectfully asks the FEC to

find that no further action should be taken against the
Committee on the basis of the complaint. The Committee's
sworn testimony refutes the allegations based on information
and belief of Percy and Citizens.

Respectfully submitted,

Willier & Lool—

William F. Keck
Treasurer
Corcoran for Senate Committee

Enclosure

PAID FOR BY THE CORCORAN FOR SENATE COMMITTEE, WILLIAM F KECK, SUGAR GROVE, TREASURER
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wrp ¢ 0,
Charles N Steele, Esquire
'Genera1¢Counse1 g
Federal' Elé&€ction cOmmissxon

1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463
Re: A MUR 1684

Dear Mr. Steele: . 1=
This letter is written in response to your letter :

dated April 30, 1984 and the complaint filed by Senator -:
Charles H. Percy ("Percy") and Citizens for Percy '84 o)
("Citizens") against,” inter dlia, the* Co;coran for Senate
Committee ("Committee"). 2 U.S.C. §437g(a). Percy and =
Citizens contend that the Committee violated the Federalz’,
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, by cooperatin
and consulting-swith,Michael Goland ("Goland") who made 1'§§e-
pendent expenditures on behalf of the Committee. Percy and
Citizens allege that Goland made the expenditures at the
directioh of Morris Amitay ("Amitay"”) who allegedly "was
both an agent of and fundraiser for the Corcoran campaign"

‘~#nd “"was clgsely involved with the Corcoran campaign and
Host eertainly aware of the campaign's plans, projects and
needs.” Sce Complaint at 2. Percy and Citizens acknowledge
that theip complaint is based upon their information and
belief that siich allegations are true ‘and not upon documen-
tary evidence or sworn statements. See Complaint at 1.
Percy and Citizens also contend that™the use of the same
direct mail fundraising firm by Goland and ‘the Committee
mandates that Goland's expendztures are presumptively not
independent. °

335

8517405

L Morris Amitay and Michael Goland were not agents
or authorized fundraisers.of the Committee.

In its regulations at 11 C,F. R. §109.1(a), the .
Federal Election Commission ("FEC”) defines independent
expenditure as:

e
.




Mr. Steele
May 18, 1984
Page Two.

I .:’(,.

- an expenditure by a person for.a communi-
"cation expressly advocating the election or
b deféat of a clearly identified candidate
wop-; ¢+ which. is not made with the cooperation or
+ ' _.with the prior consent of, or in consulta-
' ., tloh with, ‘or at the reéguest or suggestion
. .0f, a candidate or,any. agent or authorized
Mo .committee of such candidate. :

.2

Pcrcy and Citizens contend that Amitay was an agent of the
Committee and that Goland made contributions at the direction
of Amitay. The FEC defines agent at 11 C.F.R. §109.1(b) (5) as:

any person who has actual oral or written
t,authority, either express or:.implied, to
make or to authorize the making of expendi-
tures on behalf of a candidate, or means
any person who has been placed in a posi-
tion within the campaign'organization where
it would reasonably appear that in the
ordinary course of campaign-related'activi-
ties he or she may authorize expenditures.

1 336

Amitay 'di® notrhave oral or written authority,
either express or implied, to make or authorize the making
of expenditufes on behalf of the Committee or the candidate,
Thomas Corcoran. See Affidavit of Reed J. Wilson ("Wilson
.. Affidavit") at 4. "Amitay did not hold any position within
."tHe tampaigr‘brganization. See Wilson Affidavit at 5. Likewise,
Goland was not authorized to make expenditures on behalf of
the campaign nor did he hold any position’within the campaign
organization.-.. See Wilson Affidavit at 4-5.

859405

Percy and Citizens firther contend that Goland's
independent expenditures were "made wi?h the cooperation or
with prior consent of, or in consultat}on w1th,;or at the reguest
of, a candidate or any agent or authorized committee of the
candidate" because‘such expenditures were made'througb Anitay
who was authorized to raise finds for the Committee. ' See
11 C.F.R. g8 109.1(a) (4) and 109.1(a) (4) (i) (B). An expenditure
is presumed to be made at the direction of the candidate if
it is made through an authorized fundraiser. See 11 C.F.R.

§ 109.1(a) (4) (i) (B). Afmitay was never authorized by the
Committee .to raise funds on its behalf. See Wilson Affidavit
at 6. Likewise, Goland was not authorized to raise funds for
the Committee. See Wilson Affidavit at 6. '
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The Committee did -not cooperate or consult with
Goland nor did jt participate in the making of Goland's
independent "expenditures.’ See Wilson Affidavit at 7.

Algp meither Godeand nor Amitay were adents or authorized
fundraisers . of the Committee¢ r,'Seé /Wilson Affidavit at 7.
The, Commlttep had no involvement in Goland's expenditures
fand asks the FEC to take.no. further action against it.

S

II. The Committee was not aware that ,Goland used the
same direct mail consultant.

Percy and Citizens contend that the use of the
same direct mail consultant, AB Data, Ltd. ("AB Data"), by
Goland and the Committee gives rise to a presumption that
Goland's expenditures were not independent. The Committee
was not aware that Goland used the same direct mail consultant.
See Wilson Affidavit at 9. As a xesult -of the above-mentioned
relationship of the Committee with AB Dita and its lack of
knowledge that Goland used the same firm, the FEC could not
sustain a finding of coordination between Goland and the Committee
through AB Data, see MUR 1252/1299, General Counsel's Brief
at 39, and, théreTofe, the Committee asks the FEC to take
no further agtion against it.

1 33 7

i Concluflon

Tho Comﬂittce respectfully acks sthe FEC to find that
no furtheozacticn ghould be taken azainst.the CQr:x'tce on
the basis of the: co-platnt. The cO:&igtcc 8 sworn testimony
refutes “the.allegatidns bnsed on xnforﬂation and belief of
Percy and Citizens. .

8350241905

i Respectfully submitted,

Wiltiin—- & Keed

* William F. Keck
Treasurer
Corcoran for Senate Committee
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¢ IN ‘THE MATTER’ . Yedt
OF CORCORAN FOR e L MUR 1684
SENATE COMMITTEE et al. )

AFFIDAVIT |

1 i
COUNTY OF 'LASALLE */

STATE OF ILLINOIS 88

Nt

Reed J. Wilson for his Afft&avit deposes and says:
480 I have ﬁersonal knowleége of the facts con-
tained hereip,and am competent to testify thereto.

2« I was the campaign manager for Thomas J.

Corcofan and his principal campaign committee, the Corcoran
o!pﬁ.‘ 3 ,“\

it for Senate Committee ("Comnittee"), in Mr. Corcoran's cam-
paign fog | the Republican nomination for the office of United

A}

Stateghsenator fram.the State of Illinois.

3. 1 dircc:ed and aupervla«d all aspects of the
campaign and gaS‘aﬁare“of Mr. Corcoran's and the Committec's
relationship with campaign Eﬁployees, agents, fundraisers

and consultants.

4. Neither Morris %mitay ("Amitay") nor Michael
Goland ("Goland") had oral or written authority, either ex-
press or implied, to make or authorize the making of expen-

ditures on behalf of the Committee or Mr. Corcoran.
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5 Neither Anitay nor coland held any p%lition

with thc Corcornn campaign orgcnization.

: - . » .

6.f heitbe: Anitay nor Goland were authorized to g‘_:i
rqipg ﬁundo for:the Couaittcc.
‘0 "I
g .7, - heither Me. Corcotan. the Comnittce nor any
f . . .. ] e

r:plonyfuﬁor agents of the Committre cooperated or connultcd

- . L4

with <:lend e e making of ezseniiturtee on behal! of the
[
feanitice,

8. ~ AD Data, bLtd. (AN Data”™) wan retained by the
t : o C

Committee ln Juﬁunr;. 1983 to perform direct and voter contact
nall services. These: services included the obtaining of
direct mail lists, the creation of qudtaising copy and
packages, the maintenance of contributor files, the production

and mailing -ofsfundraising packages, and the creation and pro-

uction of voter contact mail to Republican households in

selected counties within the state. The Committee did not
tiemy W {vide; ,-q.\

'iébk AB Data to provide any services or consultation to the

Ve

campaign haxpnd thpse listed above. v ! .ﬁ

AL 9. The Commibtee did not know until aftet the
completion and mailing of the Goiand direct mail program that
d also ﬁséd AB Data as a direct mail consultant.

Gl Dec il

Reed J. Wilgon

/ /7 . -

Golan

" Subscribed and sworn to'befOte me this 18th day of

v

May, 158&.
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P. 0. BOX 2667 * AURORA, WLINOIS 60807 ¢*

29, 1984

wrp e
Ms. Lee Ann Ell1ott. Rt TI
Chairman :
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re:* MUR 1684 .
h , Corcoran for Senate..Committee
- . s William F. Keck, as Treasurer

‘\

Dear Madame Chairman:

1340

This letter responds to your: letter dated October 5, 1984
in furtherance of-the investigation-of the above- captioned
matter. I am enclosing my answers to the quest1ons
contained in the Interroga
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BEFORE THE ?EDERAL ELECTION COMMISBION
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMIRICA

IN THE MATTER OF f . A it
CORCORAN FOR SENATE - MATTER UNDER REVIEW 1684 . =
COMMITTEE, et al. ; ‘ aFr

RESPONSE OF THE BONORABLE THDMAS CORCORAN
TO THE INTERROGATORIES POSED TO HIM BY

THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

3:00 p.m., December 13, 1982.

During the week of December 5, 1982, I received a
telephone call from Paul Weyrich, who said that he
had seen Morris Amitay in an airport that day.
Amitay had asked him if he knew whether or not the
rumors about Congressman Tom Corcoran challenging
Senator Percy in the 1984 GOP Primary were true.
Weyrich answered that he had had a couple of con-
versations with Corcoran, and he thought he was
pretty serious about challenging Percy. Amitay
then asked if Weyrich would find out if Corcoran
were willing to meet with him. I agreed to the
meeting with Amitay.

Based on that telephone call with Weyrich, a meeting
was arranged involving me and Morris Amitay, on
December 13, 1982. That was the first meeting with
Morris Amitay. We had never met before that time.

After the primary election campaign had ended, I saw
Morris Amitay in the Rayburn House Office Building
outside the Energy and Commerce Committee hearing
room (Room 2123) as I was walking to a public meet-
ing of that Committee, of which I am a member. We
shook hands, and I asked what brought him to the
Committee hearing. He said a bill in which he had
an interest for a client. Regarding the Percy FEC
complaint, I said that it was my observation that in
matters like this, it is usually the loser who com-
plains about the winner, not vice versa. We laughed
and parted. Nothing else was said.

No.




Five or six times total.

1 cannot recall the date of my last conver«'
sation with Mr. Amitay. ,

1.' I do not recall the subject and purpose
of my last conversation with Mr. Amitay.

R

165 - In my meeting with Morris Amitay on December 13, 1982,

he advised me that he had organized a political action -
commnittee, although I do not recall that he identified
it by name.

I understand that the purpose of the
Washington PAC was to raise and expend monies
on behalf of candidates who support better

United States-Israel relations.

a)

I have never been a member of Washington PAC.

Yes.

1. Morris Amitay. My meeting with Amitay
on December 13, 1982 and my appearance

— before the Washington PAC board members

on April 7, 1983. See answer, question 9.

No.

During my meeting with him on December 13, 1982
and my appearance before the Washington PAC
n board members on April 7, 1983.

Not Applicable.

Not applicable.

No.

No.



No.
No.
Yes.

1. A total of five or six telephone con-
versations.

2. To set up meetings with key Jewish
political leaders for their support
‘and fundraising assistance.

April 7, 1983.

The purpose of my appearance was to discuss
my reasons for challenging Senator Percy
in the GOP primary election.

Arrangements for this meeting were made by
Morris Amitay and Martha Kaufman.

l. I was contacted by telephone by Martha
Kaufman. There was subsequent confirma-
tion of the time and place by Ken Toltz
of Washington PAC.

Morris Amitay was present; Michael Goland
was not present.

My reasons for challenging Senator Percy.

No.

April 14, 1983 in my office at 2447 Rayburn
House Office Building.

l. Morris Amitay and myself.

2. To discuss United States-Israel relations
and my differences with Senator Percy on
issues affecting United States-—-Isarel
relations. Mr. Amitay interviewed me for
the purpose of publishing my remarks in
a newsletter which he edited.
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The substance of the interview was the
historical perspective that ties the
United States and Israel together,

- current United States-Israel problems,
and the differences between Senator
Percy and me on these points.

No.

I do not know. Jerry Benjamin of AB
Data, who ran my direct mail fundraising
program, made this decision.

I do not know. See my answer to question
12(a) (1).

April 14, 1983 in my office at 2447 Ray-
burn House Office Building.

I do not know. See my answer to question
12(a) (1).

I do not know. See my answer to question
12(a) (1).

I do not know. See my answer to question
12(a) (1).

a) Not Applicable.
b)

Not Applicable.
Not Applicable.
No.

No.




No.
Not Applicable.
Yes.

a) I first learned about Mr. Goland's adver-
tising program against Senator Percy while
watching an evening television news program
on Channel 9 in Chicago. The date was
March 9, 1984. This story was amplified in
later news accounts, and, of course, I was
asked by many news reporters to give my
reaction to Goland's "chameleon" commercial
and his subsequent mailings. I told them
that I thought it was outrageous, ineffec-
tive and in poor taste. I also believed
then and now that this television commercial
was counter-productive to my campaign.

1 345

Not Applicable.

No.

Not Applicable. (//,/——~

Thomas Corcoran

%

Subscribed ‘and sworn to before me this ﬂz ? day of

sk et

o
Charles A Malln

Notary Public, Dist of Columbiq
Commission Expires, Sept. 30, 1989

mn
o
N
&
Ln

October, 1984.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 5, 1984

Steven A, Nissen, Esqg.
11355 W. Olympic Boulevard
Los Angeles, California 90067

RE: MUR 1684
Morris Amitay

Dear Mr. Nissen:

On May 7, 1984, the Commission notified your client, Morris
Amitay, of a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the complaint was forwarded to your client at that time,

Upon review of the allegations contained in the complaint
and information supplied by your client, the Commission decided,
on October 2, 1984, to take no action at this time with respect
to any possible violation of the Act by your client.

1 346

The attached order which requires your client to provide
certain information has been issued in connection with the
ongoing investigation. The Commission no longer considers Mr.
Amitay to be a respondent, but rather considers him a witness
only. Your client is required to submit the information under
oath within ten days of your receipt of this order.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Duane A.
Brown, the attorney assigned this matter at (202)523-4000.

3504005

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate Generals/Counsel

Attachments
Order and gquestions




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Morris Amitay ) MUR 1684

ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

Pursuant to 2 U.8.C. § 437d(a) (1) and in fu:thegance of its
-investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal Election
Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to the
questions attached to this Order.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be
forwarded to the Commission within ten (10) days of youi receipt
of this Order.

WHEREFORE, thé Chairman of the Federal Election has hereunto

set her hand on M—M/ 7( , 1984.

Ann Elliott
Chairman

~
v
™

ATTEST:

MC-'&W

MarYorie W. Emmons
#gvaecretary to the Commission

350405

Attachment (s)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

To: Morris Amitéy
MUR 1684

INTE TORIES

- The following questions are posed in furtherance of the
Commission's investigation in this matter. The questions pertain
primarily to your position with Washington PAC and your

relationships with Michael Goland and Representative Tom

Corcoran.
(1) Have you ever been a member of Washington PAC?

a) If so, please detail your role within the organization,
including the dates of your membership, all positions you
have held within the organization and the dates you held
such positions.

b) Describe the circumstances of how you came to know of
Washington PAC.

c) State the purpose of Washington PAC.

(2) Were you aware that Tom Corcoran was campaigning for the
Senate seat now held by Charles Percy?

a) wWwhen and how did you first become aware of the fact that
Mr. Corcoran was running for the Senate?

b) Did you contribute any funds in support of the Corcoran
campaign? When, in what amount(s) and to whom?

c) Did you encourage others to contribute funds to the
Corcoran campaign? If so, who and when?

d) Were you encouraged to contribute funds to the Corcoran
campaign? If so, by whom?

Do you know Tom Corcoran?

a) If so, please state how and when you met Mr. Corcoran.
b) Describe your relationship with Mr. Corcoran during his
candidacy for the Illinois Senate seat?

1) Were the two of you personal friends at the time?

2) Did you see him socially?

a) If so, how often on the average?

c) Describe your relationship with the Mr. Corcoran at
present.




Morris Amitay
MUR 1684
Interrogatories
Page 2

l) Do you see him socially?
a) If so, how often on the average?
d) when and whete was the last occasion you spoke with Mr.
Corcoran?
1) On that occasion, what was the substance of your
conversation?
2) Have you ever had the occasion to discuss this
investigation with Mr. Corcoran?
a) If so, what was the substance of your
conversation(s)?

Did you ever have business dealings with Mr. Corcoran?

a) If so, describe in detail the nature of your business
dealings and state when they occurred.

b) How often did you see him for this purpose during such
dealings?

During the time he was running for U.S. Senate, did you
speak to Mr. Corcoran by telephone?

a) If so, how often on the average?
Do you know Michael Goland?

a) If so, state how and when you met Mr. Goland.
b) Describe your relationship with Mr. Goland.
l) Do you see each other socially?
a) If so, how often on the average?
2) When and where was the last occasion you saw or
spoke with Mr. Goland?
a) On that occasion, what was the substance of
your discussion?
b) Have you discussed this investigation, with Mr.
Goland?
l) 1f so, what was the substance of your
conversation(s).

Did you ever have business dealings with Mr. Goland?

a) If so, describe in detail the nature of your business
dealings and state when they occurred?

b) How often did you see him for this purpose during such
dealings?




' Morris Amitay
MUR 1684
Interrogatories
Page 3

(8) Did you speak to Mr. Goland by telephone during the time Tom
Corcoran was a candidate for the U.S. Senate?

a) If so, how often on the average? .
b) Did you discuss the Corcoran campaign? If so, what was
the substance of the conversation.

(9) Did you view a presentation by Tom Corcoran made before
members of Washington PAC?

a) If so, when did the presentation(s) and viewing(s) occur?
b) What was the substance of the presentations? Wwas
campaign strategy discussed?
1) For each such presentation state whether you spoke
with Tom Corcoran following his presentation?
a) If so, describe the substance of the
conversation(s) you had with Mr. Corxcoran.
b) Please detail what role you played in arranging
and/or coordinating the arrangements to have Tom
Corcoran appear before Washington PAC.
a) Were any written communications exchanged
in the process of your arranging the visit of
Tom Corcoran to Washington PAC? If so,
specify the nature of the communications.

350

(10) Has Tom Corcoran ever discussed or communicated information
regarding his campaign, his campaign's strategy, goals and/or
purposes with you?

7405

l) If so, when?
2) Describe the substance of each such discussion and
communication.

35

(11) Has Tom Corcoran ever requested your assistance in
furtherance of his campaign in any way including, but not limited
to financial, advisory, strategic assistance? If so, did you
provide any assistance?

a) If so, describe what kind of assistance you provided as a
result of the request.



Morris Amitay:
MUR 1684
Interrogatories
Page 4

(12) Have you ever offered Tom Corcoran your assistance, advice
or strategy hints relevant to his campaign?

a) If so, what suggestions or strategies did you discuss
with him?

b) Have you ever been present when Michael Goland offered
advice, suggestions or strategy hints to Tom Corcoran in
furtherance of his campaign? If so, when and what advice,
suggestions or strategy hints were discussed?

Have you and Mr. Goland ever discussed the Percy campaign?

a) If so, when and where did these discussions take place?
b) Describe the content and substance of the discussions.

(14) Did Mr. Goland ever request advice from you concerning the
making of expenditures against Senator Percy?

a) 1f so, what was the substance of the advice requested by
Mr. Goland?

b) Detail all advice of this type you gave to Mr. Goland,
including when you gave such advice.

(15) Did you ever speak with Tom Corcoran at the Washington PAC's
offices?

a) 1f so, was it face-to-face or by telephone? Was anyone
else present at the time? If so, who?

b) Provide the dates and the substance of the discussions
you had with Tom Corcoran at the PAC's offices.

c) At the time of your discussions, was Tom Corcoran a
candidate for the U.S. Senate? ;

d) At the time of your discussions with Tom Corcoran were
you advising Michael Goland regarding his expenditures
against Senator Percy?

e) At the time of your discussions with Tom Corcoran, had
you made any contributions to the Corcoran campaign?

(16) On the occasions when you met with Mr. Corcoran, did you
ever indicate to him, in any way, the fact that you were advising
Mr. Goland on making expenditures campaign against Senator Percy?

a) If so, what was the substance of the discussion or
communication regarding this advice?

b) When did such discussions or communications with Mr.
Corcoran occur?
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. Morris Amitay
MUR 1684
Interrogatories
Page 5

(17) Did you ever interview Mr. Corcoran?
a) For each such interview state:

1) The date and location of the.interview.
2) Who was present at the interview?
3) The purpose of the interview? .
4) what input you had in coordinating and/or arranging
the interview. What input Tom Corcoran had in
coordinating and/or arranging the interview script.
5) The content and substance of each interview.
1) Was the subject of the Corcoran campaign
discussed? _
a) If so, describe what about the Corcoran
campaign was discussed during the interview.

(18) Are you aware of any fundraising brochures, developed by the
Corcoran Committee in which you and Mr. Corcoran are both
pictured?

a) If so, for each such brochure answer the following:
1l) On what date and by what method did you become aware
of the fact that you and Mr. Corcoran were pictured on
a fundraising brochure developed by the Corcoran
Committee? ‘
2) Did you voluntarily appear in the picture on the
fundraising brochure?
3) By what procedure were you selected to appear on the
fundraising brochure?
4) Who from the Corcoran campaign was responsible for
notifying you regarding the fundraising brochure?
5) When and where was the picture used in the brochure
taken?
6) For what purpose did your picture appear on the
brochure?
7) How many fundraising brochures did the Corcoran
Committee send out that contained a picture of you and
Mr. Corcoran?
8) Did you assist or have any imput into the
development of the brochure? '

(19) Did you ever work as an agent, volunteer or in any other
capacity on behalf of Tom Corcoran or the Corcoran for Senate
Committee?

a) If so, when and in what capacity were you working?
b) How long did you work in each such capacity?




'Morris Amitay
MUR 1684
Interrogatories
pPage 6

(20) Have you ever conducted, arranged, and/or participated in a
fundraiser for Tom Corcoran or the Corcoran for Senate Committee?

a) For each such fundraiser, state when and where it
occurred.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 5, 1984

William Keck, Treasurer
Corcoran for Senate Committee
P.O. Box 2667

Aurora, Illinois 60507

RE: MUR 1684
Corcoran for Senate Committee
William Keck, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Keck:

The Federal Election Commission notified you on May 7, 1984,
of a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A
copy of the complaint was forwarded to you at that time. We
acknowledge receipt of your explanation of this matter which was
dated May 18, 1984.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission, on
October 2 , 1984, determined that there is reason to believe
the Corcoran for Senate Committee and you, as treasurer, have
violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f), a provision of the Act.
Specifically, it appears that the committee and you, as
treasurer, accepted excessive contributions, in the form of
coordinated expenditures, from Michael Goland. You may submit
any factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to
the Commission's analysis of this matter. Please submit any such
materials within ten days of your receipt of this notification.
All statements should be under oath.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you
and 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,
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hetter tO'ﬁilliam Keck
Page 2

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §§ 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you have any questions, please contact Duane A,
Brown, the attorney assigned this matter, at (202)523-4000.

Sincerely,
e Ann Elliott
Chairman

cc: Representative Corcoran




356

350405

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 -

October 5, 1984

The Honorable Tom Corcoran
R.R. 2

Ottawa, Illinois 61350

Re: MUR 1684
Corcoran for Senate Committee
William Keck, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Corcoran:

The Federal Election Commission notified you on May 7, 1984,
of a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A
copy of the complaint was forwarded to you at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint, the Commission on October 2 , 1984, determined that
there is reason to believe that the Corcoran for Senate Committee
and William Keck, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f), a
provision of the Act. Specificallly, it appears that your
committee and its treasurer accepted excessive contributions from
Michael Goland in the form of coordinated expenditures.

Although the committee treasurer is responsible for the acts
of the committee we believe that you, as the candidate, should be
made aware of this development. A copy of our letter to your
committee treasure:r is enclosed.

An investigation of this matter is being conducted. The
attached order, which requires you to provide certain information
has been issued in connection with that investigation. The
Commission does not consider you to be a respondent, but rather a
witness only. You are required to submit the information under
oath within ten days of your receipt of this order.

Since this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (12) (A) apply.
That section of the Act prohibits the making public of any
investigation conducted by the Commission without the express







' 'The Honorable Tom Corcoran
Page 2

written consent of the parties with respect to whom the

investigation is made. You are advised that no such consent has
been given in this case.

: If you have any questions, please contact Duane A. Brown,
the attorney assigned this matter, at (202)523-4000.

Sincerely,

(::%Zégknn Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Order o
Interrogatories
Letter to Corcoran Committee




o

s
) . ‘ :

BRFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Tom Corcoran : : MUR 1684

ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a) (1) and in furiherance of its
investigation in the above-captioned matte}, the Federal Election
Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to the

questions attached to this Order.
Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

forwarded to the Commission within ten (10) days of your receipt
of this Order.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election has hereunto

set her hand on &efagen ?[ , 1984,

ok

_./ffee /Ann E'l‘iott

Chairman

 ATTEST:

i, o

Marjbrie W. Emmons

4ijSecretary to the Commission

Attachment(s)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

TO: Representative Tom Corcoran
MUR 1684
INTERROGATORIES

The following questions are posed in furtherance of the
Commission's investigation in this matter. The gquestions pertain
to your campaign for the U.S. Senate in Illinois and your

. relationship with a Morris Amitay prior to and during the

campaign. You are requested to answer all questions under oath.

(1) Please state the date or approximate date on which you first
met Morris Amitay?

(2) Please describe the circumstances of how you came to meet
Mr. Amitay.

a) Describe your relationship with Mr. Amitay, if any,
prior to your registration as a candidate to the U.S.
Senate. .

l. Were the two of you personal friends prior to
your registration?
2. Did you see him socially?

a) If so, how often on the average?

3) Have you had the occasion to discuss this investigation with
Mr. Amitay?

a) If so, state when and describe the substance of your-
conversation(s).

Have you ever had business dealings with Morris Amitay?

a) If so, describe in detail the nature of your business
dealings and state when they occurred.

b) During such dealings, how often did you speak to him for
business purposes?

(5) Have you ever spoken to Mr. Amitay by telephone subsequent
to your registration as a candidate for the U.S. Senate?

a) If so, how often - on the average?
b) When was the last time you spoke with Mr. Amitay by
telephone?

1) What was the subject and purpose of your discussion?

(6) Please state how and Qﬁen you became aware of the political
action committee known as Washington PAC?

a) Describe your understanding of the purpose of the
Committee.

b) State whether you have ever been a member of Washington
PAC and include the dates of membership.




“'Tom Corcoran . : ‘ e

 ijntetrogatories
"~ “MUR 1684

Page 2

c) Prior to your registration as a candidate for the U.S.
Senate, were you privy to the names of any of the members of
Washington PAC?
1) If so, state the names you vere privy to and how
you became privy to them.
d) Have you ever discussed your campaign or your campaign 8
strategy with any member of Washington PAC?
l) If so, when and with whom?
2) Describe the substance and content of each auch
discussion.
3) who else was present at the time of each such
discussions?

(7) Prior to your registration as a senatorial candidate, were

you aware that Morris Amitay was a board member of Washington
PAC?

a) If so, how was it that you became aware of that fact?
b) If not, when and how did you become aware of that fact?

(8) Describe your relationship with Mr. Amitay since your
registration as a candidate for the U.S. Senate.

a) Do you ever see him socially?
a) If so, how often on the average?
b) Have you had business dealings with Mr. Amitay?
1) If so, how often on the average did you see
and/or speak to him in relation to your business
dealings?
2) Have you ever given Mr. Amitay the authority to
conduct any type of business on your behalf?
3) Has Mr. Amitay ever voluntarily conducted
business on your behalf?
c) Have you discussed your campaign or your campaign's
strategy, goals and purposes with Mr. Amitay?
1) If so, when?
2) Describe the substance of each such discussion
and/or communication.
3) Who else was present during each such
discussion?
4) Was Michael Goland ever present during each
such discussion?




"Tom Corcoran
Interrogatories
MUR 1684
Page 3 .

d) Has Mr. Amitay ever given you advice or strategy hints
relevant to your campaign?
1. If so, when?
2. Describe the substance of the discussions or
communications.
3. Who else was present when this occurred?
e) Have you and Mr. Amitay ever discussed the Percy
candidacy or campaign?
1) If so, when?
2) Describe the substance of each such discussion.
f) Have you and Mr. Amitay ever discussed Michael Goland's
expenditures against Senator Percy? _
1) If so, list the date of each such discussion.
2) Describe the substance and content of each such
discussion.
g) Did you speak with Mr. Amitay by telephone subsequent to
your registration as a senatorial candidate?
1) How often on the average?
2) For what purpose? '
h) Have you communicated with Mr. Amitay in writing for any
reason?
l) If so, what was the nature of each such
communication?
2) Please provide the date on which each such
communication occurred.
3) Please describe the purpose and content of each such
communication.

Have you ever appeared before Washington PAC board members?

a) Please list the date of each such appearance.
b) Describe the purpose of each such appearance.
c) Describe in detail any contact made with Washington PAC
for the purpose of arranging each such appearance.
1) Was the contact by telephone, face-to-face or in
writing?
a) With whom was contact established and on what
date(s) was such contact made.
2) For each such appearance; state whether Morris
Amitay and/or Michael Goland were present.
3) For each such appearance, state the substance of
your presentation. _
4) Has Washington PAC or any member of Washington PAC
participated in or conducted fundraisers on your
behalf?
a) If so, who conducted the efforts and when did
they occur?
b) What was the result of the efforts?




Tom Corcoran
Interrogatories
MUR 1684
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(10) Were you ever interviewed by Morris Amitay?

a) Please list the date and location of each such interview,
b) For each such interview state:
1) Who was present.
2) The purpose of the interview.
3) The substance of the interview.
4) Whether the Corcoran campaign goals and/or strategy
were discussed.
a) If so, describe which aspects of the Corcoran
campaign were discussed during the interview,

(12) Are you aware of fundraising brochure(s) developed by the
Corcoran Committee in which you and Mr. Amitay are both pictured?

a) For each such brochure, please answer the following:
l) Why Mr. Amitay's picture was selected to appear on
the brochure?
2) Was Mr. Amitay informed by the Corcoran Campaign
that his picture was going to be used on the brochure?
3) When and where was the picture used in the brochure
taken?
4) Was Mr. Amitay compensated for the use of his
picture in the brochure?
5) Whose idea was it to use the picture in the
brochure? :
6) Did Mr. Amitay have any ‘input into the composition
of the brochure?

(13) Do you know Michael Goland?

a) If so, state when and how you met.
b) Describe your relationship with Mr. Goland.
1) Do you see Mr. Goland socially? 1If so, how often on
the average?
2) Have you ever had any business dealings with Mr.
Goland?
a) If so, when?
b) If so, how often on the average did you have
contact with him in relation to those dealings?




Tom Corcoran
Interrogatories
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c) During the time you were running for Senate, did you
speak with Mr. Goland by telephone? :
1) If so, how often - on an average?
d) Have you ever communicated with Michael Goland in writing
for any reason? .
2) If so, state the date on which each such
communication occurred.
3) State the subject, purpose and content of each such
communication.

Have you ever discussed the following with Mr. Goland:

1) your candidacy?

2) your campaign's goals?

3) your campaign committee strategy?
4) Senator Percy's campaign?

5) this investigation?

(15) If the response to any portion of question 14 is yes, state
the date and substance of each such discussion. '

(16) During your candidacy, were you aware that Michael Goland
was making substantial expenditures against the re-election of
Senator Percy?

a) Please state when you learned of the expenditures and
state the name of each person who told you about them and
the substance of the notification.

(17) Do you know whether Michael Goland and Morris Amitay are
personal friends?

a) If so, when and how did you become aware of this
information?
b) Have you ever met with Messrs. Amitay and Goland
together?
1) If so, describe the nature of each such meeting
including, but not limited to, the date of the meeting,
the location, how the meeting was arranged and the
purpose of the meeting.
c) If there were follow-up communications regarding any or
all of the meeting please state:
1) the date on which each such communication occurred.
2) the method by which each such communication was made
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(e.g., telephone conversation, face-to-face
conversation, written correspondence).

3) the name of each person involved in the
communication.

4) the subject, content and purpose of each such
communication.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 5, 1984

. Steven A, Nissen, Esquire
11355 W. Olympic Boulevard
Los Angeles, California 90067

Re: MUR 1684
Michael Goland

Dear Mr. Nissen:

The Federal Election Commission notified your client,
Michael Goland, on May 7, 1984, of a complaint alleging
violations of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint was
forwarded to your client at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint, and information supplied by your client, the
Commission on October 2 , 1984, determined that there is reason
to believe Mr. Goland has violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l)(A), a
provision of the Act. Specifically, it appears that he made.
excessive contributions, in the form of coordinated expenditures,
to the Corcoran for Senate Committee.

Your client's response to the Commission's initial
notification of this complaint did not provide complete
information regarding the matters in question. Consequently, the
Commission has issued the attached order that requires Mr.

Goland to provide information which will assist the Commission in
carrying out its statutory duty of supervising compliance with
the Act. Answers to the enclosed questions must be submitted
within 10 days of your receipt of the enclosed order. All
statements must be submitted under oath.

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 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.
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This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §§ 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you have any questions, please contact Duane A. Brown,
the attorney assigned this matter, at (202)523-4000.

stncetely,

L e Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and questions
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Michael Goland MUR 1684

ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a) (1) and in f&rtherance of its
investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal Election
Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to the
questions attached to this Order.

Such answérs must be submitted under oath and must be
forwarded to the Commission within ten (10) days of your receipt

of this Order.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election has hereunto
set her hand on &t . ¥ , 1984.

Chairman

ATTEST:

Maréorlz W. Emmons

Secretary to the Commission

Attachment (s)




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

To: Michael Golaﬁd
MUR 1684

The following questions are posed in furtherance of the
Commission's investigation in this matter. The questions pertain
primarily to the expenditures you made against Senator Percy in
the 1984 Illinois primary and your relationship with Morris
Amitay, Tom Corcoran and the Corcoran for Senate Committee., All
questions are to be answered under oath.

Commission records disclose that you made substantial
expenditures, which you describe as "independent expenditures,”
against the re-election of Senator Charles Percy of Illinois
during the 1984 primary race. :

(1) Please state your address, occupation and principal place of
business. How long have you been employed in this capacity?

(2) Please provide the date or approximate date on which you
decided to make expenditures against Senator Charles Percy.

1 3 59

a) State whether the funds used to make the expenditures
were personal funds.
b) State whether you received contributions from others in
support of your effort.
1) If so, list all parties from whom you received
contributions along with the amount received from each.

05

(3) State whether you were counéelled, encouraged and/or advised
to make expenditures against Percy.

4

3

a) If so, state who counselled, encouraged and/or advised
you to make expenditures against Percy.
1) Does your anti-Percy campaign represent a self-
interest or does your campaign represent the interests
of a group of people whom you represent?
a) If the latter, please describe the nature of
the group of people whom you represent.

)

(4) Were you aware that Congressman Tom Corcoran was campaigning
for the Senate seat now held by Charles Percy?

(5) When and how did you first become aware of the fact that Mr.
Corcoran was seeking that office?

(6) Did you contribute any funds in support of the Corcoran
campaign?

a) If so, when and in what amount(s)?




_ Michael Goland
Interrogatories
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b) At any time during the campaign, did you encourage others
to contribute funds to the Corcoran campaign? If so, who
and when?

c) Were you encouraged to contribute funds to the COrcoran
campaign. If so, by whom?

Do you know Tom Corcoran?

a) If so, please state when and how you met Mr, Corcoran.
b) Describe your relationship with Mr. Corcoran prior to Mr,
Corcoran's campaign for the Senate.
1) Did you see him socially?
- a) If so, how often on the average?
c) Describe your present relationship with Mr. Corcoran
since he began his campaign for the Senate seat.
1) Have you seen him socially?
a) .If so, how often on the average?
d) When and where was the last occassion you spoke with Mr,
Corcoran?
1) State the substance of your conversation.
2) State whether you have discussed this investlgat1on
with Mr. Corcoran.
a) If so, state the substance of each such
conversation, when it occurred and who else was
present. 4

(8) State whether you have ever had business dealings with Mr.
Corcoran,

a) If so, describe in detail the nature of your business
dealings and state when they occurred.

b) How often did you see him for bus1ness purposes during
such dealings?

(9) Did you speak to Mr. Corcoran by telephone during the time
Mr. Corcoran was a candidate for the Senate?

a) If so, how often - on the average?
b) What was the subject and purpose of your discussions?

(10) Were you ever a member of Washington PAC?

a) If so, list the dates oﬁ your membership,
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ﬁichnel Goland

Interrogatories
Page 3

1) State what influence Morris Amitay had on your
obtaining membership in Washington PAC,
2) Have you ever been an officer or board member of the
PAC? If s0, list the offices and the dates you held
them.
b) Describe the circumstances of how you came to know of
Washington PAC?

Did you ever speak with Tom Corcoran at the PAC's offices?
For each such conversation state:

a) When you spoke with Mr. Corcoran.

b) Whether it was face-to-face or by telephone.

c) The nature of the discussion.

d) Whether Tom Corcoran was then a candidate for the U.S.
Senate.

e) Whether you had begun to make expenditures against
Senator Percy's campaign.

f) Whether you had made any contributions to the Corcoran
campaign.

(12) Has Tom Corcoran ever discussed or communicated information
regarding his campaign, and/or his campaign's strategy, goals and
purposes with you?

a) If so, when?
b) Describe the substance of each such discussion and
communication.

(13) Has Morris Amitay ever discussed or communicated information

~ regarding Mr. Corcoran's campaign, and/or Mr. Corcoran's campaign

strategy, goals and purposes with you?

a) If so, when?
b) Describe the substance of each such discussion and
communication.

(14) Has Tom Corcoran ever requested your assistance in
furtherance of his campaign in any way including, but not limited
to financial, advisory and strategic assistance?

a) If so, describe what assistance you provided his
campaign.




'Michael Goland
Interrogatories
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(15) Have you ever offered Tom Corcoran your advice and/or
strategy hints concerning his campaign?

a) If so, state when and what suggestions or strategies you
discussed with him?

(16) Were you ever present when Mr. Amitay or Mr. Corcoran
discussed Mr. Corcoran's campaign.

a) If so, state when each such discussion occurred, who was
present and the substance of the discussion,

(17) When and how did you meet Mr. Morris Amitay?

a) Describe your relationship with Mr. Amitay.
1) Do you see each other socially?
a)-If so, how often on the average?
2) When and where was the last occasion you saw or
spoke with Mr. Amitay?
a) On that occassion, what was the substance of
your discussion?
3) Have you discussed this investigation, with Mr.
Amitay?

a) If so, when and what was the substance of your
conversation(s)?

Did you ever have business dealings with Mr., Amitay?

a) If so, describe in detail the nature of your business
dealings and state when they occurred?

b) How often did you speak to him for business purposes
during such dealings?

(19) Did you speak to Mr. Amitay by telephone during the period
in which you made anti-Percy expenditures?

a) If so, how often - on the average?
b) When was the last time you spoke with Mr, Amitay by
telephone?

1) What was the subject and purpose of your discussion?

(20) Were you present at any presentation by Tom Corcoran made
for members of Washington RAC?

a) If so, when did the presentation(s) occur?

1) Did you ever speak with Tom Corcoran following his
presentation?
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a) If so, describe the substance of each such
conversation you had with Mr. Corcoran.

(21) Were you-preéent during an interview by Mr. Amitay of Mr.
Corcoran? If not, were you aware that Mr. Corcoran was
interviewed by Mr. Amitay?

a) If so, 1list the date(s) of the interview(s). A

b) What input did you have in the coordinating, arranging,
or writing of the interview script(s)?

c) What input did you have in the coordinating or arranging
of the interview(s)?

d) Was campaign strategy discussed during such interview(s)?

(22) Have you ever indicated to Mr. Corcoran your intent to make
expenditures against Senator Percy?
If so, for each such disscussion state:

a) wWhen and where the discussion took place.
b) The substance of the discussion.
c) Mr. Corcoran's response.

373

(23) Have you and Mr. Amitay ever discussed the Percy campaign?

a) If so, when and where did these discussions take place?
b) Describe the content and substance of each such
discussion.

(24) Did you ever request advice from Mr. Amitay as to how to
organize or coordinate your expenditure campaign against Senator
Percy?

n
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a) If so, list the dates of such requests.

3

(25) Did Mr. Amitay ever advise you as to how to organize or
coordinate your expenditure campaign against Sen. Percy?

a) If so, for each occasion on which such advice was given
state:

1) the date the advice was given.

2) the substance of the advice.




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

Steven A. Nissen, Esquire
"11355 W. Olympic Boulevard
"Los Angeles, California 90067

Re: MUR 1684
Michael Goland

Dear Mr. Nissen:

The Federal Election Commission notified your client,
Michael Goland, on May 7, 1984, of a complaint alleging
violations of certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as aniended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint was
forwarded to your client at that time,

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint, and information supplied by your client, the
Commission on ,» 1984, determined that there is reason
to believe Mr. Goland has violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l)(aA), a
provision of the Act. Specifically, it appears that he made
excessive contributions, in the form of coordinated expenditures,
to the Corcoran for Senate Committee.

Your client's response to the Commission's initial
notification of this complaint did not provide complete
information regarding the matters in question. Consequently, the
Commission has issued the attached order that requires Mr.

Goland to provide information which will assist the Commission in
carrying out its statutory duty of supervising compliance with
the Act. Answers to the enclosed questions must be submitted
within 10 days of your receipt of the enclosed order. All
statements must be submitted under oath.

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 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.




Letter to Steven A. Nissen
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This matter will remain confidential in accétdance with
2 U.5.C. §§ 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a)(12) (A) unless you notify -

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. -

If you have any questions, please contact Duane A. Brown,
the attorney assigned this matter, at (202)523-4000.

Sincerely,

*"’7’74/;

Enclosures
Order and questions




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 .

William Keck, Treasurer
Corcoran for Senate Committee
P.0. Box 2667

Aurora, Illinois 60507

RE: MUR 1684
Corcoran for Senate Committee
William Keck, as treasurer

Dear Keck:

The Federal Election Commission notified you on May 7, 1984,
of a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A
copy of the complaint was forwarded to you at that time. We
acknowledge receipt of your explanation of this matter which was
dated May 18, 1984.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the

complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission, on
, 1984, determined that there is reason to believe

the Corcoran for Senate Committee and you, as treasurer, have
violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f), a provision of the Act.
Specifically, it appears that the committee and you, as
treasurer, accepted excessive contributions, in the form of
coordinated expenditures, from Michael Goland. You may submit
any factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to
the Commission's analysis of this matter. Please submit any such
materials within ten days of your receipt of this notification.
All statements should be under oath.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you
and 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.
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This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.8.C. §§ 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commisgsion in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you have any questions, please contact Duane A,
Brown, the attorney assigned this matter, at (202)523-4000.

Sincerely,

Y
,/,//

cc: Representative Corcoran




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

. Steven A, Nissen, Esq.
11355 W. Olympic Boulevard
Los Angeles, California 90067

RE: MUR 1684
Morris Amitay

Dear Mr. Nissen:

On May 7, 1984, the Commission notified your client, Morris
Amitay, of a complaint alleging violations of certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of
the complaint was forwarded to your client at that time.

Upon review of the allegations contained in the complaint
and information supplied by your client, the Commission decided,
on October 2, 1984, to take no action at this time with respect
to any possible violation of the Act by your client.

The attached order which requires your client to provide
certain information has been issued in connection with the
ongoing investigation. The Commission no longer considers Mr.
Amitay to be a respondent, but rather considers him a witness
only. Your client is required to submit the information under
oath within ten days of your receipt of this order.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Duane A.
Brown, the attorney assigned this matter at (202)523-4000.

Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele
General Counsel

By Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Attachments
Order and gquestions
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A

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

| 379

Re: MUR 1684

Dear Mr. Steele:

’,

5

This response to the above-referenced matter is

submitted on behalf of Michael Goland and Morris J. Amitay.Y/

The complaint filed on April 26, 1984,2/ by Senator Charles H.

S 2410

Percy and Citizens for Percy '84 alleges that independent

3

expenditures made by Mr. Goland in opposition to Senator
Percy were made in coordination and consultation with the

campaign of Representative Thomas Corcoran, Senator Percy's

1/ Mr. Amitay should not be considered as a respondent in
this MUR. Even if all of the allegations were correct,
he violated no provision of the Act or regulations.

This response was originally due on May 22, 1984. A
15-day extension was obtained and the response is now
due on June 6, 1984.
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Charles N. Steele, Esq.
June 5, 1984
Page 2

opponent in the 1984 Illinois Republican primary. chplain-'

ant's contention that the expenditures should be‘tre;ted-not
as the expression of Mr. Goland but rather as the_&lmphiqn
statements of Representative Corcoran is blsedrsolqlf on
three factual allegations: 1) that Mr. Amitay was an agent
of Representative Corcoran; 2) that Mr. Amitay controlled
the expenditures of Mr. Goland; and 3) that Mr. Goland and
Representative Corcoran used the same fundraising agent,

A.B. Data.

For the following reasons set forth more fully
below, these allegations are wholly without merit. First,
Mr. Amitay was never an agent of the Corcoran campaign. He
was not privy to Corcoran plans or strategies; in fact, he
had minimal contact with Representative Corcoran and none
whatsoever with individuals on his campaign. Second, Mr.
Amitay did not direct or control the expenditures of Mr.
Goland. The relationship between Mr. Amitay and Mr. Goland
is primarily that of attorney and client.é/ Finally, Mr.

Goland did not use A.B. Data as a fundraising agent.

3/ Mr. Amitay has provided a range of services to Mr. Goland,
including legal advice and consulting services commencing
in 1982.
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Charles N. Steele, Esq.
June 5, 1984
Page 3

Mr. Goland's activities were carefully conducted

in accordance with the applicable legal standards governing
independent expenditures. Complainants have failed to présqnt
credible evidence demonstrating any relationship between

Mr. Goland and Mr. Amitay on one hand and the Corcoran

campaign on the other.
For these reasons, the Commission should find no
reason to believe that there was a violation of the Federal

Election Campaign Act or of the Commission's regulations.

305 Independent Expenditures Are a Form of

Constitutionally Protected Speech

The right of an individual to make independent
expenditures from his own funds is a form of speech protected

by the First Amendment. In Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.S. 1

(1976), the Supreme Court held that governmental restrictions
on such expenditures are subject to strict scrutiny. The

Court stated:

[T]lhe independent expenditures ceiling
. heavily burdens core First Amend-
ment expression. For the First
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Charles N. Steele, Esq.
June 5, 1984
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Amendment right to "'speak one's mind

. . . on all public 1nat1tutions'" -
includes the right to engage in "'viqoroua
advocacy' no less than 'abstract discus-
sion". . . . Advocacy of the election or
defeat of candidates for federal office

is no less entitled to protection under

the First Amendment than the discussion

of political policy generally or advocacy
of the passage or defeat of legislation.

424 U.S. at 42. (Citations omitted.)

In response to this articulation of the protected
nature of independent expenditures, in 1976 Congress amended
the Act and the Commission adopted regulations defining cir-
cumstances under which expenditures are so closely linked to
a candidate that they no longer enjoy the Constitutional

protections of Buckley. Thus, under the FECA, an independent

expenditure is defined as:

an expenditure by a person expressly
advocating the election or defeat of a
clearly identified candidate which is
made without cooperation or consultation
with any candidate or any authorized
committee or agent of such candidate,
and which is not made in concert with,
or at the request or suggestion of, any
candidate, or any authorized committee
or agent of such candidate.
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Charles N. Steele, Eaq.
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2 U.S.C. Section 431(17). The legislative history of the

1976 amendments states that:

The definition of the term "independent
expenditure" in the conference substitute
is intended to be consistent with the
discussions of independent political
expenditures which was included in
Buckley v. Valeo.

Report of Committee of Conference on S. 3065, H.R. Rep. No.
94-1057, 94th Cong., 2nd Sess. 38 (1976).

I 383

Based on this statutory definition, the Commission

5

in its regulations further defined the standard governing

independent expenditures as, inter alia,

Any arrangement, coordination, or direc-
tion by the candidate or his or her agent
prior to the publication, distribution,
display, or broadcast of the communica-
tion. An expenditure will be presumed

to be so made when it is

5940

3

(A) Based on information about the
candidate's plans, projects, or needs
provided to the expending person by the
candidate, or by the candidate's agents,
and with a view toward having an expendi-
ture made;

(B) Made by or through any person
who is, or has been, authorized to raise
or expend funds, who is, or has been, an
officer of an authorized committee, or
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vho is, or has been, receiving any form
of compensation or reimbursement from
the candidate, the candidate's committee
or agent. '

11 C.F.R. Section 109.1(b)(4)(1).

The Complaint argues that two of these criteria
demonstrating coordination are present in this case =--
(1) that the expenditures were made in cooperation with an
agent of the candidate and (2) that the expenditures were
made through a common fund-raising agent. Neither of these
contentions are factually correct. In fact, Mr. Goland took
great care to assure that his activities fell well within
the scope of the core First Amendment expression the Supreme
Court has deemed protected and that he did not engage in
activities which the Commission has determined would suggest
that his speech is sufficiently linked to a candidate's

campaign to support a conclusion that it was coordinated

with it.

II. The Expenditures by Mr. Goland Were Independent

Michael Goland determined to engage in public

advocacy making known his views in opposition to the re-
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election qf Senator Percy. To this end;'he‘planned a series

of indopendentfexpenditﬁreﬁ thrdugh both media advertising

and direct maiiings. Mr. Goland broperly reported all of
his independent expenditures. The telegrams submitted in
accordance with the reporting requirements of the Act reflect
that he made expenditures totallihg $152,090 for radio and
television ads opposing Senator Percy's re-election, and
$127,639.60 for mailings opposing his re-election. Exhibits
4, 4a, 10 and 10a to Complaint.

The initial idea as well as the decision to make
the independent expenditures against Senator Percy during
the Illinois Republican primary were solely those of
Mr. Goland. (Statement of Michael Goland, Exhibit A).

Mr. Goland made this decision based on his dissatisfaction
with actions taken by Senator Percy as a U.S. Senator and as
Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. It is
precisely these types of expenditures which the Court in

Buckley, supra, sought to protect.

Mr. Goland was not concerned with who succeeded
Senator Percy. Rather, his interest was limited to Senator

Percy's defeat. To convey his message, Mr. Goland personally
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designed the format and content of the expenditures. He did

not seek approval of the advertisements from Mr. Amitay or

any other person. (Statement of Michael Goland, Exhibit A).

Mr. Amitay is an attorney in Washington who has
advised Mr. Goland over a number of years -- commencing long
prior to the independent expenditures made by Mr. Goland oo

on a wide range of legal and business matters. When Mr.

3 8 5

Goland was considering making the independent expenditures

in question, he asked Mr. Amitay to advise him on FEC

requirements applicable to independent expenditures, includ-
ing reporting requirements. Mr. Amitay did, in fact, pro-
vide such advice. (Statements of Mr. Goland and Mr. Amitay,

Exhibits A and B.)

L
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The Complainants have attempted to distort this
minor advisory role Mr. Amitay played in Mr. Goland's deci-
sion by suggesting that Mr. Amitay "controlled" Mr. Goland's
expenditures. The only evidence in the complaint supporting
this contention is a handwritten note by Mr. Amitay respond-
ing to an informal telephone request from the Republican
Senatorial Campaign Committee to identify possible Republicans

on the Washington PAC advisory board. Next to the circled
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names on a sheet of Washington PAC letterhead, Mr. Amitay

scribbled "no one makes a move without my o.k." Exhibit 8
to Complaint. In fact, Mr. Goland was no longer aétually on
the Board, since he had made no contributions since July of

1982.

Both the context and tone of the comment make it
clear that it was offered in jest. Moreover, the note was
not directed specifically to any particular one of the many
names circled by Mr. Amitay. The note certainly had no con-
nection to Mr. Goland's independent expenditures and provides
no evidence whatsoever of control over any of Mr. Goland's
political expenditures. It offers absolutely no proof of
Complainant's broad assertion that Mr. Amitay directed

Mr. Goland's expenditures in Illinois. .

III. Mr. Amitay Was Not an Agent of the Corcoran

Campaign.

The Complaint does not even suggest that Mr. Goland
had any direct contact with Representative Corcoran or his
campaign. Indeed, Mr. Goland has not had any contact with

Representative Corcoran or his campaign. Since Mr. Goland
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scrupulously abided by the provisions of the Act and the
Commission's regulations on independent expenditures, the
Complainants are reduced to grasping at some other possible
basis for linking Mr. Goland's expenditures with the Corcoran
campaign. Lacking any better pretext, Complainants have
seized upon the two or three contacts among Mr. Goland's
attorney, Mr. Amitay, and Rep. Corcoran as the basis for
their allegation that Mr. Goland's expression should be

treated as part of the Corcoran campaign.

Mr. Amitay is an attorney in Washington, D.C. =~
with offices on Capitol Hill -- who has represented Mr. Goland
in a number of legal and business matters. Mr. Amitay also

is the treasurer of the Washington Political Action Committee

("Washington PAC") and a columnist who regularly reviews and

comments on election contests. Samples of his columns and
Washington PAC newsletters are attached. (Exhibits C & D.)
It was in these two contexts that Mr. Amitay had his only
tangible contacts with Rep. Corcoran. (Statement of Mr.
Amitay, Exhibhit B.) Mr. Amitay had no official or unoffi-
cial advisory position with the Corcoran campaign; he never

raised funds for the Corcoran campaign, nor did he ever have
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contact with anyone on the campaign other than Rep. Corcoran

himself.

A. Washington PAC

In December, 1982, when Rep. Corcoran was consider-
ing whether or not to run for Senate, he contacted Amitay as
Washington PAC's treasurer. On April 6, 1983, he attended a
Washington PAC luncheon. These luncheons are held regularly
and are attended frequently by candidates seeking contribu-
tions. Washington PAC contributed a total of $5,000 in five
separate contributions to the Corcoran campaign. As demon-
strated by the attached list (Exhibit E), this is a common
contribution pattern by Washington PAC to maximize contact
with recipients of contributions. At least eight other can-
didates have been given identical amounts consistent with

this pattern.

The appearance of Rep. Corcoran at the luncheon
and the contributions by Washington PAC do not demonstrate
that Mr. Amitay was an agent of the Corcoran campaign. On
the contrary, it is clear that these contacts occurred solely

because Rep. Corcoran, as is the case with more than one
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hundred candidates, sought contributions during this election
season from Washington pac. Y Specifically, Mr. Amitay was

the individual to contact for Washington PAC, since he is

its only officer aside from its Board members. The 10§1ca1

extension of complainant's argument would be that a treasurer
of any political committeé would automatically become an
agent of every candidate to whom the committee makes a con-
tribution. Nothing in the statute, the Commission's regula-

tions or other precedent would support that contention.

B. The Interview

Since June, 1982, Mr. Amitay has regularly pub-
lished columns reviewing various election races. (Statement
of Mr. Amitay, Exhibit B.) In the course of reviewing candi-
dates and their records and through his regular attendance
at fundraisers and events, Mr. Amitay meets with all of the
candidates who seek support from Washington PAC. When Rep.
Corcoran first sought PAC support for his campaign, Mr. Amitay

was not familiar with his record or his views on issues of

4/ Correspondence from Mr. Amitay's files demonstrates that
these contacts were in Mr. Amitay's capacity as treasurer
of the PAC. (Exhibit F.) The reference in the second
letter, to the best of Mr. Amitay's recollection, was to
make arrangements for the interview.
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particular interest to the PAC or to Mr. Amitay's readers.
To gain more understanding of Rep. Corcoran's poaifibns and
to allow Mr. Amitay to report on those positions in his column,
Amitay conducted the interview attached to the complaint as
Exhibit 5. The complaint alleged that this interview demon-
strates that Mr. Amitay was an agent of the campaign. On
the contrary, it confirms that Mr. Amitay's relationship to
the Corcoran campaign was that of an outsider seeking infor-

mation about the Corcoran candidacy rather than an agent

1 391

guiding it. Subsequent use of portions of this interview,
and a photograph taken at the time, in an insert in a fund-
raising letter was done solely at the discretion of the

Corcoran campaign, which correctly identified Amitay as a

"syndicated columnist."

C. News Reports 5/

N
O
<
<
LN
o

Other than possible casual encounters with Rep.

Corcoran at social gatherings or on Capitol Hill, these are

S/ Newspaper articles may serve as the basis of a complaint
only if they meet the standards set forth in 11 C.F.R.
Section 111.4. The retraction of the newspaper articles
used as the basis for this complaint proves their
inaccuracy. These articles may not, therefore, be con-
sidered as sufficient to sustain a complaint.
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the only contacts between Mr. Amitay and Rep. Corcoran. The

only other "evidence" in the complai@t;éhbthis question con=
sists of two news accouhta, one dcyc:ibinq Mr. Amit&y as a
fundraiser’ and advisor to the'cOrabfaﬁ'campaiqn and the other
as "supporting" Rep. Corcoran. (Statement of Mr. Amitay,
Exhibit B.) The first account was inaccurate and was

retracted prior to the filing of this complaint. (Statement

of Mr. Amitay, Exhibit B.) The second referred to Mr. Amitay's

"supporting"” Corcoran -- and nothing else. News articles

39 2

have been properly deemed by the Commission as having only

limited probative value. These two isolated references (one
of which was subsequently retracted as false) are worthless
as evidence in this matter. If considered at all as proba-
tive of anything, the retracted articie proves only the great

care of both Mr. Goland and Mr. Amitay to avoid even the

3502405

appearance of substantive contact with Rep. Corcoran.

Iv. A.B. Data Was Not a Fundraising Agent for Goland

A.B. Data was not a fundraising agent within the
meaning of 11 C.F.R. Section 109.1(b)(4) and (5).§/ A fund-

6/ Only $27,639.60 of Mr. Goland's expenditures were made
through A.B. Data. Thus, the complaint's alleged "A.B.
Data Connection" is applicable only to the expenditures
related to these particular mailings.
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raising agent is an individual or firm which 1s'tqtninod to
raise £uhdS £or'a ¢Omm1ttéé.?’A'ﬁaqdérifrom whom a mailing

list is procured is not d'fundraising agent.

As stated above, the content and timing of the
mailings by Mr. Goland were concéived of and designed by him
alone. He used A.B. Data's services only for its mailing
list and for the actual mailing. See A.O0. 1979-80 (situa-

tion 6). Mr. Goland consulted with Mr. Amitay on the choice

1 393

of a direct mail house in order to reach the appropriate
voters. Mr. Amitay recommended A.B. Data, which is widely
recognized as possessing the best list to reach the voting
population concerned with the issues addressed by Goland in

this independent expenditure. (Statement of Mr. Amitay,

L
2
<

Exhibit B). Mr. Goland knew the President of A.B. Data,

5

Jerry Benjamin. (Statement of Mr. Benjamin, Exhibit G.)

3

Contrary to the complaint's suggestion that A.B. Data was
one of many possible mailing firms, it was the only avail-
able choice, based on past experience of Amitay and general

knowledge, for the particular mailing.

A.B. Data could not possibly be deemed a fundraising

agent for Mr. Goland, since its mailing on his behalf did
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not raise any funds. In any event, the .apandi#ﬁﬁpl,ﬂo:e
entirely independent. The tequlhtiqns marnlyféfﬁaﬁé i' %
presumption that expenditures made throuqhva‘commbn fund-
raising agent are not ihdopendént. 11 C.f.R. Section
109.1(b)(4)(i). Since Goland designed his own ads, and since
there was no coordination at A.B. Data of Goland's and

Corcoran's expenditures (Statement of Mr. Benjamin, Exhibit

:i G), this presumption would be rebutted even if A.B. Data
# ™ were a fundraising agent.
b=t Conclusion
mn
o The independent expenditures made by Mr. Goland
¥ satisfied all of the requirements of 11 C.F.R. Section 109.
:: As set forth in this response and supporting exhibits, com-
o plainant has failed to establish any facts supporting a con-

clusion that these expenditures were made in cooperation,
consultation or at the request or suggestion of the Corcoran

For the foregoing reasons, the Commission should

campaign.
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find no reason to believe

occurred.

of Manatt, [
Rothenberg & Tunney
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STATEMENT OF MICHAEL GOLAND

1. My name is Michael Goland. I reside at 10962
Rosbling Avenue, Los Angeles, California 90024.

2. This statement is made in Suppdrf o£ the
response of Michael Golﬁnd and Morris Amitay to the‘compldint.
filed on April 26, 1984, by Senator Charles H. Pirc§find
Citizens for Percy '84 (MUR 1684).

3. I have known Morris Amitay since 1981. ﬁe
has given me legal and consulting advice on a variety of
business matters during that time. At no time has he con-
trolled or directed any political expenditure or contributions
made by me.

4, Around June 1983, I contacted him for advice
concerning proposed independent expenditures that I intended
to make against Senator Charles H. Percy. He advised me
concerning FEC requirements. Af my request, he also advised
me that A.B. Data provided the best mailing list to reach
voters concerned with the issues which I wanted to address
in my independent expenditures. I had known its president,
Jerry Benjamin, prior to this time.

ST The idea and decision to make independent
expenditures in opposition to Senator Percy in the Illinois
Republican primary was entirely my own. I designed the
content and timing of the advertisements on my own. I

retained A.B. Data solely for its mailing list and mailing

EXHIBIT *.A_”




services; at no time did A.B. Data serve as a fundraising
agent for me.
6. I have never met or spoken with Representative :
Corcoran. I have not, to the best of my knoﬁlodﬁé; had any contac£ {
with‘any repfesentative of the Corcoran campaiqh,‘ | ;
I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge,
information and belief. 28 U.S.C. Section 1746.
Executed on this 5th day of June, 1984 at Los
Angeles, California.
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STATEMENT OF MORRIS J. AMITAY

1. My name is Morris J. Amitay. I reside at 4712

Ssunflower Drive, Rockville, Maryland, 20853. I am a member
of the Bar of the District of Columbia.

75 This statement is made in support of the response
of Michael Goland and Morris Amitay to the complaint filed
on April 26, 1984, by Senator Charles H. Percy '84 and
Citizens for Percy '84. (MUR 1684).

355 Since November 1980, I have served as treasurer of
the Washington Political Action Committee ("Washington
PAC"), a multi-candidate committee. Washington PAC makes
contributions to a large number of federal candidates who
support a credible U.S. defense and foreign policy.

4. I was contacted by Rep. Thomas Corcoran in December,
1982, in my capacity as treasurer of Washington PAC. Congress-
man Corcoran informed me he was considering running as a
candidate for Senate in the 1984 Illinois Republican primary
and requested assistance from the Washington PAC. On April
6, 1983, Representative Corcoran attended a Washington PAC
luncheon. Candidates seeking contributions from Washington
PAC frequently attend similar monthly luncheons to speak and
meet with members of the advisory board of the PAC. Washington
PAC made 5 contributions to Rep. Corcoran's campaign totalling

$5,000, the same practice used with at least eight other

EXHIBIT “_L_”
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candidates. The letter of February 9, 1983, from Rep.
Corcoran to me demonstrates that our contacts were in this
context. (Exhibit F, page 1.)

55 In the past two years I have written bi-weekly
columns reviewing election contests and other political
events for various publications. I also edit the Washington
PAC newsletter. Around March 1983, I interviewed Rep.
Corcoran. Although I do not recall all of the details
concerning the interview, to the best of my recollection,
this interview was conducted in connection with my work as a
columnist since I was not very familiar with Rep. Corcoran's
policies or record. I wanted an opportunity to learn more
about his record and stand on issues of concern to my readers.
My letter of April 7, 1983 to Rep. Corcoran references, to
the best of my recollection, my interest in arranging an
appointment for the interview, and I had no knowledge of how
and what portions of it would be used later. (Exhibit F,
page 2.)

6. At no time have I been an agent, advisor or fund
raiser for the Corcoran campaign. The news account attached
to the complaint as Exhibit 6 merely states I was supporting
him on the basis of our PAC's contributions. Exhibit 7,
which described me as advising and fund raising, was erroneous
and was retracted in a subsequent issue of the Baron Report

before the complaint was filed. (Exhibit H)




o My relationship with Michael Goland is in a legal
and consulting cap§city and began long before any independent
expenditures by him. Around June 1983, he contacted me
concerning his intention to mékefindependent expenditures
against Sen. Charles H. Percy. I advised him concerning FEC
requirements for independent expenditures and reporting
requirements, emphasizing he must have no contact with any
candidate's campaign. I did not suggest or request that Mr.
Goland make any such expenditures, nor did I suggest the
content of the advertisements run by Mr. Goland. Since I
had no knowledge of the campaign plans or strategies of the
Corcoran campaign, I could not and did not inform him of any
such plans or strategies.

8. Mr. Goland sought my advice concerning the location
of the best mailing list to reach voters concerned with the
issues involved in his expenditures. I advised him that
A.B. Data possessed the best list for this purpose. See
Exhibit G, I.

9. Exhibit 8 to the Complaint does not demonstrate
that I "controlled" Mr. Goland's expenditures. I had been
contacted by someone from the Republican Senatorial Campaign
Committee concerning the identities of Republicans on the
Washington PAC board. I circled the name of a dozen individuals
on the letterhead and forwarded it with a handwritten note
with an obviously facetious comment, with no particular

significance, as to "controlling" these individuals' political

3.




expenditures. Mr. Goland, in fact, was no longer officially
on the Board at the time since he had not made a contribution
to the PAC since July of 1982.

I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the
foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge,

information and belief. 28 U.S.C. Section 1746.

Executed on
June é s 1984,
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EXHIBIT C PAGE 4
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Watt’ ‘Favor to Israel e oy Mt o et 1ty St
hnmmlewlshmtyhﬂhnhwhobuﬁhm :
i In Iowa, the latest newspaper polls show chalies
Two changes of key playeers in the Mlddlc Eut pimue eouldbueﬁtclom l-hrhn with a slight lead over Seaator Roger Je pen, | r
~ U.S.-Israeli ties. Yitzhak Shamir’s low-key style and cautious l ve members of the Senate, is in 8 classic ide
present less of a target for Israel’s detractors than his predecessor, ‘Menachem, Mmmbeudmmmm
Begin. Also, his reliance on the astute and popular Defense Minister Moshe Arens m Halkfn. who recently ,
should also promote greater cooperation with the United States. However, itisthe i ;
prospect of a new National Security Advisor to_ l‘mident Reagan that -

out to be a significant plus.
James Watt, by resigning, has in effect made a conu'ibution to better relations - 0+ ; ;
between the United States in Israel. Simply stated, BillClnrkwumuﬂtfr!cnl!',_’ ulq dm.lnontcpokcncﬂﬂcof Israel on the mm
el. Clark, with his longstanding association with the President, operated:! raised 1,7 million dollars ond fam&dnﬂhl ‘
em with Caspar Weinberger. This duo constituted a m influer ly: opponent nd:
consistently seeking closer ties to Arab foes of Israel. At this wﬂﬁn;. 1 i
known who will replace Clark, but either of the two people mentions
Kirkpatrick or Bud McFarlane, would consututc a deﬁnite improvéme
note: It was Mcl-‘arlane)

noting. In Minnesota, Rudy Boschwitz, the vital Chairman of the Near East - Chairman of the Forei;n RclauonsComnﬁmc‘ | :

Subcommittee still has reason t6 fear a sirong challenge. Congressman James .. the Senate. : 5
Oberstar is reported to be encouraged by his testing of the waters and will probably-.. - . Fot some mondu m.pollﬁulobsemn . beeu anﬁumdecisimoﬂhe

announce his intention to challenge Boschwitz by 'I'hanksgmng. Additlonll!y, .Cluimn ‘of ‘the Smte Apptopﬂahons
Skip Humphrey, Hubert’s son, is considering the race. The Berlin-bom Bosch : }
whose family left Germany after the Nazns came to power lm been one  of lanel'

staunchest supponers &= e T e :

'esenes on the Armed Semces Commmce, is far from safe. An aggressive well- dmm&mhﬁmammmm«m
financed GOP challenger could create serious problems for this first term Jewish Rmﬂicln candidlm hlvc M Mwn M ‘hats’ h
Senator who has been an outspoken and' ¢ffective supporter. - ... .
* Although Senator Charles Percy of Illinois was recently quoted at » 5
i Arab:anEmbassypanyasuymghewunotloain;uylloopov«hianelocﬁon umnonhml-mlmdlsma.udm

possibilities, the Chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee is bound to hg e Saudi AWACs sale. The Democrats:

some slecpness nights between now and election day. ‘Democratic State Party . open -th .
Chairman, Phil Rock, launched his campaign last month, joining Rep: Paul Simon;’ *i&unrtfwnermtt 1T
Alex Seith and Roland Burris as the announced Democratic candidates. Analysts . mmm.mmam-&
and polls give Rep. Paul Simon of downstate Illinois an edge in the Democratic. poor as Phil Gramm’s. With two more coaservative
primary contest on March 20th. Also, the polls show that Simon by far has the best - race, liberal : suu Smtog ond Douett’ i
chance of defeating Percy in the general election. First, Percy will have tofend offa : M TR O
serious Republican pmnary challenge from Rep Tom Coreoun. Pmy'nm Yty ..4_.::.« 4;!; s.u T e

L3




EXHIBIT C

mees 35S 040511406

Loss of Senator

The untimely and tragic passing of
Sen. Henry M. “Scoop’’ Jackson
was undoubtedly a great loss to the
nation. But his steady support and
* contributions to Israel’s security for

3 more than a dec-

Dy ade were even
;1% more significant
% t0 the well-being

3§ of that small em- _

y battled country.

1 had - the-

#28 unique opportu-

A nity to work

W8 closely  with

A a8 Scoop and his
Morris Amitay  1alented staff,
namely Dorothy Fosdick and Rich-

ard Perle since early 1970 as a Senate -

staffer for five years — and later as
head of the American Israel Public
Affairs Committee.

- ;FBEﬁQlFT“: L
N‘OMDNMMHM
% come “buy ™! For free giNt and catalog

" TS FUN 7O BE JEWISH
Jewish Toye and Qifts
1003 Ave. J. Brockiyn MY 11230

MWWWNM‘ -
credded (o yowr iret order

ment of his personal and profes
sional relationship with then Israel’s
Ambassador, and later Prime Mi
ister Yitzhak Rabin, and Rabin’s

brilliant political counselor, Amos Foreign

Eiran. This close friendship endured
until the day Scoop died and formed
the basis for 's in
the Senate on issues affecting Israel

- It was a natural re :
“Jackson, who served i the House o
Representatives during WWII, be-
lieved that in dealing with unscrupu<
lous enemies, military strength
and the willingness to use it — was

essential. Rabin, as Chief of Staff -
during the Six-day War embodied -4 ent
daring and courage indefeating . protests — unfortunately

superior Soviet

-

'— Guheeded by the US ° |

Government which dismissed

Israel’s ..
L
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BY MORR!S J. AMITAY
- We are continuing our summaries of
lhe U.S. Senate races in the November

elections.. . e ,.‘
-‘ MARYLAND e
The reclection campaign of Democratk
SENATOR PAUL SARBANES is one race

—Senate Foreign Relations Committee and

its Subcommittee on Near East. After the -

W W W

CAZIPAIGHN .’881._.
_-: Senate, While his victory is not in doubt,.
" "Kennedy will put a great deal of effort into -
., the campaign to enhance his status as,a -
s - contender for the 1984 Democratic Presi- °

MORRIS J. AMITAY., « former f.tu'i).lfre"
director of the American-Israel Public Af- -

Jairs Committee (AIPACY and legislative
caide in Congress, is currently practicing

law and lobbving in Wmhmcnm uuh ul- ’ by Republ i

- " RAYMOND summ. In his last Senate
race Kennedy won with 70% of the vote, .°.

-

Iu es oh Capitol 1Hill.

- 'uzeofhlsmarginonekclmn?gm

of unusual importance. Sarbanes is an im-
portant and . influential member of the:

" loss in 1960 of thess rmmmmm e

-~ mittee, Church,’ Javits, . .and Stone; :the
Sarbanes race ememcs as s hl.h priorit

bet pfimary is former uUSs. llgr. LARRY'

-, HOGAN, Judging from Hogan's record"in.
~ the House, he is not expected to be

larly favorable. The Sarbanes race has
targeted by many.national

groups, who will pour 4 lot ;

. Maryland to defeat Sarbanes; om
pec!ed to wage a vhomus campl

Sarbanes is the favorite, 8571,

MACHUSE‘I'IS

SENA’I‘OR EDWARD KENNEDY is run- |

ning for reelection to a fourth term in the *

dential nomination. A long-term supposter -

of Israel, Kennedy has been very active in
‘the last few years opposing arms sales to
- Israel’s foes and supporting a strong U.s.- y
" Israet relationship. Kennedy is challenged : - years, The September 14 Democratic prim- .- mncsma. He bas
- businessman-inventor - ary will most likely sec department siore ~ omissues of concern 1o the

and political analysts will be lookinl at lhe

.' .‘-",' ao .

.. tohavumimnm
lecﬁonbmﬂcmanhhﬁmuuymm

: changing economic: situafion in Michigan .+
ﬂle&llundpopuhrkepubkundw- :

¢ oppomiontomswlestolml sromna"f
: support for U.S. foreigii aid to Israel. While

‘mehipnmsfufmover.m

twymbellevellm Raellewillwin. A

-..mxsou

\.
.

iDDURENBERGI is ruhning for reelec- "

* tign after filling the unexpired term of the Wk'

 Incusmbent Republican SENATOR DAV- .

Fimm

mel!ubenllumphreyfor(hembnrwﬁ'

heirmxmmﬂempasdnchl-
lenger.

Durenbeérger has built a solid record . anworet 1978
of support for legislation favorable to claser ... Saudi / s which

;o .U.S.-Isrnel ties and actively opposed the tougheat

'F-lSenlnm:emcm pnch.emMAn-‘

-1 Rl'-v u...-
.
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:
!

s narrowly lost to Senator Max Blum ln‘
1978 and has the personal finances to make
> this a close race, Melcher has not. dlstlnl-
_ uished himsclfas a pamcularlyltrougi :

- porter of Israel, although-in- 1978 he-did -

. * vote against the sale of F-15s to Saudi Ara- .
bia. Since then, he has not vo(edtorfa!im‘
—aid legislation and in 1978 voted in favorof A
the AWACS. There is no reason to believe /H
Wdhams record would be any beuef =

NEBR \SM

 Nebraska. A member of the Senate l-'orefm' .
" Relations Committce. Zorinsky is being"
- challenged by former Vice Commander of —
the Strategic Air Command JAMES KECK
“(R). Zorinsky is one of the two Jewish-
" Senators who voted in furor of the sale of.
AWACS and F-15 enhancement gquipmen!
1o Saudi Arabia. In Zorinsky's case, it was =
especially odd after his vote against- the
_ $ale in the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
_mittee before the floor vote. Last fall, Keck
also announced his support for the '
" AWACS sale, but he has indicated he
-would vote for foreign aid, Zorinsky has
‘consistently voted against foreign aid, Zor,
msky is clcarlyaheadat lhnspoin ‘, A
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SENATE UPDATE'

Since our last Newsletter during thg summar, "W
‘unexpected ‘events have taken: place that could ramatic

the outcome of the 1984 Cangressional electiohs as thQYaaf
U.S. = Israel relations. :

Last month's announcement by the Republican Chairman of "
the Armed Services Committee, Sen. John Tower of Texas, that he
~ would not seek reelection next November, coupled with ‘Majority

Leader Baker's announcement earlier this year that he
would retire, has made a Democrati ?takeover o! the 8

1984 a real possibility. "
powerful Senators who were not pa

related issues. However, thi 3

Jackson, one of Israel's staunch

offset these gains.. Jackson's deat

unexpected boost with ‘the’ appoin

Nevertheless, Democratic par
with their '84 prospects. W
ghaping up, Israel's supporte

Israel. An asterisk indicates

*RUDY BOSCHWITZ (R-MN) - Although the latest FEC Report shows
Boschwitz has accumulated a sizeable warchest of over one million
dollars, -this vital Chairman of the Near East Subcommittee still
has reason to fear a strong challenge. Congressman James Oberstar’
(D) is reported to be encouraged by his testing of the waters
and will probably announce his intention to challenge Boschwitz
by Thanksgiving. Additionally, the popular Secretary of State,
Joan Growe, also a credible candidate, is still considering a
race as is the Attorney General, Skip Humphrey, Hubert's son.
And, regardless of the Democratic nominee, a possible Mondale
Presidential candidacy may effect Boschwitz's reelection hopes
if more Democratic voters come to the polls in support of
favorite-son Mondale. |

*CARL LEVIN (D-MI)- Possible GOP challengers abound, but former :
Representatxve Jim Dunn is, to date, the only announced candidate..
Dunn's major primary rival is expected to be Loret Ruppe, the ..
former Peace Corps Director, who Dunn curxently leads in state-~
wide polling. Also interested is State GOP Vice Chair, Jagueline
McGregor. Despite GOP difficulties in finding a dynamic candi-
date, Levin, who serves on the Armed Services Committee, is far
from safe; and an aggressive well-financed GOP challenger could

create serious problems.
EXHBIT = *




KEY
HOUSE RACE

*CLAREVQE LONG (D-MD) - As Chairman of the vital Houlc Appropriations, '
Subcormittee on Foreign Operations which sets Israel's foreign aid
levels, "Doc" Long has built a solid and longstanding record of sup;
This year, after winning by only 9000 votes in '82, the 74~year old
- 418 din the political battle of his 1i£e.; Althougn no opponents have
‘emerged, early support is crucial, and could mean thc difference in'Hf
Long s successful reelection.' et

SPECIAL ELECTION UPDATE

S A Special Election to fill the seal
" of Henry "Scoop" Jackson, one of Israel's
in Congress will be held November ath._

'respective parties' primaries
lican Governor Dan Evans, who

14t ;o

ne considers himself a friend and is rep
ship with his Jewish constituency.' Evans

or Rep. Mike Lowry. The latter is in': ! ;'position of making a
Senate run without vacating the House se ow holds. After serving
two terms in Congress, Lowry has compiled.a good recoxd on foreign aid,
but did not vote on the AWACS sale and" i ot signed the Jordan Axrms
Letter. e i

'POLITICAL NOTES - Morrie Amitay

350405!

Having admitted publicly that his commitment to Israel has been
suspect among pro-Israel supporters, Senator John Glenn, in a majorx
foreign policy address before-the Foreign Policy Association in New York
City, delivered his most posxtlve speech to date.

~ Glenn, who recelved much medla publicity for his new approach,
denounced the PLO as a "gang of terrorist thugs” and declared that the
U.S. should not recognize or negotxate‘with them.

Additionally, Glenn stated that the U.S. should cease promoting
an "evenhanded approach in the Middle East, and instead give Israel its
full commltment and support. For these remarks, Glenn deserves praise.

. But given his turnaround from previous positions and actions, many woﬂd“
whether the conversion is genuine or a product of his polltical and i
financial advisors' pleas.

!

(4)




. One speech does not constitute a polxcy -—0Or a rlcerd.‘ It i.

important, then, to carefully analyze Glenn's recent remarks within the
cortext of his past statements and actions, as well as those issues he
avoided. Only then, can one determine if Glenn is: reany the candidnte
,wlth the right stuff" as far as Israel's friends are concexnéd.

' Former Vice President Walter Monéale also addressed a New York
audience recently, in which he Yeaffirmed his longstanding belief in a
close U.S. - Israel relationship. Mondale's remarks, particularly his
unequivocal statement that as President he would move the U.S. Embassy
" to Jerusalem without preconditzons, went little noticed. Obviously the
media did not consider it news for Mondale to express pro-Israel positionl.
" while Glenn's doing 80 vwas news.ﬁy. “ , 4

. while ennnciating his su port for xsrael, premised an strategic,
. moral and historical grounds, Mondale : :1at1y stated he did not
i regard Israel's settlements as "illegal®. ' andlin :

i -questions from an audience .of top Jewi
_a firm grasp of complex Middle Bast 188
" all the key players.

gy;'-New York electorate. Although New Yor

La ! 1&1:9"
__primary, it is shaping up as the pivotal s the racé 5 CoX"the Demo-
= cratic nomination where the Jewish community will have a lot & -®ay as to

10 who might be the next President of the Uni

,,,,,

o
?, . i e R B R LT 4 e
- | - ADVISORY BOARD !
ht PAC LUNCHEON SPEAKERS - 1983
LN =
s January Sen. Carl Levin (D-MI)
: Sen. Rudy Boschwitz (R-MN)
March Sen. Larry Pressler (R-SD)
: April Sen. Joseph Biden (D-DE)
- ' Rep. Tom Corcoran (R-IL) (running against Percy)
May Sen. Howell Heflin (L-AK)
Rep. Clarence Long (D-MD)
June Rep. Al Gore, Jr. (D-TN) (running for Baker's seat)
Rep. Tom Harkin (D-IA) (running against Jepsen)
July Sen. David Pryor (D-AR)
September Sen. Max Baucus (D-MT)

(5)
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- 1984 SENATE RACES UPDATE

) = Still considered to be one of the satgst 4
cumbe mocrats up for reelection, Heflin should have only
mi.nor opposition next November. The only announced Republican
candidate is a neurosurgeon from Montgomery, which prompted a
paper to suggest that it "is not inappropriate conaidering that
the Senate frequently shows evidence of nerve impairment.®” Heflin
has been an unusually. strong Southern aupporter on lsrael-related
issues and has received maximum PAC support. - ;

TED STEVENS %Rhax) - The only toug”:challongu stevens should face
next year w not be in Alaska, but here in Washington. Assum~

ing the Republicans maintain con the Senate (a fairly safe
bet at this time), Stevens, the Majo; ip, has made it clear
that he is 1nterested in succeeding Otiring nate Majority
Leader Baker. - Hhile_no

Mexico have also shown intere:
the Defense Appropriation:_s

Senate action bearing on U.S
record is mixed, he has recently

decide to challenge Pryor, some 3 | B

*potentially vulnerable,” despi recent statewide poll showing
Pryor beating Bethune 68% to 29%. . No Democratic primary is expect—i
ed, and Pryor has raised nearly $350,000 to date. Pryor's consis- -

tent record of support is in contrast to Bethune s marginal supportj
on issues of concern to us. ; %

BILL ARMSTRONG (R-CO) - With both of Armstrong's potential Demo-
cratic opponents, Governor Richard Lamm and Rep. Tim Wirth E
definitely taking themselves out of the race, Armstrong's political
fortunes have improved-.considerably. Nevertheless, Lt. Governor
Nancy Dick, the only announced Democratic candidate, claims to be
within striking distance of Armstrong -- according to a poll she’
has not yet released. However, her perceived weakness as a
challenger to Armstrong has sparked interest among other indivi-
duals. Should Dick avoid a touch primary, this could prove to be

" an interesting race agaxnst an incumbent with only a fair, at best,.

record of support on issues of concern to us. The PAC has made a
modest contribution to Dick.

*JOE BIDEN (D-DE) - Governor Pete DuPont's declsion not to_challaf
the popular and articulate Biden in next year's election, makes:
Biden, a Foreign Relations cOmmxftee activist, virtually safe to

*indicates PAC support




Representative Jack Kemp's Administrative Assistant saiad he iu considering
challenging Bentley for the Republican nomination. Either candidate
would present Long with formidable opposition in a marginal District.
Given the challenge issued by the Arab lobby, it is a race we clnnot
afford to lose. The PAC has contributed its maximum to Long.

OTHERS

As of today, Israel's other principal supporters in the House on
the key Foreign Affairs and Appropriations Committtees appear to be in
fairly good shape for next year's elections. One possible ‘exception is
black Representative Bill Gray of the Foreign Operations Subcommittee.

Gray, who has been a solid supporter, may face a tough ptimu:y challenge
next spring.

~  Dante Fascell, who will become the next Chairman of the nousc roreign
Affairs Committee following the recent death of Clement z:blbeki, shoulda
be in good political shape after a tough challenge last year. In addition,
two veteran Committee colleagues, Democra d Wolpe and Republican
B&n Gilman who might still have difficult “should be able’ to beat
back strong challengers. Similarly, Democrat Matt McHugh and Republican
Bill Green of the Appropriations Committee have consistently run close --

;. bgt victorious -- races in their marginal.di

to repeat their performance again next ye
Yong-time friends are involved, the PAC h
above-mentioned, as well as more than sixty o
supporters. 4

* kKRR

PRESIDENTIAL POLITICAL NOTES - Morrie Amitay

c Since our last analyses of the Presidential contenders, two new
Democratic candidates have officially launched their campaigns, Rev. Jesse
¥8ckson, and former 1972 Presidential candidate George McGovern. What
aracterizes the candidacies of these two, other than the long odds on
eir success, is the clear departure from the other candidates on their
positions regarding Israel and the Middle East.

JACKSON

Jackson's expressed purpose in seeking the Presidency is to create
-~"leverage" to allow black involvement in a range of issues, including
foreign policy. And as Rep. Mickey Leland has stated, "blacks are not
just talking about forelgn policy in regard to Africa and the Caribbean!"
Jackson's dubious actions and pronouncements on the Middle East are at
variance with the Democratic Party's traditional support for close U.S. -
Israel ties, and offensive to the Party's significant Jewish constituency.

Jackson, the Director of the Chicago-based operation PUSH, has made
his mark on Middle East politics with his outspoken support for, and his
public embracing of PLO Chief Yassir Arafat. After embarking upon a
_"fact-finding" mission to the Middle East in 1979, Jackson declared that
"one who does not regard Arafat as a true hero does not read the situation

7)




. correctly." He also called U.S. refusal to recognize the PLO an =
_ "international absurdity," and announced his support foy the creation
- of a Palestinian state, claiming that a pro-Israel attitude endangered
. America's "vital interests." Recently, Jackson has moved from claiming
 there is "a misperception,” of his Mideast positions, to saying "increased '
 strategic cooperation with Israel is vital to our national interest.® = .
It is reasonable to assume that the reality of fundraising from Demcratic
- Party sources prompted this positive declaration rather than a genuine
* change of heart. . : ;

" McGOVERN

b When George McGovern announced his surprising candidacy for P

he pledged to say nothing about any issue except what he hgnci:tlyrggigzsga. s

'In doing so with regard to Israel, he has followed the same critical line

%l ~h has characterized his actions of the past few years. With a George

- Ball-like attitude of "saving Israel despite itself,” McGovern "deplored”

| the "totally unjustified” Israeli invasion of lebanon-and denounced its

. settlements policy on the West Bank. He has des ed forme

- pfime Minister Begin a "reactionary militarisi:.

| to Judaism and the Israeli nation,” and
citizens to promote strong U.S. - Israel

. "mpllying tactics® and "McCarthyism é

. the attitude of some American Jewish
‘Kreisky, McGovern is demonstratin
 American Jewish concerns he exhibited as a

.. Foreign Relations Committee. In an October

- Dgmocrats, McGovern denounced the national tic Party's pro-Israel
Lebanon resolution at its 1982 Midterm Con nd- insisted that a
*£ebuking” of Israel would have been more appropriate. =

- While one might concede that McGovern means well, Israel's supporters
cgn console themselves in the knowledge that his chances of winning the
nomination, much less the Presidency, are just about nil. In fact, many
b#lieve that if McGovern were to run against Richard Nixon today, the
rggult would be the same as before! i
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ELECTION DAY NOVEMBER 2, 1982 - pro 1, 1984
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P | ol SENATE
CANDIDATE . CHECK DATE ~ PURPOSE
3

Max Baucus (D) 11/24/82 Dinner Bvant
i ./ _ - 12/09/82

855 8 .- 05/02/83 PAC Lontatoy

oA 06/30/83
i W " 10/02/83 “NY Event
Joe Biden‘(n) 02/28/84 ,
Jeff Bingaman 01/28/83 i 1982 Debt. Retire.
) i it 09/12/83 . : :

=
]
b
'

' Rudy oschwitz (R)  04/13/83
) 11/21/83

- | . Slu e
{ “”f hats b gt
;. «Bll) Bradley (D) 11/09/82
! o . 04/09/83

e . 05/05/83
e 06/21/83

—Tom Corcoran (R) 01/20/83 ket 7L ,
: ¢ 04/08/83 \ \C 'L 20n

n, Ly '06/15/83 T AR e 2000

RO 10/02/83 500

;f " - 01/25/8{ .r ) 1000

R : ‘ '

c@ifonsé D'Amato (R) 05/16/83 1000

Lng L i

o L =

Norm D'Amours (D) 04/13/83 ( Hovta-) |
! P 02/01/84 PAC Luncheon
» 03/30/84

Chris Dodd (D) 05/24/83 1986
; ‘ i
Beb Dol () Hoip4 |5

Dave Durenberger (R) 02/07/84 1988
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Al Goro (D) 05/27/83

06/28/83
'. " 01/05/84
l ) 02/27/84
i

. Tom Harkin (D) 06/27/83
B  09/17/83
B ¥ . 02/28/84
e " ' 03/30/84
Paula Hawkins (R) 05/16/83

S | |
! | :

' Howell Heflin (D)  04/26/83 event
‘~ LA ‘ 5/19/83 PAC' Luncheon
" Jim Hunt (D) 10/10/83

" 11/18/83
f . 02/16/88%

| :_en. Bob Kasten (R) 09/15/83

4 ' '_
Sen Bdward Kennedy(n) 5/19/83 event s
; ] -. - 3/30/84 S “]9“’
¢ | S

®en. Frank Lautenberg -

(D) 03/15/83 1983 debt 500
o 03/30/84 : 1000

Sen. Carl Levin (D) 05/12/83 500 i
" 06/15/83 - 2000 (ssoo
U 09/19/83 2500 :
Sen. Sam Nunn (D)  04/13/83 1000 |
. b ; 5

I : ;
Sen Bob Packwood(R) 07/14/83

i
|

Sen. Claiborne Pell
(D) 10/17/83
wo\ 4 [nfes

|

i




dn;'npigygrressler (R)
oy . ‘ . !

;?eni'ﬁav§d Pryor (D)

| ay iRockefeller (D)

.
o

i;en. Jim Sasser (D)
i »

a
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e

# f!\ " '

- en——Arlen Specter (R)

H

{

en«-Alan Simpson (R)
tPWilliam Winter (D)

pC“Joe Addabbo (D)
th |
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!
i ]
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epJ Frank Annunzio - (D)
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Corcoran for Senate Exploratory Commmeo
P.O. Box 2667 « Aurora, lliinois 60507

February 9, 1983

Mr. Morris J. Amitay

Washington Political Action Committee
400 North Capitol Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001

Dear Morr:l.e! ;
Many thanks for yon: words

Senate possibility, and for the

from the Washington PAC. I can ass

is greatly appreciat.ed and will be ¢

I'll be keeping in touch with you :l.ntho coming months.
With my best personal regards, i/

A Sincerely G

Representative in Congress

FXHIBIT “ "

Paid for by the Corcoran for Senate Expioratory Committee, Donald M. Cassiday, Jr., Tressurer
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WASHINGTON POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTER
400 NORTH GAPITOL STRERT, N.W.
SUITE 168
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20001

April 7, 1983
!
Hon. Tom Corcoran i
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515
’ 1
Dear Tom: i o 5

! 2

It was good of you to come to our luncheon yutctdny and the
group was :I.uptesud by your nrticuhtion and candor.i _

A- I pron:l.sed, 1 u aclosing our PAB‘: additml"cluck for
$1000 along with our but mhu for your success. :

discuss a number of matters,

With best wishes,

MJA/pb

Enclos{xre

MORRIS J. AMITAY, TREASURER
WASHINGTON POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE
400 NORTH CAPITOL STREET, N.W., SUITE 168

PAY TO THE °
OGDEROF___C:M
y 47l yZ.)

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20001

EK//:& 4-.—-,:

- NS&T BANK, xa

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20008




STATEHENT OF JBRRY g IN

“,‘»'W.:,.-,;k,u.sz ,-m...{l.v.u. i —Mq’" i Y # sl o gy e b o e e

1.'ﬂy name is Jerry Benjamin. My address is: A.B. Data, Ltd. 2
8050 HOIth rort lhshington Road. uilunukeo. linconsin sszxz.ui

' 2. This response was originally due on May 22, 1984.
‘jaxtanuioa of tine until June 6, 1984. was obtained.

| 3. I have beeh with A.B. Data, Ltd. for three years and am
cu:rontly its Prosident.

4. A.B. Data prcvides a range of direct mail consulting and
services. For some constituencies, A.B. Data's lists are by far
the best available. On occasion, the services of A.B. Data have
been utilized in a primary by candidates for nomination by both
parti.s.

is. I have kaown Michael Goland for some time, pre-dating his f
decision to use the services of A.B. Data. He contacted me

""Gioncerning proposed mailings in opposition to the reelection of .

:ator Charles Percy. The mailings were written by Mr. Goland.

e only involvement of A.B. Data was to provide a mailing list and
«pailing services. There was no coordination of Mr. Goland's
‘expenditures with any candidate's campaign by A.B. Data.

n I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the foregiong
cds true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and
. belief. 28 U.S.C. Section 1746.

Executed on June 2 s 1984,




Our subscribers | dpetd 23.1 93“

Leadership is not, as sometimes suggested, motivating people to sacrifice
their self-interest for the public interest. Rather, it is motivating them to
sacrifice short-term self-interest (instant gratification) for their longer-tera
(enlightened) self-interest, likely to be consistent with the public interest.

Leadership and political campaigns do not go well together, since candidates'
schedules move them from one instant gratification group to another. The failure
of a candidate to exert leadership is as predictable as the failure of an
individual to remain on a strict diet while walking in and out of bakeries all day

lmo .

But, this year, the lack of leadership seems even more pervasive than usual.
President Reagan, fearful of the National Rifle Association. even refuses to
support a ban on bullets manufactured to pierce bullet proof vests. And he opened
his campaign with self-righteous statements on school prayer to New Right religious
groups. attacking the character of his opposition, something he has seldom engaged
in in recent years. 0y s

Pandering hit a high when Mondale and Hart promised NY Jews they would move
our embassy in Israel from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem. That would have no direct impact
on Israel's economic and militsry security and its long-ters impact would, iron-
ically, be negative. It would be a gratuitous slap-in-the-face to Moslem states
(including non-Arab ones like Pakistan) and moderate Arab leaders (who've advocated
keeping communications open with the United States) - reducing America's minimal
remaining credibility in prodding Arabs to negotiate. A side effect would escalate
terrorist attacks on Jewish holy sites. Hart did hesitate a moment before yielding.
("It's just one croissant. Gary. you can go back on your diet in the morning,"

" friends said, so to speak.) Mondale wasn't on a diet in the first place, which is
why he campaigns with 30 much excess weight.

Last week, Reagan showed some restraint: he refused to promise Homebuilders he
would never advocate altering the most sacrosanct section of the tax code: home
mortgage interest deductions. (The last candidate to say that was Jimmy Carter in
1976, who reversed himself almost immediately.) Assuming Reagan's reelected. he'll
no doubt disguise his 1985 tax increase as "tax simplification® - and the idea is,
to be sure, very "hot" now - on the left (Sen. Bradley, D-NJ). center (Sen.
DeConcini, D-AZ) and right (Rep. Kemp, R-NY). Still, President Reagan is not
likely to advocate closing the mortgage loophole and Congress, which has recently
been adding more loopholes, is even less likely to approve. .

Nevertheless. Reagan deserves points for his modest "profile in courage,”
especially considering his competitors. The Israel embassy issue is the clearest
example of their lack of leadership. but their failure to lead was even more
clearly demonstrated by their reactions to defeat.

Political/media consultant Bob Squier says the low point of a campaign is
when the candidate starts blaming the voters. Most Presidential candidates
are beyond that. but not Mondale and Hart. After New Hampshire. Mondale attacked
"yuppies® (young, urban professionals) for being taken in by "tinsel" and being
-selfish (fiscally moderate). After Pennsylvania, Hart blamed his defeat on voters
afraid of change. The real fault rested with the candidates. who failed to lead.
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" voters to support him than Mondale.

Despite Malter Mondale's momentum, polls continue to show Gary Hart maning
mgu@;-r_m:mm_mm The latest, Harria, puts Reagan 15 ahead of Hart
(§7-46%) and 163 ahead of Mondale (55-39%). AR A e

‘Why the disparity? B,

. To be sure, it partly reflects Hart's appeal to swing voters. psrticularly
those attracted to candidacies like John Andersop’s. The very characteristics of
deration. ooolness. etc. - are precisely those that make it sasier for such
. But there is a far more fundamental resson. As BR Associate Editor RBill

Schnsider observes, there are two basic kinds of elections: referendums on
incumbents and choices between contrasting alternatives. Of course, most elections
include elements of each: 1980 was first a negative referendum on Larter, but
Reagan ocould not have won had he not convinced the public he was an acceptable
choioe, providing no major risk of making things worse (e.g., starting WW I1I,
stopping Social Security) and some hope for making things better (e.g. Reaganomics).

A Reagan/Hart battle would be like 1980: primarily a referendum on the
inoumbent. And Reagan's failure to decisively defeat opponents in matchups of this
nature has been clear in polls throughout his term.

A Resgan/Mondale battle is now peroeived as a choice between policies of the
past (New Deal liberalism, the Carter Administration) and present. And the public’'s
choice has also been clear throughout RR's term, which is why pollster Dick
N¥irthlin and other WH strategists have long prefered facing Mondale.

How meaningful are the current polls? -

As indicated below, history is in their favor. But things could change:

(1) Continuing losses by Hart would reduce his strength against Reagan.

(2) The referendum could turn decisively negative to Reagan, whose
vulnerability on Central America and interest rates is increasing.

(3) Mondale's identification with past Democratic policies could fade, when/
if he wins the nomination and focuses his campaign on November. However, Reagan
will be expert in framing the issue as New Deal vs. New Ideas. After all, as one
GOP strategist puts it, he's been “using that script since 1966."

And even if Mondale has an opportunity to refocus the campaign, there's little
indication he will: his primary campaign indicates his priority is just the
opposite: to rebuild the old New Deal Coalition and convince Americans they were
wrong in 1980 and interest group liberalism is right for the future.

It 1s an article of faith among politicians that people “outside the bel tway"
(Washington) could care less about electability. Republicans cite Nelson Rockefeller
and Democrats, Edmund Muskie, as examples of candidates seeking the nominations on
such grounds, to no avail. This year, that seems to have changed a bit.

Ironically, there's been a role reversal; in Washington, some politicians and
interest group leaders now see the campaign as a moral confrontation and Hart as.
downright evil. With their institutional credibility perceived to be at stake, many
privately prefer Reagan to Hart. On the other hand, Hart voters increasingly
mention electability as a major reason.

Why is this year different from all other years among these voters?

(1) Seldom before has the difference between the candidates' general election
strength been of this magnitude.

(2) Never before has there been so much coverage of Exit Polls,

(3) There are few deep issue or ideological differences. (Institutional
‘credibility is irrelevant "outside the beltway.")

(4) The Democrats are mainly motivated by restoring the pre-Reagan status quo,
not a program of change.

Historical Note: In the last three decades. all five Presidents elected




i after contested battles for m nomination had done better than wm-

_ in Gallup's final pre-convention comparisons of

- 1952: Eissnhower led Kafsuver by 20%; Iafi trailed Kef
Voo :&“” of Desoorats palled, to 123 for St |

g on no n the . (o

tlumwen monlyamndlum mmonlmmmsmmw

3’5 uxonac mtar then Rockefeller mimmwm
w his margin was minimsl (2-4%), and other polls W other results,
. Gallup deflected the anti-Nixon electability argument.

1976: Cartar consistently beat Ford by more than any other Democrat. - :
1980: In the last comparison, RR ran 255 behind Carter, mwwmtmw :

In ather nomination battles, there were major differences twioce.
trailed Johnson by 59%; Saranton trailed by “only® 43%. In 1968,
lmmrcy trailed Nixon by 165- Mocurthy traled Nixon by 55. In both cases, the
party nouimud the weaker oonunders. and lost.

PRESIDENTIA, POLITICS: PRIORITIES

Americans would like their Presidents to possess FDR's strength, Iruman's
candor, Ike's statesmanship, JFK's wit, LAI's shrewdness, Mixon's knowledge of world
affairs, Ford's warmth, Carter's independence and Reagap's ability to communicate.
But those qualities are, often, mutually exclusive, 30 priorities must be set.

In 1976 and 1980, Gallup measured various qualities of the candidates as
perceived by the public. The following figures indicate the percentage of the
public crediting each quality to each cendidate in each year:

Carter Ford Resgan

o 1976 1980 1976 .1939 1976 19&9
CHARACTER/QUALIFICATIONS
Religious 72% 87% 4o% 20% +322 «AT3 +15%
High Moral Principles 83 64 + 4 +13 +9
Says What Believes if Unpopular 57 ) + 4 +3 -1
Bright, Intelligent 13 58 +14 (1] =14
Good Judgment in Crisis 58 55 0 0 0
Clearly Understands Issues 50 50 -6 -5 + 1
Sides with Average Citizen 56 24 +20 +13 -7
Sympathetic to Poor 68 26 +38 27
IDEOLOGY '
Moderate/Middl e-of-the-Road 82 52 -10 +34 44
LEADERSHIP APPROACH ;
Colorful, Interesting 50 36 +28 -20 =48
Decisive, Sure of Himself 37 50 +6 =32 -38
Strong 48 31 36 +12 =34 -i6
THEMATIC APPROACH ;
Modern, up to Date Solutions 54 39 342 +12 -12 =24
Imaginative, Innovative Solutions 44 37 30 +14 -15 =29
Well Defined Program for Moving 40 27 34 +6 =26 -32

Country Ahead

These comparisons indicate that Democratic problems in 1980 were far more
fundamental than personal antipathy for Carter. Carter led RR in every aspect in the
personal category but one, although Reagan did do better than Ford. Observations:

1. ‘The failure of Carter's ideological edge to prove decisive did not reflect




A umapnul ahift. l'ona ahmul poop).c put. mm;
: mmwmmuat. Reagan overcame this by (a) em
Gubernatorial record; (b) selling his positions with non-ide
providing alternatives to government action (tax incentives, fr
eto.); end (d) displaying independence frem the New Right (e ud
sy csmpsign positions, naming George Bush, etc.). Success stil) -
been possible had not moderate/niddle~of~the-road/establ ishment pol
Presidents (Johnson, Nixon, Ford, Carter) been discredited and the publwu wm- ,
tm to look to other options inoressed. :
. mmmmmunmmm-umuuyuwmmm
'otmm-snmonmmpmmmmw - Americans seel,
lie failed to define clear policy priorities and decisively fight for their uplemn-
tation. That failure resulted from (a) Carter's technocratic, problem-solving ;
approach to government and lack of priorities and/or any 1aolo|1u1/phnoaophm
framework; and (b) the Democrats' lack of coherent priorities and programs for
duao. and the unwillingness of coalition 1nmut groups to sacrifice instant
gratification goals for common ones.

PRESIDENTIAL POLITICS: OTHER ORSERVATIONS

Surprises As the Gallup surveys from 1976 and 1980 on the previous psge
indicate, Maiter Mondale should not have been surprised about the impact of
Hart's New Ideas theme.

A review of 1980 election returns from Colorado indicates that Hart should not
have been surprised by his poor showing among blue collar Democrats. In comparison
to the Democratic candidate for the Board of Regents (the only other statewide
office on the ballot), Hart ran strongest (12-183 shead of his fellow Democrat) in
the fast growing business and professional suburbe surrounding Denver (e.g.
Boulder, Arrapshoe, Jefferson and Douglas counties) and high tech boom towns (e.g.
Fort Collins). Hart ran less well (about 83 ahead) in blue-collar places like
Pueblo and Adams county near Denver. And he only ran about even with the Regents
candidate in the southern Colorado mining counties with severe economic problems.

Indicators Im BR197 (1/30/84), the critical swing voters in this year's
election were identified by Associate Editor Bill Schneider according to their
response to a question on the economy with three options for answers. Non-swing
voters included the 24% who saw no real recovery and favored Mondale over RR, 73-
193, as well as the 308 who expected a longterm recovery and backed RR, 78-17%.
The swing voters, 42%, saw the recovery as only temporary, and were closely
divided, with Mondale ahead, 52-413. Since that survey, the LATimes poll indicates
that the "no recovery” group has fallen to 228. But in New York and Pennsylvania,
among primary voters, it was about 508 - regretably not only for those states'
workers, but also for Gary Hart,

Pragmatism As long as he's a serious candidate, Gary Hart is certain to
sweep Colorado. And unless he's elected President, he's certain to stay in the
Senate for nearly three more years. Thus, the Colorado Education Association has
endorsed Hart, and the National Education Association has not objected. The
Colorado AFL-CIO, as a division of the national, has no such option. It oould,
however, play a similar game by taking it easy, and many unions are doing that.

The state federation is not, and is expected to spend over $75,000 for Mondale. No
one can accuse them of hypocrisy - or pragmatism.

NOTE: BR 196 identified Glenn Dawson as a member of Milliam Dawson's family; he is
(to those who know him, obviously) not. Morris Amitay, ex-Director of the American
Israeli Public Affairs Committee, says he did not engage in "raising funds and
advising® Rep. Corcoran, but acknowledges signing PAC checks to Corcoran and con-

ducting an interview on Israel, distributed by the cupa% %
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Charles N. Steele, Esquire
General Counsel

Federal Election chmission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: ‘MUR 1684
Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter is written in response to your letter
dated April 30, 1984 and the complaint filed by Senator -
Charles H. Percy ("Percy”) and Citizens for Percy '84 ™
("Citizens”) against, inter alia, the Corcoran for Senate
Committee ("Committee"). 2 U.S.C. §437g(a). Percy and =
Citizens contend that the Committee violated the Federal:°
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, by cooperating
and consulting with Michael Goland ("Goland") who made i
pendent expenditures on behalf of the Committee. Percy and
Citizens allege that Goland made the expenditures at the
direction of Morris Amitay ("Amitay") who allegedly “"was
both an agent of and fundraiser for the Corcoran campaign"
and "was closely involved with the Corcoran campaign and
most certainly awvare of the campaign's plans, projects and
needs."” See Complaint at 2. Percy and Citizens acknowledge
that their complaint is based upon their information and
belief that such allegations are true and not upon documen-
tary evidence or sworn statements. See Complaint at 1.
Percy and Citizens also contend that the use of the same
direct mail fundraising firm by Goland and the Committee
mandates that Goland's expenditures are presumptively not
independent.

12 4%
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f 2 Morris Amitay and Michael Goland were not agents
or authorized fundraisers of the Committee.

In its regulations at 11 C.F.R. §109.1(a), the
Federal Election Commission ("FEC") defines independent
expenditure as:

PAID FOR 8Y Y=L CORCORAN FOR SENATE COMMITTEE. WILLIAM F KECK. SUGAR GROVE. TREASURER



1427

3502405 |

Mr. Steele
May 18, 1984
Page Two

an expenditure by a person for a communi-
cation expressly advocating the election or
defeat of a clearly identified candidate
which is not made with the cooperation or '
with the prior consent of, or in consulta-
tion with, or at the request or suggestion
of, a candidate or any agent or authorized
comnittee of such candidate.

Percy and Citizens contend that Amitay was an agent of the
Committee and that Goland made contributions at the direction
of Amitay. The FEC defines agent at 11 C.F.R. §109.1(b) (5) as:

any person who has actual oral or written
authority, either express or implied, to
make or to authorize the making of expendi-
tures on behalf of a candidate, or means
any person who has been placed in a posi-
tion within the campaign organization where
it would reasonably appear that in the
ordinary course of campaign-related activi-
ties he or she may authorize expenditures.

Amitay did not have oral or written authority,
either express or implied, to make or authorize the making
of expenditures on behalf of the Committee or the candidate,
Thomas Corcoran. See Affidavit of Reed J. Wilson ("Wilson
Affidavit") at 4. Amitay did not hold any position within \
the campaign organization. See Wilson Affidavit at 5. Likewise,
Goland was not authorized to make expenditures on behalf of
the campaign nor did he hold any position within the campaign
organization. See Wilson Affidavit at 4-5.

Percy and Citizens further contend that Goland's
independent expenditures were "made wiyh the cooperation or
with prior consent of, or in consultation w1th,;or at the request
of, a candidate or any agent or authorized committee of the
candidate” because such expenditures were made through Amitay
who was authorized to raise funds for the Committee. ' See
11 C.F.R. gg 109.1(a) (4) and 109.1(a) (4) (i) (B). An expenditure
is presumed to be made at the direction of the candidate if
it is made through an authorized fundraiser. §ee 11 C.F.R.

§ 109.1(a) (4) (i) (B). Amitay was never authorized by tpe .
Committee to raise .funds on its behalf. See Wilson Affidavit
at 6. Likewise, Goland was not authorized to raise funds for
the Committee. See Wilson Affidavit at 6.




Mr. Steele
May 18, 1984
Page Three

The Committee did not cooperate or consult with
Goland nor did it participate in the making of Goland's
independent expenditures. See Wilson Affidavit at 7.,
Also, neither Goland nor Amitay were adents or authorized
fundraisers of the Committee. See Wilson Affidavit at 7.
The Committee had no involvement In Goland's expenditures
and asks the FEC to take no further action against it.

The Committee was not aware that ,Goland used the
same direct mail consultant.

Percy and Citizens contend that the use of the
same direct mail consultant, AB Data, Ltd. (“AB Data"), by
Goland and the Committee gives rise to a presumption that
Goland's expenditures were not independent. The Committee
was not aware that Goland used the same direct mail consultant.
See Wilson Affidavit at 9. As a result of the above-mentioned
relationship of the Committee with AB Data and its lack of
knowledge that Goland used the same firm, the FEC could not
sustain a finding of coordination between Goland and the Committee
through AB Data, see MUR 1252/1299, General Counsel's Brief
at 39, and, therefore, the Committee asks the FEC to take
no further action against it.

I1X1. Conclusion

The Committce respectfully asks the FEC to find that
no further action should be taken against the Cos=ittee On
the basis of the complaint. The Committce's sworn testimony
refutes the allegations based on information and belief of
Percy and Citizens.

Respectfully submitted,

Wiltin— & Kk

William F. Keck
Treasurer
Corcoran for Senate Committee
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION
COMMISSION OF THE UNITED STATES

'OF AMERICA
IN THE MATTER )
OF CORCORAN FOR ) MUR 1684
SENATE COMMITTEE et al. )
L]
AFFIDANVIT
COUNTY OF LASALLE ) )
STATE OF ILLINOIS 30 e v A

Reed J. Wilson for his affidavit deposes and says:

1. I have personal knowledge of the facts con-
tained herein and am competent to testify thereto.

27 I was the campaign manager for Thomas J,
Corcoran and his principal cawpaign committee, the Cofcoran
for Senate Committee ("Committee"), in Mr. Corcoran's cam-
paign for the Republican nomination for the office of United

States Senator from the State of Illinois.

3. 1 dirccted and superviscd all aspects of the
campaign and was aware of Mr. Corcoran's and fhe Committee's
relationship with campaign employees, agents, fundraisers
and consultants.

4. Neither Morris Amitay ("Amitay") nor Michael '
Goland ("Goland")-had oral or written authority, either ex-
press or implied, to make or authorize the making of expen-

ditures on behalf of the Committee or Mr. Corcoran.
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S. Ncithér Amitay nor Goland held any position
with the Corcoran campaign organization. '

6. Neither Amitay nor Coland were authorized to

- *

raise funds for the Coamittee.
7. Neither Mr. Corcoran, the Committee nor any

enployeesn of agents of the Comamittee cooporatqd or consulted

with Colead o the makiag of eapeniitures on behalf of the

™
Conalttse,

8. AD Data, Ltd. ("AD Data™) was retatned by the
Committec in January, 1983 to perform direct and voter contact
mail services. These services included the obtaining of

direct mail lists, the creation of fundraising copy and

packages, the maintenance of contributor files, the production

and mailing of fundraising packages, and the creation and pro-

uction of voter contact mail to Republican households in
selected counties within the state. The Committee did not
ask AB Data to provide any services or consultation to the

campaign beyond those listed above.
9. The Committee did not know until after the

completion and mailing of the Goland direct mail prograa that

GColand also used AB Data as a direct mail consultan%.

Gl 1L Wi

Reed J. Wil¥on

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 18th day of

May, 1984.

I q

e BATON LELOLUTESeY /
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OFFICE OF %{3

1325 K Street, N.W. | ceﬁMﬁSOM CRETARY
Washington, D.C. 20463 T

FIRST GENERAL coumssi's merosr J4JUNIS P§: |§
MUR ¢ | =
Date Reae ved 4/
Date of Notification
Staff Duane A. Br
COMPLAINANTS' NAMES: Senator Charles H. Percy
3 Citizens for Percy '84
RESPONDENTS' NAMES: Corcoran for Senate Committee
William F. Keck, as treasurer
Morris Amitay
Michael Goland
RELEVANT STATUTE: <'URICL § 441a(a)(1)(A), 2 U.8.C. § 44la(f)
11 . C.F. R, . $°109:2 (&), 11'C.F IR § 109.1(b)(i)(A)
INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Complainant/Respondent, MUR 1424
MUR 1252
FACTUAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None
SUMMARY OF TIONS
Daniel Swillinger, BEsq., has filed a complaint on behalf of
Senator Charles H. Percy and the Citizen for Percy '84 Committee
("the '84 Committee") (Attachment I). The '84 Committee alleges
that a Michael Goland financed a direct mail campaign against
Senator Percy prior to the March 20, 1984 Illinois Republican
primary. The complaint states that Mr. Goland made $278,729 in
expenditures against the Percy campaign. In addition, the '84
Committee states that Mr. Goland reported these expenditures as
being independent. However, the '84 Committee's complaint
attempts to demonstrate that the Goland expenditures were not
independent, but were made with the cooperation and prior consent
of the campaign of Representative Thomas Corcoran, Senator
Percy's principal primary opponent. If this is so, the
expenditures would constitute excessive contributions made by

Goland and accepted by the '84 Committee in violation of
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2 U.8.C. §§ 44la and 44la(f).
!lC!UlL AND BIGAL Alln!BIS
The '84 Conmittee argues that ut. Goland made hls

: expenditures at the direction of a Horris Amitay, an indtvidual

claimed by the '84 Committee to be an agent and-fundraiaer for
the Corcoran campaign. The '84 Committee argues that béchuse'of
his alleged position with the Corcoran campaign, Mr. Aﬁitay was
aware of the Campaign's plans, project and needs. As such, the
Committee argues that Mr. Goland's expenditures were made with
the awareness of the campaign's plans, project and néed# and were
not independent. The '84 Committee attempts to illustrate the
relationship between the Corcoran Committee and Mr. Amitay by
providing two news articles which indicate that Mr. Amitay is,
"raising funds for and advising Corcoran". Further, the '84
Committee indicates that the relationship between Mr. Amitay and
Mr. Goland is "well documented"” since Mr. Goland is a Board
member of Washington PAC and Mr. Amitay is the PAC's treasurer.
Finally, in another attempt to show the close relationship of
Messrs. Amitay and Goland, the '84 Committee submitted what
appears to be a note to an individual named "Kim" from an
individual named Morris (assuming its Morris Amitay) on
Washington PAC letterhead. The note signed by "Morris" states in
part that "no one makes a move without my o.k.". The '84
Committee seems to believe that this note is conclusive evidence
that the note refers specifically to Mr. Goland and that Mr.

Goland's expenditures are at Mr. Amitay's direction. 1In fact,

\
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the note does not refer to anyone specifically‘notfis:the sﬁbjeét
matter of the note clear. The '84 Committee goes on to state
that the note 'copclusively,shOwgvthat the exﬁenditu;es by Mr.
Goland have not been made indeﬁendently of the Corcoran
campaign®.

Lastly, the '84 Committee avers that Mr. Goland financed a

90,000 person mailing produced by AB Data, Ltd., a Milwaukee

direct mail firm at a cost of $27,639.60. Additionally, the '84
Committee introduced information which shows that the Corcoran
Committee also used AB Data, Ltd., for direct mail purposes. The
'84 Committee concludes form this fact that Mr. Goland and the
Corcoran Committee coordinated their direct mail efforts and
states that the expenditures by both are presumptively not
independent since both used the same fundraising agent. 1In
addition, the '84 Committee asserts that the content of the
Goland mailings was designed by a Corcoran direct mail
consultant, but produces no evidence to verify this assertion.
The '84 Committee also states that Jerry Benjamin, formerly a
consultant to the Corcoran campaign, is a principal in AB Data.
The '84 Committee concludes by citing 11 C.F.R. § 109.1(b) (4) and
(5) and MUR 1424 as the basis for its argument that the
expenditures were not independent.

The '84 Committee attempts to show that the Goland
expenditures were not independent but made with the cooperation

and prior consent of the Corcoran Committee. To show this,
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the '84 Committee argues that Mr. Goland made his expenditures at
the direction of Morris Amitay whom the '84 épnmi££§. refers to
as 5an agént and fuhdratset of theICOzcoran campaign'. To £u;th§r
illuﬁtrate»the nature of the relationship, thé !64 cp—mittee
p:évided newspaper articles and indicated that both Goland and
Anitay served on the Board of Washington PAC. Neither the news
articles nor the fact that Messrs. Goland and Amitay share Board
membership in Washington PAC provide conclusive evidence of
cooperation or coordination between Goland, Amitay and the
Corcoran Committee., Moreover, the '84 Committee's statement that
a note from a "Morris® to a "Kim" conclusively showed that Mr.
Goland's expenditures were not made independently of the Corcoran
campaign bears little or no legal significance since the note
does not specifically refer to anyone nor is the subject matter
of the note clear.

On the other hand, the fact that Mr. Goland and the Corcoran
Committee used a common vendor to disseminate direct mail
literature requires more research. The '84 Committee cites MUR
1424 as controlling. In that MUR the Commission took the
position that when a campaign and a person making expenditures on
behalf of that campaign use the same fundraising agent, the
expenditures are presumptively not independent.

Finally, the '84 Committee asserts, but presents no evidence

to buttress the fact, that Jerry Benjamin is a principal in AB




‘Data or, if he is, continues to consult to the CQMcakan\campalgnf~éf

in that capacity or the capacity of an agent of the COrcorany‘
campaign.

On May 23, 1984, counsel for uichael Goland tequested an
extension of time until June 6, 1984,,to reapond to the complaint
since his client was said to be out of the coﬁntry at the time.
The request was granted and on June 6, the response was received
at the Commission. The Goland response is extremely lengthy and
requires a great deal of attention and analysis. Since the Goland
response and the Corcoran response overlap on many issues, the
Office of General Counsel will make the appropriate
recommendation as to each respondent as soon as the analysis of

the responses is completed.
Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Associate General ounsel

Attachment
Complaint (1)




BEFPORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Corcoran for Senate Committee
William F. Keck, as treasurer

Morris Amitay
Michael Goland

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I.  BACKGROUND

Daniel Swillinger, Esq., has filed a complaint on behalf of
Senator Charles H., Percy and the Citizen for Percy '84 Committee
("the '84 Committee”). The '84 Committee alleges that a Michael
Goland financed a direct mail campaign against Senator Percy
prior to the March 20, 1984 Illinois Republican primary
(Attachment I). The complaint states that Mr. Goland made
$278,729 in expenditures against the Percy campaign. In
addition, the '84 Committee states that Mr. Goland reported these
expenditures as being independent. ﬂowever, the '84 Committee's
complaint attempts to demonstrate that the Goland expenditures
were not independent, but were made with the cooperation and
prior consent of the campaign of Representative Thomas Corcoran,
Senator Percy's principal primary opponent. If this is so, the
expenditures would constitute excessive contributions made by
Goland and accepted by the Corcoran Committee in violation of

2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(a) and 44la(f).
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The '84 Committee argues that Mr. Goland made his
expenditures at the direction of a Morris Amitay, an individual
claimed by the '84 COmmittee'to be an agent and fqndraiser for
the Corcoran campaign. The '84 Committee argues that because of
his alleged position with the Corcoran campaign, Mr. Amitay was
aware of the campaign's plans, projects and needs. The Committee
argues that because Mr. Goland's expenditures were made with the
awvareness of the campaign's plans, projects and needs they were
not independent. The '84 Committee attempts to illustrate the
relationship between the Corcoran Committee and Mr. Amitay by
providing two news articles which indicate that Mr. Amitay is,
*raising funds for and advising Corcoran®". Further, the '84
Committee indicates that the relationship between Mr. Amitay and
Mr. Goland is "well documented” since Mr. Goland is a Board
member of Washington PAC and Mr. Amitay is the PAC's treasurer.
Finally, in another attempt to show the close relationship of
Messrs. Amitay and Goland, the '84 Committee submitted what
appears to be a note to an individual named "Kim" from an
individual named Morris (assuming its Morris Amitay) on
Washington PAC letterhead. The note signed by "Morris"™ states in
part that "no one makes a move without my o.k.". The '84
Committee seems to believe that this note provides evidence that
Mr. Goland's expenditures are at Mr. Amitay's direction. The '84
Committee goes on to state that the note "conclusively shows that
the expenditures by Mr. Goland have not been made independently

of the Corcoran campaign."
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Lastly, the '84 Committee avers that Mr. Goland financed a

90,000 person mailing produced by AB Data, Ltd., a Milwvaukee
direct mail firm at a cost of $27,639.60. The '84 Committee
introduced information which shows that the Corcoran Committee
also used AB Data, Ltd., for direct mail purposes. The '84
Committee concludes from this fact that Mr. Goland and the
Corcoran Committee coordinated their direct mail efforts and
states that the expenditures by both are presumptively not
independent since both used the same fundraising agent. 1In
addition, the '84 Committee asserts that the content of the
Goland mailings was designed by a Corcoran direct mail
consultant, but produces no evidence to verify this assertion.
The '84 Committee also states that Jerry Benjamin, formerly a
consultant to the Corcoran campaign, is a principal in AB Data.
The '84 Committee concludes by citing 11 C.,F.R. § 109.1(b) (4) and
(5) and MUR 1424 as the basis for its argument that the
expenditures were not independent.

On May 2i, i%84, William Keck, treasﬁter for the Corcoran
Committee ("the Committee”) filed a response to the complaint
(Attachment II). On June 6, 1984, and after a request for an
extension of time to respond, Michael Goland and Morris Amitay,
through counsel, filed their response to the complaint

(Attachment III).




1I1. W j : S
11 C.F.R. § 109.1(a) defines an independent Q;ponﬁlturg aé%'“

[aln expenditure by a person for a
communication expressly advocating the
election or defeat of a clearly ldentificd
candidate which is not made with the
cooperation or with the prior consent of, or
in consultation with, or at the request or

suggestion of, a candidate ﬁg_ggirﬁg%ng or
authorized committee of such candidate.
(emphasis added) ’

In its response, the Committee argues that Morris Amitay
("Amitay”) and Michael Goland ("Goland") were not agents or
authorized fundraisers of the Committee. The '84 Committee
contends that Amitay was an agent of the Committee and that
Goland made contributions at the direction of Amitay, yet, the
Committee states that, "Amitay did not have oral or written
authority, either express or implied, to make or authorize the
making of expenditures on behalf of the Committee...." Moreover,
the Committee arques that Amitay, "did not hold any position
within the campaign organization®" and that Goland did not hold a
position within the campaign nor was he authorized to make
expenditures on its behalf. The Committee attaches an affidavit
by a Reed Wilson in support of its position. Mr. Wilson was the
campaign manager of the Committee. Essentially, Mr. Wilson's
affidavit reiterates the Committee's response wherein Mr. Wilson
swears that neither Goland nor Amitay had a position with the
organization, neither individual was authorized to raise money on
behalf of the Committee and that neither the Committee nor agents

or employees of the Committee cooperated or consulted with




Goland. Pinally, the Committee defends its use of Aglpgg‘,vth§, f ‘

same fundraising firm used by Michael Goland, by ctaﬁianthgt théﬁi'

Committee did not know until after the GOland'direct u§11'ptégthﬁf'

that Goland also nééd hB Data. The Committee statésztﬁat AB Data

was retained for the purpose of performing direct mail services

and that AB Data did not provide consultation services to the

campaign.
Messrs Goland and Amitay indicate through counsel and in

supporting affidavits, inter alia, that Amitay d4id not control

Goland's expenditures, that Amitay was not an agent of the

Corcoran campaign and that Goland made his expenditures

"independent” of any direction from Amitay or any member of the

1 440

Corcoran Committee. In fact, the response indicates that Mr.

Goland decided to make independent expenditures against Senator

-
)

Percy because he was dissatisfied with Senator Percy's actions as

a Senator and as Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations

1490

Committee, Additionally, the response indicates that Goland did

not care who succeeded Percy so long as Percy was not re-elected.

8 5

The response indicates, too, that Amitay is an attorney,

and, in that capacity has provided a varied range of services to

Amitay asserts, therefore, that

Mr. Goland commencing in 1982.

his only relationship with Goland, is as attorney and client and

that he had no control over expenditures made against Senator

Percy by Goland. Goland was said to have sought advice from

Amitay regarding the legal ramifications surrounding the
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- making of independent expenditures.

The '84 Committee, in another attempt to show thefclqnc

- relationship of Messrs Goland and Amitay, submitted what sppears
~ to be a note to an individual named "Kim® from an individual

named "Morris® (assuming Morris Amitay) which states 1n3pg:£‘that
"no one makes a move without my o.k." The '84 cOnmitteqlufgucé
that the note refers to Goland and that the note conclusiyiiy
shows the Goland expenditures were at the direction of Amitay.

In fact, the note's content does not refer to anyone specifically
nor is the subject matter of the note clear. Amitay and Goland
argue that the content of the note makes it clear that it was
offered in jest, however, there appears to be no rational basis
to conclude that what was said was said in jest or otherwise.
They continue by asserting that the note had no connection with
the Goland expenditures and argue that the note provides no
evidence of control over Goland.

Mr. Amitay is the treasurer of an organization known as
Washington PAC. Mr. Goland was formerly a board member of
Washington PAC. In addition, Mr. Amitay is a columnist who
frequently reports on various election contests. 1In an effort to
secure contributions from Washington PAC, Rep. Corcoran was said
to have contacted Amitay to arrange to speak at a reqularly
scheduled PAC luncheon. The meeting in fact did occur and Rep.
Corcoran did speak at a PAC luncheon. Moreover, the Corcoran

campaign received (5) contributions totalling $5,000 from




142

LN
o
v
(o}
1 g)
on

s e

Wnlhington PAC. Prior to Rep. Corcoran's speaking at the
luncheon, however, Amitay was said to have interviewed him in an
effort to enable Amitay to better understand Rep. CQiéo:an's
vlews'én issues of concern to Washington PAC and Amitay's
readets. Subsequently, portions of the interview and a
photograph of both Amitay and Rep. Corcoran, taken at'ghe time of
the interview, were used in a fundraising letter by the Corcoran
Committee. The '84 Committee buttresses these facts by providing
a newspaper article from the Baron Report which states that
Amitay "is raising funds for and advising Cocoran." However, in
his affidavit, Amitay swears that the article was inaccurate and
later retracted, yet, no evidence of the retraction was provided.
Moreover, no information is provided by Amitay to show that he
did not have prior knowledge of the fact that his picture and
portions of his interview with Rep. Corcoran were being used in
fundraising efforts on behalf of the Corcoran Committee.

Finally, the '84 Committee complains that Goland used the
same direct mail organization as that of the Committee and argues
that the common use of AB Data was clearly part of the
coordination effort between Goland and the Corcoran Campaign.
Also, the '84 Committee argues that Jerry Benjamin, a direct mail
consultant, is a principal of AB Data and was a consultant to the
Corcoran Campaign. In defense, counsel for Goland and Amitay

argue primarily that AB Data is not a fundraising agent.
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In fact, this defense runs astray of the real question which
the '84 Committee poses. The '84 Committee in its complaint |
cites 11 C.F.R. § 109.1(b) (4) and (5) and past enforqément
matters (e.g. MUR 1424, Caputo, Punkelstein, NCPAC) as the bases
for stating that Goland and the Committee coordinated their
direct mail efforts, stating that the expenditures by both are
presumptively not independent since both used the same
fundraising agent. Counsel for Goland and Amitay appears to
concentrate his argument on defining what a fundraising agent is
and dealing in minor semantics versus concentrating on the
primary question posed in MUR 1424. At no time does the '84
Committee allege that AB Data is a fundraising agent, but instead
cites language found in MUR 1424 where a common vendor who
happened also to be a fundraising agent was the central issue.

On the other hand, MUR 1424 is distinguishable from this matter.
In MUR 1424 a key political strategist within a fundraising
organization was employed simultaneously by two organizations -
both of whom expressly advocated the defeat of the same
candidate. In that case, the expenditures by both campaigns,
having used the same strategist, were deemed to be coordinated.
In this matter, Goland argues that he alone provided the content
for his mailings and received no assistance or consultation from
any official of AB Data. Moreover, the Committee argues that it

had no knowledge of the fact that Goland was also using AB Data.
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In fact, the '84 Committee produced no evidence other than the

common use of AB Data to show that a common strategy Qxiltod or

that a particular individual within Aa'Data was responsible fbr

coordinating the effcrts.of b6th thgrcomnittee and Goland.

Accordingly, it wohld appear that the Commission's position in
MUR 1424 is not applicable to this Hdk. The only coﬁnongelement
found to exist lies in the allegation that Jerry Benjamin, who is
President of AB Data, was also allegedly a former consultant with
the Corcoran Campaign. No evidence was produced by the '84
Committee, however, to show a connection regarding the efforts of
Benjamin on behalf of Goland and/or the Corcoran Campaign, as was
the case in MUR 1424.
I1II. CONCLUSION

Although much of the information provided by the '84
Committee is not substantiated, major concerns are raised as a
result of the numerous common elements that exist in the
allegations. First, Morris Amitay indicated he has counselled
Michael Goland on the legality of independent expenditures and
other legal issues. Morris Amitay has also personally met with
Rep. Corcoran several times during the campaign, and, was
responsible for Rep. Corcoran speaking at a luncheon before
Washington PAC - an organization to which Amitay and Goland both
presently or formerly belong. Moreover, the Corcoran campaign

received five contributions totalling $5,000 from Washington PAC.
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In addition, Morris Amitay was said to have interviewed Rep.
Corcoran regarding issues of concern to Washington PAC and
portions of the interview and a photqgrgph of both Amitay and
Corcoran taken at the time of the 1hte#v1éw‘were'1atet uaéd in a
fundraising letter by the Corcoran Committee. The '84 Conﬁittee
argues that because of the personal relgtionahip of Amitay and
Corcoran, Amitay became aware of the Corcoran campaign's plans,
projects and needs and that he communicated the same to Goland.

The common element that links Michael Goland to the Corcoran
campaign is Morris Amitay. Mr. Amitay admittedly met on numerous
occassions with both Goland and Corcoran. The extent of the
relationships between Amitay and Corcoran and Amitay and Goland
raise issues concerning the independence of Goland's expenditures
that have not been fully discounted in the responses to the
complaint. This Office, therefore, recommends that the
Commission find reason to believe that Michael Goland made and
the Corcoran Committee accepted excessive contributions and send
the attached interrogatories under order concerning the

relationships of the parties.




IV. RECOMMENDATIONS

1., Pind reason to believe the Corcoran for Senate caunittee

and William Keck, as Treasurer violated 2 U.S.C. § 441&(1);_1

2. rind reason to believe Michael Goland violated 2 u‘s c.
§ 44la(a) (1) (A);

3. Find no reason to believe Morris Amitay violated any
provision within our Act;

4. Approve the attached letters, orders and interrogatories.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Associate Gene 1 Counsel

ATTACHMENTS

I
II
III
Iv
Vv
VI
VII

Complaint

Corcoran Committee Response

Goland/Amitay Response

Letter to William Keck

Letter and order to Steven Nissen, Esq. for Morris Amitay
Letter and Order to Steven Nissen, Esq. for Michael Goland
Letter and Order to Representative Corcoran
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In the Matter of
) 3
“Corcoran for Senate Committee i E MUR 1684

‘William F. Keck, as treasurer )

fD-2-84 &/724@94 Ao

E FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSTON

)

Morris Amitay ' ‘ P
Michael Goland ; )
+CERTIFICATION

I, Mary W. Dove, Recording Secretary for the Federal Election
Commission Executive Session of October 2, 1984, do hereby certify
that the Commission took the following actions in MUR 1684:

1. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to

a) Find reason to believe the Corcoran for Senate Committee
and William Keck, as Treasurer violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f).

b) Find reason to believe Michael Goland violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(a)(l)(A).

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McDonald, McGarry, and Reiche
voted affirmatively for the decision. Commissioner Elliott
recused in this matter.

2. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to take no action on Morris Amitay.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McDonald, McGarry, and Reiche
voted affirmatively for the decision. Commissioner Elliott
recused in this matter.

3. Decided by a vote of 4-1 to approve the letters, orders and
interrogatories attached to the General Counsel's Septem-
ber 21, 1984, report as amended in the meeting of October 2,
1984.

Commissioners Harris, McDonald, McGarry, and Reiche voted
affirmatively for the decision. Commissioner Aikens dissented,
and Commissioner Elliott recused.

Attest:

Date Mary Dove
-3 Recorling Secretary
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April 25, 1984

charles N. Steele, Esquire
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.

Dear Mr. Steele:

This Complaint is being filed on behalf of Senator Charles H.
Percy and Citizens for Percy '84, his pr1ncipal campaign  committee for
the 1984 przmary and ‘general elections.

The following statements and representations are made upon
information and belief.

INTRODUCTION

A Los Angeles businessman, Mr. Michael Goland, financed a sub-
stantial radio, television and direct mail campaign against Sen.
Percy prior to the March 20, 1984 Illinois Republican Senatorial
primary. Mr. Goland has reported these expenditures to the Commis-

v sion as independent expenditures, which, under the Act and regula-
tions, are not subject to contribution limitations. By reporting
these expenditures as independent, he is stating that they were not
made "with the cooperation or with the prior consent of, or in con-

" sultation with, or at the request or suggestion of, a candidate or
any agent or authorized committee of the candidate." 11 CFR §109.1(a).

In fact, as the following discussion and accompanying documen-
tation demonstrates, these expenditures were made in coordination
and consultation with the campaign of Rep. Thomas Corcoran, Sen.
Percy's principal primary opponent.

This constitutes a major violation of the Act. Since the expen-
ditures are not independent, they are contributions well in excess of
the $1000 per election limitation. The Act provides that in the case
of a violation of the contribution limitations, the Commission may im-
pose a fine equal to the illegal contribution; in this case, that means
at least $278,729.




5Chatles N. Steele, Esquire
April 25, 1984
Page Two

THE VIOLATIONS

As reported in the enclosed story from the March 8, 1984 Chicago :
Tribune (EXKIBIT 1), Mr. Goland is a California real estate investor. '
e Tribune article states that he has purchased over $100,000 worth
of radio and television time in Illinois attacking Sen. Percy. Mr.
Goland's FEC filing puts the amount at $152,090. (EXHIBITS 4 & 4a)
Attached are transcripts of the advertxsements he ran. In a radio
ad Mr. Goland urges voters "to make a change in Illinois" and send a
different person to the Senate (EXHIBIT 2); in a television spot
(EXHIBIT 3) he states that the U.S. Senate is no place for someone
with a voting record like Sen. Percy's.

In addition, Mr. Goland has funded a $127,000 antl-Percy direct
mail campazgn. (See Sec. B). .

All of these expenditures clearly advocate Sen. Percy's defeat.

A. The Amitay Connection

In Part 109 of the Commission's regulations, an "independent'
expenditure" is defined as an expenditure designed to influence an
election which is not made:

with the cooperation or with the prior consent of,
or in consultation with, or at the request or sugges-
tion of, a candidate or any agent or any authorized
committee of the candidate.

11 CFR §109.1(a).

The Commission's regulations go on to state that the Commission will
presume that an expenditure is not independent when it is made through.
~» a person authorized to raise funds for a candidate, 11 CFR §109.1(b)

(4) (1) (B), or by someone who was told of the campaign's "plans, pro-
jects or needs." 11 CFR §109.1(b) (4) (i) (B) . )

Mr. Goland made these expenditures at the direction of Mr. Morris
Amitay, an individual who was both an agent of and fundraiser for the
Corcoran campaign. Mr. Amitay was closely involved with the Corcoran
campaign and most certainly aware of the campaign's plans, projects
and needs. Consequently, further investigation will most likely show
that Mr. Goland's expenditures were made with the knowledge of these
plans and needs. These are two bases upon which the Commission can
find that Mr. Goland's expenditures were not independent.
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: Mr. Amitay s relationship to the Corcoran campaign is amply docu-ﬂ.{
mented. One of the 'very first fundraising letters sent out by the =
Corcoran campaign (EXHIBIT 5), contained an interview of Rep. Corcoran

by Mr. Amitay. Furthermore, the February 13, 1984 issue of the Baron

. Report (EXHIBIT 6), a highly respected newsletter on politics. states.
that Mr. Amitay "is raising funds for and advising Corcoran.® This is*
confirmed by a story in the March 3, 1984 Wall Street Journal

(EXHIBIT ‘7). Clearly, Mr. Amitay is intimate y connected with the
Corcoran campaign.

(He has indicated that he ‘intends to support Rep. Paul Simon in
the general election, his sole objective being to defeat Sen. Percy.)

The relationship between Mr. Goland and Mr. -Amitay is also well
documented. Mr. Goland is a Board member of the Washington Political
Action Committee; Mr. Amitay is the Committee's Treasurer. The two
have thus had frequent opportunitites to converse about the primary
campaign. FEC reports show that Washington PAC has contributed to

the Corcoran campaign on two occasions, once in 1983 and again this
year.

However, it is not necessary to infer coordination or control
between Mr. Amitay and Mr. Goland from the fact that they have had
an opportunity to discuss the Percy/Corcoran race. Mr. Amitay has
himself said that he controls Mr. Goland's political expenditures.
In a February 24, 1984 letter to a Washington political fundraiser,
Mr. Amitay stated that Mr. Goland did not "make a move without my
o.k." (EXHIBIT 8). This is a clear admission that Mr. Goland's ex-
penditures were at Mr. Amitay's direction. It conclusively shows

that the expenditures by Mr. Goland have not been made .independently
of the Corcoran campaign.

B. The AB Data Connection

Mr. Goland also financed an anti-Percy letter (EXHIBIT 9) on
behalf of Rep. Corcoran. This 90,000 person mailing was produced '
by AB Data, Ltd. of Milwaukee at a cost of $27,639.60, according to
Mr. Goland's FEC filing (EXHIBIT 10). Be paid an additional $100,000
for anti-Percy direct mail to an Arlington, Virginia firm (EXHIBIT
10a), which we believe to be part of the same coordinated effort.

AB Data is also the direct mail fundraising firm used by Rep.
Corcoran, as evidenced by his FEC reports (EXHIBIT 1l1), which show -
the campaign paid AB Data nearly $220,000 in 1983 and 1984, and still
owes $40,000 to AB Data. Jerry Benjamin, a direct mail consultant,
is a principal of AB Data, and was a consultant to the Corcoran
campaign. (EXHIBIT 12).
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Clearly, Mr. Goland was coordinating his direct mail efforts
with those of Rep. Corcoran. It was no coincidence that, out of.
the hundreds of direct mail fundraising firms in the country, Mr.
Goland picked the very same one which was servicing Rep. corcoran.

Comm1581on regulations, 11 CFR § 109.1(b) (4) and (5), nnd past
enforcement matters (i.e. MUR 1424, Caputo, Finkelstein, NCPAC) hold
that when a campaign and a person making expenditures on behalf of
that campaign use the same fundraising agent, the expenditures are
presunptively not independent. Mr. Goland's mailing was designed to
assist the Corcoran campaign, Its content and timing were designed
by Rep. Corcoran's direct mail consultant to _provide the maximum
benefit 'to the Corcoran campaign.

CONCLUSION

Expenditures which do not qualify as independent are treated
as contributions to the candidate who benefitted from the expenditures.
In Mr. Goland's case, this means he contributed more than 278 times
the $1000.legal limit to the Corcoran campaign. (According to. FEC
records, this is nearly 13 times more than anyone spent supporting or
opposing Congressional candidates in l982. )

1451

The information prov1ded herein is strong and direct evidence '
that Mr. Goland's expenditures were not permissible, and provides
the Commission with an abundance of data more than sufficient to
reguire the Commission to undertake an investigation of Mr. Goland's

illegal contributions, and his 1ntimate relationship with the Corcoran
campaign and its agents.

Thank you for your prompt attention.

350405

Swillinger _
: Sen. Percy and
d Citizens Tor Percy '84 .

Attachment - EXHIBITS : : 31 g

Washington
District of Columbia: SS

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN TO before me this 52.5'——' day of April,
1984. - ’ . 5y

} mwmkmuéw W/W i
: ‘Notary Publ¥€, D.C.
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EXHIBITS

1.

34

4.
5.
6.
7.

9.

- Chicago Tribune, March 9, 1984
2%

Radio ad transcript

TV ad transcript

éoland telegrams reporting radi& and TV expenditures
"CAN YOU NAME..." Corcoran fundraising letter

Baron Report, February 13, 1984 pp 3 and 4

Wall St. Journal, March 8, 1984

Amitay letter, February 24, 1984

Anti-Percy mailing, paid.for by Goland

.Goland teleérams repoffiné direct mail expenditures

and Knabe letter.
Corcoran report

Daily Herald, July 7, 1983
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Micﬁael Goland :60 Radio Comncrcial a "Two-Faced"

ANNCR: Nhat would you say about someone who says one thing and

- does another? What would you think about a man who changed his
position every time the wind blows? What do you call a politician

who promises to stand up for you and then takes the other side?

In Illinois we call him Senator-?ercy. When he went to the Senate

he said he was for an all-volunteer Army. But Percy voted for
compulsory draft registration. Charles.Percy said he was for states
rights and against the dumping of nuclear waste.. But he voted to deny
states their right to veto nuclear dump sites within their borders.

Percy said he would never allow cuts in the funding of our childrem's
education. But Percy voted against maintaining school funding, against
education and training for the hand1capped and against school nuxrx-
tion programs.

In this election year with so much at stake let's nake a change in
Illinois and send one face to the Senate, not two. The two-faced
Senator is a real disadvantage. :

Paid for by Michael Goland. Not authorized by any:candidate or
candidate's committee.
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Kelly, Scott and Madison, Inc. ' - i L
3 912 820-9850

L TITLE: “COLORS™ (POLITICAL ADVOCACY) | _

COPY: 3¢ SECOND TELEVISION :

CLIENT: MICHAEL GOLAND; INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURE - -
COLORS

OPEN ON: GREY LIMBO SETTING (TABLE TOP WITH SWEEP)
" FROM LEFT CORNER, SMALL CHAMELEON CRAWLS TO CENTER STAGE

b ' V.O.

45

"IN ALL THE YEARS CHARLES PERCY
. HAS BEEN IN THE SENATE, IT'S BEEN
. HARD TO KNOW HIS TRUE COLORS

BY THE END OF THE ABOVE, THE CHAMELEON IS CENTER STAGE AS CAMERA TRUCKS . .. -
IN, THE CHAMELEON BEGINS TO TURN A SHADE OF RED

V.0.

WHEN WE SENT PERCY TO THE U.S. SENATE
HE SAID HE WAS FOR AN ALL-VOLUNTEER ARMY

35927405

CHAMELEON TURNS TO A SHADE OF YELLOW
v.0.
BUT IN 1980 PERCY VOTED FOR
~COMPULSORY REGISTRATION FOR _ .
THE DRATT o, =
CHAMELEON TURNS TO GREEN AS CAMERA PANS THE LENGTH OF ITS BODY
v.0.
PERCY SAID HE WAS AGAINST THE DUMPING

OF NUCLEAR WASTE AND FOR THE RIGHT OF
STATES TO CONTROL IT

PAN ACROSS OTHER STIDE OF CHAMELEON AS IT TURNS TO BLUE



CTHEN HT VOTEL TC LIXY STATES
THE RILHT TC \TOU NULLLAR DUMP
SITES WoTHIN THITE OWX MORDLRS

CAMERA TRUCKS IN ON CHAMELEON'S HEAL AND EYES AS IT' TURNS ORANGE

]

Vv.0.

IN MARCH OF 83 PERCY SAZD HE WAS
OPPOSED TO CUTBACKS IN FUNDING FOR
EDUCATZON

TURNS PURPLE AS TABLE IS ROTATED SO THAT CHAMELEON APPEARS ?D

V.0.

BUT PERCY VOTED AGAINST MAINTAINING
FUNDZRG FOR OUR SCHOOLS, AGAINST
EDUCATION FOR THE HANDICAPPED AND
TO DENY MONEY FOR NEEDED SCHOOL
LUNCE PROGRAMS

O
- CAMERA PULLS BACK AS LIZARD IS SEEN FROM A STRAIGHT-ON POSITION
. .

v.0.

PERCY SAID HE WOULD NEVER VOTE
FTOR A RED INK BUDGET

CHAMELEON CHANGZS COLOR AGAIN

v.o.

THEN VOTED FOR THE LARGEST DETICIT
IN HISTORY...AND FOR A RAISE IN
HIS SENATE PAY

PULL BACK SLOWLY AS CHAMELEON CHANGES COLOR MORE RAPIDLY

v.0.

. IN TWENTY YEARS WE HAVEN‘T.LEARNED
PERCY"S TRUE COLORS. BUT WE HAVE
LEARNED THAT THE U.S. SENATE IS NO

PLACE FOR & CHAMELEION




SECRETARY OF SENATF RPT DLY MGM, DLR
119 D ST NORTHEAST )
WASHINGTON DC 20510

. & ‘.
I MICHAEL GOLAND AUTHORIZED AND PIID FOR RADIO AND TELEV!SIDN ADS FOR
THE PURPOSE POSING SENATOR CHARLES H PERCY, TO ACHIEVE THIS 3

PAID $16,700 TO KELLY, SCOTT, AND MADISON, § EAST WACKFR DRIVE;
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60601,

CC: ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF ELECTION
MICHAEL GOLAND
20221 PRAJRE ST
CHATSWORTH CA 91311

1457

13:57 EST

1PHMPOMX WSH
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SECRETARY OF SENATE RPT DLY MGM, DLR
1§9 D ST NORTH EAST
WASHINGTON DC 20510

= e

3 MICHAEL GOLAND AUTHORIZED AND PAID FOR RADID AND ‘IELEV!SION DS FFOR
THE PURPOSE OF OPPOSING SENATOR CHARLES H PERCY, TO ACHIEVE THIS gt
PAID $135,390,00 10 KELLY, SCOTT, AND MADISON | EAST WACKER -DRIYF i
CHICAGO ILLINOIS 60603 i
MICHAEL GOLAND
20221 PRARJE ST
" CHATSWORTH CA 91313

14357 EST

IPMPOMX WSH
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BUSINESS REPLY MAIL

FIRST CLASS PERMIT NO. 40 AURORA,IL
PCSTAGE WILL BE PAID BY ADDRESSEE

- attn: Lou Morgan

Corcoran Committee
P.O. Box 2657

Aurora, IL 60507
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Chaﬂes Percy!
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MR. ARTHUR RUBLOFF
1040 N. LAKE SHORE DR.
CHICAGO, IL 608611

correct my address to:

mt-wnd“d%hbmmmﬂenmm nmvh.mﬁnmmvmm.mmphnmi;“

% o..' e o5 v
. o' -.' ™~ ....... -
e o

ks "".Aso

-’ ..

r -' o'-?
é s

orcoran

S TOY:

7.‘91!1,9 S.-Israel relatnons has become a pivotal fssue in : /

Ijnois Republican 'anan,. Wby is that'.'

omon_% ) :.‘.? . o)
J.S.-Israel rmuons is preseml\ a hot topic of
onversation all over the country; including llinois.
e Peruy s such @ negative voting record on this

ssue and mi..c ;., just about the opposire, the public has - .-
3 tudl\ pickcd up on it. It defines a clear dxfference in L

lirical phdosop}us. 1A T

(s \u ¥ ._. =%
! Anﬁ' vou have only a small number
of Jeg ssh voters in your district’and -
t you are not Jewish. Why, then,
are YOO a supporter of Israel?.~ ..

CORCORAN: ’
Svmbolically, I believein - -
1srael for manyof the- : -
same reasons I believein -
Lruerica. The people of

stael, by the depth of -

their hard work and high
inielligence. createda .
modern, szble and

cemocratic mcier) from-
virfually nod mg— much
like the authers of our. .
Coas:irction. When | fisst .
visiied lerzel, 1 knew
immedizicly that I was in
2 free znd vit2nt country.

Mo rie Am1tay talks Wlth T .

A.\nm ;
Canyoubealmlemoreooncnte. '

*.-. CORCORAN:

Smlsuelxsan:ﬂy She:sanmwlmblefnenddthef

United Szates. And, 1 am convinced thar the national
" security of our country a strong and secure

lsrael. If we had a few more allies of Israel's quality, we

\ —--zm‘l xheworld—wtda'be a'lotbetteroﬂ. 4
: ST U L aTar

I uke u vou' stance dn Israd is pot vour main reasou
e R forcntenngthe pnmzry.h

 CORCORAN:

\o. Smph, I will run. &
- against Percy because 1
believe 1 can do a more

credible job of
_ representing all the
citizens of llinois.

*1Tom Corcoman fiedt)
- ‘Qiscusrer U.S..1arsel relations
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_Tom Corcoran

:. Highlights from the record of a good friend

Wrote a letter to President Reagan, urging him to lift the suspension of delivery of |
the F-16 aircraft to Israel (6/81).

Voted to disapprove the sale of AWACS and offensive enhancement equipment for
the F-15’s to Qaudn Arabia (10/81).

Co-sponsored a concurrent resolution calling upon the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics to end the current policies of Jewish em:granon discrimination and anti-
Semitism (11/81).

Voted for $2.2 billion in military and economic assistance for Israel (12/81).

Wroie a letter to General Jarul:elski, expressing concern over recent reports of of-
ficially sanctioned anti-Semitic statements made in the Polish media (2/82).

Co-sponsored a concurrent resolution commending the State of Israel for its com-
pliance with the Camp David accords (7/82).

Wrote a letter to President Reagan, expressing opposition to the sale of advanced
military weapohs to Jordan unless King Hussein agrees 10 join the peace process.
(Corcoran was the original swnamn and key Repubhcan spearheading the letter. It
was sent with 182 signarures. 12/82)

Wrote a leuer 10 President Reagan, urging an end 1o the delay of the sale of F-16
aircraft to Israel (3/S3).

Recently brought out two “refuseniks’ from the Soviet Union and continues to work
tenaciously for the cause of Soviet Jewry.
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In mcst Serate races this year, both partzes’ nomin:t.ions are : : :
mest of the exceptions, primary battles will be waged for the privilen of 1cs.ns, :
or will not involve factors of national significance. ;

But a few primaries will be significant in messuring the impact. of mrticular
issves, ideclogical factions, constituéncies, party organizations anc cnmpaizn
strategies and tactics. The first of these is in Illinois. )

Bmm;gn; Since his clcse call last time, there's been no question that _
. Sem- ercy would face a primary challenge from the right. Percy worked to
appeasé the opposition. Between 1977 and 1982, his ACA (conservative) Senate :
voting record rating skyrocketed from 10 to 567. and his Chamber of Commerce rating
moved from 53 to 65%. Percy's ADA (liberal) rating fell from 65 to 45% ano his
rating from the AFL-CIO (which endorsed him last time), from 47 to 28%. Percy won
the support of President Reagan, plus the vast majority of his state's GOP party
and public officials. FKe has campaigned vigorously for months, and raised record
funds. An early February statewide poll for WLS-TV puts him ahead of his New Right
primary challenger, Rep. Jom Corcoran, 65-17%. Only 46% of the respondents could
identify Corcoran and only 16% had an opinion of him.
Percy appears less vulnerable than other recent rightwing primary targets for
o two other reasons. First, the Illinois Republican party is much more non-
ideological and moderate than many others. Second, charges that Percy is disloyal
« to Reagan could backfire: traditionally in American politics, even a President's
<

partisans do not want their Senators to be "rubber stamps.®
Nevertheless, Percy is not safe. He remains an anathema to rightwing

activists, whc are infuristed by liberal moves (such as meetings with Jesse

Jackson); assert his changing voting record is a fraud ano reflects lack of

= cheracter; find him personally "pompous" and stereotypical of establishment - ]
elitists. One cannot underestimate the impact of such activists in a low turnout; .

L2 or shouwld cne overestimzte how much the GOP organization can deliver for Fercy.

o Mecst of its leaders back him because he's the incumbent znc is more electable in
November, rather that out of conviction.

- Corcoran is bright and =zggressive; he's been campzigning for over a year.

c Polls this early are highly unreliable in primaries, since few voters have focused
on the rzce, so an upset remzins possible.

(1) Cne cther factor: leaders of the pro-Isrzeli lobby view Percy as an arch-
enemy. Morrie zmitay, & former aide to liberal Sen. Ribicoff (D-CT) znd ex-

©  director of the American Isrsel Public Affairs Committee, is raising funcs for and
advising Corcoran. FKesponse has been less than hoped for; indeed, there's been
somewnat of a pro-Percy "tacklash" zmong moderate Jews oftended by the nature of
the znti-Fercy zppeals 2s well as Corcoran's ideology. (Amitay contencds he'll.

switch to Rep. Psul Simon, the Democratic frontrunner, in November, even if

Corcorzn ucsets Fercy.) -

Democrats Rep. Faul Simon, the strong frontrunner, hesitated befcre entering
the race. ks a newspzper publisher, stzte legislztor znd Lt. Governor from
southern Illinois, Simon built 2 record as a prcgressive, "good gcvernment,®
refcrmer. He ran for the 1972 Guberrztorial nomirstion, with the endorsement of
the perty crgenization, including Chiczgo's Mayor Dzley. But ironically, Simen wes
lzteled the macr:iine candicate and leost to maverick Dzpn Walker. In 1978 he was
elected to the Fouse, where hLe hLas become a leacer cn education znd lzbor issues.
Despite 2 narrcw race in 1680 (after tecking Kenrec¢v 2gzinst Czrter in his
ccnservetive district and fzcirg 2z GOP oppornent nzmed John Ancerson), Simen's House
sezt is cecure. 3But retionzl Temocretic, literal, lebor znd Jeulsh lezcers
ccrvirced him to teke on Fercy.

Stzte perty lezcers found Simon fully eccepiztle, but top cnes wouid nct
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. perty leager. Fock's power has helped him recruit not only orga

*-..:‘ Bissarics, unions (like ALFSCME) and others he's helped inﬂ -

AFL-Ci0 split 47 Simen, 12 Rock, 1 Burris and 2 L e
crevailed, since @ 2/5 vote was needed for one.) Rock is backegS by the white i
faction of the Chicago party, led by Aldermsn Eddie w (But mest downstat
county chairs basck Simon.)

Chicago Mayor Harold Washingion is not active in the race. Indications arc
that he personally prefers Simon. But, he expresses loyalty to’'the organization.
- And the third candicate, black State Cont.rol.ler Roland Burris, makes it impossible

for him to move in any direction. For Washington, that may be. complicated, but
it's certsinly convenient. Msthematically, Burris, a banker ano moderate, could
conceivably win 2 plurality in the four way race<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>