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I, MarjQrie W. Erramonu, Secretary of the F.d.raL

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on Dci~er 10,

1985, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take

the following actions in MUR 1730:

1. Accept the conciliation agreement
attached to the General Counsel's
Report signed December 3, 1985.

2. Close the file.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, Josef iak, McDonald

and McGarry voted affirmatively for this decision.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: Thurs.,
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: Fri.,
Deadline for vote: Tues.,

12-5-85,
12-6-85,
12-10-85,

12:19
2:00
4:00
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3

December 13, 1985

Jay B. Kyorson, Esquire
Israel and Raley
1513 16th Street, W.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: ISIUR 1730
Democratic National Committee
Sharon Pratt Dixon,
as treasurer

Dear Mr. Idyerson:

On Deosiber 10, 1985, the Commission accepted the conciliation
agreement signed by your client, and a civil penalty in

- settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 44lbCa) a provision of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.
Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter, and it will

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

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

'a
Sincerely,

By: enneth A. G 088
Associate G neral Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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Zn the Hatter of )
)

Democratic National Committee, ) 14Km 1730
Sharon Pratt Dixon, as treasurer )

COCILIA!ZOE AGRZUT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Coamission

(hereinafter the Commissiontm), pursuant to information

ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its supervi~ry

responsibilities. The Commission found probable cause to be1~i*ve

that the Democratic Rational Committee and its treasurer, ~

(Respondents) violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by receipt of

corporate contribution during 1980.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondents, having duly
C,

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

(A) Ci) do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondents

and the subject matter of this proceeding.
C,

II. Respondents have had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

'.0 III. Respondents enter voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

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

1. Respondent, Democratic National Committee, is the

national party organization for the Democratic Party. Respondent

Sharon Pratt Dixon became its treasurer on August 20, 1985.

2. In October 1980, Respondents accepted a $1,000

contribution from a corporation, Lowey, Dannenberg & Knapp, P.C.,

and deposited th~ funds in its federal account.
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3. Respondents contend that through a clerical error

this contribution was mistakenly deposited into its federal

account.

4. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the acceptance of

corporate funds in connection vith a federal election.

V. Respondents accepted a corporate contribution in

connection with the 1980 campaign in violation of 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a).

vi. Respondents will refund to Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp,

P.C., siooo, representing the amount of the corporate

contribution.

vii. Respondents will pay a civil penalty to the Treasurer

of the United States in the amount of two hundred fifty dollars

N ($250.00), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(5)(A).

viii. Respondents agree that they shall not undertake any

activity which is in violation of the Federal Election Campaign

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

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

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

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

agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement or any

requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute a civil

action for relief in the United States District Court for the

District of Columbia.

X. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties.hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.
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xi. Respondents shall have no more than thirty (30) days

from the date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and

implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so

notify the Commission.

xii. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and

no other statement, promise, or agreement, either written or

oral, made by either party or b~ agents of either party, that is

not contained in this writteh agreement shall be valid.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Charles N. Steele

General Cou el

BY:

Associate Gene al Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENTS:

/ ~

-v

Dat

Co.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Democratic National Committee
Paul G. Kirk, Jr., as treasurer

MUR 1730

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. ~mons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on September 5,

1985, the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take

the following actions in MUR 1730:

1. Approve the proposed conciliation
agreement submitted with the
Addendum to the General Counsel's
Report in the above-captioned matter
dated September 4, 1985.

2. Send the letter to the respondents
attached to the General Counsel's
Report signed August 30, 1985.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josef iak, McDonald

and McGarry voted affirmatively in this matter; Commissioner

Harris did not cast a vote.

Attest:

gd. ~- t5'
Date

Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: Fri. 8-30-85, 11:07

Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: Tues., 9-3-85, 11:00

Deadline for votes: Thur., 9-5-85, 11:00
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Zn the Ratter of ))

Democratic National Coinmit~ee ) NUR i$S~L'!~3@ All: or
and Paul 0. Kirk, Jr., as treasurer )

03AL COIUS3L'S RUIOM

___ SENSII N,
Backa round

On July 30, 1985, the Commission found probable cause to

believe that the Democratic National Committee (DNC) and Paul

G. Kirk, Jr., as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by

receipt of a contribution of $1000 from an incorporated law firm

during 1980.

The corporation had requested a refund upon notification

that its corporate check was in violation of the Act, but it

relied on advice of the DNC counsel who said that the funds

instead could be transferred from a federal account to a non-

federal bank account.

N Discussion of Conciliation and Civil Penalty
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2. Send attached 1ette~ to respondents.

By
Date £1

Attachments
Proposed Conciliation Agreement
Letter to Respondent
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BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Hatter of )
MUR 1730

Democratic National Committee,)
et al.

CERTIF ICAT ION

i, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for 
the

Federal Election Commission executive session 
of July 30,

U~.

1985, do hereby certify that the Commission took the

following actions with respect to MUR 1730:

1. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to:

A. Find no probable cause to believe that the

Democratic National Committee and Paul G.

Kirk, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) as it relates to the following
contributions:

a) Speer, Leeds and Kellogg
b) Community Development Association
c) Harry J. Butler Associates
d) M.D. Pruitt Enterprises
e) S.K. Management Company
f) Brown and Lanibrecht
g) Conklin, Cahill and Company
h) East Rutherford Industrial Park

i) Group 3 Development Company
j) J. and B. Management
k) J. and D. Realty Company
1) J.C. Associates
m) Jaffe, Haft and Spring
n) Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
o) Stern Brothers
p) Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman
q) Andrews and Clark

r) Cohn, Hochstin and Company

s) Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman

(continued)
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Federal Election Commission Page 2

C.rtificatiOn for MUR 1730
July 30, 1985

B. Take no further action against the
Democratic National Committee and
as treasurer, Paul G. Kirk, for
violations of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a)
regarding the following entities:

a) Napa Valley Disposal Service
b) B and L Development

C. Find no probable cause that the
following entities violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441b(a) in this matter:

a) Speer, Leeds and Kellogg
b) Community Development Association
c) Harry J. Butler Associates
d) M.D. Pruitt Enterprises
e) S.K. Management Company
f) Brown and Laxnbrecht
g) Conklin, Cahill and Company
h) East Rutherford Industrial Park
i) Group 3 Development Company
j) J. and B. Management
k) J. and D. Realty Company
1) j.c. Associates
m) Jaffe, Haft and Spring
n) Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
0) Stern Brothers
p) Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman
q) Andrews and Clark
r) Cohn, Hochstin and Company
s) Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman

(continued)



Federal Election Commission Page 3
Certification for MUR 1730
July 30, 1985

D. Take no further action against the
following entities regarding 2 U.s.c.
S 441b(a) in this matter:

a) Napa Valley Disposal Service
b) B and L Development
c) Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp

~0
E. Close the file in MUR 1730 with respect

to all matters except the violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by the Democratic
National Committee in connection with
Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp.

N F. Send appropriate letters pursuant to
the above actions.

if)
Commissioners Elliott, Harris, McDonald,
McGarry, and Reiche voted affirmatively
for the decision; Commissioner Aikens was
not present at the time of the vote.

2. Decided by a vote of 5-0 to find probable
cause to believe that the Democratic

National Committee and as treasurer, Paul
G. Kirk, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a)
regarding Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp.

Commissioners Elliott, Harris, McDonald,
McGarry, and Reiche voted affirmatively
for the decision; Commissioner Aikens was
not present at the time of the vote.

Attest:

7/SO /~~"

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission
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Zn the Matter of

Democratic National Committee, et.al. MUR 173(

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT

"UL ~

c~i
c-~

)
! I,,

'~-Fi fT)
C-,-)

-~ 9~1"~" .-

~~%3
I. Background

cr,
During the FEC'S audit of the Democratic National Commi~ee

("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the auditors found that during

late 1980 the DNC received contributions of $34,287.50 from 22

entities whose corporate status could not be determined from the

name.

The auditors made telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies and found that those agencies listed as incorporated 18

entities having the same names as those of the DNC contributors.

The state agencies found corporations listed under slightly

different names for four other entities.

The Committee responded to these audit findings stating that

only one of the companies on the list of 22 is incorporated and

that this corporate contribution of $1,000 would be transferred

to a non-federal bank account. In further response to the

auditors' findings concerning this issue, the Committee submitted

15 "statements of non-corporate status" signed by contributors

which attested that each contribution was drawn on a partnership

account.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our
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information from the Secretaries of State differed slightly from

the auditors' findings but still indicated the possibility that

the entities could be corporations. Therefore, the Office of

General Counsel recommended reason to believe.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that the DNC and 22 apparent corporate entities violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making and receiving prohibited corporate

contributions. On September 5, 1984, the Commission approved the

letters and General Counsel's factual and legal analyses. The

reason to believe notices were sent September 12, 1984.

During the investigation, the Office of General Counsel

requested evidence which would verify that each of the entities

was a partnership or that the contribution was drawn on a non-

corporate account.

Fifteen of the 22 entities sent copies of their partnership

agreements, partnership tax forms, or some correspondence

addressing the entity as a partnership, along with a copy of the

check written to the DNC and/or a letter from a company official

stating that the entity making the contribution was a

partnership.

Two entities provided check copies (that did not show "Inc."

in the name on the check) along with a letter from the company or

from the attorney who filed amendments to the company's

partnership agreement. The letters stated that the entity making

the contribution was not incorporated.
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Three of the 22 respondents submitted only letters from the

company officials. Of these three letters, one (NAPA Valley

Disposal) informed us that it routinely makes contributions on

its partnership account and none on its corporate account and

that its review of contributions for 1980 revealed no

contribution in the amount in question ($412.50); one stated that

the check of $10,000 represented funds from two partners (Colins

and Hochstin); and the third (S.K. Management), stated that the

company has never been a corporation.

One of the 22 entities (B & L Development) could not be

reached through the postmaster. Its contribution totaled $1,000.

One entity (Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp) is an incorporated

law firm. One of the firm's principals who made the contribution
N

stated that the firm previously had been a partnership which had,

from time to time, made "small contributions to political

campaigns." The firm incorporated on March 2, 1979. The

responding principal stated that he decided at the last minute to

attend a DNC fundraiser and, with the consent of his law partners

(i.e. principal shareholders), he wrote a check for $1,000 to the

DNC. He stated that he "did not give the slightest thought to

the fact that by using a check of the professional corporation,

[he] might be committing a technical violation of federal law."

He says that no one at the DNC brought this to his attention

until after the FEC audit. The respondent stated that he
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immediately requested a refund, but was told by the DNC attorney

that the contribution would be transferred to a non-federal

account

The 22 contributors and a listing of supporting documents

follows:

Contributor

Spear, Leeds and Kellogg

Community Development Associates

Amount

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

Type of Documentation
Supporting Non-Corporate

Contr ibut ion

* Letter from the company
* Letter from attorney who

files partnership
agreements

* Copy of the contribution
check

* Letter from the company
* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

N Napa Valley Disposal

Harry J. Butler Associates

M.D. Pruitt Enterprises

S.K. Management Company

B and L Development

$ 412.50

$ 2,500

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

* Letter from company
stating that there are
two entities, a
corporation, and partner-
ship. Company finds no
evidence of this contri-
bution, but its practice
is to make any contribu-
tions from the partner-
ship account.

* Letter from company
* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

* Letter stating that this
has never been incor-
por a ted

* Cannot be reached through
postmaster

* RTB notice was returned
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BrOwn and Lambrectat

Conklin Cahill and Co.

East Rutherford Industrial Park

Group 3 Development Co.

-~ J and B Management

J and D Realty Co.

N.
J.C. Associates

Jaffe, Haft and Spring
DY

r Lawrence, O'Donnell and Co.

%C)

Stern Brothers

Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman

$ 500

$ 1,550

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

$ 2,500

$ 1,000

$ 2,500

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

* Letter from company
* Copy of partnership tax

forms

* Letter from company
* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
* Check Copy
* Copy of co. accountant's

letter addressing the
company as a partnership

* Letter from company
* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
attorney

* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
* Partnership Certificate

* Letter from company
* Partnership Certificate

* Letter from company
attorney

* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
attorney

* Partnership Agreement

Letter from company
Check copy
Partnership Bank
Agreement
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Andrews and Clark $ 500 * Letter from company
* Check copy
* Certificate of Partners
* NY Secretary of State

Certificate

Cohn, Hochstin and Co. $10,000 * Letter from company
states that partners'
contribution represents
personal funds

Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman $ 1,000 * Letter from company
* Check copies

Lowey, Dannenberg, Knapp $ 1,000
- corporation -

II. Legal Analysis of DNC Response Brief
(See OGC Brief of May 20, 1985).

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

In a response brief, the DNC concurred in the General

Counsel's recommendation that the Commission find no probable

cause regarding 19 of 22 contributions received. The DNC also

agrees with the General Counsel's recommendation to take no

further action concerning the corporate contribution from Lowey,

Dannenberg and Knapp. The Committee advises that on January 20,

1983, it transferred the funds in question to a non-federal bank

account.

As to the recommendation of no further action concerning a

contribution from the Napa Valley Disposal Service, the DNC takes

the position that the Commission should find no probable cause,

stating the following reasons:

a. There is no presumption under the law that the
funds...derived from an impermissible source.
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b. Direct communications by the contributor...indicate
that none of the funds...derived from a corporate
entity.

c. By recommending no further action..., the General
Counsel impliedly concedes that the facts presented are
insufficient to support a finding of probable cause to
believe a violation occurred.

The DNC makes a similar argument regarding the

recommendation to take no further action concerning the

contribution received from B and L Development, adding:

Neither the Commission nor the DNC has been
able to contact the contributor directly to
verify its non-corporate status.

It is the General Counsel's position that without enough

information and evidence to positively conclude that no violation

occurred in these instances, and having reasonably exhausted

resources for discovering further evidence in these matters, the

appropriate recommendation is to take no further action regarding

these two contributions.

III. Recommendations

1. Find no probable cause to believe that the Democratic
National Committee and Paul G. Kirk as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) as it relates to the following
contributions:

a) Speer, Leeds and Kellogg
b) Community Development Association
c) Harry J. Butler Associates
d) M.D. Pruitt Enterprises
e) S.K. Management Company
f) Brown and Lambrecht
g) Conklin, Cahill and Company
h) East Rutherford Industrial Park
i) Group 3 Development Company
j) J. and B. Management
k) J. and D. Realty Company
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1) J.C. Associates
m) Jaffe, Haft and Spring
n) Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
0) Stern Brothers
p) Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman
q) Andrews and Clark
r) Cohn, Hochatin and Company
s) Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman

2. Take no further action against the Democratic National
Committee and as treasurer Paul G. Kirk for violations of
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) regarding the following entities:

a) Napa Valley Disposal Service
b) B and L Development
C) Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp.

3. Find no probable cause that the following entities violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) in this matter:

a) Speer, Leeds and Kellogg
b) Community Development Association
c) Harry J. Butler Associates
d) M.D. Pruitt Enterprises
e) S.K. Management Company
f) Brown and Lambrecht
g) Conklin, Cahill and Company
h) East Rutherford Industrial Park
i) Group 3 Development Company
j) J. and B. Management
k) J. and D. Realty Company
1) J.C. Associates
m) Jaffe, Haft and Spring
n) Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
0) Stern Brothers
p) Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman
q) Andrews and Clark
r) Cohn, Hochstin and Company
s) Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman

4. Take no further action against the following entities
regarding 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) in this matter:

a) Napa Valley Disposal Service
b) B and L Development
c) Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp.

5. Send the attached letters to respondents.
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6. Close the file.

%L~1~2~

General Counsel

Attachments
Letters to respondents



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 'I4AeA.-~
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

August 26, 1985

B and L Developers Inc. -

292 Lima
Burwick, Louisiana 70342

Re: MUR 1730

B and L Developers

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe
that B and L Developers had violated 2 U.S.C. S 44lb(a), a

CM provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act") in connection with the above referenced MUR.
However, after considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to take no further action and close its
file as it pertains to the company.

This matter will become part of the public record within 30
It) days after it has been closed with respect to all other

respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or
legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
within 10 days. The Commission reminds you, however, that the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and
437g (a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter has been
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

OV)
If y~u have any questions, please contact Frances B. Hagan,

the staff member assigned to handle this matter at (202) 523-
4000. -*7

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

~ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 26, 1985

Ms. Eula J. Bristow
Jack R. Patterson, CPA
1763 Second Street
?4apa, California 94558

Re: MUR 1730

Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Dear Ms. Bristow:

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe
that Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act") in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file as It pertains to the company.

This matter will become part of the public record within 30
days after it has been closed with respect to all other
respondents involved. Should you wish to submit any factual or
legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
within 10 days. The Commission reminds you, however, that the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and
437g (a) (12) (A) remain in effect until the entire matter has been
closed. The Commission will notify you when the entire file has
been closed.

If you have any questions, please contact Frances B. Hagan,
the staff member assigned to t
4000. handle~,~i.~~tter a (202) 523-

General Counsel



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

h2g~mt 26, 1985

Stephen Lowey, Esquire
Lowey, Dannenber; and Knapp
747 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10017

RE: HUE 1730
Lowey, Dannenberg
and Knapp, P.C.

Dear Mr. Lowey:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered HUE 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in effect until
the entire matter has been closed. The Commission will notify

C you when the entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Frances Hagan, the
staff member assigned to handle this matter 0

Sin/(~Z'/'

Co

General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Au~st 26, 1985

Mr. Stuart Marshall Bloch
J. C. Associates
1401 Sixteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1730
J. C. Associates

Dear Mr. Bloch:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2

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

C
If you have any questions, contact Fr B. Hagan, the

staff member assigned to handle this ma er (202) 3-4000.

Scer
~0

cv)
Charles N. Stee e
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

August 26, 1985

Mr. Harold L. Hoffman
Grotta, Glasaman and Hoffman
65 Livingston Avenue
Roseland, New Jersey 07068

RE: MUR 1730
Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman

Dear Mr. Hoffman:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. SS 43.7g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until
the entire matter.has been closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

C,
If you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, the

staff member assigned to handle this (202) 523-4000.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 20463

kagost 26, 1985

Mr. Herbert A. Coleman
Cohn Hochstin Company
50 Broadway
New York, New York 10004

RE: MUR 1730
Cohn Hochstin Company

Dear Mr. Coleman:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. SS 437~(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until
the entire matter.has been closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

0
If you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, the

staff member assigned to handle this ma ,2~,~902) 523-4000.

General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 30*3

kgust 26, 1985

Mr. Jeffries Shein
Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzzuan Associates
162 Smith Street
P.O. Box 231
Perth Amboy, 14ev Jersey 08862

RE: MUR 1730
Jacobson, Goldfarb and
Tanzman Associates

Dear Mr. Shein:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
(m7 conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there

is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on

N the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, howeyer, that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until
the entire matter has been closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

V
If you have any questions, contact Fr e B. Hagan, the

staff member assigned to handle this ma er (202) 523-4000.

S
Co

General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 20463

August 26, 1985

Mr. Donald W. Smith
Andrews and Clark
49 West 37th Street
New York, New York 10018

RE: MUR 1730
Andrews and Clark

Dear Mr. Smith:

This is to advise YOU that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the

t") Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2

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

If you have any questions, contact Fra ces B. Hagan, the
staff member assigned to handle this mat r (202) 23-4000.

Si er

Co
Charles N. Stee e
General Counsel



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

haguint 26, 1985

Mr. Ira Jaffe
Jaffe, Haft and Spring
111 Great Neck Road
Great Neck, New York 11021

RE: Z4UR 1730

Jaffe, Haft and Spring

Dear Mr. Jaffe:

This is to advise YOU that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered ?4UR 1730, has
been closed as It pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until
the entire matter *has been closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Fr c 3. Hagan, the
staff member assigned to handle this ma~r~( 202) 523-4000.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH 9NCTON. D.C. 20*3

August 26, 1985

David Papke, Treasurer
Group 3 Development Company
17 West Lockwood
St. Louis, Missouri 63119

RE: MUR 1730

Group 3 Development Company

Dear Mr. Papke:

This is to.advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until
the entire m~bter has been closed. The Commission will notify

1~) you when the entire file has been closed.
If you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, the

-~ staff member assigned to handle this matt 02) 52 -4000.

Si ere , . .. /

'C

Co

General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

August 26, ,1985

Mr. Samuel G. Blumenfeld
East Rutherford Industrial Park
Bergen County Associates
200 Murray Hill Parkway
East Rutherford, New Jersey 07073

RE: MUR 1730
Bergen County Associates

Dear Mr. Blumenfeld:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. *This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission

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

If you have any questions, contact France~ B. Hagan, the
staff member assigned to handle this ma~k rp%/ (202) 523-4000.

General Counsel



* FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHtNCTON. D.C. 2O4~3

August 26, 1985
Mr. M.D. Pruitt
M.D. Pruitt Enterprises
3401 East Thomas Road
Suite H
Phoenix, Arizona 85018

RE: MUR 1730
M.D. Pruitt Enterprises

Dear Mr. Pruitt:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that thereis no probable cause to believe that your company violated theAct. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, hasbeen closed as it pertains to this company. This matter willbecome part of the public record within 30 days after it has beenclosed with respect to all other respondents involved. Shouldyou wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear onthe public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commissionreminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect untilthe entire matter has been closed. The Commission will notifyou when the entire file has been closed. y

If you have any questions, contact Fraj~es~. Hagan, thestaff member assigi~ed to handle this mat r 202) 523-4000.

Si cer

General Counsel



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

August 26, 1985

Ms. Donna Sanders
Administrative Assistant
Community Development Associates
422 Whitney Street
San Leandro, California 04577

RE: MUR 1730
Community Development
Associates

Dear Ms. Sanders:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered t4LJR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should

N you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear onthe public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
in reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2

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

c If you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, the
staff member assigned to handle this mat (20

)?234000.
S cer

a)

Charles N. Stee.
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

Aug~mt 26, 1985

Hector G. Dowd, Esquire
Singer, Netter and Dowd
745 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10151

RE: I4UR 1730
Lawrence, O'Donnell and
Company

Dear Mr. Dowd:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your client violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. *This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission

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

If you have any questions, contact Fraj~es~B. Hagan, the

C.. staff member assigned to handle this mat r (202) 523-4000.

c-i 1/

General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 2O4~3

~n~u5t 21, 19.85

Allan S. Sexter
Kimmelman, Sexter and Sobel
One Battery Park Plaza
New York, New York 10004

RE: MUR 1730
Stern Brothers

Dear Mr. Sexter:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your client violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission

N reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until

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

If you have any questions, contact Fr es B. Hagan, the
staff member assigned to handle this mat r (202) 523-4000.

(1~~
0) S cer

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

h2gtmt 26, 1985

John J. Nigro, Esquire
Dorfman, Jacobson and Nigro
7600 Jericho Turnpike
Woodbury, New York 11797

RE: t4UR 1730
J and B Management

Dear Mr. Nigro:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your client violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. .This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. SS 4379(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until
the entire matterhas been closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

0
If you have any questions, contact Fra ce B. Hagan, the

staff member assigned to handle this mat (202) 523-4000.

/

General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20*3

August 26, 1985

Jack Levy, Esquire
Suite 552
8383 Wilshire Boulevard
Beverly Hills, California 90211

RE: MUR 1730
S.K. Management Company

Dear Mr. Levy:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your client violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until
the entire matter has been closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, the
staff member assigned to handle this mat (202) 523-4000.

Charles N. S le
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

August 26, 1985

Mr. John Emanuel
Conklin, Cahill and Company
14 Wall Street
New York, New York 10005

RE: I4UR 1730
Conklin, Cahill and Company

Dear Mr. Emanuel:

This is toadvise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. *This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been

__ closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2

N U.s.a. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until
the entire matter has been closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

0
If you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, thestaff member assigned to handle this mat (202) 523-4000.

Go

General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

August 26, 1985

Stephen G. Epstein, Esquire
J and D Realty Company
101 West 55th Street
New York, New York 10019

RE: MUR 1730

Dear Mr. Epstein:

This is to advise you that after an investkgation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your client violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents- involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until

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

C, If you have any questions, contact Franc B. Hagan, the

staff member assigned to handle this mat (202) 523-4000.

Scer

~0

rles N. e
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3

August 26, 1985

Roger A. Yonkman, Controller
Brown and Laiubrecht
Route 30 and Gouger Road, R.F.D. 2
Joliet, Illinois 60432

RE: MUR 1730
Brown and Lambrecht

Dear Mr. Yonkman:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. *This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2

N U.S.C. SS 4379(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until
the entire matter has been closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

0 If you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, the
staff member assigned to handle this (202) 523-4000.

C

'0

General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 2O4~3

h2g~mt 26, 1985

Ms. Debi T. Wilson
Harry J. Butler and Associates
Three Piedmont Center
Suite 515
Atlanta, Georgia 30305

RE: MUR 1730
Harry J. Butler and Associates

Dear Ms. Wilson:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there
is no probable cause to believe that your company violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission
reminds you~. however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. SS 437g(a) j4) (B) *and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until
the entire matter has been closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, the
staff member assig~~ed to handle this matt T~7C2 0 2~ 523-4000.

General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20*3

Aug~mt 26, 1985

Louis R. Proyect
General Counsel
Spear, Leeds and Kellogg
115 Broadway
New York, New York 10006

RE:. MUR 1730
Spear, Leeds and Kellogg

Dear Mr. Proyect:

This is to advise you that after an investigation was
conducted, the Commission concluded on July 30, 1985, that there

N is no probable cause to believe that your client violated the
Act. Accordingly the file in this matter, numbered MUR 1730, has
been closed as it pertains to this company. -This matter will
become part of the public record within 30 days after it has been
closed with respect to all other respondents involved. Should
you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on
the public record, please do so within 10 days. The Commission

N reminds you, however, that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. SS 43'7g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a) (12) (A) remain in effect until
the entire matterhas been closed. The Commission will notify
you when the entire file has been closed.

If you have any questions, contact Frances B. Hagan, the
staff member assigr~ed to handle this (202) 523-4000.

Si~4L~~

Co

General Counsel
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June 5, 1985

BY HAND

Ms. Frances B. Hagan
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1730

Dear Ms. Hagan:

In response to Charles N. Steele's letter dated May 20,
1985, the Democratic National Committee and Paul G. Kirk, Jr.,
(collectively referred to hereinafter as the "DNC") hereby
submit the following reply.

1. The DNC agrees with the General Counsel's Brief
dated May 17, 1985 insofar as it recommends that the Commission
find no probable cause to believe that a violation has occurred
concerning each of the 19 contributors identified in Section III,
paragraph 1 of the General Counsel's Brief.

2. Concerning the contribution received from Napa Valley
Disposal Service, the DNC takes the position that the Commission
must find no probable cause to believe a violation has occurred
for the following reasons:

a. There is no presumption under the law that the
funds at issue here derived from an impermissible
source.

b. Direct communications by the contributor to
the Commission and the DNC indicate that none of
the funds at issue derived from a corporate entity.

c. By recommending that no further action be taken
in this instance, the General Counsel impliedly
concedes that the facts presented are insufficient
to support a finding of probable cause to believe
a violation has occurred.



9 0
Ms. Frances B. Hagan
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Collectively, the uncontroverted evidence establishes
that the funds derived from a permissible source. Accordingly,
based upon the facts before the Commission, it must find no
probable cause to believe a violation has occurred in this
instance.

3. Concerning the contribution received from B&L
Development, the DM0 maintains that the Commission must find
no probable cause to believe a violation has occurred for
the following reasons:

a. There is no presumption under the law that the
funds at issue here derived from an impermissible
source.

b. On November 10, 1982, Ms. Diane Griscom of the
Louisiana Corporate Records Division informed the
DM0 that there was no record of an entity by the
name of B&L Development on file in her office.

c. Neither the Commission nor the DM0 has been
able to contact the contributor directly to verify
its non corporate status.

d. By recommending no further action be taken in
this instance, the General Counsel impliedly
concedes that the facts presented are insufficient
to support a finding of probable cause.

Accordingly, based upon the evidence before the Commission,
it must find no probable cause to believe a violation has
occurred in this instance.

4. The DM0 agrees with the General Counsel's Brief insofar
as it recommends that the Commission take no further action
against it concerning the contribution received from Lowey,
Dannenberg and Knapp. In support of this recommendation, please
be advised that on January 20, 1983 the DM0 transferred the
funds in question to a non federal account pursuant to discussions
with Reports Analysis Division staff and FEC Directive No. 19
Revised September 12, 1980.

Respectfully submitted,

John M. Carroll
Counsel

JMC /gtd

cc: Paul G. Kirk, Jr.
Chairman
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20*3

2~Yfl A8: 56May 20, 1985 IENSITIVE
M3~ORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Stee

General Counsel
SUBJECT: MUR 1730

Attached for the Commission's review are briefs stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual Issues
of the above-captioned matter. A copy of these briefs and
letters notifying the respondents of the General Counsel's intent
to recommend to the Commission a finding of no probable cause to
believe were mailed on May 20 , 1985. Following receipt of
the Respondents' replies to these notices, this Office will make
a further report to the Commission.

Attachment
1. Briefs
2. Letters to Respondents



BEFORE YEN FEDERAL ELUCYION COIUISSION

In the Matter of ) ~rm
)

Democratic National Committee, et.al. ) MUR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

During the FEC'S audit of the Democratic National Committee

("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the auditors found that during

late 1980 the DNC received contributions of $34,287.50 from 22

entities whose corporate status could not be determined from the

name.

The auditors made telephone calls to appropriate state

LI) agencies and found that those agencies listed as incorporated 18

entities having the same names as those of the DNC contributors.

N The state agencies found corporations listed under slightly

different names for four other entities.

The Committee responded to these audit findings stating that

only one of the companies on the list of 22 is incorporated and

that this corporate contribution of $1,000 would be transferred
~0

to a non-federal bank account. In further response to the

auditors' findings concerning this issue, the Committee submitted

15 "statements of non-corporate status" signed by contributors

which attested that each contribution was drawn on a partnership

account.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

4~kChAA~LJ AQ)
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information from the Secretaries of State differed slightly from

the auditors' findings but still indicated the possibility that

the entities could be corporations. Therefore, the Office of

General Counsel recommended reason to believe.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that the DNC and 22 apparent corporate entities violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making and receiving prohibited corporate

contributions. On September 5, 1984, the Commission approved the

letters and General Counsel's factual and legal analyses. The

reason to believe notices were sent September 12, 1984.

During the investigation, the Office of General Counsel

requested evidence which would verify that each of the entities

was a partnership or that the contribution was drawn on a non-

N corporate account.

Fourteen of the 22 entities sent copies of their partnership

agreements, partnership tax forms, or some correspondence

addressing the entity as a partnership, along with a copy of the

check written to the DNC and/or a letter from a company official

stating that the entity making the contribution was a

partnership.

Three entities provided check copies (that did not show

"Inc." in the name on the check) along with a letter from the

company or from the attorney who filed amendments to the

company's partnership agreement. The letters stated that the

entity making the contribution was not incorporated.
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Three of the 22 respondents submitted only letters from the

company officials. Of these three letters, one informed us that

it routinely makes contributions on its partnership account and

none on its corporate account and that its review of

contributions for 1980 revealed no contribution in the amount in

question ($412.50); one stated that the check of $10,000

represented funds from two partners (Colins and Hochstin); and

the third (S.K. Management), stated that the company has never

been a corporation.

One of the 22 entities could not be reached through the

postmaster. Its contribution totaled $1,000.

One entity is an incorporated law firm. One of the firm's

principals who made the cofltribution stated that the firm

previously had been a partnership which had, from time to time,

made "small contributions to political campaigns." The firm

incorporated on March 2, 1979. The responding principal stated

that he decided at the last minute to attend a DNC fundraiser

and, with the consent of his partners (i.e. principal

shareholders), he wrote a check for $1,000 to the DNC. He stated

that he "did not give the slightest thought to the fact that by

using a check of the professional corporation, [he] might be

committing a technical violation of federal law." He says that

no one at the DNC brought this to his attention until after the

FEC audit. The respondent stated that he immediately requested a

K~3)
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rotund, but was told by the DNC attorney that the contribution

would be transferred to a non-federal account.

The 22 contributors and a listing of supporting documents

follows:

Contributor

Spear, Leeds and Kellogg

Community Development Associates

Amount

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

Type of Documentation
Supporting Non-Corporate

Contr ibut ion

* Letter from the company
* Letter from attorney who

files partnership
agreements

* Copy of the contribution
check

* Letter from the company
* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

Napa Valley Disposal

Harry J. Butler Associates

M.D. Pruitt Enterprises

S.K. Management Company

B and L Development

$ 412.50

$ 2,500

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

* Letter from company
stating that there are
two entities, a
corporation, and partner-
ship. Company finds no
evidence of this contri-
bution, but its practice
is to make any contribu-
tions from the partner-
ship account.

* Letter from company
* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

* Letter stating that this
has never been incor-
porated

* Cannot be reached through
postmaster

* RTB notice was returned



Brown and Lambrecht

Conklin Cahill and Co.

East Rutherford Industrial Park

Group 3 Development Co.

J and B Management

If,
J and D Realty Co.

N J.C. and Associates

I. fl
Jaffe, Haft and Spring

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Co.

Stern Brothers

Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman

Andrews and Clark

$ 500

$ 1,550

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

$ 2,500

$ 1,000

$ 2,500

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

$ 1,000

$ 500

* Letter from company
* Copy of partnership tax

forms

* Letter from company
* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
* Check Copy
* Copy of co. accountant's

letter addressing the
company as a partnership

* Letter from company
* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
attorney

* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
* Partnership Certificate

* Letter from company
* Partnership Certificate

* Letter from company
attorney

* Check copy
* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
attorney

* Partnership Agreement

* Letter from company
* Check copy
* Partnership Bank
Agreement

* Letter from company
* Check copy
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Cohn, Nochatin and Co. $10,000 * Letter from company
states that partners'
contr ibut ion represents
personal funds

Grotta, Glassnan and Hoffman $ 1,000 * Letter from company
* Check copies

Lowey, Dannenberg, Knapp $ 1,000
- corporation -

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

In this case, 19 of the 22 contributors have provided

documentation sufficient to judge that their contributions

originated from non-corporate sources. The evidence and

explanations adequately clarify the partnership status or clearly

indicate that the contribution was not corporate. Therefore,

this Office is prepared to recommend that the Commission find no

probable cause concerning the DNC in these 19 cases.

As to the entity that neither the DNC nor the Office of

General Counsel could contact to verify its status (B and L

Development), we are prepared to recommend no further action in

the matter. In addition, the Napa Valley Disposal Service stated

that its review of records from the corporate and partnership

entities of the same name reveals that any contributions were

made from the partnership. This company could not specifically

identify a contribution of $412.50. As a result of this

information, we recommend no further action in this particular

matter.

A-(.(o)
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Finally, this Office will recommend that the Commission take

no further action against the Committee for receipt of the $1,000
corporate contribution. We would not pursue this matter further

in that the DNC has agreed to transfer the funds to a non-

corporate account and because the Committee previously has been

informed through Reports Analysis Division communications that a

transfer to a non-federal account is an appropriate alternative

to refunds of corporate contributions.

III. Recommendations

1. Find no probable cause to believe that the Democratic
National Committee and Paul G. Kirk as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) as it relates to the following
contributions:

a) Speer, Leeds and Kellogg
b) Community Development Association
c) Harry J. Butler Associates
d) M.D. Pruitt Enterprises
e) S.K. Management Company
f) Brown and Lambrecht
g) Conklin, Cahill and Company
h) East Rutherford Industrial Park
i) Group 3 Development Company
j) J. and B. Management
k) J. and D. Realty Company
1) J.C. and Associates
m) Jaffe, Haft and Spring
n) Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
o) Stern Brothers
p) Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman
q) Andrews and Clark
r) Cohn, Hochstin and Company
s) Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman

2. Take no further action against the Democratic National
Committee and as treasurer Paul G. Kirk for violations of
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) regarding the following entities:

a) Napa Valley Disposal Service
b) B and L Development

A~i~)
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c) Lovey, Dannenberg and Knapp /

/ 'p'I' -

Chafl7es II ~Y~Ii
General Counsel

I1~}%Xe~A ~
Date
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In the Matter of )
)

Spear, Leeds and Kellogg ) MUR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Spear, Leeds and Kellogg, ("the Firm"), an

apparent corporate entity, made a contribution of $1,000 to the

DNC in June 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that Spear, Leeds and Kellogg violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

During the investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested

evidence which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or

that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account.

Spear, Leeds and Kellogg provided a letter from the Firm's

general counsel and a letter from its attorney who is responsible

for amending Articles of Partnership and filing the Certificate

of Limited Partnership. Both letters attested that the Firm was

a partnership. A copy of the contribution check includes

partner" signature lines.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recomendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Spear, Leeds and

Kellogg violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

Date Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDRML ELECTION COSSISSIOU

In the Matter of )
)

Community Development Associates ) I4UR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Community Development Associates, ("the

Firm"), an apparent corporate entity, made a contribution of

$1,000 to the DNC in July 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that Community Development Associates violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a). During the investigation, the Office of General

Counsel requested evidence which would verify that the Firm was a

partnership or that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate

account. Community Development Associates provided a letter

stating that the California Secretary of State has a listing for

Community Development Associates, Inc. of Santa Monica, while the

Firm is a partnership located in San Leandro. The Firm submitted

a contribution check copy and a copy of its partnership

agreement.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

4Y')
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Community Development

Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

Date Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELUCTION COISISSIOU

Zn the Matter of )
)

Harry J. Butler & Associates ) MUR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Harry J. Butler and Associates ("the Firm"),

an apparent corporate entity, made a contribution of $2,500 to

the DNC in October 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that Harry J. Butler and Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

During the investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested

evidence which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or

that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account. The

Firm provided a letter stating that the Firm is a limited

partnership. The Firm enclosed a copy of the contribution check

drawn on the partnership account and a copy of its certificate of

partnership. The letter stated that Mr. Butler also owns stock

in a corporation, Harry J. Butler and Son, Inc.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

A- (J~)
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recomendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Harry J. Butler and

Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

Date
General Counsel

A /~/~



BEFORE ?HE flDURAZ. ELUCION COSUIISSION

In the Matter of )
M.D. Pruitt Enterprises ) I4UR 1730

)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee), the

auditors found that M.D. Pruitt Enterprises ("the Firm"), an

apparent corporate entity, made a contribution of $1,000 to the

DNC in September 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that M.D. Pruitt Enterprises violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). During
N

the investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested

o evidence which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or

that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account. The

Firm provided a letter stating that it had never been a

corporation. The Firm provided copies of the contribution check

along with its partnership agreement. In addition, the Firm

enclosed a statement from the Arizona Corporation Commission

stating that M.D. Pruitt Enterprises is not a corporation in that

state.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

A~ Yr)



In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recoimuendation

Find no probable cause to believe that M.D. Pruitt

Enterprises violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

L'1 ~ I5k~r ___________________

Date Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

N
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In the Matter of
)

S.K. Management Company ) NOR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or *the Committee"), the

auditors found that S.K. Management ("the Firm"), an apparent

corporate entity, made a contribution of $1,000 to the DNC in

June 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that S.K. Management Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). During

the investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested

evidence which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or
C)

that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account.

Counsel for the Firm replied that this company has never been

incorporated. The letter stated that there was a corporation in

the same area using the same name, but that this partnership has

no connection with the corporation.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

A-Q!~)
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recomendation

Find no probable cause to believe that S.K. Management

Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

Date ~ ~
General Counsel

N
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BEFORE TUE FEDERAL ELECTION COIUIISSION

In the Matter of )
)

Brown and Lambrecht ) !.IUR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Brown and Lambrecht ("the Firm"), an apparent

corporate entity, made a contribution of $500 to the DNC in

October 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

V On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

N that Brown and Lambrecht violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). During the

investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested evidence

which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or that the

contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account. Controller

for the Firm stated that two entities exist; Brown and Lambrecht

is a partnership and Brown and Lambrecht Earthmovers, Inc., is a

corporation. The Firm stated that, "We have long been aware of

the Federal Election Campaign Act, and have never been in

violation as you allege." The letter enclosed a copy of the

partnership tax return.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

A-Q~)



In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Brown and Lambrecht

violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a).

I
I I
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N _______________

Date ChaiIes . St& e
General Counsel
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BEFORE 'fEE FEDSML ELECTION COfuII5SIOE

In the Matter of ))
Conklin, Cahill and Company ) HUE 1730

)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Conklin, Cahill and Company("the Firm"), an

apparent corporate entity, made a contribution of $1,550 to the

DNC in 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that Conklin, Cahill and Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

During the investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested

evidence which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or

that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account. A

partner in the Firm responded in a letter and enclosed copies of

the contribution check and the partnership agreement. The letter

stated that two similarly-named entities exist; the corporation

is "Conklin, Cahill, Inc.," the limited partnership is "Conklin,

Cahill and Company."

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

Aj I)
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Conklin, Cahill and

Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

Date
General Counsel



331033 !E3 VU)EML ELUCYZOW COSU!SSZO

In the Matter of )
)

East Rutherford Industrial Park ) MUR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that East Rutherford Industrial Park ("the Firm"),

an apparent corporate entity, made a contribution of $1,000 to

the DNC in June 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that East Rutherford Industrial Park violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

During the investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested

evidence which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or

that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account. A

managing partner of the Firm responded, stating that the East

Rutherford Industrial Park, Inc., was a "dummy" corporation which

had no assets. He explained that the bank account is in the name

of Bergen County Associates, a partnership organized in 1951, and

that the bank checks contain the name East Rutherford Industrial

Park along with Bergen County Associates to identify the

partnership's properties. He offered to send tax returns

indicating the partnership entity. When we asked for copies, the

partner stated this his company was in receivership and all such

A-~~3)
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documents had been removed. He did send a piece of

correspondence addressing the company as a partnership.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 44lb(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that East Rutherford

Industrial Park violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

/

Date Cha es N. teele
General Counsel



331033 U 13AL ELUCTIOW COIUSXS3Z0U

In the Matter of )
)Group 3 Development Company ) MUR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Group 3 Development Company ("the Firm"), an

apparent corporate entity, made a contribution of $1,000 to the

DNC in August 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

N could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that Group 3 Development Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
N

During the investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested
C) evidence which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or

that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account. The

Firm's treasurer replied, explaining that this company is a

general partnership in the state of Missouri and has no

relationship to the corporation of the same name registered in

New Jersey. The treasurer supported this assertion with copies

of the partnership's contribution check and its partnership

agreement.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

A~S~)
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recomendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Group 3 Development

Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

Date
General Counsel



awiomE TEE PEDML ELECTION CCNmISSION

In the Matter of )
)

J and B Management ) MUR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or *the Committee"), the

auditors found that J and B Management ("the Firm"), an apparent

corporate entity, made a contribution of $2,500 to the DNC in

October 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that J and B Management violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). During the

investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested evidence

which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or that the

contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account. Counsel for

the Firm advised that two entities exist, the partnership and the

corporation (J and B Management, Inc.). He submitted both the

partnership agreement and the articles of incorporation to

clarify the distinction between the two entities. He further

stated that the contribution was drawn on the partnership

account.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

AY~)
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that J. and B. Management

violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a).

,- /. 7

7

Date General

Ch Steele
Counsel
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BEFORE TEE FEDERAL ELECTION CONKISSIOU

In the Matter of )
)

J. and D. Realty Company ) MUR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that J. and D. Realty Company ("the Firm"), an

apparent corporate entity, made a contribution of $1,000 to the

DNC in October 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that J. and D. Realty Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

During the investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested

evidence which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or

that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account.

Counsel for the Firm replied that this client is a general

partnership and has no connection with any corporation of the

same name. He supported the statement with copies of the Firm's

partnership certificate.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

A- (~'r)
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

Buff icient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that J. and D. Realty

Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

Cf
Date -~

Cha~r~s N. Steele
General Counsel
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BEFORE 'm FEDERAL ELECTION COUIISSZON

Zn the Matter of )
)

J. C. Associates ) MUR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that 3. C. Associates ("the Firm"), an apparent

corporate entity, made a contribution of $2,500 to the DNC in

October 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that J. C. Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). During the

investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested evidence

which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or that the

contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account. One of the

Firm's partners responded that the Firm is indeed a partnership

with no connection to any corporation with a similar name. He

supports this statement with copies of the canceled check and the

certificate of partnership.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

~-Q3J)



In this case, the documentation and information provided ~

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that J. C. Associates

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

Date
General Counsel

N
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DEVOtE flD3ML ELECTION CWUISSIOU

In the Matter of )
)

Jaffe, Haft and Spring ) I4UR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Jaffe, Haft and Spring ("the Firm"), an

apparent corporate entity, made a contribution of $1,000 to the

DNC in October 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that Jaffe, Haft and Spring violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). During

N the investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested

Ln

evidence which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or

that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account. A

partner in the Firm responded, stating that his partnership has

no connection with a corporation with a similar name. He stated

that his partnership made the contribution. The assertion was

supported with copies of the partnership's contribution check and

its partnership agreement.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

A-Y33)
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Jaffe, Haft, and

Spring violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

C~) ______________

Date C arles N. Steele
General Counsel
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BEFORE FBDML ELEOTICE COIUISSIOU

In the Matter of )
)

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company ) MUR 1730
)

GENERA!. COUNSEL' S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company ("the Firm"),

an apparent corporate entity, made a contribution of $1,000 to

the DNC in October 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

N During the investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested

evidence which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or

that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account.

Counsel for the Firm stated that his client is a "partnership

member of the New York Stock Exchange." He explained that a

corporation was set up with a similar but different name and that

the corporate entity "never had any assets, stockholders,

directors or officers, and specifically never had a checking

account." Counsel provided a copy of the partnership's

contribution check and partnership agreement.
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II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441bCa) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recomendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Lawrence, O'Donnell

and Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

V

~ ________________

N
Date ChiFies N. Steele

General Counsel
C,
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BEFORE THU FEDERAL ELECTION COIUISSZOU

In the Matter of )
)

Stern Irothers ) MUR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Stern Brothers ("the Firm"), an apparent

corporate entity, made a contribution of $1,000 to the DNC in

1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

N that Stern Brothers violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). During the

!fl investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested evidence

C which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or that the

contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account. Counsel for

the Firm stated that his client is a partnership which made the

contribution to the DNC in 1980. He further stated that the Firm
Co

has no connection with any corporation by the same name which may

exist. Counsel provided a copy of the partnership agreement.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

A- Q~)
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recomeradation

Find no probable cause to believe that Stern Brothers

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

OF'

~. V~r~t
Date .~ Ch es N. Steele

General Counsel

N
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Zn the Matter of )
)

Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman ) MUR 1730
Associates )

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEV

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman Associates

("the Firm"), an apparent corporate entity, made a contribution

of $1,000 to the DNC in October 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

Cr) could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman Associates violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a). During the investigation, the Office of General

Counsel requested evidence which would verify that the Firm was a

partnership or that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate

account. A partner in the Firm stated that it was his

partnership, Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman Associates, which

made the contribution to the DNC. He provided a copy of the

check to support his statement. He explained further that a

corporation with a similar name exists, Jacobson, Goldfarb and

Tanzman, Inc., which is a separate entity. The partner submitted

a copy of the Firm's partnership bank agreement.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

/~r(30
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Jacobson, Goldfarb

and Tanzman Associates violated 2 u.S.C. s 4 Ca).

/

Date Charles . Steel
General Counsel

N
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In the Matter of )
)

Andrews and Clark ) NUR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Andrews and Clark ("the Firm"), an apparent

corporate entity, made a contribution of $500 to the DNC in

October 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that Andrews and Clark violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). During the
N

tfl investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested evidence

which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or that the

contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account. A partner

with the Firm stated that two entities exist, Andrews and Clark,

a partnership which made the contribution to the DNC, and Aridrews

and Clark, Inc., which is a separate entity. The partner

submitted a copy of the contribution check labeled "Andrews and

Clark" and signed by the partner.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Andrews and Clark

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

-p

Date Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

N

I0

C
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In the Matter of )
)

Cohn Hochstin Company ) I4UR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S 331EV

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Cohn Hochstin Company, ("the Firm"), an

apparent corporate entity, made a contribution of $1,000 to the

DNC in June 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that Cohn Hochstin Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). During

the investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested

evidence which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or

that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account. The

Firm's response stated that the Firm is a partnership and that

the contribution represented personal funds of the two partners,

Justin Cohn and Roger Hochstin. A copy of the partnership's

contribution check contains a memo regarding the partners'

contribution share.

II. LegalAnalysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

A-~)
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In this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. s 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Cohn Hochstin

Company violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a).

General Counsel
Date ~Jib~\ \c~r



BEFORE TUE FEDERAL ELECTION ~USIRSIOU

In the Matter of )
)Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman ) MUR 1730
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

During the Federal Election Commission's audit of the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee"), the

auditors found that Grotta, Glaseman and Hoffman, ("the Firm"),

an apparent corporate entity, made a contribution of $1,000 to

the DNC in October 1980.

Telephone calls to the appropriate state agency indicated to

the auditors and to the Office of General Counsel that the Firm

could be incorporated.

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

During the investigation, the Office of General Counsel requested

evidence which would verify that the Firm was a partnership or

that the contribution was drawn on a non-corporate account.

The Firm responded that the law firm incorporated in May 1979,

but simultaneously maintained its partnership through December

1980. The Firm stated that its partnership account made the

contributions to the DNC. Copies of the contribution checks were

submitted which show the partnership name.

II. Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with a federal election.

4
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in this case, the documentation and information provided is

sufficient to judge that the Firm's contribution originated from

a non-corporate source. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel

is prepared to recommend no probable cause to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred in this matter.

III. General Counsel's Recommendation

Find no probable cause to believe that Grotta, Glassman and

Hoffman violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

/1

4hf) -, C ~KAI-re/4~'
Date Charles N. Steele

General Counsel
~
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FEDERAL ELECTiON COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

John M. Carroll, Esquire
Democratic National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1730

Democratic National Committee

Dear Mr. Carroll:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of

N carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your client had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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

N recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to believe
that a violation has occurred regarding each contributor in

LI) question except the following: 1) Napa Valley Disposal Service,
2) B and L Development and 3) Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp. In

C) these three instances, this Office will recommend that the
Commission take no further action concerning receipt of
contributions from these entities. 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.

CO 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.



Should you have any questions, please contact Frances I.
Ha~an, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

C lea 14. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTONED.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Louis R. Proyect
General Counsel
Spear, Leeds and Kellogg
115 Broadway
New York, New York 10006

RE: MUR 1730
Spear, Leeds, and Kellogg

Dear Mr. Proyect:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your client had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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.

I24'39



Louis R. Proyect
General Counsel
Page 2

Should ~OU have any questions, please contact Frances B.

Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Ms. Donna Sanders
Administrative Assistant
Community Development Associates
422 Whitney Street
San Leandro, California 04577

RE: MUR 1730
Community Development Associates

Dear Ms. Sanders:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal

D Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your company had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of

(NI the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
N Commission, the Office of General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to believe
~fl 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 company'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.



Donna Sanders
Administrative Assistant
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
0 WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Ms. Debi T. Wilson
Harry J. Butler and Associates
Three Piedmont Center
Suite 515
Atlanta, Georgia 30305

RE: MUR 1730
Harry J. Butler and Associates

Dear Ms. Wilson:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe

C) that your company had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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

N recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to believe
that a violation has occurred. The Commission may or may not

'fl 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 company'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.



Debt T. Wilson
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Mr. M.D. Pruitt
M.D. Pruitt Enterprises
3401 East Thomas Road
Suite H
Phoenix, Arizona 85018

RE: MUR 1730
M.D. Pruitt Enterprises

Dear Mr. Pruitt:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your company had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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 company'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.

b(s)



M * D. Pruitt
Page 2

Should you have any questions, pleas. contact Frances a.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Enclosure
Brief

/3(m)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINCTOND.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Jack Levy, Esquire
Suite 552
8383 Wilshire Boulevard
Beverly Hills, California 90211

RE: MUR 1730
S.K. Management Company

Dear Mr. Levy:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your client had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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.



Jack Levy, Esquire
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Ch~b1r."Ttb4'
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W~SHINCTON.D.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Roger A. Yonkman, Controller
Brown and Lambrecht
Route 30 and Gouger Road, R.F.D. 2
Joliet, Illinois 60432

RE: MUR 1730
Brown and Lambrecht

Dear Mr. Yonkman:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your company had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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

N that a violation has occurred. The Commission may or may not
approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

0 Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position of
the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.
Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, you may file
with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies if
possible) stating your company'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.

/9; CiQ)



Roger A. Yonkman, Controller
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Mr. John Emanuel
Conklin, Cahill and Company
14 Wall Street
New York, New York 10005

RE: MUR 1730
Conklin, Cahill and Company

Dear Mr. Emanuel:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your company had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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

N that a violation has occurred. The Commission may or may not
approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

In
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 company'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.



John Emanuel
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
S WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Mr. Samuel G. Blumenfeld
East Rutherford Industrial Park
Bergen County Associates
200 Murray Hill Parkway
East Rutherford, New Jersey 07073

RE: MUR 1730

Dear Mr. Blumenfeld:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your company had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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

N that a violation has occurred. The Commission may or may not
approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

tn
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 company'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.

,~(, .7)



Smuel G. Blumenfeld
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

David Papke, Trea5urer
Group 3 Development Company
17 West Lockwood
St. Louis, Missouri 63119

RE: MUR 1730
Group 3 Development Company

Dear Mr. Papke:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal

Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your company had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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 company'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.

~~jc~)



9
David Papke, Treasurer
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

John J. Nigro, Esquire
Dorfman, Jacobson and Nigro
7600 Jericho Turnpike
Woodbury, New York 11797

RE: MUR 1730

J and B Management

Dear Mr. Nigro:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your client had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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.



John 3. Nigro, Esquire
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000. ~

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Stephen G. Epstein, Esquire
J and D Realty Company
101 West 55th Street
New York, New York 10019

RE: MUR 1730
J and D Realty Company

Dear Mr. Epstein:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your client had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

C"! 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.

!fl
Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position of

o 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

e Counsel, if possible. The General Counsel's brief and any briefwhich you submit will be considered by the Commission before
proceeding to a vote of no probable cause to believe a violation
has occurred.

i~&~3j~



Stephen G. Epstein9 Esquire
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
liagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Mr. Stuart Marshall Bloch
J. C. Associates
1401 Sixteen Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1730
J.C. Associates

Dear Mr. Bloch:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your company had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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 torecommend that the Commission find no probable cause to believe

N that a violation has occurred. The Commission may or may notapprove the General Counsel's Recommendation.
U,

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position ofC) the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.
Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, you may filewith the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies If

C- possible) stating your company's position on the issues andreplying 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.



Stuart Marshall Bloch
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Should you have any questions. please contact Prances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Si

Charles N. Stee
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Mr. Ira Jaffe
Jaffe, Haft and Spring
111 Great Neck Road
Great Neck, New York 11021

RE: MUR 1730

Jaffe, Haft and Spring

Dear Jaffe:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your company had violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a), a provision of
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

N 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

C" possible) stating your company'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.



Z~a Jaffe
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASl*JCTOND.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Hector G. Dowd, Esquire
Singer, Netter and Dowd
745 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10151

RE: HUE 1730
Lawrence, O'Donnell and
Company

Dear Mr. Dowd:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your client had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

c~j
After considering all the evidence available to the

Commission, the Office of General Counsel is prepared to
N recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to believethat a violation has occurred. The Commission may or may not

approve the General Counsel's Recommendation.

C) Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position of
the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.
Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, you may file
with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies if
possible) stating your client's position on the issues and

'0 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.

f5 K)
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Hector G. Dovd, Esquire

Page 2

Should ~OU have any questions, please contact Frances B.

Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

,1

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief

,~ (;3o)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Allan S. Sexter
Kimmelman, Sexter and Sobel
One Battery Park Plaza
New York, New York 10004

RE: MUR 1730

Stern Brothers

Dear Mr. Sexter:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your client had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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.



Allan S. Sexter
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000. __

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

Hay 20, 1985

Hr. Jeffries Shein
Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman Associates
162 Smith Street
P.O. Box 231
Perth Amboy, New Jersey 08862

RE: MUR 1730
Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman
Associates

Dear Shein:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your company had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
the Act and instituted an investigation of this matter.

(NJ
After considering all the evidence available to the

Commission, the Office of General Counsel is prepared to
N. recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to believe

that a violation has occurred. The Commission may or may not
in 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 company'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.



Jet tr~es Shein
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please Contact Frances B.

Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Mr. Donald W. Smith
Andrews and Clark
49 West 37th Steet
New York, New York 10018

RE: MUR 1730

Andrews and Clark

Dear Mr. Smith:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your company had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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 company'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.



DonaiG V. Smith
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Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

May 20, 1985

Herbert A. Coleman
Cohn Hochatin Company
50 Broadway
New York, New York 10004

RE: MUR 1730
Cohn Hochstin and Company

Dear Mr. Coleman:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your company had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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 company'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.



I~b.~t A. Coleman
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Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000 *

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASIINGTONDC. 20463

May 20, 1985

Mr. Harold L. Hoffman
Grotta, Glasaman and Hoffman
65 Livingston Avenue
Roseland, New Jersey 07068

RE: MUR 1730

Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman

Dear Mr. Hoffman:

Based on information acertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on August 14, 1984, found reason to believe
that your company had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of
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 company'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.

j~j3C~)



HaE~old L. Boffuan
Page 2

Should you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to handle this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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DEMOCRATIC
NATIONAL COMMITTEE 1625 Mauachusetts Ave., N.W. Washington, D.C. 20036 (202)797-5900

October 9, 1984

BY HAND r -~

(

Ms. Frances B. Hagan
Federal Election Commission ~0
1325 K Street, NW
Washington DC 20463 ~ C)

r~~' '

Re: MUR 1730

Dear Ms. Hagan:

By letter dated September 12, 1984, the Federal
Election Commission (the Commission) advised the Democratic
National Committee (the DNC) and Mr. Paul G. Kirk, Treasurer
that it had found reason to believe that the DNC may have
violated 2 U.S.C. S44lb(a) by accepting certain corporate

C'! contributions in connection with a federal election. We
have reviewed the General Counsel's Factual and Legal
Analysis (General Counsel's Report) concerning MUR 1730

N and believe that the facts demonstrate that this matter
should be closed without further action.

U,
As set forth in the DNC's response to the auditors'

interim report, in November of 1982, the DNC conducted
a thorough investigation of the allegations and determined
that, while several contributors had names which were
similar to separate corporate entities, all but one of
the challenged contributions derived from non-corporate
sources. The single exception was Lowey, Dannenberg and
Knapp.

In response to the above-referenced letter, the DNC
undertook a burdensome, second investigation concerning
the auditors' allegations. Of the remaining 21 alleged
corporate contributors, the DNC was able to contact 20
(the lone exception being B & L Development). Of those
contacted, each confirmed by telephone that the contribution
in question did not derive from corporations. Additionally,
the DNC has, as of October 9, 1984, received letters from
19 of the alleged corporate contributors confirming their
non-corporate status. See Attachment "A".



148. Hagan
October 9, 1984
Page Two

Concerning the contribution received from Lowey,
Dannenberg and Knapp, contrary to the General Counsel's
Report, the DNC maintains that the transfer of corporate
funds from a federal account to a non-federal account
is an appropriate remedial measure where corporate funds
were inadvertently deposited into a federal account.

It is now beyond doubt that none of the remaining
contributions in question derived from corporate sources.
Unfortunately, as a consequence of this exercise, the
DNC may have jeopardized its future relationship with
proven Democratic supporters. The DNC was forced to take
this risk despite the fact that there is no presumption
under the law that the funds accepted by the DNC derived
from corporate sources, and the DNC had already gone to
great lengths to assure that they did not. Certainly,
there is no basis for contrary conclusions based simply
on calls to secretaries of state regarding different
corporate entities having the same or similar names, as
distinguished from direct inquiry with, and confirmation
by, the actual contributors.

cM I trust that these efforts, which proved extremely
burdensome for both the contributors and the DNC, will
satisfy your inquiry and convince the Commission to close
this matter without further action.

Respectfully sub itt

~J~L.'
John M. Carroll
Counsel

cc: Paul G. Kirk, Jr.
Anthony S. Harrington



ATTACHMEIT A

October 8. 1~S4

Ms. Jenny Deamond
Democratic National Election Committee
1635 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Dear Ms. Desmond:

As requested, we attach a copy of our letter of September 18,

1984 to the Federal Election Commission.

Sincerely,

ANDREWS & CLA

ejl
Enc.
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September 16, 1364

MUR 1730
Andrews & Clark

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C~ 20463

Dear Chairman Elliott:

We have your letter of September 12, 1984 received September 14, 1984, advising
us of your belief that Andrews & Clark violated a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On November 29, 1982, Andrews & Clark confirmed that a $500 contribution to
the Democratic National Committee was made by the partnership.

The General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis has not made the distinction
between Andrews & Clark, a partnership, and Andrews & Clark, mc:, a corporation
licensed in New York State, both of which existed in 1980 and continue as two separate
firms.

The firm began in 1938 as W. Earle Andrews, Engineer, a sole proprietor. It
became a partnership, Andrews & Clark, in June 1945 and has continued to operate
primarily in states where corporate practice of engineering is not permitted. It is a
separate entity from the Corporation, with its own bank account.

The Corporation, Andrews & Clark, Inc.. was started in 1959 by acquiring the
Wuiff Engineering Company which had been formed in 1910: The Wulff Engineering
Company was totally unrelated to the partnership prior to 1959. The partnership
continued to exist as an entity distinct from Andrews & Clark, Inc. after 1959 to date.

As requested we submit a copy of cancelled check issued by the partnership on
October 13, 1980.

We assume the above information clarifies this matter.

Sincerel

4--
/

ANDREWS & CLARK

mm
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CONKLIN. CAKILL & CO.
MMSP NEW vo~ .roc~ LICHANOC. INC

14 WALL STREET
NEW YORK. N. Ye 10005

SIRS 2675540

September 17, 19811

Miss Frances B. Hagan
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 201163

Re: MUR 1730
Conklin, Cahill 6 Co.

* Dear Miss Hagan:

This letter is written to restate that Conklin, Cahill I Co.
is a Partnership and not a corporation.

N

Conklin, Cahill & Co. is a Umited Partnership organized in
the State of New York. The Items in question were drawn on a

o Partnership account. A photostat of one check is enclosed.

Conklin, Cahill, Inc. is a corporation formed in the State of
New York.

It Is my belief that the New York Secretary of State's
office confused the two entities.

0)

We also enclose photostats of Amendment of Articles of
Limited Partnership.

Sincerely,

John Emanuel
Partner

JE:ml



CONKLIN, CAHILL & CO.

CERTIFICATE OF AMENDMENT OF

ARTICLES OF LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

DATED: JANUARY 1, 1980

ksHV
ILIAt~K
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OCT3 1980
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MAMMEMENT C~
October 1, 1984

Mr. John Carroll
Democratic National Coittee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20036

Attention: Ms. Genny Desmond

Dear Mr. Caroll:

This letter is written in response to the Federal Election
Commission's allegation that SK Management Company violated
federal law by making a corporate contribution to the
Democratic National Committee in connection with a federal
election.

Please be advised that, while SK Management Company bears
a name similar to S & K Management, it is a distinct, non-
corporate entity.

Accordingly, 5K Management Company's contribution to the
Democratic National Committee of $1,000.00 originated from
a non-corporate account. Therefore, no violation occurred.

Very truly yours,

SK MANAGEMENT COMPANY-

d -

Jery Steinbaum

Managing Partner

JS:sa

FEDERAL EXPRESS

6330 San Vicente Boulevard, Suite 302 * Los Angeles, CalIfornIa 90046 * (213) 930-2300 * (213) 6504450



STERN DROS.

CHARLES STERN ~M-s ~i3W WOUK SYOC~ £3CH~6. It4C. TELEPHONE
WILLIAM H. ASSAIlS 70 PINe STRuT (232) 747.3 IN

ALPW M. EVANS
ANTHONY 3. RINELLA Nmw YORK, N. Y. 10005
WILLIAM D. SEROHOLD
KENNETH L CAMPUELL
L S. WESTWARD

September 28, 1984

Mr. John Carroll
Democratic National Committee
1625 Moss Ave. N.W
Washington, D.C. 20036

Gentlemen:

As per request from Jennie Desmond, of your

office, please be advised that our contribution of

$1,000.00 to the Democratic National Committe received

by you on October 24, 1980 was not a corporation con-

tribution but a partnership money contribution.

Hoping this information is what you are seeking,

I remain,

Very truly yours, 2

Frank A. Farino
Vice-President - Operations

FAF:ma



LAWRENCE, O'DONNELL & Co.
71 EROADWAY

NKW YORK. N. V. 10006

MUuuumm ?dm.IFNNU

w~sw ~um ,in sma.,...

Septmb.r 28, 1984

Democratic National Coinittee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20036
Att: John Carroll

Dear Sir:

I would like to confirm for your records that Lawrence, O'Donnell & Co.
has always been a Limited Partnership since 1946. In reference to the
$1000 check that was donated in October 1980, our general partners were
charged as per there percent in the partnership.

However, on August 1, 1980 Lawrence, O'Donnell & Co. Futures Corporation
was incorporated. This corporation never had any assets, stockholders,
directors or officers and specifically never had a checking account. This
corporation was dissolved on September 12, 1983.

Sincerely yours,

LAWRENCE, 0' DONNELL & CO.

Arthur A.
General Partner

AAO/dl
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Democratic National Cemittee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue W.V
Washington, D.D. 20036

?S4E TOWERS
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Attn.: John Carroll

Dear Mr. Carroll: .. ~. -. A /

This letter is written in- response to. the FEC. allegation,
~ that Jaffe, lift mild Spring violated public law by making a

Federal Corporate Contribution to the De~ocrat.ic National
Comittee in connection with a-Federal Election.

Please be advised that while Jaffe, Haft
a name similar to Jaffe, Haft and Spring, Inc
rate distinct non-corporate entity.

and Spri
., it is

ng bears
a sepa-

Accordingly Jaffe, Haft and Spring's contribution
Democratic National Committee in the amount of $1,000
October, 1980 originated from a non-corporate account
fact originated from a partnership account.

Very truly yours,

Jaffe, Haft and Spring

By:
ra a e,
Partner

IJ: mps

u-~

to theduring
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September 17, 1984

Federal Ilection Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Attn: Frances B. liagan

Re: MUIR 1730

Community Development Azsociates

Dear Ms. Hagan,

Please find enclosed copies of the check in question,

and the partnership agreement for Community Development Associates,
which clearly shows that we are a general partnership and not a
corporation.

In our telephone conversation today, I asked you
where you received the information that indicated our company
was a corporation, and to please let me know who gave the

* information. Since I talked to you, I was able to finally get
through the line to the California Secretary of State's Office
Corporate Status Department (916) 445-2900.

C) The clerk pulled up a name of Community Development

Associates, Inc. , on her computer. This corporation is in Santa
Monica, California, and was incorporated in August 1979.

It is therefore clear that an error was made when

your department began to look into our contribution. We will
consider this matter closed.

Very truly yours,

Donna Sanders,
Administrative Assistant

ds
Enclosures (2)

422 Whitney Street 0 San Leondro. CA 94577 0 Phone: 415/5686600



Drown &

5eptember 17, 1984

Ms. Lee Ann Elliott, Chairman
Federal Election Coimission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: NOR 1730

Dear Ms. Elliott:

In response to your letter of September 12, 1984, we find that
the allegation made is without cause and should be dropped.

It is true that "Brown & Lanibrecht" made a $500 contribution
to the DI4C in 1980, and that "Brown & Larnbrecht" was incor-
porated in 1957. However, the "Brown & Lambrecht" that made
the contribution is in fact a non-corporate entity operating
as a partnership. The partnership being: LaVerne S and
Dorothy M. Brown, and Paul A. and Victoria Lambrecht, with
the Federal I.D. Number 36-6121390. The "Brown & Lambrecht'
which is a corporation operates as Brown & Lambrecht Earthmover~,
Inc. with the Federal I.D. Number 36-2371056.

We have long been aware of Federal EJ.ection Campaign Act, and
have never been in violation as you. aLLege..

A copy of a cancelled check Would do i0, good, simply because
the check does not state that this is a partnership.

If we can be of any further assistance in resolving this matter,
please let me know.

Sincerely,

BROWN AND LAMBRECHT EARTHMOVERS, INC.

Roger A. Yonkman, Controller

RAY:lc
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3 :SEP 14 1884

Septuter 32, 1984

Brown and Lambrecbt
Cougar Road & Route 30
Joliet, Illinois

RE: I4UR 1730
Brown and Lambrecht

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

N submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



-2- 9
Ihe i~w9sti9atiOfl now being conducted will be conE i4entialt, ~ooordI~ws~e with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437gCa) (12)(A),won notify the Commission in writing that you wish theii*westi~~ticn t~ be made public.

Sow your information, we have attached a brief description
of the comission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 5.
Ean, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)

Sincerely,

n Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



JACK R. PATFERhO~4
GR~D PUUPA@WUI#ANY

ITOS OSW~
NAPA. CAUPOR~4tA 4556

TO? auu.wsi

Septe~er 27, 1964

Ms. Jenny Des~nd
Democratic National Conuittee
1625 Mass Ave., NW
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Dear Ms. Desmond:

Per your request, enclosed is copy of my letter
to Frances B. Hagan, Federal Election conuission,
regarding the questioned contribution of Napa Valley
Disposal Service.

Very truly yours,

Eula J. Bristow,
Accountant

EJB:bb
End.
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JACK R. PATFRSON
cinm~D PuUUC ACCOUNTANT,,.a inesm wininv

NAPA. CAUPORN~A 04350
Yi aus.ws~

September 18, 1984

Federal Niection Comission
Washington, DC 20463

Attention: Frances 3. Hagan

Re: ISIUR 1730
Mapa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Dear Ms. Hagan:

In response to letter dated September 12, 1984,
this is to advise you of the ezistance of two entities:
Wapa Valley Disposal Service, Inc. (a California
Corporation) and Napa Valley Disposal Service (a partner-
ship).

Political contributions are made routinely from the
partnership and not the corporation. I have researched
the records of both entities and can find no record of a
contribution in the an~unt of $412.50 in September, 1980.
Can you assist - in further identification? Is this a
combined total or only one amount? To whom issued?

I have a record of donations made from the partnership
for the year 1980, but no record of any donations made
from the corporation.

Your assistance in identifying the $412.50 in question
would be greatly appreciated.

Very truly yours,

ula Us tow
Accountant

EJB:bb
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September 19, 1984 WVIS~~VW5*1*

Ms * Frances 3. Hagan
Fedral Election Committee
Washington, D.C. 20~463

Re, NUR 1730

.7 & D Realty Company

Dear Ms * Hagan,

Zn response to Ms. Elliot's letter dated September 12,
1984, (a copy of which is enclosed), I am-enclosing a
Susiness Certificate for Partners filed in the New York
County Clerks office on April 23, 1980 for .7 & D Realty
Company. As you can see, .7 £ D Realty Company is a New York
general partnership. Please be advised that my client has no
knowledge nor is it connected with in any way to.7 & D Realty
Company a New York Corporation incorporated on November 5,
1931.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

SGE: ram
Ends.
cc: Ms. Lee Ann Elliott

Chairman

Certified Mail
Return Receipt Requested
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J. C. ASSOCIATES

September 27, 1984

Democratic National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

To Whom it May Concern:

J.C. Associates is a partnership in the

District of Coiwubia and has never been a corporation.

Sincerely,

J.C. ASSOCIATES

Laurie S. Hennessy
Assist to Controller

-K.,

1401 Sixteenth Street, N.W., Washington, D. C. 20036 (202) 232-1020
Real Estate Development, Management and Investments



&ea('Leeds 8~ilogg
115 BROADWAY* NEW YORK, NV. 10006* (212) 587-8800

October 2, 1984

Mr. John Carroll
Democratic National Conunittee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1730

Dear Mr. Carroll:

Enclosed is a copy of our response to the inquiry of
the Federal Election Commission concerning a $1,000 contri-
bution to the Democratic National Committee in June 1980.

Sincerely,

Louis R. Proyect
General Counsel

/ai
Enc.

MEMBERS NEW YORK and AMERICAN STOCK EXCHANGES and CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS EXCHANGE
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115 BROADWAY * tJW YOR3C~ NY. 105W ~ 4212) SP4WO

September 24, 1984

Frances B. Hagan, Esq.
Federal Election Coumiission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1730

Dear Ms. Hagan:

In connection with your recent inquiry concerning
Spear, Leeds & Kellogg's contribution of $1,000 to the
Democratic National Committee in June 1980, enclosed is a
copy of the check and a letter from our law firm relating to
the existence of Spear, Leeds & Kellogg as a partnership.

N
If you require any additional information, please

contact the undersigned at your convenience.

Sincerely,

C-
Louis R. Proyect
General Counsel

/ai

MEMBERS NEW YORK and AMERICAN STOCK EXCHANGES and CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS EXCHANGE
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September 19, 1984

Federal Elections Comuission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: HUE 1730

Gentlemen:

We are legal counsel to Spear, Leeds & Kellogg
(the "Firm"), 115 Broadway, New York, New York 10006. In
connection with your inquiry regarding certain payments by
the Firm, this is to advise you that the Firm is a limited
partnership organized under the laws of the State of New
York. We represent the Firm in connection with, among other
things, the amendment of its Articles of Partnership and the
filing of its Certificate of Limited Partnership, the filing
of which has been undertaken on behalf of the Firm on a
regular basis as required pursuant to the New York Limited
Partnership Act.

If you require any
connection, please feel free

additional information in this
to call the undersigned.

Very truly yours,

Susan T. Congalton

:~. * * ~.*
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.4*miI~i~.
200 murray hill parkway U east rutherford, n. 1. 07073 U (201) 939~5533

investment developers
east rutherford Industrial park/bergen county/new jersey

October 1, 1984

Mr. John Carroll
Democratic National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Carroll:

This letter is in response to a telephone request from your
office relating to a $1,000.00 contribution made by our partner-
ship to your committee.

The check for this sum was paid by Bergen County Associates,
a partnership organized in 1951, presently the owners of an
industrial park consisting of eight buildings and substantial
vacant land located in East Rutherford, New Jersey. While we
operate under the name of Bergen County Associates, we also
indicate the location as East Rutherford Industrial Park, the
latter being a dummy corporation organized years ago to acquire
vacant land and to subsequently transfer said ownership to the
partnership.

0
East Rutherford Industrial Park, Inc. has no assets nor a

bank account.
C-

Trusting that this is the information that you desire, I am,

Very truly yours,
03

B~RGEN COUNTY ASSOCIATES
-A

' \~ ~,,

I' -

', I) \\~
Samuel G. Blumenfeld
Managing Partner

SGB/bi
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October 2, 1984

Democratic National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Ave. NW
Washington, D.C. 20036
Attn: John Carroll

Dear Mr. Carroll,

This letter should clear up any confusion as to our

donation in October of 1980.

Please be advised that Cohn Hochstin Co is a

N partnership and that the funds, $10,000.00, originated from a

non-corporate account and therefore no violation occurred.

C)

Yours truly,

Herbert A. Coleman
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Hr. John Carroll
1625 Massachusetts Ave., W.V.
Dmcratic National Committee -'

Washington, D. C. 20036 - -

4 -Dear Mr. CarioLl:

V I spoke with Jenny Desmond- and she requested that I forwarda copy of my letter to Mr. Hagan of the Federal Election Coimmission.
N Unfortunately, we have been trying to straighten this matter out

for some time. The contribution of $1,000 was not made by our
corporation. As my letter indicated, we continued to operate our
partnership until December 31, 1980, when the partnership was dis-
solved. / Enclosed please find cancelled checks totaling $1,000
drawn on Midlantic Sank. Obviously, it can be checked that this
was our partnership account.

If there is any further information yo require, do not
hesitate to contact me.

Co
Very

LDL. H

HLH/pab
Enclosures

* ~: ;j-z~: ~
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M~:::L September 25, 1984 NEPeY to
*e5sEASS uP. SELELLO

CMALSS U. NOUWAW

eseiwE sASNER 
30SSeAMS. N. .9.

0..~. gAS gist,

FranceS B. Hagan
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: )WR 1730
Grotta, Glasaman & Hoffman

Dear Mr. Hagan:

I am in receipt of your letter advising us that you have
N reason to believe that we violated the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971, by making a contribution of $1,000 to the Democratic

National Committee which check was received in October, 1980.
o

You are correct in stating that Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman

incorporated in May of 1979. However, we also continued to simul-

taneously run a partnership until December 31, 1980 when said

partnership was dissolved. The statement signed by Mr. Russo our

0 controller was correct. I am enclosing a copy of said cancelled

check. This will confirm the fact that said contribution was from

our partnership.

If you require any further information, you may contact our

accounting firm Granet and Granet at 651 West Mt. Pleasant Ave

P. 0. Box 323, Livingston, New Jersey 07039, telephone No. (201)
740-1200, and communicate directly with Mr. Murray Granet.

yours,
HOFFMAN

HLH /pab
Enclosure

cc: Hr. Murray Granet

Dear Murray:

If the Commission contacts you, please advise.

Regards,
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OSWLOPMUNT AND ~VUSTM6NTh

inN. PUOMONT CUNThR

October 1 1984 MillS 516
ATLANTA, GA USU

PI4ONS (404)37.164?

Mr. John Carroll
Democratic National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue 1*1
Washington. DC 20036

U: 1980 Contribution

Dear Mr. Carroll:

Pursant to your request by phone on September 27, enclosed for your records
is a copy of the cancelled check given in October of 1980 by Harry J. Butler
& Associates payable to the Democratic National Committee in the amount of
$2,500.00. 5arry J. Butler & Associates ia a Georgia Limited Partnership.
The federal identification number for the partnership is *58-1170680.

I am also enclosing a copy of the letter z recently wrote to the Federal
Election Commission regarding this matter.

In the future I would hope that the Democratic National Committe would do a
better job of getting the proper information needed to resolve all questions

N raised by the Federal Election Commission. The coimnittees inability to resolve

such matters quickly and efficiently not only places an arduous burden on the
contributor, but also encourages the contributor to abstain from contributing

0 in the future to the Democratic Committee.

Sincerely,

L~WfVdAar~&
~0

Debi Wilson
C~)

DW/dmn

Enclosures
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ATLANTA, GA 15005

September 179 1984 PHONE (404)2374047

145. Frances B. Hagan
Federal Election Cotmuission
1325 K Street NW
Washington9 D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1730
Harry J. Butler & Associates

Dear Ms. Hagan:

Enclosed please find a copy of the cancelled check payable to the

V Democratic National Committee in the amount of $2,500.00. This

check was drawn on a Harry J. Butler and Associates partnership
account.

I have also enclosed a copy of the Amendment To and Restatement of

N Certificate of Limited partnership of Harry J. Butler & Associates.

The federal identification number for the limited partnership is

*58-1170680. Mr. Butler does own stock in a corporate account

called Harry J. Butler & Son, Inc. and the corporate federal iden-
tification number is #58-1021230, but to the best of my knowledge,

no contributions have ever been made from that corporate account.

If I can be of further assistance, please call.

Sincere ly,

Debi T. Wilson

DTW/br
Enclosures



.e~m~At.t -

~rt *.% g~1o~. ~ 0o =1* I...o uE~

rt

5U~ I~.00
A' )~U *'(

I-' "4~ g*12
a, ~0o
o (3 -"II

O~g
-Ia. I

- I

o ol jill
N~
%Oi

PI
.0 I S

~II

.0 I

p I

I Ft
0
(3
*1

4.

o NJ
o
ru ~
U, 0
o 0
o



if

~- 
~-

941G
a ~ '$4

~'" Q:~ ~E~ ~~3C~3Q

flO~bv..A]No .LIsod3Q ~o,
U'

iNS



JocobsonGddkxb&Ian~mon ,~sscxiotes
162 Smith Street - P.O. Box 231

Perth Amboy, N. J. 08862
201-442-4444

September 17, 1984

Federal Election Committee
Washington, D. C. 20463

Attention: Ms. Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Re: MUR 1730
Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates

Dear Ms. Elliott:

With reference to your letter of September 12, 1984 regarding a
contribution of $1,000.00 made by Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman
Associates on October 14, 1980, this is to advise that the contri-
bution was made by Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates which
is a partnership. Enclosed is a photocopy of our cancelled check
and a copy of our Co-Partnership Bank Account Agreement for this
account. The Federal I. D. number for Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman
Associates is #22-6205774.

The corporation referred to in the General Counsel's Factual &
Legal Analysis which was enclosed in your letter and which was
incorporated in the State of New Jersey on February 20, 1959 is
Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman, Inc., which is a different and
separate entity. . The Federal I. D. number for this corporation
is #22-1632095.

If you need any additional information to clarify this situation,
please advise me and I will be happy to send you same.

urs very truly,

JACOBSON, G LDFARB& TANZMAN ASSOC.

(

Jef fries Shein- Partner

js/bs
end.

Real Estate Since 1920
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Lockwood Mammgsment Co.
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September 28, 1984

MI * John Carroll
The Democratic National Conaittee
1625 l4assachusetts, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Carroll:

As requested by your office today, I have enclosed the letter with attached
doc~mnts which vas. sent to the Federal Election Commission explaining the forma-
tion of the Group Three Development partnership and the events surrounding the
donation to the Democratic National Committee.

It is felt that the enclosed documents resolves this matter; however, if you
have any questions or require further documentation, please do not hesitate to
contact us.

Sincerely yours,
'I

DP/ct

Enclosures

17 '~st Lockwood * St. Louis, Missouri 63119 * 314-968-2205
Branch Office: '~shington, D.C.
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Lockwood Equities Lockwood Mortgage Co.
Group Three Development Co Lockwood Design Aseoclases
M.J.Amcrica Securities Group Three Conuruction Co.
Lockwood Management Co~ Lock wood Realty

THE LOCKWOOD GROUP

September 24, 1984

Ms. Frances B. Hagan
Federal Election Coinission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Ms. Hagan:

Enclosed, as requested in our phone conversation of September 21, 1984,
is a copy of Group Three Development Company's cancelled check #1209, dated
August 29, 1980 in the amount of $1,000 to the Democratic National Comittee.
Also, enclosed is the general partnership agreement made and entered into as
of January 1, 1980.

Group Three Development Company is a general partnership organized under
the laws of the state of Missouri. This entity has absolutely no relationship
to Group Three Development, the corporation registered in the state of New
Jersey. Group Three Development Company, a general partnership, was formed
as a wholly owned entity in which Joseph A. Shepa~d and Richard C. Mange are
50/50 partners. These gentlemen decided to contribute to the Democratic
National Committee in August of 1980. Unaware of the problems that could occur
by using this method of payment, they wrote the check out of the operating
account of their company and charged their personal draw accounts.

I believe, after a brief review of the facts, that you will be able to
resolve this case in the near future. Please give me a call if I can be of
any help.

Sin3ere~.y yours, ~-

,,-

Treasurer

DP/ct
Enclosures

17 '~(4st Lockwood * Sc. Louis, Missouri 63119 * 314.968.22C)5
Branch Officer Washington, D.C.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGtON, OC ZO4~3

'3~~( k J~I1 4/A~etsnber 12, 3984 SEPi9 19A~4

Group Three Development
Company

23 North Gore
Webster Grove, Missouri

RE: MUR 1730

Group Three Development Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, the Commission may find probable cause to believe
that a violation hasoccurred 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



-2-

The investigation now being conducted will be cQnfidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a)(12) (A).
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC
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GENERAL COUNSEL '.8 FACTUAL. AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Group Three Development Company

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Group Three Development Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Group

Three Development Company made a contribution of $1,000 which the

DNC received in October 1980.

N In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by David K. Papke

C,
indicating that the contribution from Group Three Development

Company was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according

to the auditor's contact with the New Jersey Secretary of State's

office, Group Three Development Company was incorporated on

February 23, 1977. In order to resolve the conflict of

information and determine the source of this contribution, the

Commission has found reason to believe Group Three Development

Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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STATE1'~N? 0? !~~0N-C0?,PORATr STATUS

RE: Group Three Deve1opr~ent Con~pany
23 North Gore
Webster Grove, 140

I, A~E~ ~, confirm that the above

referenced organization is a partnership.arid that the S1,Ooo

contribution in question, made in October of 1980, was drawn

on the partnerhshi~'s account.

DATE: 4/0 ;~4~ Th. /q~)~-*
ci

N 727
IU, / /,

BY: ______________________________

C-,

cc
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C'r~GL ~

*E1~ERAL CCJ~EL U
-i CpRt~ER, FINN, NIcibouoN S ~ARLE$

'U

~c~JUN3 P12:10 32 COUNT 5Th33T

53.OOUCLYN, NW YONK 21201

(718) 6a'-s~o

May 31, 1985

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

Re: MUR 1730 - Andrews & Clark

Dear Mr. Steele:
(%,7

We are the attorneys for Andrews & Clark, the partnership,
Cr) and of Andrews & Clark, Inc., the corporation.

C'! Mr. Donald Smith of Andrews & Clark referred to us your
May 20, 1985 letter and a copy of your brief to the Federal
Election Commission regarding the subject matter.

N
On behalf of the members of Andrews & Clark, we want to

express our appreciation for the General Counsel's recommenda-
tion to the Commission to find no probable cause to believe
that Andrews & Clark violated 2 U.S.C. §441b(a). In view of
your recommendation, we feel that a further brief from us on
behalf of Andrews & Clark would be redundant.

However, as further evidence of the co-existence of
Andrews & Clark, the partnership, and Andrews & Clark, Inc.,
the corporation, I respectfully enclose for your reference and
file the following documents:

1. Business Certificate for Partners for the partnership
of Andrews & Clark, executed on August 31, 1973 and filed in
the office of the County Clerk, New York County, on September
27, 1973.

2. Certificate of the Secretary of State of the State of
New York dated September 16, 1982 indicating that Andrews &
Clark, Inc. is a subsisting corporation.
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Charles B. ~ 1*4.. 1 ., )49~ fl.

Both of thee. *E~titieS contlnu ~O ~Z~t*t t@ dftt*.

Please let i~ kxww if we can be of ai~y furtheW aS51~it*R4~S.

Very t~rialy yours.

COflI~ER, FINN, NICHOLSON & C~I&RLES

Mjchael Nicho son

MN/rap
Enclosure

cc: Andrews & Clark

CM

N
I ~
~ *1
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~gRSERT N. SONGER
rnCNARP NETTER
NECTOR 0. DOWO
EDWARD N. SERNAN

SINGER NETTER ~ DOWD
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

745 F~Ti.. AVENUE * NEwYORK, N.Y. 10151

212 / 486-8600

~se v~c
BSJANIO Ag: 01

WRITERS DIREST OgAt. NuMSgu

January 8, 1985

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: ~

RE: MUR 1730
Lawrence, O'Donnell & Co.

Dear Ms. Hagan:

As per our telephone conversation of December 3, 1984,
I am enclosing herewith copy of cancelled check of Lawrence,
O'Donnell & Co. dated October 9, 1980 in amount of $1,000 to order
of Democratic National Committee. Also enclosed is copy of most
recent certificate of Amended Articles of Limited Partnership
of Lawrence, O'Donnell & Co. dated August 1, 1984. I have only
included the first six pages since you are not interested in
signatures or notarization.

Hector G. Dowd

HGD: c 5
enc.
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December 11, 1984

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: Frances B. Hagan

Dear Ms. Hagan,

We received your letter of December 5th regarding the

$10,000.00 donation to the 1980 Election. We had received the

original letter of September and we answered on October 2nd. We

sent the reply to The Democratic National Committee at that time.

Our answer was that a partnership check was sent for

$10,000.00 but the funds were drawn out of a non-corporate account.

$8,000.00 was drawn out of Justin Colins' s personal account and

$2,000.00 was drawn out of Roger Hochstin's personal account at the

firm. These are both non-corporate accounts and had nothing to do

with the partnership itself.

Enclosed is a copy of the check that was sent, but it

is a partnership company check but the donation was not from the

partnership.

truly,
A. Coleman

Cohn Hochstin Co.
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J. C. ASSOCIATES

Decanber 10, 1984

Federal Election Ccmnieeion
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Dear Mr. Gross:

In response to your letter of December 5, 1984, enclosed
are the following:

1. Copy of cancelled check no. 9596 from J.C. Associates
to The Democratic National Committee in the conount of
$2,500. Also, our duplicate copy which indicates the
remittance is from "Stuart Marshall B loch".

2. A copy of the Certificate of Partnership of J. C. Assoc-
iates, recorded November 16, 1981 in the District of
Colwnbia.

IN
This is to advise we are not the J. C. and Associates, Inc."

as referred to in MUR No. 1730 as being incorporated June 15, 1976.
We are a General Partnership and not incorporated. Also, we have no
connection with "George D. Billock, Jr." the addressee on your letter
of September 12, 1984.

If we can provide further data, please advise. Otherwise,
we would appreciate your advise that this material provided absolves
us of a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

Yours very truly,

Enclosure

SMB/REP/lsh

1401 Sixteenth Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036 (202) 232-1020
Real Estate Development. Management a nid Investments

Pt:

I I
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3. C. ASSOCIA*
1401 SIXTEENTH ST., N.W.-

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20036
(202) 2324020 - -

No. 9596

@swbin 2~ ~ 'S~M

lhmuawi v~v. mmir.~ -' ooo'' DOLLARS ~*O2,5OO.OO~

TO
TUE

ORDER
OF

The Omeratle IatlomaJ CaLgg. 3. C. ASSOCIATES

NOT NEGOTIABLE
Autkohed S1~natursSank of Columbia

1430 K St., N. W.
WASNINSTON. D.C. a..@i

3. C. ASSOCIATES
1401 SIXTEENTH ST., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 * (202) 232-1020

OUR NUMBER DESCRIPTION

from:

Stuart Marshall Block

No.

REFERENCE AMOUNT

2,500.00

9596
NET PAYABLE

EIPOME OEPOSITING
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JAP7E, HArT AND SPRING 84OECI~ Pt: 02
CERTIFIED PUSLIC ACCOUNTANTS

THE TOWERS

oil GREAT NECK ROAD. GREAT NECK, N. Y. 11081
(516) 4004833

970 LEXINGTON AVE.. NEW YORK. N. Y. 10017
(Eli) 3470633

PLEASE REPLY TO GREAT NECK OFFICE

December 7, 1984

CERTIFIED - RRR 7 t ~1~*
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

00

Dear Mr. Gross:

Regarding your letter of December 5, 1984, enclosed please
find a copy of a letter written on September 28, 1984 to John
Carroll of The Democratic National Committee.

Also enclosed is a copy of the Partnership Agreement of
Jaffe, Haft and Spring, the non-corporate entity from which the
$1,000 contribution was made. We are proceeding to locate our
Partnership cancelled checks for 1980, which we believe are in
transfer files at a warehouse, to substantiate that in fact the
contribution was made from our Partnership and not from an
entity with a similar name, Jaffe, Haft and Spring, Inc.

Upon location of the cancelled contribution check duly
paid from the Partnership, we shall furnish you with a copy of
same.

Very truly yours,

Jaffe, Haft and Spring

By:
Ira Jaffe, CPA, Par er

IJ: rnps
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JAPPE, HArT AND S~i~i~o
CERTIPIED PUSLgC ACCOUNTANTS

7,95 T@W50
isi GREAT NECK ROAS. GREAT NECA. ~d. ~i, siege

*S.eI 4** 4~3~

570 LEXINGTON AVE, NEW YORK, N. V. 50067
8S*b .241 .0C3

PLEASE REPLY TO GREAT NECK OF7,CE

'I. September t~. 19,~

~.moeratIo Wational Committee
63w Weammohusetta Avenue W.V.

Vsshisgt.on, O.D. 2tM6

Attn.a Jehi, Carroll

4.

beer Pr. Carrolls
this letter is written in reaponse to the F3C ellegatieg,that Jaffe 4~tt and Spring violated publie 1ev by making aFederal Corporate Contribution to the Deasereti. Mabiemal

Cmmlttee in sonneotion with a Federal tiectiom.

V Please be sdvtied that while Jatfe, Waft and Spring bars* name similar to Jegtfe, Watt and Spring, me,, it a a sega.N - u'ate distinot non.onrporate entity.

Lti £ooordingly Jeff'., Waft and Spring's contributios to the
emoorstte Wationsi t'~ommtttee in the amount .1 *1,000 during

Cetober, t9~O originated from a non-corporate aooouat and in
feet originated from a partnership aooount.

Very truly yours,

Jatte Watt. and Spring

By'~ymmwmAm~,+
ra a
PartnerIJe mps

4
q p i4
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JAPPE, HArT AND SPRING

CERTIFIED PUSLIC ACCOUNTANTS

TWE TOWERS
Iii GREAT NECK ~0AO GREAT NECK, N. Y. 11031

6101406-4133

370 LEXINGTON AVE.. NEW YORK, N. Y. 10017

PLEASE REPLY TO GREAT NECK OFFICE

December 19,

F.

CERTIFIED - RRR

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General
Federal Election
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. Gross:

Coun sel
Commission
20463

cJ,

Regarding our prior letter of December 7, 1984,
please find a copy of our Partnership check drawn to
of The Democratic National Committee in the amount of

enclosed
the order
$1,000.

This information together with the data previously sent to
you on December 7, 198L1 should close this matter.

Very truly yours,

Jaffe, Haft and Spring

By:
Ira Jaffe, CPA, Partner

IJ: mps

3m~ ~ ~* ~ .kU~*~ - .~Oo.. . - - 4A~~aW ~. lMk ....~ tlh~.
IV ENDCRg1M1t~? IHI. (VV~ *HEN I
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DATI
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') EAMI' .4 Ilita STR EEl'

I~W 1*( IHE. N. 1'. 100 IU

N L1I&DJAIL&*hISI
-V ' ~

I,

)2411('.07 3'<~ 3
'' NATIONAL BANK

I &TPU~TCOMPANY rjP NIW YORk
g 316 Lo.ngtcn Avoere, New York, N.Y. 1001? A

PNCOPNIC7PLtASECEtUIN vtI~~ 'VICEUSANY

I ':02B00???3.: 08 0?'~d3B"0L
r **E~ w ~ ~

t~W~fY, THE FEC

4flEC! AU:f

1984



*~ms L.Kau.mumw (am-age)

M~iu S. .
Mwu W.S~u&
P~~b ~*
- ~-
J.ma. K Lauiwua

Uin&Uin L.Rumuvuw
5bm~mse. M.Duuw*
Suuuu A.~uu~ua.am*

*M. aaux~ w Maw Jaa.uv
Aaaa *aumua m Du~mci OP COLUWDaA

KXMXELM~*~, SEXT~ & SOBZZ.
0215 ~S3T PJW*~A3A

Nw~baui, WY. iop.
ssu-~aa -eso.

December 4, 1984

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

&CC~ff~C~ ~
RECE;VW AT THE FEC

84 OtO
/7~o

MARlIN S.

- c~a

I-,, t
-p.0~* ~1~~..)-m.q3% ~

~-* r

~ ~

I, C... -

~4~4 F-.

Re: Stern Bros.

Dear Ms. Hagan:

Pursuant to our recent telephone conver~tion t.Z
am enclosing herewith the first few pages of a ree~V~ t Stern
Bros. partnership agreement which is intended to be used for
the sole and exclusive purpose of resolving the issue of the
legal status of Stern Bros. as a partnership rather than a
corporation and which is in furtherance of my previous
letter to you in which that status was described at length.
The portion of the partnership agreement that is enclosed is
meant for the sole and exclusive use of the Commission for
the purposes described above and should be kept confidential
and should not be disclosed to any person outside of the
persons within the Commission with a need to know.

I trust that this will put an end to this matter
for all purposes.

Thank you for n this matter.

ASS :ad
Encs.

cc: Mr. William H. Abrams
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BLUMENFELD £ COMPANY
CERTIrIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

356 MILLSURN AVENUE

MILLOURN, NEW JERSEY 07041

4.7.,eIe

i~/2~tse

SAMuLi. 0. SLUMKNVCLD. C. P. A.
LC'~iS L. sLuMgrl7cLo, C. P. A..L.L.3.

February 17,1984

m
A

*~ 0) -

Bergen County Associates, a Partnership
200 Murray Hill Parkway
East Rutherford, N.J.

~ Gentlemen and Ladies:
cJ,

We are herewith submitting our report and review of operations ofyour partnership for the calendar year 1983, as prepared by the under-
~. signed ,who with his wife Florence, are also partners of the firm.

N All of the books are maintained by the undersigned who is also theL) controller and one of two managing partners of the firm.

We trust that you will find this report to be a detailed summary andreview of the operations of your partnership for 1983.
C.

spectfully submitt

amue . umen el
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040
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASNINGTON. D.C. 20463

December 6, 1984

POSTMASTER
Burwick, Louisiana 70342

RE: I4UR 1730

Dear Sir or Madam:

Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. S 265.6(d) (1), we request that you,
provide us with the present address of B and L Developers, Inc.
According to our records, the address as of October 1980 was 292
Lima, Burwick, Louisiana 70342.

Under 39 C.F.R. S 265.8e(8) (iii), we request a waiver of
fees. In this connection, I hereby certify that the Federal
Election Commission, an agency of the U.S. Government, requires
the information requested above in the performance of its
official duties, and that all other known sources for obtaining
it have been exhausted.

A return envelope is enclosed. Should you have any
questions or require any further information, please call
Frances B. Hagan the staff member assigned to this matter, at
202-523-4000. (The FTS telephone number is identical).

Thank you very much for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gene ~a1~ZeeUW~e,1.

BY:

~(i 1'Z-1 41 d2-Y~c '72 -
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October 2, 1 9811

Federal Election Committee
Wa5hington, D.C. 201163

Attention: Ms. Lee Ann Elliott

Dear Madam:

This letter is supplemental to my letter and enclosures of Septemb~
18, 1984. I erroneously stated in said letter that J & B Management
Company, a New Jersey Partnership, was organized September 21,
1978. The fact is that the date of organization was August 1, 1970.
The Partnership Agreement was acknowledged by its two partners,
Bernard M. Rodin and John W. Luclani on August 31, 1972. There-
after on September 21, 1979 the foregoing partners appointed the
Clerk of the County of Bergen as theIr attorney for service of process.

Very truly you~, '~

i--. KJ

JOHN J.

JJN :cl

cc to Democratic National Committee
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SINGER NETTER & Dowo 843?
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

Mgftgg.T N. sw.gm 745 FIPT14 AVENUE NEW YORK, N.Y. 1015,
*gCHANO WETTER
HECTOR 0. DOWO 212 /486-8600
EDWARD N. gERMAN wrnTews DIRECT DIAL wu~ecm

October 5, 1994

Federal Election Conunission

Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Ms. Frances B. Ha~an

RE: MUR 1730
Lawrence, O'Donnell & Co.

Dear Ms. Hagan:

On September 20, 1984 we wrote you on behalf of our
client Lawrence, O'Donnell & Co. relative to the above matter.
On September 21, 1984 client wrote YOU enclosing statement
designating the undersigned as counsel.

(N' We have had no reply from you and will appreciate
reply to our letter of September 20th.

N Sincerely yours,

Hector G. Dowd

HGD : c 5



(~ LOWEtS DANNENS0~G & 44APP, AC. ~747 TNIR~ AVENUS

NEW YORK, N.Y. 10017
~W UPPER

N~NARD U SANNEWBEAG (882) 7SS.3504
wupwgw LOWEY

in~D?@W I.. NWAPP

NINNY A. SNACNTh
UONAUN UINPORAS October 8, 1984
NElL L. NELINGIN

FEDERAL EXPRESS

Federal Election Commission -

Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Frances B. Hagan, Esq.

Re: MUR 1730
Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C.

Dear Sirs and Madames:

In response to your letter of September 12, 1984, weC\i respectfully request an opportunity to demonstrate to the Coin-
mission's satisfaction that no action should be taken against us
under the circumstances, as set forth below. To that end, we would
welcome a meeting with the staff to answer any questions and to
provide any additional information requested.

We are a firm of attorneys engaged in the practice of law.
For years we have specialized in shareholder class action and
derivative litigation arising under the federal securities laws and
state law. Until March 1, 1979, the firm was organized as a

0 partnership known as Lipper, Lowey and Dannenberg. At that time we
formed a professional corporation to take over the law practice of
the partnership. Richard B. Dannenberg, Burton L. Knapp and the
undersigned, all partners in t~ie predecessor law partnership, were
then and still are the principal shareholders of the professional
corporation.

While practicing as a law partnership, from time to time
we made small contributions to the political campaigns of candi-
dates for state or federal office. A particular contribution
initiated by one of the partners was not charged specifically to his
account; but rather it was made with the general understanding that
the other partners would likewise have the opportunity to direct
contributions to candidates of their choice. It should be empha-
sized that it was only infrequently that the firm made any political
contributions at all, and those were in nominal amounts.

After the formation of the professional corporation, I do
not recall our making any political contributions prior to the



LOwcv, DANNENBERO & KNAPP~ P.C.

events of October 20, 1980. In October of 1980, our former
partnership received an invitation to attend a $1,000 a plate dinner
at the New York Hilton on October 20, 1980 at which President Carter
and Senator Kennedy would be speaking. I ignored the invitation
until a few days prior to the event, when I decided to attend. I
told my partners (i.e. fellow shareholders); and they consented. I
paid for the ticket with a check to the order of the Democratic
National Committee, copy of which is attached hereto. I did not
give the slightest thought to the fact that by using a check of the
professional corporation, I might be committing a technical viola-
tion of federal law. The idea simply did not occur to me.

Nobody at the Democratic National Committee ever called
my attention to this matter in 1980 or 1981. If anyone had, I would
have immediately rectified the situation by substituting a personal
check. Not until November of 1982 was the matter brought to our
attention. At that time, we were informed by John M. Carroll, Esq.,
counsel to the Democratic National Committee, that the Commission's
auditors had noted on the D.N.C. books that a corporate contribution

O had been made by this firm. When so advised, we immediately
requested that our contribution be returned to us forthwith. Mr.
Carroll, however, refused, but he assured us that our contribution
was being transferred by the D.N.C. on its books from its federal
to its state account, thereby rectifying the situation. In view of

r~. Mr. Carroll's assurances, upon which we relied, we did not press the
matter.

Our understanding of the situation was set forth in our
0 letter to Mr. Carroll of November 29, 1982, a copy of which is also

attached hereto.

C7~ Thus, the Commission's letter of September 12, 1984 came
as a total surprise. We believe that we are entirely without fault
in the matter. But for a momentary inadvertence some four years
ago, for which I take personal responsibility, this problem would
never have arisen. It is, understandably, of considerable import-
ance to us that no action be taken against us by the Commission.

Very ly yours,(p
ephen Lowey

SL:wo

Enclosures

cc: John M. Carroll, Esq.
Democratic National Committee
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Low~v, DANNtNS~MG Ss KNAPP, ~. C.
74? ?HI~O AVUNU~

NIW Y0~K. N.Y. 1001?
alowam. s. SAW.UWSUmS ma ~ AAU@W u~em
SYSPNgW L@W6v

U?@N L. KNAPP
SAACMYL November 29, 1982

wEiL L.ggLINegm
WILLIAM W. NOSLE

John M. Carroll, Esq.
Democratic National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Mr. Carroll:

I refer to your letter of November 22, 1982 and to our
telephone conversation today.

Please be advised that we are a firm of attorneys engaged
in tt~e practice of law. Until March 1, 1979, we were organized
as a law partnership, when we organized a professional corp-
oration to take over the practice of the partnership.

In October of 1980, we were invited to a dinner in support
of President Carter and were solicited for a contribution to the
New York Carter/Mondale election campaign. We responded with a

o $1,000 contribution and I attended the dinner on October 20.

If the fact that a professional corporation check was
issued constituted an inadvertent violation of the federal
election laws, then we appreciate being so informed and hereby
request that our contribution be returned to us forthwith. If,
on the other hand, our contribution was perfectly legal, as we
believed at the time, then please tell us that.

We have no expertise in the federal election laws and are
relying upon you and the legal staff of the Democratic National
Committee to advise us. We have no desire under any circum-
stances to have the matter submitted to the Federal Election
Commission for adjudication with the risk of an adverse deter-
mination.

Your immediate attention to this matter will be appre-
ciated.

Very truly yours,

~owe

Ste y

SL:ap



*
S!ATUT OV DESIG~ZO W COUNSEL

BlUR 1730

MANE OF COUNSEL:

ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE:

Anthony S. Harrington
John 14. Carroll

Democratic National Committee

1625 Massachusetts Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20036

(202) 331-4646
797-6596

The above named individuals are hereby designated as my

counsel and are authorized to receive any notifications and

other communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf

before the commission.

~~
DATE

RESPONDENT' S NAME:

ADDRESS:

BUSINESS PHONE:

1~

SIGNATURE

Paul G. Kirk, Jr.

Democratic National Committee

1625 Massachusetts Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20036

(202) 797-5900

ii

,c~Z

-o
e-n



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

September 24, 1984

Louis R. Proyect, Esquire
Spear, Leeds and Kellogg
115 Broadway
New York, New York 10006

RE: MUR 1730
Spear, Leeds and Kellogg

Dear Mr. Proyect:

This is in reference to your letter dated September 18,
1984, requesting an extension of 15 days to respond to the
Commission's notification of reason to believe. After considering
the circumstances presented in your letter, the Commission has
determined to grant your requested extension. Accordingly, your
response will be due on October 12, 1984.

q~.

If you have any questions, please contact Frances B. Hagan,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4000.

In

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Ge Counse

S

BY: enneth A. Gros
Associate 1 Counsel



8~fr~Leeds !H(~Sgg
115 BROADWAY * NEW YORK, N.Y. 10006* (212) 587.6800

September 18, 1984

GccN'7~-4~
84 SEP21 A8: 46

C4. 0 -~

m m. .:,

Frances B. Hagan, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1730

Dear Ms. Hagan:

This will confirm my oral request to you for additional
time to respond to your letter dated September 12, 1984
concerning a $1,000 contribution by this firm. We are
attempting to locate the check for the contribution which we
will furnish to you along with evidence reflecting that
Spear, Leeds & Kellogg is, in fact, a partnership. An
additional fifteen days to furnish the foregoing information
is believed to be sufficient time.

Sincerely,

6~~sProyect

General Counsel

/ai

~A5v~

;>

MEMBERS NEW YORK and AMERICAN STOCK EXCHANGES and CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS EXCHANGE

I- **~~
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* ~ I THE FECGCCJ~81DEMOCRATIC ~ P2:15
NATIONAL COMMITTEE 1625 Massachusetts Ave., NW. Washington, D.C. 20036

September 30, 1984

4:-

Ms. Frances B. Hagan '-I

Federal Election Commission ~, £~> :~7
1325 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 1730
*6

Dear Ms. Hagan: ~

This letter is written to confirm our telephone conver-
sation earlier today whereby you, on behalf of the Federal
Election Commission, granted the Democratic National

I") Committee (DNC) an extension to and including October 9,
1984 in which the DNC may submit any factual or legal
materials it believes relevant to the Commission's

N consideration of the above referenced matter.

Sincerely,

Y5L ~John M. Carroll
Counsel

0 JMC/gtd
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SUWVO#4 L. ~WAPP

WENPY A. RACHTL
RSCMAND EUMPORAD

NEIL L. SELgN@E~

Low~v, DANNENSRRQ & KNAPP, P~C~
747 THIRD AVENUE

NEW YORK, N.Y. 10017

(212) ?5*-1504

~U~$VEb'Ar THE FEC
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AA~@*~ppEm

Frances B. Hagan, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

September 21, 1984

rr, rn~-'

, r~.3 f

0

Re: MUR 1730
Lowey, Dannenberg & Knapp, P.C. CJ1~ H-

Dear Ms. Hagan:

We are in receipt of the Commission's letter of September
12, 1984 with enclosures, and respectfully request until Oc-
tober 8th to respond thereto.

Very truly yours,

LOWEY, DANNENBERG & KNAPP, P.C.

SL: sh



'BERGEN C~4JTt ~
~ murray hill p*rkway U eas

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1730
East Rutherford mdi

Gentlemen:

In reply to your letter dated
that East Rutherford Industri~
corporation and has no assets.

Our bank account is in the nan
partnership that was organized
of an industrial park located
Rutherford, NJ 07073. The le
the enclosed sample check mdi
Park"for purposes of identifyl

All income tax returns are fil
its activities. Should you so
of the partnership tax returns

SGB/bl
enc.

WSDCIATFA
t ruther ford, r~. j. Ot7@3 39A%

iwestment developers

eau nt~iedord kdusttial park/bergen county/new lersey

4.-

September 17, 1984

Co

istrial Park

September 12, 1984, please be advised
ii Park, Inc. is only a "dummy"

ie of Bergen County Associates, a
I in 1951 and is an active owner
at 200 Murray Hill Parkway, East
~gend on the checks, as shown in
cates "East Rutherford Industrial
ng our partnerships' properties.

ed for the partnership, indicating
desire, we will mail you a copy
indicating such entity.

Very truly yours,

BERGEN COUNTY ASSOCIATES

Managing Partner

J~ :6~i 6Id3sP

- lijo
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5543/232
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115 BROADWAY * NEW V

September 18, 1984

A -~
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Frances B. Hagan, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1730

Dear Ms. Hagan:

This will confirm my oral request to you for additional
time to respond to your letter dated September 12, 1984
concerning a $1,000 contribution by this firm. We are
attempting to locate the check for the contribution which we
will furnish to you along with evidence reflecting that
Spear, Leeds & Kellogg is, in fact, a partnership. An
additional fifteen days to furnish the foregoing information
is believed to be sufficient time.

Sincerely,

6~~s.Proyect

General Counsel

/ai

MEMBERS NEW YORK and AMERICAN STOCK EXCHANGES and CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS EXCHANGE



RECEiVEDI~ Jocob6onCjddkxb &Ta~ 0 ~ ~
Redtou~ 162SmW~Stre@t -PerthAmboy 1 N.J.~P2f All: 26

201-442-4444

September 17, 1984

f C)
m

-~

Federal Election Committee
Washington, D. C. 20463 -u

Attention: Ms. Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman g2c3
Re: MUR 1730

Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates

Dear Ms. Elliott:

With reference to your letter of September 12, 1984 regarding a
contribution of $1,000.00 made by Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman
Associates on October 14, 1980, this is to advise that the contri-

I'.. bution was made by Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates which
is a partnership. Enclosed is a photocopy of our cancelled check
and a copy of our Co-Partnership Bank Account Agreement for this
account. The Federal I. D. number for Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman
Associates is #22-6205774.

The corporation referred to in the General Counsel's Factual &
Legal Analysis which was enclosed in your letter and which was
incorporated in the State of New Jersey on February 20, 1959 is
Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman, Inc., which is a different and
separate entity. The Federal I. D. number for this corporation
is #22-1632095.

If you need any additional information to clarify this situation,

please advise me and I will be happy to send you same.

rs very truly,

JACOBSON, G LDFARB & TANZMAN ASSOC.

// ffries Shein- Partner

js/bs
end.

Real Estate Since 1920
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2~ndre'~vs ~~DIark ~ ~ ~ Fl

Cc fFl F ~
September 18, 1984

MUR 1730
Andrews & Clark

Lee Ann Elliott r
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

-o

Dear Chairman Elliott:
*0

We have your letter of September 12, 1984 received September 14, 1984, acb*ilng
us of your belief that Andrews & Clark violated a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On November 29, 1982, Andrews & Clark confirmed that a $500 contribution to
the Democratic National Committee was made by the partnership.

The General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis has not made the distinction
between Andrews & Clark, a partnership, and Andrews & Clark, Inc., a corporation
licensed in New York State, both of which existed in 1980 and continue as two separate
firms.

The firm began in 1938 as W. Earle Andrews, Engineer, a sole proprietor. It
became a partnership, Andrews & Clark, in June 1945 and has continued to operate
primarily in states where corporate practice of engineering is not permitted. It is a
separate entity from the Corporation, with its own bank account.

The Corporation, Andrews & Clark, Inc., was started in 1959 by acquiring the
Wulff Engineering Company which had been formed in 1910. The Wulff Engineering
Company was totally unrelated to the partnership prior to 1959. The partnership
continued to exist as an entity distinct from Andrews & Clark, Inc. after 1959 to date.

As requested we submit a copy of cancelled check issued by the partnership on

October 13, 1980.

We assume the above information clarifies this matter.

Sincerel , -

I

ANDREWS & CLARK

mm



00cr

0 ~ 
AND 

flLK.-f~C3

PAY

70 THE ~
- op

324116032340 
3

THE CHASE MANHATTAN BANK

555 5TH AVENUE* NEW YORK. N. Y.

m:o 2 LO..O00 en: 0 1~5"' I~"0 L I.0'.E.' ." 00000 5000G."

your
lreaa complete

tear
~ig peatoratlOfl
I ui~I to
ir branch

- 0

I I OT'6021 2

~ l11tI11~ I HUQ UIQ~IIII% tI 11111NEW VgRI~ OPU~CU

-. 
3 PAVAMYS~~ 2

-. La:..' ~. -i-' me*S e*s2s.u

I ~
o.4 

0 u
CD

,. Z rri

4 ..*:~.4 .~.SV.s'~. .6.0
.............................................

V 

6***

MANDREWS 
& CLARK

CONSULTING ENGINEERS

NoD 4846



Route 30 & Oougsx R~R.ED. 2
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OFFICE OF TIlE VEC

September 17, 1984

4

14s. Lee Ann Elliott, Chairman
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: MUR'rAO
Pt

Dear Ms. Elliott: c.0'
ri k)

In response to your letter of September 12, 1984, we fin&,~.Aatr
the allegation made is without cause and should be droppe~

It is true that "Brown & Lambrecht" made a $500 contribution
to the DNC in 1980, and that "Brown & Lambrecht" was incor-
porated in 1957. However, the "Brown & Lambrecht" that made
the contribution is in fact a non-corporate entity operating
as a partnership. The partnership being: LaVerne S. and
Dorothy M. Brown, and Paul A. and Victoria Lambrecht, with
the Federal I.D. Number 36-6121390. The "Brown & Lambrecht"
which is a corporation operates as Brown & Lambrecht Earthmovers,
Inc. with the Federal I.D. Number 36-2371056.

We have long been aware of Federal Election Campaign Act, and
have never been in violation as you allege.

A copy of a cancelled check would do no good, simply because
the check does not state that this is a partnership.

If we can be of any further assistance in resolving this matter,
please let me know.

Sincerely,

BROWN AND LAMBRECHT EARTHMOVERS, INC.

4~/ 4~A~E~
Roger A. Yonkman, Controller

RAY:lc



CONKLIN,, ~ANILL & Co.
waumime "SW ~ ~ S*04AN6. mc.

14W$4J. STRtE1~
NEW YOftK. N. Y. 10005

£3135 3678540

September 17, 19851

Miss Frances B. Hagan
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 201163

Re: MUR 1730
Conklin, Cahill

Dear Miss Hagan:

This letter is written to restate that Conklin,
is a Partnership and not a corporation.

Cahill & Co.

Conklin, Cahill & Co. is a Limited Partnership organized in
the State of New York. The items in question were drawn on a
Partnership account. A photostat of one check is enclosed.

Conklin, Cahill, Inc. is a corporation formed in the State of
New York.

It is my belief that the New York Secretary of State's
office confused the two entities.

We also enclose photostats of Amendment of Articles of
Limited Partnership.

Sincerely,

John Emanuel
/ Partner

JE:ml

(4. ~:;~' ~~c ~~ t
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KELLEY DRYE & WARREN
V .AAM

S. AWUS.U~
S. SRY

.16-sm.'I-rn
U.S.- rnwAW- J, ~RLEY

WWARS S. YUTMIU.

JOOUPIG W. ORAKE. JR.
NEL I PROTO

COUNSEL

JOWN V. CAPETIA
RIONARS S. CMARSAR
WILUAM P. FOUNSHELL
AiS~6 L HARRIS
RIOMARO S. LAWS
JUUA V. PARRY
SARSARA S. SOMAST

ONE LANDMARK SQUARE

STAMFORD. CT. 06501

lieU 3344466

CAUSE LAWYORLY" NEW YORK

TELEX 1360

TELECOPIER 12031 3272000

April 18, 1984

101 PARK ~g9~i5
MEW YORK, WY WIPe

63121 ~.7M@

30 MAIN SPURKI
SANDURY. @1. 660W

303, 743.,*gg

333 #45W NAMMN~g AVE.. N.W.
WASMWTON, Sc igne

62026 4033333

100 WORTH SISCAYNE SLVD.
MIAMI. FL. 33133

2011 3736630

024 SOUTH ORANO AVENUE
LOS ANGELES. CA 300'?

12131 OSS*1300

50 CALIFORNIA STREET
SAN FRANCISCO. CA 04111

64151 0633530

I?! SOUTH STREET
MORRISTOWN. N.J. 07360

HAIHIDATE 05001
IMPERIAL TOWER

Ii. UCI4ISAIWAICHO
ICHOME. CHIYOOA*Ku

TOKYO 100. JAPAN

Mr. John J. Conklin, Jr.
Conklin, Cahill & Co.
14 Wall Street
New York, New York 10005

Dear Bud:

Enclosed are two copies of the Amendment of Articles
of Limited Partnership of Conklin, Cahill & Co. and the
Certificate of Amendment. If you approve, will you please
have both copies of the Amendment and Certificate executed
by the partners and return a copy of each to me. We will
then file the Certificate in the County Clerk's office.

Sincerely,

Enclosures

/

VI f
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September 18, 1 9851

I I

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

21
Attention: Ms. Lee Ann Elliott ;~ ~
Dear Madam: ~

I represent J & B Management Corp., a New Jersey Corp.ratio6~z2 7~-and J & B Management Co., ~ New 'ersey Partnership. I sp.cifioaLi~ ;~&; ~refer to your letter dated September 12, 1984 addressed to J & B(Ahnag~ ~
ment Company.

The contention of General Counsel that J & B Management
Company was incorporated on May 23, 1978 is erroneous. While I con-
cede that the similarity of names may create such impression, the un-equivocal fact is that J & B Management Company is a Partnership,
organized September 21, 1978 and J 6 B Management Corp., is a Corp-
oration organized May 23, 1978. For the purpose of clarification, I have
enclosed herewith copies of the Agreement of Partnership and Certificate
of Incorporation of the respective entities.

Most importantly, the check which is in issue was drawn upon
the account of J & B Management Company and as a consequence the
contribution to which reference has been made is not that of a corporation.

I trust that the foregoing is sufficient for the purpose of clarifyingthe status of the contribution and that you will see fit to discontinue your
inquiry. However, should you require further elaboration, please do not
hesitate to advise me.

Very

RO
JJN:cl
E nc.
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145. Frances 3. Hagan
Federal Election Couuittee
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1730
J £ D Realty Company

Dear Ms. Hagan

In response to Na. Elliot's letter dated September 12,
1984, (a copy of which is enclosed), I am enclosing a
Business Certificate for Partners filed in the New York
County Clerks office on April 23, 1980 for J & D Realty
Company. As you can see, J & D Realty Company is a New York
general partnership. Please be advised that my client has no
knowledge nor is it connected with in any way to J & P Realty
Company a New York Corporation incorporated on November 5,
1931.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

SGE:ram
Ends.
cc: Ms. Lee Ann Elliott

Chairman

Certified Mail
Return Receipt Requested

-~ ,r1~{1

-o h~fh
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September 19, 1984 ~ ~SlAP *fl.ahae
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JACK R. PAT~KRSON

CERTIFIED PUSUC ACCOUNTANT
lBS SUGOND SThUT

NAPA. CALIFORNIA 54556

707 asu.t@ai

September 18, 1994 ~

Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

Attention: Frances B. Hagan

Re: MUR 1730
Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Dear Ms. Hagan:

In response to letter dated September 12, 1984,
this is to advise you of the existance of two entities:
Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc. (a California
Corporation) and Napa Valley Disposal Service (a partner-
ship).

Political contributions are made routinely from the
partnership and not the corporation. I have researched
the records of both entities and can find no record of a
contribution in the amount of $412.50 in September, 1980.
Can you assist me in further identification? Is this a
combined total or only one amount? To whom issued?

I have a record of donations made from the partnership
for the year 1980, but no record of any donations made
from the corporation.

Your assistance in identifying the $412.50 in question
would be greatly appreciated.

Very truly yours,
4

~~cj/ L~I,
j

B 5/stow
Accountant

EJB:bb

'1
~r.
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~INO~ NETTER & DOWD tI4~~ AR: ~
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

Ng~3ENM SNGEN 745 FWTN AVENUE NEW YORK, N.Y. 10151
NBC WAND NETTER
NECTON @. oowo ata /486-8600
EOWAND N wN~TENS DSNUCY DEAL NUMUEN

September 20, 1984

Federal Election Coiwnission m m~. ~
Washington, D.C. 20463 C%.~ I

, .1z.. ~

Attention: Ms. Frances B. Hagan

23
RE: MUR 1730

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Compp~y

Dear Ms. Hagan:

The Federal Election Commission ten-day letter addressed
to our above client and received by them on September 18, 1984 has
been been referred to us for reply. In view of the time frame I
attempted to reach you by telephone today but without success.

We have forward to client for signature and direct mail-
ing to you Statement of Designation of Counsel.

N In reviewing General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis,
we note the reference to the incorporation of "Lawrence, O'Donnell
and Company" on August 1, 1980. That reference is incorrect.
Lawrence, O'Donnell & Co. is a partnership member firm of the New
York Stock Exchange.

However, on August 1, 1980 Lawrence O'Donnell Futures Corp.

c was incorporated. This corporation never had any assets, stock-
holders, directors or officers, and specifically never had a checking
account. This corporation was dissolved on September 12, 1983.

If, despite the foregoing, you require a copy of the can-

celled check in the amount of $1,000 made in October 1980 to the

Democratic National Committee, please advise us.

Sincerely yo

urs~~

Hector G. Dowd
HGD c S



k~t 0. ~muw

September 19, 1984

FEC~

c3cc~#47l '1
B4SEP2I P2:41.

101 V~t SSu -
MW T0. V.?. lOelS

Ms. Frances B. Hagan
Federal Election Committee
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1730
J & D Realty Company

Dear Ms. Hagan,

~"
~ 

t~r~
~'a

.O~g

In response to Ms. Elliot's letter dated September 1~
1984, (a copy of which is enclosed), I am enclosing a
Business Certificate for Partners filed in the New York
County Clerks office on April 23, 1980 for J & D Realty
Company. As you can see, J & D Realty Company is a New York
general partnership. Please be advised that my client has no
knowledge nor is it connected with in any way to J & D Realty
Company a New York Corporation incorporated on November 5,
1931.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

SGE:rain
Ends.
cc: Ms. Lee Ann Elliott

Chairman

Certified Mail
Return Receipt Requested

YUL3VUU3~
SIS) SY~.4S16
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September 17, 1984

Federal Election CoflUflission ~. i>Z
Washington, D. C. 20463 - -V

Attn: Frances B. Hagan

Re: MUR 1730

Community Development Azsociates ..r~

Dear Ms. Hagan,

Please find enclosed copies of the check in question,.
and the partnership agreement for Community Development Associates,
which clearly shows that we are a general partnership and not a
corporation.

In our telephone conversation today, I asked you
where you received the information that indicated our company
was a corporation, and to please let me know who gave the
information. Since I talked to you, I was able to finally get
through the line to the California Secretary of State's Office
Corporate Status Department (916) 445-2900.

The clerk pulled up a name of Community Development
Associates, Inc. , on her computer. This corporation is in Santa
Monica, California, and was incorporated in August 1979.

It is therefore clear that an error was made when
your department began to look into our contribution. We will
consider this matter closed.

Very truly yours,

/

Donna Sanders,
Administrative Assistant

ds
Enclosures (2)

422 Whitney Street * San Leandro, CA 94577 0 Phone: 41 5/568~~ 0507
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September 17, 1984 PHONE (404)371547 __

gqj
-o

Ms. Frances B. Hagan
Federal Election CoDunishion
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MIJE 1730
Harry J. Butler & Associates

Dear Ms. Hagan:

Enclosed please find a copy of the cancelled check payable to the
Democratic National Committee in the amount of $2,500.00. This

check was drawn on a Harry J. Butler and Associates partnership
account.

N I have also enclosed a copy of the Amendment To and Restatement of

in Certificate of Limited Partnership of Harry J. Butler & Associates.
The federal identification number for the limited partnership is

C) #58-1170680. Mr. Butler does own stock in a corporate account
called Harry J. Butler & Son, Inc. and the corporate federal iden-
tification number is *58-1021230, but to the best of my knowledge,
no contributions have ever been made from that corporate account.

If I can be of further assistance, please call.

Co Sincerely, .

(~7~

Debi T. Wilson

DTW/br
Enclosures P'4

I,
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I
STATEM~NT OF NON-CORPORATE STAT

~1.D. Pruitt Enterprises
3401 E. Thomas Road
Suite H
Phoenix, Arizona

I, , confirm that the above

ref~erenced organization is a p~rtnership. and that the

contribution in question, made in October of 1980, was drawn

o, the partnerhship's ac unt.

// ~
r) /

BY:

RE:

$ 1,000

79 6~' 576

I

- J *vi.
iJ
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OFFICE OF THE

CORPORATION COMMISSION

To all to Whom these Presents shall Come, Greeting:

I, LORRIE DROBNY, Executive Secretary of the Arizona Corporation Commission,

DO HEREBY CERTIFY that the Incorporating Division has custody of the official records

pertaining to the qualification and authorization of corporations doing business in the State of

Arizona.

Upon search of these records, our office has found that as of this date,

*"~ M.D. PRUITT ENTERPRISES '~'~

is not authorized to do business as a corporation in the State of Arizona, and has not been so

authorized in this State for at least the preceding ten (10) years, insofar as the records of the

Incorporating Division extend.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto
set my hand and affixed the official seal
of the Arizona Corporation Commission.
Done at Phoenix, the Capital, this
20TH day of SEPTEMBER

1984 ,A.D.

Executive Sec

By~v~ (r$4h~r~.i~
INC: 0052 Rev. 1/83

...................................................................................................................................



HAROLD EGROTTA
JEROLO E. GLASSNAN
HAR@LD L. HOPPMAN
MARVIN H. GOLOSTEIN
STEPHEN A. PLOSCOWE
DESMOND MASSEY
THEODORE H. EISENUERS

JOSEPH J. MALCOLM
H. JOAN POSTER
DONALD U. SHANIN
DAVID F. JASINUNI
STEPHEN S. MAYER
SEAMUS N. TUOHEY
MICHAEL SARASANDER
RICHARD J. DELELLO
CHARLES S. KIRWAN
ILENE LAINER

*N. V. SAU ONLY

GIS~TA. Q~ss~** & HOPTMAN
A 1~3SI0W& 03Q3AR@1I

C0~TWUULR4UW AT LAW

*~) UYINOWW, 4V3NUU

3~jMW3. 33W 43*63? OVOGS

(801) 555-4600

September 25, 1984

Frances B. Hagan
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

'~'88 0
84SEP~ P~: tS

NU~S~PK oppgcg
ye C~~RCE svmggt

#4. J. @7608

(8@CJ 585-SPSI

CALIPOftt4eA OP~FICE:

4400 MD*ARTMUR SLYC.

NEWPORT SEACH. CA. SESSO

(764) 5511717

REPLY TO

ROSELANDy~ N.J.

C.;-)

F?,

~J4

Re: MUR 1730
Grotta, Glassman & Hoffmi

'4

Dear Mr. Hagan:

I am in receipt of your letter advising us that you have
reason to believe that we violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, by making a contribution of $1,000 to the Democratic
National Committee which check was received in October, 1980.

You are correct in stating that Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman
incorporated in May of 1979. However, we also continued to simul-
taneously run a partnership until December 31, 1980 when said
partnership was dissolved. The statement signed by Mr. Russo our
controller was correct. I am enclosing a copy of said cancelled
check. This will confirm the fact that said contribution was from
our partnership.

If you require any further information, you may contact our
accounting firm Granet and Granet at 651 West Mt. Pleasant Ave.,
P. 0. Box 323, Livingston, New Jersey 07039, telephone No. (201)
740-1200, and communicate directly with r. Murray Granet.

Ver~{ruly yours,

L. HOFFMAN
HLH /pab
Enclosure

cc: Mr. Murray Granet
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Ms. Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1730
Stern Bros.

Dear Ms. Elliott:

Please be advised that we represent Stern Bros.
who has forwarded your letter of September 12, 1984, t~u~
f or response. We have reviewed the contents of ~ur
letter of September 12, 1984, as well as your general

V counsel's factual and legal analysis that was annexed
thereto.

rn It would appear that your auditor did not complete
his or her investigation. Stern Bros. is a New York
limited partnership that was formed in 1966. A certificate
of formation of limited partnership was filed with the
County Clerk of New York County back in 1966 and has been
amended at least once thereafter in 1974. Stern Bros.
is also a broker dealer registered with the Securities

and Exchange Commission and is a member of the New York
Stock Exchange. It has never been a corporation. It
may well be that there in fact exists a Stern Brothers
Incorporated in the State of New York, however, that entity
is unknown to both our clients and to us. It is most
certainly the limited partnership that made the contribution
to the Democratic National Committee during the 1980 elec-
tion campaign.

We, of course, have all of the documentation
necessary to verify the statements made herein. If such
verification is required, please do not hesitate to so
inform me and we will attempt to provide such documentation
as may be reasonably appro~ iate to substantiate the facts
hereinabove set forth.

ASS :mo

cc: Mr. Frank Farino
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Mid-America Securities 0-.oup m.~ ~ c~
Lockwood Management Co LOckwoOd Realty

THE IA)CKWoOD GROUP

September 24 1984

Ms. Frances B. Hagan
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W. , --- '

IWashington, D.C. 20463

Dear Ms. Hagan:

Enclosed, as requested in our phone conversation of September 21, l~4,
is a copy of Group Three Development Company's cancelled check #1209, dated
August 29, 1980 in the amount of $1,000 to the Democratic National Committee.
Also, enclosed is the general partnership agreement made and entered into as
of January 1, 1980.

Group Three Development Company is a general partnership organized under
N the laws of the state of Missouri. This entity has absolutely no relationship

to Group Three Development, the corporation registered in the state of New
Jersey. Group Three Development Company, a general partnership, was formed
as a wholly owned entity in which Joseph A. Shepard and Richard C. Mange are
50/50 partners. These gentlemen decided to contribute to the Democratic
National Committee in August of 1980. Unaware of the problems that could occur
by using this method of payment, they wrote the check out of the operating
account of their company and charged their personal draw accounts. _

'0 I believe, after a brief review of the facts, that you will be able, t~

resolve this case in the near future. Please give me a call if I can

any help.

Sincer~jLy yours, -~
A

K

Treasurer

DP/c t
Enclosures

17 West Lockwood * Sr. Louis, Missouri 63119' 314-968-2205
Branch Office: Washington, D.C.
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115 BFIOADWAY. NEW YORK, N.Y. 10006' (212)

September 24, 1984

Frances B. Hagan, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1730

~h~J

r~i
-~

~.%3~S -v -- ~

r-r
t. .., C

- ,

-. r

Dear Ms. Hagan:

In connection with your recent inquiry concerning
Spear, Leeds & Kellogg's contribution of $1,000 to the
Democratic National Committee in June 1980, enclosed is a
copy of the check and a letter from our law firm relating to
the existence of Spear, Leeds & Kellogg as a partnership.

If you require any additional information, please
contact the undersigned at your convenience.

Sincerely,

uis R
General Counsel

/ai

MEMBERS NEW YORK and AMERICAN STOCK EXCHANGES and CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS EXCHANGE
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TELERNONE 313 456-5500 345 PARK AVENUE is. msem.us.@apo.,
CASLE ADDRESS

*EAVCASLE, NEW YORK NEW Vb~It4.Y. ~O154 ~' inM
?WK 7~-5St-3S76

lELECOPIER iii ~sas*us

September 19, 1984

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

Re: MUR 1730

Gentlemen:

We are legal counsel to Spear, Leeds & Kellogg
(the "Firm"), 115 Broadway, New York, New York 10006. In
connection with your inquiry regarding certain payments by
the Firm, this is to advise you that the Firm is a limited
partnership organized under the laws of the State of New
York. We represent the Firm in connection with, among other
things, the amendment of its Articles of Partnership and the
filing of its Certificate of Limited Partnership, the filing
of which has been undertaken on behalf of the Firm on a
regular basis as required pursuant to the New York Limited
Partnership Act.

If you require any additional information in this
connection, please feel free to call the undersigned.

Very truly yours,

Susan T. Congalton
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Frances Hagan, Esq.
1325 "K" Street N.W.
7th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Your No. MUR 1730
S.K. Management Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

I represent a partnership known as S.K. Management
company, which has for many years operated in Los Angeles,
California and their address is 6330 San Vicente Blvd.,
Suite 302, Los Angeles, Claifornia, 90048. I have reviewed
your letter of Setpember 12, 1984, relating to a purported
violation of the Federal Eelection Campaign Act of 1971.
I believe the purported violation relates to your belief
that a corporation made an illegal contribution.

My client is not a corporation now, nor has it
ever been a corporation. It is a partnership that has never
operated or purported to operate as a corporation. I believe,
however, that a corporation by the name of SK Management
Company is operating in the Los Angeles area, but my client
has no cnnection either directly or indirectly with that
corporation. For your convenience of reference, I enclose
herewith a Statement of Non-Corporate Status, which one
of the partners of S.K. Management Company prepared and
delivered way back in 1982. In view of the foregoing, it
should be apparent that the Notice of violation is incorrectly
directed and I urge that you take appropriate steps to redirect
same and advise me accordingly

If there is anything we should discuss herewith,
please do communicate with me. -

Thank you for your cgu~tes herein.

JL:dt
cc: Bruce Steinbaum

~; sutyg ~sa
*d~4.WRLsK~Im r

~FL~I~

liv ILL k4IA ,QBI#
~~LKPHONE 6Ma~s$~

September 25, ~)84



STAT iT OF NON-CORPO~XtE. S

S . IC. Nana;ement Company
6330 San Vincente Boulevard
Los Angeles, California

BRUCE STEINBAUM ~, confin~ that the above. ':~f~,

refe'reflced organization is a partnershipand that the $1,000

contribution in question, made *jfl October

on t~e partnerhship's account.

V

of 1980, was drawn

Al
BY:

,t I

'a-u

'
J

Ii.



LAWRENCE, O~DONt~4ELL & Co.
71 BROADWAY

NEW YORK. N.Y4 10006

MEMUINSTELIPNONE
NEW YOmK STOCK EZCMAt4@E. INC. 552.6600

September 21, 1984

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Att.: Ms. Frances B. Hagan

Re.: MUR 1730
Lawrence, O'Donnell &

C-

Co.

Dear Ms. Hagan:

As you have been advised by our counsel, Singer Netter &
Dowd, your ten-day letter of September 12, 1984 was received
on September 18, 1984.

Enclosed herewith Is Statement of Designation of Counsel.
We understand that counsel has already written you directly.

0 Sincerely yours,

LA~e~CEO'DONNELL & CO.

V ~r4~69~4~
thur A. Ohsberg

AAO/1 am

I,

0

~i\ )

i1 A~ [HE FEC

B4UP2S A6: gO



STATUIUUT OF DBSZGE&TIOU 0:

NUR 1730

tWU OF COUNSELs

ADDR3SS:

SINGER NET'~ER & DOWD

745 Fifth Avenue

New YorkN.Y. 10151

A~ THE FEC

84SEP~6 RO: ~O
(HECTOR G. DOWD, ESQ.)

TELEPHONE:
212-486-8600

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

LAWREN4

By: /

CO.

General Par'

RESPONDENT' S NAME:

ADDRESS:

HOME PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE:

LAWRENCE, O'DONNELL & CO.

71 Broadway

New YorkN.Y. 10006

N/A

212-952-8800

Da~
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BEFORE THE FEDEa~L ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
Democratic National Committee, ) ~ 1730et al.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie w. Ezrunons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session of August 14,
1984, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a
vote of 5-0 to take the following actions in MUR 1730:

C,' 1. Find reason to believe that the followingcorporations violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a):r')
a) Spears, Leeds and Kellogg Securities, Inc.b) Community Development Associatesq~j. c) Napa Valley Disposal Service4

N. d) Harry J. Butler and Associatese) M. D. Pruitt Enterprises
f) S. K. Management Co.g) B and L Development
h) Brown and Lambrecht
i) Conklin, Cahill and Co. Ij) E. Rutherford Industrial Park 

I
k) Group 3 Housing Development Corporation1) J and B Management
m) J and D Realty Company
n) J. C. and Associates
o) Jaffe, Haft and Springp) Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
q) Lowey, Dannenberg, Knapp
r) Stern Brotherss) Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman Associates
t) Andrews and Clarku) Cohn Hochstin and Companyv) Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman

(Continued)



Certification for Z.StJR 1730 Page 2
August 14, 1984

2. Find reason to believe that the Democratic
National Coimuittee and Paul G. Kirk, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

3. Direct the Offic. of General Counsel to
revise the factual basis and legal analysis
so that each is tailored to the individual

* respondents.

4. Direct the General Counsel to send appropriate
letters.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McGarry, and

Reiche voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner

McDonald was not present at the meeting.

Attest:

~d)

Date Marjorie W. Euuuons
in Secretary of the Commission

0

C~)



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ))

Democratic National Committee,)
et al.

MUR 1730

CERTIF ICATION

i, Marjorie W. EmmOnS, recording secretary for the

Federal Election CommiSSiOn 
executive SCSS1Ofl of

September 5, 1984, do hereby certify that the CommiSSlon

decided by a vote of 5.-i to approve The letterS and

legal and factual analyse s attached to the General Counsel' s

August 20, 1984 report on MUR 1730.

CommisSiorlCi Aikens, harris, McDonald, MeGarry, and

ReichC voted affirmativelY; COmma s3joncr Eli iott

dissented.

Attest:

----F---
Date

'9, 7

M~ I JO rILe W. EmTEIOI15

&ecretary 0 F the Colmil i ~siOfl
C

~0

CO



BY 1HUMI~Y, AKX~8T 9, 1984, 4:00

~Ja~r: MJR 1730 - FI~1' ~WAL CCUIS~L'S ~CRT
signed August 6, 1984

I ap~ave the reoc~imz~atioui

) I object ~ the reocimu~atict~

c~- 3

I~te: Signature:

A ~II'IE V~E IS Ei~JIRED. ML BALLODS MUST BE SI(~ED AND DATED.

PlEASE R~IVRI CI4LY TBE BALtDT '10 '1~ CCtI4ISSIW SECRL']~ARY.

PIDSE 1~I~RI BAIWi~ NO I~ HAN TEE DATE AND T~E SID~4 ABOVE.

Fran the Office of the Oczrniission Secretary

c\1
In

N

In

0
Yq.



ENSrnVE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT 84 AUG 7 AB O~

DATI AND TIME OF TRA~S~4 ITTAL BY OGC
TO ThE CONMISSION ~/i/:9-.- ~

MUR NO. 1730
STAFF ME~Eli
Frances B. Ha~an

SOURCE OF MUR:

RESPONDENTS' NAMES:

LE~

rd)

Relevant Statute:

Internal Reports
Checked:

Federal Agencies
Checked:

INTERNALLY GENERATED

Democratic National Committee
Spears, Leeds and Kellogg Securities, Inc.
Community Development Associates
Napa Valley Disposal Service
Harry J. Butler and Associates
II. D. Pruitt Enterprises
S. K. Management Co.
B and L Development
Brown and Lambrecht
Conklin, Cahill and Co.
E. Rutherford Industrial Park
Group 3 Housing Development Corporation
J and B Management
J and D Realty Company
J. C. and Associates
Jaffe, Haft and Spring
Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
Lowey, Dannenberg, Knapp
Stern Brothers
Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman Associates
Andrews and Clark
Cohn Hochstin and Company
Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a)

Audit Workpapers

None

GENERATION OF MATTER

This matter was referred to the Office of General Counsel by

the Audit Division as a result of the audit conducted pursuant to

2 U.s.c. S 438(b).

~~i't ~
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SUMNARY OF ALLEGATIONS

1. It is alleged that 22 corporations made contributions

in connection with a federal election to the Democratic National

Committee (DNC or Committee) during the 1980 election

campaign.

2. It is alleged that the DNC violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a)

by accepting corporate contributions from 22 corporations in

connection with the 1980 federal election.

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.
LI)

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

N corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records. The

auditors' findings follow:

Contributor Date/State of Date of Amount of
Name on Incorporation Contribution Contribution
DNC Records Receipt

Spears, Leeds &
Kellongl/ 10/30/78 NY 8/7/80 $ 1,000.00

Community
Development 8/13/79 CA 7/24/80 825.00

1/ Name verified as incorporated: Spear, Leeds & Kellogg
Securities, Inc.
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Contributor Date/Stett at
Name on Incoworation
~tIC Records

Napa Valley Disposal
Service 10/1/73 CA

Date of
Contribution
~k2sA2L

9/29/80

Amount of

Contr ibut ion

412.50
Harry J. Butler &

Assoc.2/

M. D. Pruitt
Enterprises3!

S. K. Management

Co.

B & L Development

Brown & Lambrecht

Conklin, Cahill
& Co.

E. Rutherford md
(ustrial) Park

Group 3 Development

Company±/

J & B Management

J & D Realty
Company

J. C. & Assoc.

Jaffe, Haft
& Spring

Lawrence, O'Donnell
& Co.

Lowey, Dannenberg,
Knapp

11/30/67 GA

12/24/74 AZ

9/6/79

6/10/68

4/3/57

CA

LA

IL

1/19/78 NY

5/25/66 NJ

2/23/77

5/23/78

11/5/31

6/15/76

10/13/80

10/8/80

10/13/80

11/19/80

10/21/80

10/24/80

10/22/80

10/22/80

10/17/80

10/22/80

10/29/80

10/18/80

10/24/80

10/29/80

NY

DC

8/7/80 NY

8/1/80 NY

3/12/79 NY

Name verified as

Name verified as

Name verified as
Corporation.

incorporated:

incorporated:

incorporated:

Harry J. Butler and Son, Inc.

M. D. Pruitt Furniture Company.

Group Three Housing Development

2,500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

500.00

1,550.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

2,500.00

1,000.00

2,500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

2/

3/

4/



-4-

Contributor Date/State of Date of Amount of
Name on Incorvoration Contribution Contribution
DNC Records Rece iPt

Stern Bros. 1/19/10 NY 10/24/80 1,000.00
Jacobson, Goldfarb
& Tanzman 2/20/59 NJ 10/25/80 1,000.00

Andrews & Clark 4/19/10 NY 10/18/80 500.00

Cohn Hochstin
& Co. 3/19/79 NY 10/18/80 10,000.00

Grotta, Glassman
& Hoffman 5/1/79 NJ 10/18/80 1,000.00

TOTAL $34,287.50

The Comittee responded to these audit findings stating that

only one of the companies on the list is incorporated and that

this corporate contribution of $1,000 would be transferred to a

non-federal bank account. It is the Office of General Counsel's

position that a transfer of the corporate funds from a federal to

a non-federal account is not an appropriate remedial measure in

response to acceptance of prohibited contributions. Any

contributions determined to be received in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) are to be refunded in full to the contributor.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. Examples of such statements are attached.

The Committee planned to submit the remaining six statements

(representing $15,912.50) upon receipt. The additional

statements have not been received by this Office.
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Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings trout the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others shoved

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must
be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

10
in the context of this investigation.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Find reason to believe that the following corporations
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a):

Lfl
a) Spears, Leeds and Kellogg Securities, Inc.

0 b) Community Development Associates
c) Napa Valley Disposal Service
d) Harry J. Butler and Associates
e) M. D. Pruitt Enterprises
f) S. K. Management Co.

'0 g) B and L Development
h) Brown and Lambrecht
i) Conklin, Cahill and Co.
j) E. Rutherford Industrial Park
k) Group 3 Housing Development Corporation
1) J and B Management
m) J and D Realty Company
n) J. C. and Associates
o) Jaffe, Haft and Spring
p) Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
q) Lowey, Dannenberg, Knapp
r) Stern Brothers
s) Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman Associates
t) Andrews and Clark
u) Cohn Hochstin and Company
v) Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman
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2. Fir~4 reason to believe that the Democratic National
Committee arn~ Paul G. Kirk, as treasurer, violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441b(a).

3. Bend attached letters.

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

I II V BY:
D~teO~w

Associate General C nsel

Attachments
Letters to Respondents
Examples of Statements of Non-Corporate Status"



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Septenber 12, 1984

Paul G. Kirk, Treasurer
Democratic National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1730
Democratic National Committee

Dear Mr. Kirk:

~nAUgust 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that the Democratic
National Committee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General Counsel's factual and
legal analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's
finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against you and the committee. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit any such materials within ten days of your receipt
of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
committee and you, as treasurer, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



4,
Paul G. Kirk, Treasurer
Page 2

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Bagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Elliott
0 Chairman

s0

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

rn Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

MUR NO. 1730
RESPONDENT Democratic National

Committee

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that the DNC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441bCa) by

accepting corporate contributions from 22 corporations in

connection with the 1980 federal election.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records. The

auditors' findings follow:

Contributor Date/State of Date of Amount of
Name on Incorporation Contribution Contribution
DNC Records Receipt

Spears, Leeds &
KellongI! 10/30/78 NY 8/7/80 $ 1,000.00

Community
Development 8/13/79 CA 7/24/80 825.00

1/ Name verified as incorporated: Spear, Leeds & Kellog Securities,
Inc.
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Contributor
Name on
DNC Records

Date/State of
IncorDor ation

Date of
Contribution

Rece i~t

Amount of
Contribution

Napa Valley Disposal
Service

Harry J. Butler &
Assoc .. ~/

M. D. Pruitt
Enterpr ises2/

S. K. Management

Co.

B & L Development

Brown & Lambrecht

Conklin, Cahill
& Co.

E. Rutherford md
(ustrial) Park

Group 3 D~ve lopment

company "/

J & B Management

J & D Realty

Company

J. C. & Assoc.

Jaffe, Haft

& Spring

Lawrence, O'Donnell

& Co.

Lowey, Dannenberg,
Knapp

10/1/73 CA

11/30/67 GA

12/24/74 AZ

9/6/79 CA

6/10/68 LA

4/3/57 IL

1/19/78 NY

5/25/66 NJ

2/23/77 NJ

5/23/78 NJ

11/5/31 NY

6/15/76 DC

8/7/80 NY

8/1/80 NY

3/12/79 NY

9/29/80

10/13/80

10/8/80

10/13/80

11/19/80

10/21/80

10/24/80

10/22/80

10/22/80

10/17/80

10/22/80

10/29/80

10/18/80

10/24/80

10/29/80

412.50

2,500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

500.00

1,550.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

2,500.00

1,000.00

2,500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

2/ Name verified as incorporated:

3/ Name verified as incorporated:

4/ Name verified as incorporated:
Corporation.

Harry J. Butler and Son, Inc.

M. D. Pruitt Furniture Company.

Group Three Housing Development
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Contributor Date/State of Date of Amount of
Name on Incorporation Contribution Contribution
DNC Records Receipt

Stern Bros. 1/19/10 NY 10/24/80 1,000.00

Jacobson, Goldfarb
& Tanzman 2/20/59 NJ 10/25/80 1,000.00

Andrews & Clark 4/19/10 NY 10/18/80 500.00

Cohn Hochstin
& Co. 3/19/79 NY 10/18/80 10,000.00

Grotta, Glasaman
& Hoffman 5/1/79 NJ 10/18/80 1,000.00

TOTAL $34,287.50

The Committee responded to these audit findings stating that

only one of the companies on the list is incorporated and that

this corporate contribution of $1,000 would be transferred to a

non-federal bank account. It is the Office of General Counsel's

position that a transfer of the corporate furAds from a federal to

a non-federal account is not an appropriate remedial measure in

response to acceptance of prohibited contributions. Any

contributions determined to be received in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) are to be refunded in full to the contributor.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.
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Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through.contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that the DNC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Septwber 12, 1984

Jacobson, Goldfarb &
Tanzman Associates

162 Smith Street
Perth Amboy, New Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman
Associates

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for

N the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.
Ti) Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

o no action should be taken against your corporation. You maysubmit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, the Commission may find 'ro~ble 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
* please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form

stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a)(12) (A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.
For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.Eagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

r~)

N

!fl Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

C) Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 3730

RESPONDENT Jacobson, Goldtarb & Tanzman Associates

Summary of AlleQations

it is alleged that Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates

violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution

to the Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.
N During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates made a contribution of

$1,000 which the DNC received in October 1980.

N In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Barbara Sousa

0 indicating that the contribution from Jacobson, Goldfarb &

Tanzman Associates was drawn on a partnership's account.

However, according to the auditor's contact with the New Jersey
'.0

Secretary of State's office, Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman

Associates was incorporated on February 20, 1959. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



A~'~ NT OF NON~m'CORPORAT~ STATUS

~E: Jacobson, Golc3farb & Tanzman Associates
162 Smith Street
Perth Arriboy, New Jersey

*, confiz~ that the aboveI, _________________________

/ ________

referenced organization is a pirtne;ship. and that the $1,000

contributiOn in question, made in October of 1980, was drawn

o~ t~e partnerhship's account.

I

7'

N /

BY: _________________________________

Nd



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Septarber 12, 1984

Spear, Leeds & Kellogg
115 Broadway
New York, New York

RE: MUR 1730
Spear, Leeds & Kellogg

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The GeneralCounsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis forthe Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

N Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against your corporation. You may
tfl submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
~l,000 made on June 20, 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information whichdemonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 u.S.C. ss 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a)(12)(A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigetion to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact France. B.Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

n Elliott
Chairman

N

~J)

N
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
C) Procedures

Designation of Counsel StatementCopy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate
Status made to DNC



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Spear, Leeds & Kellogg

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Spear, Leeds & Kellogg violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic
National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Spears,

Leeds & Kellogg made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

IN received in June 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Steven Taplits

in indicating that the contribution from Spear, Leeds & Kellogg was

drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

auditor's contact with the New York Secretary of State's office,

Spear, Leeds & Kellogg was incorporated on October 30, 1978. In
'0 order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the
cc

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to
believe Spear, Leeds & Kellogg violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL JIECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

September 12, 1984

D. H. Riddle
Community Development

Associates
422 Whitney Street
San Leandro, California 94577

RE: MUR 1730
Community Development Associates

Dear Mr. Riddle:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in July 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



- 2-

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.s.c. sS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (P4,unlesS you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

n Elliott
Chairman

N

N
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC

~0



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

HUE NO. 1730
RESPONDENT Community Development Associates

Summary of Allegations
It is alleged that Community Development Associates violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the
Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Community Develpment Associates made a contribution of $1,000

which the DNC received in July 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by D. M. Riddle

indicating that the contribution from the Community Development

Associates was drawn on a partnership's account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the California Secretary

of State's office, Community Development Associates was

incorporated on August 13, 1979. In order to resolve the

conflict of information and determine the source of this

contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Community Development Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



*STATE!*~N? OF )~O~-cORO?:.~:E STATUS

Community Develc~ment AA~A~ ~.s5ociates
422 1~hitney Street
San Leandro, California 94577

D. ~. piddle
, confirm that the above

r~eferenced organization is a partnership. a.nd that the ~~$1,000.

cOntrjt~Ofl in question, r~ade in

c~ t~e ~artner~ship's account.

~ ~Zc~ve~ber 23, A~82

July of 1980, was drawn

Our Cr~eck No. 123, dated 7-3-80.

BY: CO!'Th~U1U7Y D~V~LO??.~N~ ASSOC~Ar~S

D. M. ?id~ie, Ge~era1 ?artner
CO!*~MUNI T~ D~VrLO?1.~I;T ASSOCIATES

* 5*

* *d.

'-4.'.

~z.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Septerber 12, 1984

Harry J. Butler and
Associates

4 Piedmont Center
Suite 250
Atlanta Georgia

RE: MUR 1730
Harry J. Butler and Associates

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$2,500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



-2-

The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (8) and 437g(a) (12) (A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



0
GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

NOR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Harry J. Butler and Associates

Summary of Alle@ations

It is alleged that Harry J. Butler and Associates violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

C> During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Harry J. Butler and Associates made a contribution of $2,500

which the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

Lfl "statement of non-corporate status" signed by Debi Wilson
C) indicating that the contribution from Harry J. Butler and

Associates was drawn on a partnership's account. However,
C..

according to the auditor's contact with the Georgia Secretary of
State's office, Harry J. Butler and Associates was incorporated

on November 30, 1967. In order to resolve the conflict of

information and determine the source of this contribution, the

Commission has found reason to believe Harry J. Butler and

Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



ST~~EN? OF NO~CORPO~TE ~TUS

r~E: Marry 3. Eutler and Associates
4 P±edn~ont Center
Suite' 250
Atlanta, Georgia

r~d*Y 2VJL4~vG~U/ , confirm that the above

referenced organization is a pir.tnership. and that the

co~t:iti.on in cuestion, made in October of 19B0, was drawn

c~ t:~e pa:Znerhship's account.

T7 C'.~j 1 ri~itit ~2?~ I '~ 2-"

S .' .1%



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Septsrk~er 12, 1984

M. D. Pruitt
M. D. Pruitt Enterprises
3401 E. Thomas Road
Suite H
Phoenix, Arizona

RE: MUR 1730
M. D. Pruitt Enterprises

Dear Mr. Pruitt:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for

N the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.
L') Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation

C' (such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, the Commission may find probable cause to believe
that a violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Of
course, this does not preclude the .3ettlement of this matter
through conciliation prior to a f.nding of probable cause to
believe if so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



-2-

The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance vith 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A)9unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.
For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4000.

Sincerely,

n Elliott
Chairman

c,~q

N
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730
RESPONDENT 14. D. Pruitt Enterprises

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that 14. D. Pruitt Enterprises violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that M. D.

Pruitt Enterprises made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC
~V)

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted aN
"statement of non-corporate status" signed by M. D. Pruitt

C, indicating that the contribution from M. D. Pruitt Enterprises

was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

auditor's contact with the Arizona Secretary of State's office,
~0

M. D. Pruitt Enterprises was incorporated on December 24, 1974.
CO

In order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe M. D. Pruitt Enterprises violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Septsiiber 12, 1984

Stern Brothers
70 Pine Street
New York, New York

RE: MUR 1730
Stern Brothers

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation

cr~ violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General

I") Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

Lfl submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



-2-

The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a)(12)(a),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

~~nnElliott
Chairman

N
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



0~ 0
GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Stern Brothers

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Stern Brothers violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Stern

Brothers made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in

October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Frank A. Farino

indicating that the contribution from Stern Brothers was drawn on

a partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Stern

Brothers was incorporated on January 19, 1910. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Stern Brothers violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Eeptezit~er 12, 1984

S. K. Management Company
6330 San Vincente Boulevard
Los Angeles, California

RE: MUR 1730
S. K. Management Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 3.4 , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Generalr') Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

N Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



2-

The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(afl4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

C,

V

N

in Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

C, Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Z4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT S. K. Management Company

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that S. K. Management Company violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that S. K.

Management Company made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, *the DNC submitted a
N "statement of non-corporate status" signed by Bruce Steinbaum

In
indicating that the contribution from S. K. Management Company
was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

auditor's contact with the California Secretary of State's

office, S. K. Management Company was incorporated on September 6,

1979. In order to resolve the conflict of information and

determine the source of this contribution, the Commission has

found reason to believe S. K. Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

Septcs±c.~ 32, 1984

Brown and Lambrecht
Gougar Road & Route 30
Joliet, Illinois

RE: MUR 1730
Brown and Lambrecht

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

N Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against your corporation. You mayIn submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now be ing conducted will be confidentialin accoidance with 2 U.S.C. SS437gCa)(4)(3) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

n Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

!4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Brown and Lambrecht

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Brown and Lambrecht violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic
National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Brown

and Lambrecht made a contribution of $500 which the DNC received

in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

N. "statement of non-corporate status" signed by Roger A. Yonkman

indicating that the contribution from Brown and Lambrecht was

o drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

auditor's contact with the Illinois Secretary of State's office,

Brown and Lambrecht was incorporated on April 3, 1957. In order

to resolve the conflict of information and determine the source

of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Brown and Lambrecht violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Septartez 12. 1P84

George D. Billock, Jr.
J. C. and Associates, Inc.
1825 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C 20006

RE: MUR 1730
J. C. and Associates, Inc.

Dear Mr. Billock:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$2,500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-

C corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. 5 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Bagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement

C)



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT J.C. and Associates, Inc.

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that J.C. and Associates, Inc. violated

2 u.s.c. s 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that J.C.

and Associates, Inc. made a contribution of $2,500 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to
N

submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether
In

J.C. and Associates' contribution was drawn on a partnership's

account or other non-corporate relationship account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the District of Columbia

corporate filing records Secretary of State's office, J.C. and
co

Associates, Inc. was incorporated on June 15, 1976. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

J.C. and Associates, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
4 WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

Septa~ter 12, 1984

Napa Valley Disposal
Service, Inc.

400 'Clay Street
Napa, California

RE: MUR 1730
Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Dear Sir or Madam:

C) on August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

N Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

C) relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$412.50 made in September 1980, originated from a corporate or
non-corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials
within ten days of your receipt of this letter.

eo In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 u.s.c. sS 437g(a) (4) (8) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless ydu notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

0



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730
RESPONDENT Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution
to the Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Napa
Valley Disposal Service, Inc. made a contribution of $412.50

which the DNC received in September 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to
N submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether
In Napa Valley's contribution was drawn on a partnership's account.
0 However, according to the auditor's contact with the California
V

Secretary of State's office, Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.
C

was incorporated on October 1, 1973. In order to resolve the

Co conflict of information and determine the source of this
contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe Napa
Valley Disposal Service, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* * WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

Septerte: 22, 1984

Conklin, Cahill & Company
14 Wall Street
New York, New York

RE: HUE 1730

Conklin, Cahill & Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election

C) Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

Id) relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,550 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Sagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
5234000.

Sincerely,

L e Ann Elliott

Chairman

C)

N Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC

'0



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Conklin, Cahill & Company

SummarY of Allegations

It is alleged that Conklin, Cahill & Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Conklin, Cahill & Company made a contribution of $1,550 which the

DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a
N signed "statement of non-corporate status" indicating that the

if,
contribution from Conklin, Cahill & Company was drawn on a

C)
partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Conklin,

'.0 Cahill & Company was incorporated on January 19, 1978. In order

to resolve the conflict of information and determine the source

of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Conklin, Cahill & Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



O~ ~OI~-CORPORAT~

RE: Conk1i~, Cahill & Company
14 1~al1 Street
?~ew York, flew York

i~ , confirm that the above

ret~rence~ org\nizati\~ is a prtne;ship.and that the

contr~buti0fl in cuestion, ~ade\n October of 1980, was drawn

on the partnerhshi~'s account.

,~ ~

BY:



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 20463

E. Rutherford Industrial Park
Bergen County Associates
200 Murray Hill Parkway
East Rutherford, New Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
E. Rutherford Industrial Park

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a)(12)(A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.
For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.Ha~an, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT B. Rutherford Industrial Park

Summary of Alleaations

It is alleged that B. Rutherford Industrial Park violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

E. Rutherford Industrial Park made a contribution of $1,000 which

the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Samuel G.

Blumenfeld indicating that the contribution from E. Rutherford

Industrial Park was drawn on a partnership's account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the New Jersey Secretary

of State's office, E. Rutherford Industrial Park was incorporated

on May 25, 1966. In order to resolve the conflict of information

and determine the source of this contribution, the Commission has

found reason to believe E. Rutherford Industrial Park violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



STATE!~~~NT 0? NON-CORPORA.TE SATUS

.. Rutherford Industrial Park
3erVen County Associates
200 i4urray Hill Parkway
E. Rutherford, New Jersey

I;. ________________________________, confirm that the above

referenced or;anization is a p~rtne~ship. and that the

cc~tribution in ~uestio~, made in October of 1980, was drawn

c~ tbe partnerhshi&s account.

v' rin

BY:
uel G. 31u~enfe1d

$1,000



* FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 2O4~3

Sept6nber 12, J984

Group Three Development
Company

23 North Gore
Webster Grove, Missouri

RE: MUR 1730
Group Three Development Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may14') submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



0
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidentiali,~ accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a)(12) (A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.
For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Prances B.Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

C!

N Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures

o Designation of Counsel StatementCopy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate
Status made to DNC



-~ *c~-~~

GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Group Three Development Company

Summary of Alle~at ions

It is alleged that Group Three Development Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Group

Three Development Company made a contribution of $1,000 which the

DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status~ signed by David K. Papke
Lfl

indicating that the contribution from Group Three Development

Company was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according

to the auditor's contact with the New Jersey Secretary of State's

office, Group Three Development Company was incorporated on

February 23, 1977. In order to resolve the conflict of

information and determine the source of this contribution, the

Commission has found reason to believe Group Three Development

Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



STAM~T OF NON-CO~POR~TE ~TUS

Group Three Deve1op~ient Company
23 N~rth Gore
1~ebster Grove, J~JO

~' , confirm that the above

referenced organization is a pirtne;ship.and that the S1,000

contribution in question, n~ade in October of 1980, was drawn

on the partnerhship's account.

-. L/oLM4~.-. /5&~

BY:



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH~NCTON. D.C. 2O4~3

St~i±ex J2, 1984

J & B Management Company
1 Executive Drive
Fort Lee, New Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
J & B Management Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$2,500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 U.s.c. sS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.liagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

/

Elliott

Chairman

N Enclosures

rn General Counsel's Factual and Legal AnalysisProcedures
O Designation of Counsel Statement

Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate
Status made to DNC



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

IdUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT J & B Management Company

£ Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that 3 & B Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

N During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that J & B
Management Company made a contribution of $2,500 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a
N "statement of non-corporate status" signed by Steven D. Klein
In

indicating that the contribution from 3 & B Management Company

was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

auditor's contact with the New Jersey Secretary of State's

office, 3 & B Management Company was incorporated on May 23,

1978. In order to resolve the conflict of information and

determine the source of this contribution, the Commission has

found reason to believe 3 & B Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



OF 1~ON-COP~POPJLTE~ATUS

J & B ~anagement Cozi~pany
1 Exec'utive Drive
Fort Lee, New Jersey

~4i~v~v~ Zr* i'~f/ei,~, , confirm that the above

referenced Organization ~S a partnezship. and that the $2,500

contribution in question, made in October of 198Q, was drawn

on the partnerhship's account.

/

V

N BY:* ~

Lfl

C)

V



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASIUNCTON, D.C 20463

Sept~rikcz 12, 1984

J & D Realty Company
101 West 55th Street
New York, New York

RE: MUR 1730
J & D Realty Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You maysubmit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation

0 (such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 4379(a) (4) (8) and 437g(a)(12)(A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.
For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 8.Nagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

C)

CM

q~m

N Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal AnalysisII) Procedures

o Designation of Counsel StatementCopy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate
Status made to DNC

C:,



0
GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT J & D Realty Company

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that 3 & D Realty Company violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 u.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that 3 & D

__ Realty Company made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

V "statement of non-corporate status" signed by Samuel Silverstein
N indicating that the contribution from J & D Realty Company was

In
drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

0
auditor's contact with the New York Secretary of State's office,

J & D Realty Company was incorporated on November 5, 1931. In
order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe J & D Realty Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



STA7E~EN? OF NON-CORPO~TE STA~'uS

RE: J & D.Realty Company
101 1~est 55th Street
New York, New York

I., I~L.i.( , confirm that the above

referenced organization is a partnership. and that the $1,000

contrib~Aion in question, made in October of 1980, was drawn

on the partnerhshiD's account.

I /

*J4~
BY: A-...

N

0

C,

4..

~0

a.. ~



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

Sept~r~ei 22, 1984

Aridrews & Clark
49 West 37th Street
8th Floor
New York, New York 10018

RE: MUR 1730
Andrews & Clark

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

q~J.
N Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against your corporation. You may
in submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
C) Specifically, please submit any information and documentation

(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

'0

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 u.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a)(12)(A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

L 'JL.~uures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



0
GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

IIUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Andrews & Clark

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Andrews & Clark violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Andrews & Clark made a contribution of $500 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Adolph A.

Trinidad, Jr. indicating that the contribution from Andrews &

Clark was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according

to the auditor's contact with the New York Secretary of State's

office, Andrews & Clark was incorporated on April 19, 1910. In

order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe Andrews & Clark violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



STA4 EN? OF NON~CO~POR~T~ S*US I
S~: AdrOWS £ Clark

49 W. 37th Street
8th Tloor
New York, New York 10018

I
I, ~4~Aw1# A confi~ that the above

ref~renced organization is a p~r~nership. ~d that the $500 ~'
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

S~ternber 12, 1984

Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman
11 Commerce Street
Newark, New Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You maysubmit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation

C) (such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. It you have any questions, please contact Frances B.Eagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

~n Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures

o Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Grotta, Glasaman & Hoffman violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Grotta,

Glassman & Hoffman made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by F. Russo indicating

that the contribution from Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman was drawn

on a partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New Jersey Secretary of State's office, Grotta,

Glassman & Hoffman was incorporated on May 1, 1979. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* * WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Septiiber' 12, 1984

Cohn Hochstiri and Company
120 Broadway
New York, New York 10005

RE: MUR 1730
Cohn Hochstin and Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
It? relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
o Specifically, please submit any information and documentation

(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$10,000 made in October 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
cr demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your

corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing th~ enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437gCa)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures

Lfl Designation of Counsel Statement

0

C,



S
GENEPAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

I4UR NO. 1730

PESPONDENT Cohn Hochatin and Company

Summary of Ah1e~ations

It is alleged that Cohn Hochatin and Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corpdrate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Cohn

Hochstin and Company made a contribution of $10,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" indicating that the

contribution from Cohn Hochstin and Company was drawn on a

partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Cohn

Hochstin and Company was incorporated on on March 19, 1979. In

order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe Cohn Hochstin and Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

S~tsi~ez 3.2, 1984

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
111 Broadway
New York, New York 10005

RE: MUR 1730

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
Lfl relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
o (such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of

$1,000 made in October 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within

C ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,

* and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437gCa) (4) (B) and 437g(a)(12)(A),
unless ydu notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

~LeAnn Elliott
Chairman

V Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



0
GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

HUE NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company

Summary of Alleoations

It is alleged that Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

M Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company made a contribution of $1,000
which the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to
N submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether

gf)
Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company's contribution was drawn on a

C)
partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Lawrence,

O'Donnell and Company was incorporated on August 1, 1980. In

order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C. 20463

Septauber 12, 1984

B and L Developers, Inc.
292 Lima
BurWick, Louisiana 70342

RE: MUR 1730
B and L Developers, Inc.

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
N determined that there is reason to believe your corporation

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in November 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other conixnunications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a)(12)(A),
unless y~u notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Elliott
Chairman

Co

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



0
GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT B and L Developers, Inc.

SummarY of Allegations

It is alleged that B and L Developers, Inc. violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that B and L

Developers, Inc. made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in November 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether

B & L Developers' contribution was drawn on a partnership's

account or other non-corporate relationship account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the Louisiana Secretary

of State's office, B and L Developers, Inc. was incorporated on

June 10, 1968. In order to resolve the conflict of information

and determine the source of this contribution, the Commission has

found reason to believe B and L Developers, Inc. violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASMINCTON, D.C. 20463

Septcsviber 12, 1984

Lowey, Dannenberg and
Knapp, P.C.

747 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10017

RE: MUR 1730
Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C.

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

N Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

I!) submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

* relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify Whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

~0
In the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed formstating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be cant i4entie3.
in accordance vith 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a)(32) (A),
unless y~u notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

(.r,
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

NUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Lowey, Dannenberg arid Knapp, P.C.

SummarY of Allegations

It is alleged that Lowey, Danneraberg arid Knapp, P.C.

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution

to the Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 u.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Lowey,

Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C. made a contribution of $1,000 which

the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether

Lowey, Dannenberg, and Knapp's contribution was drawn on a

partnership's account or other non-corporate relationship

account. However, according to the auditor's contact with the

New York Secretary of State's office, Lowey, Dannenberg and

Knapp, P.C. was incorporated on March 12, 1979. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 2O4~3

SeptinrI~er 12, 1984

Jaffe, Eaft arid Spring
130 East 40th Street
New York, New York 10016

RE: MUR 1730
Jaffe, Haft and Spring

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

Ffl relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within

m ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which

or~ demonstrates that no further action should be taken against yourcorporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Sagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Elliott

Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

in
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL ANI) LEGAL ANALYS IS

HUE NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Jaffe, Haft and Spring

Summary of Allegations

it is alleged that Jaffe, Haft and Spring violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Jaffe,

Haft and Spring made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether
N Jaffe, Haft and Spring's contribution was drawn on a

ir~
partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's
contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Jaffe,

Haft & Spring was incorporated on August 7, 1980. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Jaffe, Haft and Spring violated 2 u.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION, WASHINCTOND.C 20463
February 22, 1985

MEMORANDUM

TO:

ATTENTION:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FRAN HAGAN AN
SHAWN WOODHEA4~)
SENIOR COMPLIA~" ANALYST
COMPLIANCE BRANCH, REPORTS ANALYSIS DIVISION

MUR 1730: DNC SERVICES CORPORATION/DNC

Please review the attached Request for Additional
Information which is to be sent to the DNC for the 1984 Year End
Report. If no response or an inadequate response is received, a
Second Notice will be sent.

Any comments which you may have should be forwarded to RAD
by 3:00 p.m. on Tuesday, February 26, 1985. Thank you.

COMMENTS:

Attachment

4

N

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

RQ-2

Paul G. Kirk Jr., Treasurer
DNC Services Corporatiorl/DeRfloCratiC
National Committee

20 Ivy Street, S.E.
Washington, DC 20036

Identification Number: C000l0603

RefereflCe Year End Report (11/27/84-12/31/84)

Dear t4r..Kirk:

This letter is prompted by the CommisSiOn'S preliminary

review of the report(s) referenced above. The review raised

questionS concerning certain information contained in the

report(s). An itemization follows:

-The beginning cash balance of this report should equal

N the ending balance of your 30 Day Post-General report.

rn Please clarify this discrepancy and amend any
subsequent report(s) which may be affected by this

C) correction.

-The total listed on Line 6(c), Column B of the Summary

Page appears to be incorrect. Please be advised that

you should add the Calendar Year-to-Date total from

your previous report to the current "Total This Period"

figure from Column A to derive the correct Line 6(c),
Column B total.

-The identification of each contributor, including the

person's occupation and name of employer, must be

provided if the person has contributed in excess of

$200 in the aggregate during the calendar year. Please

amend Schedule A, representing proceeds of a joint

fundraising project, supporting Line ha for each

entry lacking a contributor's occupation and name of

employer.

Note: If your committee has made at least one effort

per solicitation, either by a written request or by an

oral request documented in writing to obtain this

information from the contributor, your committee may

have exercised "best efforts." If you believe that

your committee satisfies the 'best efforts" provision,

you should provide a copy of your solicitation or an



explanation of the method(s) used to obtain
contribution information. 11 CFR 104.3(a) (4) (i) and
104.7.

-Your report discloses an apparent contribution(s) from
a corporation(s) (pertinent portion attached). You are
advised that a contribution from a corporation is
prohibited by the Act, unless made from a separate
segregated fund established by the corporation. (2
U.S.C. S44lb(a)) If you have received a corporate
contribution(s), the Commission recommends that you
refund the full amount to the donor(s) or transfer the
funds to a non-Federal account. Please inform the
Commission immediately in writing and provide a
photocopy of your check for the refund or transfer-out.
In addition, the disbursement should be disclosed on a

supporting Schedule B for Line 26 or 27 of your next
report.

If the contribution(s) in question was incorrectly
reported and/or you have additional information, you
may wish to submit documentation for the public record.

Although the Commission may take further legal steps

N concerning the acceptance of a prohibited contribution,
prompt action by your committee to refund or transfer-
out the amount will be taken into consideration.

C An amendment to your original report(s) correcting the above

problem(s) should be filed with the Federal Election Commission
within fifteen (15) days of the date of this letter. If you need
assistance, please feel free to contact me on our toll-free
number, (800) 424-9530. My local number is (202) 523-4048.

Co Sincerely,

Robyn ~4~wr(son
Reports Analyst
Reports A~na1ysis Division
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C' £ c a~o 1.. 6D~33
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26CeD S. ~ii ta~a, &ven~e
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASNINCTON. D.C. 20463

John N. Carroll, Esquire
Democratic National Committee
430 South Capitol Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

RE: J4UR 1730
Democratic National Committee
Paul G. Kirk, Jr., Treasurer

Dear Mr. Carroll:

On July 30, 1985, the Commission determined that there is
probable cause to believe your clients committeed a violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended, in connection with a contribution
received from a corporation during 1980. The Commission also
took the following action in this matter:

LI) 1. Found no probable cause to believe that the Democratic
National Committee and Paul G. Kirk as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) as it relates to the following
contributions:

a) Speer, Leeds and Kellogg
b) Community Development Association
C) Harry J. Butler Associates
d) M.D. Pruitt Enterprises
e) S.K. Management Company
f) Brown and Lambrecht
g) Conklin, Cahill and Company
h) East Rutherford Industrial Park
i) Group 3 Development Company
j) J. and B. Management
k) J. and D. Realty Company
1) J.C. Associates
in) Jaffe, Haft and Spring
n) Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
0) Stern Brothers
p) Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman
q) Andrews and Clark
r) Cohn, Hochstin and Company
s) Grotta, Glassinan and Hoffman



S
John 14. Carroll, Esquire

Page 2

2. Took no further action against the Democratic National
Committee and as treasurer Paul G. Kirk for violations of
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) regarding the following entities:

a) Napa Valley Disposal Service
b) B and L Development

The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct violations
for a period of thirty to ninety days by informal methods of
conference, conciliation and persuasion, and by entering into a
conciliation agreement. If we are unable to reach an agreement
during that period, the Commission may institute civil suit in
United States District Court and seek payment of a civil penalty.

We enclose a conciliation agreement that this office is
prepared to recommend to the Commission in settlement of this
matter. If you agree with the provisions of the enclosed
agreement, please sign and return it along with the civil penalty
to the Commission within ten days. I will then recommend that
the Commission approve the agreement. Please make your check for
the civil penalty payable to the U.S. Treasurer.

If you have any questions or suggestions for changes in the
enclosed conciliation agreement, please contact Frances B. Hagan,

N the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4000.

U)
Sincerely,

C:,

Charles N. Steele
*General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



Napa, California

Septezuber 5, 1985
r~ r

S.

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

RE: MUR 1730
Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Dear Mr. Ste~.1e:

This is to advise you that future correspondence regarding
the aboved referenced matter should be addressed to the attention
of Jack R. Patterson, CPA, 1763 Second Street, Napa, CA 94559.

Your letter dated August 26, 1985 was forwarded to me. I
am sending it to Mr. Patterson today so that he may have it timely
for his files. Please correct your mailing address so any future
correspondence will go directly to his attention.

Thank you for your immediate attention.

Sincerely,

dv->

Eula J. Bris ow

EJB

cc Jack R. Patterson, CPA

N
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COMPREHENSIVE INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #1

On August 14, 1984, the Commission found reason to believe

that the DNC and twenty-two apparent corporations violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). On September 5, 1984, the Commission

approved the letters and attachments which were mailed on

September 12, 1984.

The Office of General Counsel received responses from 19

respondents including the DNC. Certain respondents requested

extensions of time to obtain and submit supporting documents.

Four reason to believe notices were returned. Subsequently, we

obtained three correct addresses and the notices are being re-

sent. A letter is also being sent to a postmaster seeking an

address for the fourth returned notice.

Our substantive review of the responses indicated that in a

few instances, additional documentation would be helpful to

substantiate the respondents' assertions. The documents from

various respondents were requested and are expected by

December 10, 1984. Meanwhile this Office is preparing a report

which will be presented to the Commission as soon as the response

time for the last reason to believe notices has elapsed.

Charles N. Steele /
GeneraJ~,2~unse1->, ./

BY:

Associate General Counsel

IA')
q~.

q~j.

N

0

at



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2O4~3

December 6, 1984

POSTMASTER

Burwick, Louisiana 70342

RE: MUR 1730

Dear Sir or Madam:

Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. S 265.6(d) (1), we request that you
provide us with the present address of B and L Developers, Inc.
According to our records, the address as of October 1980 was 292
Lima, Burwick, Louisiana 70342.

Under 39 C.F.R. S 265.8e(8) (iii), we request a waiver of
fees. In this connection, I hereby certify that the Federal
Election Commission, an agency of the U.S. Government, requires
the information requested above in the performance of its
official duties, and that all other known sources for obtaining

N it have been exhausted.

A return envelope is enclosed. Should you have any
questions or require any further information, please call

0 Frances B. Hagan the staff member assigned to this matter, at
202-523-4000. (The FTS telephone number is identical).

Thank you very much for your assistance.

0 Sincerely,

Co

Charles N. Steele
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C, 20463

December 12, 1984

CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

ATTENTION:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

FRAN HAGAN

SHAWN WOODHEAD4 J
SENIOR COMPLIA~6~ ANALYST
COMPLIANCE BRANCH, REPORTS ANALYSIS DIVISION

MUR 1730: DNC SERVICES CORPORATION/DNC (DNC)

Please review the attached Request for Additional
Information which is to be sent to the DNC for the 1984 New
andAmended September Monthly Reports. If no response or an
inadequate response is received, a Second Notice will be sent.

Any comments which you may have should be forwarded to HAD
by 12:00 noon on Friday, December 14, 1984. Thank you.

0 COMMENTS:

Attachment

K

TO:



*
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f~U ~ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

IWIM I) WASHINGTON, I) C 204b I

RQ- 2

Paul G. Kirk Jr., Treasurer
DNC Service Corporation!
Democratic National Committee

1625 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Identification Number: C00010603

Reference: September Monthly Report (8/1/84-8/31/84) and

September Monthly Amendment Report dated 10/17/84

Dear Mr. Kirk:

This letter is prompted by the Commission's preliminary
review of the report(s) referenced above. The review raised
questions concerning certain information contained in the
report(s). An itemization follows:

-The totals listed on Lines 19 and 23, Column B of the
Detailed Summary Page appear to be incorrect. Please

N be advised that you should add the "Calendar Year-to-

rn Date" total from your previous report to the current
"Total This Period" figure from Column A to derive the

C) correct Column B Totals.

-The total amount of contributions itemized on Schedule
A, plus the total amount of unitemized contributions
reported on the Detailed Summary Page, should equal the

'.0 total reported on Line 11(a) of the Detailed Summary
Page. Please amend either Schedule A or the Detailed

CO Summary figures to correct this discrepancy. 11 CFR
104.3(a).

In reference to your Amended September Monthly Report
(10/17/84):

-Schedule F of your report discloses a transfer of
$10,000 to the North Carolina Democratic Party. Please
clarify the purpose of this transfer.

An amendment to your original report(s) correcting the above
problem(s) should be filed with the Federal Election Commission
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within fifteen (15) days of the date of this letter. If you need

assistance, please feel free to contact me on our toll-free
number, (800) 424-9530. My local number is (202) 523-4048.

Sincerely,

Robyn Jimeso
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division

N

N

In
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

December 17, 1984

MEMORANDUM

TO: CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

ATTENTION:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

FRAN HAGAN

SHAWN WOODHEALA~)
SENIOR COMPLIAWCE ANALYST
COMPLIANCE BRANCH, REPORTS ANALYSIS DIVISION

MUR 1730: DNC SERVICES CORPORATION/DNC

Please review the attached Request for Additional
Information which is to be sent to the DNC for the 1984 New and
Amended August and October Monthly Reports. If no response or an
inadequate response is received, a Second Notice will be sent.

Any comments which you may have should be forwarded to RAD
by 12:00 noon on Wednesday, December 19, 1984. Thank you.

COMMENTS:

Attachment
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON, D C 20463

RQ-2

Paul G. Kirk Jr., Treasurer
DNC Service Corporation/Democratic

National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Identification Number: C00010603

Reference: August Monthly Report (7/1/84-7/31/84) and August

Monthly Amended Report received 10/22/84

Dear Mr. Kirk:

This letter is prompted by the Commission's preliminary
to review of the report(s) referenced above. The review raised

questions concerning certain information contained in the
report(s). An itemization follows:

-The totals listed on Lines 19 and 23, Column B of the

N Detailed Summary Page appear to be incorrect. Please
be advised that you should add the Calendar Year-to-

in Date" total from your previous amended report to the
current Total This Period" figure from Column A to

C) derive the correct Column B totals.

-The total amount of contributions itemized on Schedule
A, plus the total amount of unitemized contributions
reported on the Detailed Summary Page, should equal the

4.0 total reported on Line 11(a) of the Detailed Summary
Page. Please amend either Schedule A or the Detailed

co Summary figures to correct this discrepancy. 11 CFR
104.3(a).

-Line 19 of the Detailed Summary Page of your report
discloses a total of $970,420.25 in operating
expenditures. The sum of the entries itemized on
Schedule B, however, indicates the total to be
$972,834.83. Please amend your report to clarify the
discrepancy.

In reference to your Amended August Monthly Report
filed with the Commission October 22, 1984:

-Please provide name of candidate supported for the
coordinated expenditure(s) disclosed on Schedule F.



An amendment to your original report(s) correcting the above
problem(s) should be filed with the Federal Election Commission
within fifteen (15) days of the date of this letter. If you need
assistance, please feel free to contact me on our toll-free
number, (800) 424-9530. My local number is (202) 523-4048.

Sincerely,

Robyn Ji son
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division

C.,

V

N

In

C)

~0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

RQ-2

Paul G. Kirk Jr., Treasurer
DNC Service Corporation/Democratic
National Committee

1625 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Identification Number: C000l0603

Reference: October Monthly Report (9/1/84-9/30/84)

Dear Mr. Kirk:

This letter is prompted by the Commission's preliminary
review of the report(s) referenced above. The review raised
questions concerning certain information contained in the
report(s). An itemization follows:

-Please provide a Schedule C or D, as appropriate, to
support the entry of $3,511,270.63 reported on Line 10
of the Summary Page. Loans and debts must be

N continuously reported until they are either repaid or
settled. 11 CFR 104.3(d).

-Schedule A of your report (pertinent portion(s)
attached) discloses contributions from organizations
which are not political committees registered with the
Commission. Under 11 CFR 102.5(b), organizations which
are not political committees under the Act must either:
1) establish a separate account which contains only
those funds permitted under the Act, or 2) demonstrate

Co through a reasonable accounting method that the
organization has received sufficient funds subject to
the limitations and prohibitions in order to make the
contribution.

Please clarify whether the contributions received from
these organizations are permissible, as required by 11
CFR 102.5(a). To the extent that your committee has
received funds which are not permissible, the amounts
should be either refunded to the organizations or
transferred out to a non-Federal account. Please
inform the Commission in writing and provide a
photocopy of your check(s) for the refund(s) or
transfer(s)-out. Contributions which are refunded
should be disclosed on Schedule B for Line 26a of your
next report; those which are transferred-out should be
disclosed on Schedule B for Line 20 or Line 27, as
appropriate.



--
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-Please provide a Schedule A to support the entry
disclOsed on Line 11(c) of the Detailed Summary Page.
All contributions from political committees must be
itemised on Schedule A, regardless of the amount. 2
U.S.C. 5434(b) (3) (B).

An amendment to your original report(s) correcting the above
problem(s) should be filed with the Federal Election Commission
within fifteen (15) days of the date of this letter. If you need
assistance, please feel free to contact me on our toll-free
number, (800) 424-9530. Ny local number is (202) 523-4048.

Sincerely,

Robyn Ji n
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division

tn
C)
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/DERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~VASHINCTONDC 20463 January 3, 1985

MEMORANDUM

TO:

ATTENTION:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FRAN HAGAN

SHAWN WOODHEAD
SENIOR COMPLIANCE ANALYST
COMPLIANCE BRANCH, REPORTS ANALYSIS DIVISION

MUR 1730: DNC SERVICES CORPORATION/DEMOCRATIC
NATIONAL COMMITTEE (DNC)

Please review the attached Request for Additional
mation which is to be sent to the DNC for the 1984 12 Day
~eneral

received, a
Report. If no response or an inadequate response is
Second Notice will be sent.

Any comments which you may have should be forwarded to RAD
by 12:00 noon on Monday, January 7, 1985. Thank you.

COMMENTS:

Attachment

Infor
Pr e-G



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 204b3

RQ-2

Paul G. Kirk Jr., Treasurer
DNC Service Corporation/
Democratic National Committee

1625 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Identification Number: C00010603

Reference: 12 Day Pre-General Report (10/1/84-10/17/84)

Dear Mr. Kirk:

N This letter is prompted by the Commission's preliminary

review of the report(s) referenced above. The review raised

questions concerning certain information contained in the

report(s). An itemization follows:

-The total amount of contributions itemized on Schedule

N A, plus the total amount of unitemized contributions
reported on the Detailed Summary Page, should equal the

Li') total reported on Line 11(a) of the Detailed Summary
Page. Please amend either Schedule A or the Detailed

0 Summary figures to correct this discrepancy. 11 CFR
104.3(a).

-Please provide a Schedule A to support the entry
disclosed on Line 11(b) of the Detailed Summary Page.

All contributions from political committees must be

itemized on Schedule A, regardless of the amount. 2
U.S.C. S434(b)(3)(B).

An amendment to your original report(s) correcting the above

problem(s) should be filed with the Federal Election Commission

within fifteen (15) days of the date of this letter. If you need

assistance, please feel free to contact me on our toll-free

number, (800) 424-9530. My local number is (202) 523-4048.

Sincerely,

Robyn Ji eson
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~ WASHING1OND.C. 20463

February 13, 1985

MEMORANDUM

TO:

ATTENTION:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

N

FRAN HAGAN

SHAWNWOODHEA~Y3 ANALYST

COMPLIANCE BRANCH, REPORTS ANALYSIS DIVISION

MUR 1730: DNC Services Corporation/DNC

Please review the attached Request for Additional
Information which is to be sent to the DNC Services
Corporation/DNC for the 1984 30 Day Post-General Report. If no
response or an inadequate response is received, a Second Notice
will be sent.

Any comments which you may have should be forwarded to RAD
by 12:00 noon on Friday, February 15, 1985. Thank you.

COMMENTS:

Attachment
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463 I

RQ-2

Paul G. Kirk Jr., Treasurer
DNC Services Corporation!

Democratic National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Identification Number: C00010603

Reference: 30 Day Post-General Report (10/18/84-11/26/84)

Dear Mr. Kirk:

This letter is prompted by the Commission's preliminary
review of the report(s) referenced above. The review raised
questions concerning certain information contained in the
report(s). An itemization follows:

-The Summary Page discloses $23,954,740.56 on Line 6(c)
of Column B, but the Detailed Summary Page shows the

N total to be $23,952,840.56. These figures should be
the same. Please amend your report accordingly.

In
-The total amount of contributions itemized on Schedule

C A, plus the total amount of unitemized contributions
reported on the Detailed Summary Page, should equal the
total reported on Line 11(a) of the Detailed Summary
Page. Please amend either Schedule A or the Detailed
Summary figures to correct this discrepancy. 11 CFR
104.3(a).

-Please provide a Schedule B to support the entry of
$1,634,587.95 reported on Line 20 of the Detailed
Summary Page. Each transfer-out to an affiliated
committee must be itemized on Schedule B, regardless of
the amount transferred. 2 U.S.C. S434(b) (6) (B) (i).

-Please provide a Schedule C or D, as appropriate, to
support the entry of $1,943,297.25 reported on Line 10
of the Summary Page. Loans and debts must be
continuously reported until they are either repaid or
settled. 11 CFR 104.3(d).

-You have received contributions which appear to be
from an unincorporated proprietorship or partnership.
Generally, these types of contributions are to be
attributed to each person based on their percentage
ownership in the firm, however, any other accepted



0

DNC SERVICES CORPORATION!
DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE

PAGE 2 'p

formula may be used. Each person who has contributed
in excess of $200 since January 1 should be identified

by name, address, occupation, name of employer, amount

of contribution, and aggregate total on Schedule A. 11
CFR 110.1(e).

If your committee has made at least one effort per

solicitation, either by a written request or by an oral

request documented in writing to obtain this

information from the contributors, your committee may

have exercised "best efforts." If you believe that

your committee satisfies the "best efforts" provision,
you should provide a copy of your solicitation or an

explanation of the method(s) used to obtain contributor
information. 11 CFR 104.3(a) (4) (i) and 11 CFR 104.7.

N
-Please clarify all expenditures made for media,

advertisement, campaign ads and commercial. If a

portion or all of these expenditures were made on

behalf of specifically identified Federal candidates,

N they should be disclosed on Schedule B or F for Line 21or 23 and include the amount, name, address and office

sought by each candidate. 11 CFR 104.3(b) and 106.1.

-The identification of each contributor, including the

person's occupation and name of employer, must be

provided if the person has contributed in excess of

$200 in the aggregate during the calendar year. Please
amend Schedule A supporting Line lla for each entry

'0 lacking a contributor's occupation and name of
employer.

Note: If your committee has made at least one effort

per solicitation, either by a written request or by an

oral request documented in writing to obtain this

information from the contributor, your committee may
have exercised "best efforts." If you believe that

your committee satisfies the "best efforts" provision,
you should provide a copy of your solicitation or an

explanation of the method(s) used to obtain
contribution information. 11 CFR 104.3(a) (4) (i) and
104.7.

-Schedule A of your report (pertinent portion(s)

attached) discloses contributions from organizations
which are not political committees registered with the

Commission. Under 11 CFR 102.5(b), organizations which
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are not political committees under the Act must either:

1) establish a separate account which contains only

those funds permitted under the Act, or 2) demonstrate

through a reasonable accounting method that the

organization has received sufficient funds subject to

the limitations and prohibitions in order to make the
contribution.

Please clarify whether the contributions received from

these organizations are permissible, as required by 11

CFR 102.5(a). To the extent that your committee has

received funds which are not permissible, the amounts

should be either refunded to the organizations or

transferred out to a non-Federal account. Please

inform the Commission in writing and provide a

N photocopy of your check(s) for the refund(s) or

transfer(s)-out. Contributions which are refunded

should be disclosed on Schedule B for Line 26a of your

next report; those which are transferred-out should be

V disclosed on Schedule B for Line 20 or Line 27, as

N appropriate.

-Please provide the purpose of coordinated expenditures
listed as contributions.

0

-Your report discloses an apparent contribution(s) from

a corporation(s) (pertinent portion attached). You are

advised that a contribution from a corporation is

prohibited by the Act, unless made from a separate

segregated fund established by the corporation. (2

U.S.C. S44lb(a)) If you have received a corporate

contribution(s), the Commission recommends that you

refund the full amount to the donor(s) or transfer the

funds to a non-Federal account. Please inform the

Commission immediately in writing and provide a

photocopy of your check for the refund or transfer-out.

In addition, the disbursement should be disclosed on a

supporting Schedule B for Line 26 or 27 of your next
report.

If the contribution(s) in question was incorrectly

reported and/or you have additional information, you

may wish to submit documentation for the public record.

Although the Commission may take further legal steps

concerning the acceptance of a prohibited contribution,

prompt action by your committee to refund or transfer-

out the amount will be taken into consideration.
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An amendment to your original report(s) correcting the above

problem(s) should be filed with the Federal Election Commission

within fifteen (15) days of the date of this letter. If you need

assistance, please feel free to contact me on our toll-free

number, (800) 424-9530. My local number is (202) 523-4048.

Sincerely,

Robyn Y son
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division

C',

N

?fl

0
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NaMe Of CenWAff (I C~,itt@*I DNC Services Corporation
Democr#tlC Matinal ____________________- 

I

A. Pull Mime. Melllei~ Md'e and ZIP Cede 9 beplnyor be (mntl Amount of beb

Harlan Dia5Ofld 
day. year) Resist th~ Peeled

One Brathenahl Place, 409

iratenahi, OH 44108 __________________ 
500.00

~--~-- a--. 0 Prlsswv 0 General ___________________________

o Other (specify):

C. Pull Name. Mailing Addreu and ZIP Cede

Marcia w. Levine
2678 Rochester Road
Shaker Heights, OH 44122

ReceiPt For: 0 Primary 0 General
0 Other (specify):

0*p~ltN.meMalliflgAdd~ and ZIP Cede

Curtis McCullWU
.2697 Mariner Ave
Youngstown, OH 44505

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General

O Other (specify):

O Other (specify):

P. Pull Name. Mailing Addiem and ZIP Cede

Mary Rose Oaker for Congress
8650 Brookpark Road
Cleveland, OH 44129

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General

o Other (specify):

0. Pull Name. Mailing Addreu and ZIP Cede

Beverly Page
2112 AcaCUa Park Drive,
LyndhUrstr OH 44124

211

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General
0 Other (specify):

Name of Employer mm emw'~n. Receipt This PerIod
I day. YW)

Occeeahion

3, 750 . 00

YeaMo Oete-S I ~.. V un7i EaChtteame 01 umpuover ReceiPt This Period

OccupatIon
250.09

Fqgrwu - I..L~L...:...bi Am~uiit mE lach
Name of Employer day. year) Receipt Thea Period

~upatiOn

A.*v.! a Y..e.,re.flate-S
wee emon'~'.

Name of Employer Receipt This Period
I day. year)

1,000.00

Each

Occupation 1 25.00
Agregate Year.to.Oate-S A... -* Cal

Name of Employer Date iment". wv.~suI ~.

Receipt This Period

Occupation

£anraaate Yaar.to.Oate-S
Date (mont".

Name of Employer

Occupation

AggregateYear.to.Oat@-S

I 

7~Z3

day. year)

day. year)

1,000.00

Amount of Each
Receipt This Period

1,000.00

SUSTOTAL of Receipts This Page (optional)......................................................______________

TOTAL This Period (last page thIs line number~lY)/~/: ~7: ~/~;~/ 6 I
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G. Pull Name. MailIng Addreu end ZIP Code
Mr. David Steiner
Sudler Co.
75 EisenhoWer Parkway

~Rose1and, NJ 07068
0 General

tFor: I Primary

day. veer)

Occupetion I -
Anneanq* Y.av..n.Date-S

TOTAL This Period (last page this line number only).............................

Receipt This Period

1,000.00

EMIZED RECEIPTS

ScIJ~tter ispecuty j: 1 .- w u '-u ----------- -

SUSTOTAL of Receipts This Page (optional)......................................................I 
'~

Nemeef Committee (In Pull)
t DNC Services ~ -

A. PuN Name. MailIng Adires end ZIP Cede Name of Employer Dow (month. Amount of gosh

John .7. CarniatO day. veer) Renelos ernie Paled

3708 Nt Diablo .ilvd.
Lafayette, CA 94549 ___________________ 

125.00

Receipt Per: 0 PrImary 0 General ______________________

0 Other (specify): Aggregete 'f~ear4o.Oete-S ___________

S. Pull Name. Mailing Andrem and ZIP Code Name of Ernelover Date (month. Amount of Each
div. yew) Receipt This Period

Frances N. Carp
8221 Claret Court ___________________

San Jose1 CA 95135 100.00

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General ________________________

O Other (specify): Aggregate Yeer.uo.Oete-S ________

C. Pull Neme. Mailing Addreu end ZIP Code Dote (month. Amount @f Each

Dana Charry day. veer) Receipt Thit Period

611 RidgewoOd Road
Naplewood, NJ 07040 ___________________ 

50.0(~

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General _________

o Other (specify): Aggregate Year.to.Date-S __________ ______________

0. Pull Name. Mailing Addrem and ZIP Code Name of Employer Dote (month. Amount of Each

Chao J. Chen dey* year) Receipt This Period

3 Sunset Drive
Latham, NY 12110 ____________________ 

50.00

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General _______________________

O Other (specify): ~gregate Year-eoOete-S ______________

I. Pull Name. Mailing Addrein and ZIP Code Name of Employer Dote (month. Amount of Each

Denis T. Rice day. yew) Receipt Thu Period

3 Embarcadero Center
San Francisco, CA 94111. 100.00

Occupation

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General ____________________________

O Other (specify): Aggregate Yeer.toOate-S ____________

P. Pull Name. Mailing Addreu and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each
day, veer) Receipt This Period

Rodolfo Strauss
327 Halsoi Ave

Union NJ 07083 Occupation 100.00

Receipt For: 0 PrImary 0 General _______________________

Other (specify): Aggregate Year.to.Oete-S ___________

- - . - I .~ 1.b A~...a.m. ...* Ineh
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UPer wleWfw
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Name of Cemmittes (In Pull)
Democratic National COIIUUitt@@/DNC Services Corporation

WW.w w. m..~.wv div. warD Receipt the Period

_____________________________________________________________________________________I aadA. PuS NunS. MuilIrnS Adirom and IF USES

james 14. Beck
2400 Chestflut ST, Apt. 2803
Philadelphia, PA 19103

g Primely 1~A~e va..a,.flmmmS

I: ,wu,.w.--.- -;~'ng gv

. Mailing AUras and ZIP Cede
Brothers

115 New ST
Glenside, PA 19038

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General
O Other (specify):

C. Pull Name. Mailing Addrem and ZIP Cede

Shirley Brown
32 Suimuit ST
Philadelphia, PA
19118

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General
o Other (specify):

D. Full Name. Mailing Addreu and ZIP Code
Lee A. Casper
418 A Fitzwater ST
Philadelphia, PA 19147

Receipt For: . 0 Primary 0 General

0 Other (specify): ______________________________

1000.00

Amount of EachReceipt This Period

200.00

I__
-. I fla.. I.meneh I Amount Of Each

name 01 umpiuvur Receipt This Period

Occupation

A....m V..e.eA.flmtB-3
I -

I &a -' B..m~iip.uau 
r Date (month. I AmoUnt of Each

dey. year)

100.00

I.

O Other (specify):

F. Full Name Mailing Addres an4Z Cede
Edward Dougi aswriite~AC
1600 Market ST, Suite 3600
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General

Occupation

Ann.R9* Yw.ta.Dhse-S

day. year) Receipt This Period

100.00

Date (month. Amo~
day. year) Receiplame of Employer

~ccuPati0n

*IW wu.:.~. 7 -- - - ( ~ T
lame of tmpioyer day. year)

Occupation

mt of Each
t This Period

200.00

Amount of Each
Receipt This Period

1000.00

~ggru~ju~w U. -w--- .~ - _________________________

Date (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt This Period

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General

0 Other (specify): Aggregate Year.to.Oate-S ___________________

SUSYCTAL of Receiptt ThiS Page (~ptiOi~l)...............................................................

VVV~AI ~ ~ n a.. this line number only)...................................................

Receipt For:
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Name f Cemminee (In Pull)

Democr4tio National Couuuittee/DNC Services Corporation ___________

A. Pull Name. Mailing Addeme - ZIP Osis Name of Employer bu (month.

Carl William Struever ~ ~ ~

343 Warren Ave.
Baltimore, ND 21230 ____________________ 10/25/84 850.00

0m~

flagelotFor: OPrimey 0 General
___I-

Gene (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt Thi Period

0 Other (specify): AggrOgetOYWt@.OStO4 ~ ~ A.~...O ~. ~
ueamo ol empuoyer

C Pull Name. Mailing Addeme and ZIP Code

Don Bonker Campaign Fund for
P.O. Box 665
Vancouver, WA 98666

Receipt Pot: I0 Primary

Congr

U Ooneral

'35

Occuoation

£mpmat* Y..r.sa.Dawe-t

day. veer)

10/24/84

Receipt This Period

1,0 6o. 00

Utner impecivy,: _____________________________

0. PuN Name. MIllIng Mire. end ZIP Cede Name @1 Employer Dote (month. Amount of Each

Frank J. Na scone day. leer) ReceiPt ibis Period

westmoreland Management Corp.
530 William Penn Place, Suite 20 _____________________ 10/24/84

Pittsburgh, PA 15219 Owapation 200.00

Pot: 0 Primary 0 General _________

0 her (specify): Aggregate Yw.to.Oate-S __________

a. .8 RI I i~.. imnash. Amount of Each
FIUW Ut 5It19I~VVUJ

E. Pull Name. Mailing Addim - ~F corn

Receipt For: I3 Primary 0 General
Occupation

A.a.oa

day. year) Receipt This Period

O Other lspectyJ: ~w.ww . -.---.- - ____________

P. Full Name. Mailing Addiem and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt This Period

Occupation

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General _______________________

o Other (specify): Aggregate Yeer.so.Date-S __________

G. Pull Name, Mailing Mdrem and ZIP Code Name of Employer (Date (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt This Period

Occupation I
Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 General _____________________________I

O Other (specify): Aggregate Yeario*Oate-S ___________________________________________I
UUWIOTAL of Receipts This Page (optIonal).................................................

TOTAL This Period (lint page this line number only)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

October 24, 1984

MEMORANDUM

TO:

ATTENTION:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES N. STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FRAN HAGAN

SHAWN WOODHEAd(~Y
SENIOR COMPLIAIICE ANALYST
COMPLIANCE BRANCH, REPORTS ANALYSIS DIVISION

MUR 1730 - DNC SERVICES CORPORATION/DNC

Please review the attached Requests for Additional
Information which are to be sent to the DNC Services Corporation
for the 1984 April, Amended April and July Monthly Reports. If
there is no response to either RFAI, a Second Notice will be
sent.

Any comments which you may have should be forwarded to RAD
by 5:00 p.m. on Friday, October 26, 1984. Thank you.

COMMENTS:

Attachment
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON, DC 20463

RQ-2

Paul G. Kirk Jr., Treasurer
DNC Service Corporation/Democratic

National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Identification Number: C00010603

Reference: April Monthly Report (3/1/83-3/31/83) and April

Monthly Amendment Report (received 7/26/84)

Dear Mr. Kirk:

This letter is prompted by the Commission's preliminary
review of the report(s) referenced above. The review raised
questions concerning certain information contained in the
report(s). An itemization follows:

-Your committee's share of net proceeds from joint
fundraising should be reported on Line 12 as a

N transfer-in. A memo Schedule A should be provided
itemizing your committee's share of gross receipts from
each original contributor who has contributed an
aggregate in excess of $200 during the calendar year9
as well as the amount of unitemized contributions
received through the joint fundraiser.

You should also itemize your committee's share of
contributions from political comittees, regardless of
amount, on the memo Schedule A. 11 CFR 102.17
(c) (8) Ci) (B)

-It is not necessary for your committee to report its
share of expenses for the joint fundraiser as the
Governor's Salute Committee, acting as the fundraising
representative, is required to report all
disbursements. 11 CFR 102.7(c)(8)(ii) Therefore, you
should amend your disbursement figure accordingly.

If, however, you choose to report your committee's
share it should be shown as a memo entry not as a
negative receipt. Furthermore, the $3,000 refund
should be reported as a transfer of funds from an
affiliated committee on Schedule A supporting Line 12.



El,

An amendment to your original report(s) correcting the above
problem(s) should t~e filed with the Federal Election Commission
within fifteen (18) days of the date of this letter. Zf you need
assistance, please feel free to contact me on our toll-free
number, (800) 424-9530. My local number is (202) 523-4048.

Sincerely,

Robyn Ji son
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division

LI)

C,

C,

'0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINCTONI).C. 20463

RQ- 2

Paul G. Kirk Jr., Treasurer
DNC Service Corporation/DemOcratiC

National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Identification Number: C00010603

Reference: July Monthly Report (6/1/84-6/30/84)

Dear Mr. Kirk:

This letter is prompted by the Commission's preliminary
review of the report(s) referenced above. The review raised
questions concerning certain information contained in the
report(s). An itemization follows:

-Schedule A of your report (pertinent portion(s)
attached) discloses contributions from organizations

N which are not political committees registered with the
Commission. Under 11 CFR 102.5(b), organizations which
are not political committees under the Act must either:
1) establish a separate account which contains only

0 those funds permitted under the Act, or 2) demonstrate
through a reasonable accounting method that the
organization has received sufficient funds subject to

V the limitations and prohibitions in order to make the
contribution.

'.0
Please clarify whether the contributions received from
these organizations are permissible, as required by 11
CFR 102.5(a). To the extent that your committee has
received funds which are not permissible, the amounts
should be either refunded to the organizations or
transferred out to a non-Federal account. Please
inform the Commission in writing and provide a
photocopy of your check(s) for the refund(s) or
transfer(s)-out. Contributions which are refunded
should be disclosed on Schedule B for Line 26a of your
next report; those which are transferred-out should be
disclosed on Schedule B for Line 20 or Line 27, as
appropriate.

An amendment to your original report(s) correcting the above
problem(s) should be filed with the Federal Election Commission



within fifteen (15) days of the date of this letter. If you need
assistance, please feel free to contact me on our toll-free
number, (800) 424-9530. My local number is (202) 523-4048.

Sincerely,

Robyn
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division

q~;m

N

In

0
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 2O4~3

December 5, 1984

Jaffe, Haft and Spring
111 Great Neck Road
Great Neck, New York 11021

Dear Sir or Madam:

Please find enclosed a letter originally sent to you on
September 12, 1984, at an incorrect address, notifying you of a
violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

Please provide, with your response a copy of the canceled
contribution check to the DNC and a copy of your Company's
partnership agreement or other evidence of partnership.

If you have questions, contact Frances B. Hagan at (202)

N 523-4000.

LI) Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gen j-al ounsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gros~ aT ~~oim~&L

Enclosure
Letter
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2O4~3

December 5. 1984

Cohn Hochstin Company
50 Broadway
New York, New York 10004

Dear Sir or Madam:

Please find enclosed a letter originally sent to you on
September 12, 1984, at an incorrect address, notifying you of a
violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended.

Please provide with your response a copy of the canceled
contribution check to the DNC and a copy of your Company's
partnership agreement or other evidence of partnership.

If you have questions, contact Frances B. Hagan at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General-Counsel

BY~

Enclosure
Letter



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

December 5, 1984

J. C. Associates
1401 Sixteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Sir or Madam:

Please find enclosed a letter originally sent to you on September
12, 1984, at an incorrect address, notifying you of a violation
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

Please provide with, your response a copy of the canceled
contribution check to the DNC and a copy of your Company's
partnership agreement or other evidence of partnership.

If you have questions, contact Frances B. Hagan at (202) 523-

N 4000.
Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gene al

BY: K nneth Gross
Associate Gener 1 Counsel

Enclosure
Letter
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Hatter of )
Democratic National Committee, ) MUR 1730

et al.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emrnons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session of August 14,
1984, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a
vote of 5-0 to take the following actions in MUR 1730:

1. Find reason to believe that the following
corporations violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a):
a) Spears, Leeds and Kellogg Securities, Inc.b) Community Development AssociaLtes
c) Napa Valley Disposal ServiceN d) Harry J. Butler and Associates
e) M. D. Pruitt Enterprises
if) S. K. Management Co.
g) B and L Development
h) Brown and Lambrecht
i) Conklin, Cahill and Co.j) E. Rutherford Industrial Parkk) Group 3 Housing Development Corporation
1) J and B Management
m) J and D Realty Company
n) j. C. and Associates
0) Jaffe, Haft and Spring
p) Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
q) Lowey, Dannenberg, Knapp
r) Stern Brothers
s) Jacobson, Goldfarb and Tanzman Associates
t) Andrews and Clark
u) Cohn Hochstin and Company
v) Grotta, Glassman and Hoffman

(Continued)



Certification for MUIR 1730 Page 2
August 14, 1984

2. Find reason to believe that the Democratic
National Committee and Paul G. Kirk, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

3. Direct the Office of General Counsel to
revise the factual basis and legal analysis
so that each is tailored to the individual
respondents.

4. Direct the General Counsel to send appropriate
letters.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McGarry, and

Reiche voted affirmatively for the decision; Commissioner

N McDonald was not present at the meeting.

Attest:

N
Date Marjorie W. Ezumons

Secretary of the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Paul G. Kirk, Treasurer
Democratic National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1730
Democratic National Committee

Dear Mr. Kirk:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that the Democratic
National Committee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General Counsel's factual and
legal analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's
finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against you and the committee. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit any such materials within ten days of your receipt
of this letter.

In the absence of. any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
committee and you, as treasurer, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



9 e
Paul G. Kirk9 Treasurer
Page 2

The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

Nor your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Sagan, the staff member assigned.to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

* Sincerely,

Enclosures
N General Counsel's Factual and Legal AnalysisProcedures
11) Designation of Counsel Statement

0



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. ~flQ
RESPONDENT Democratic National

CommIt tee

Swumarv of Al1e~ations

It is alleged that the DNC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by

accepting corporate contributions from 22 corporations in

connection with the 1980 federal election.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.
ci

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the
0

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

N agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the

Lfl 18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

C) contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records. The

auditors' findings follow:

co Contributor Date/State of Date of Amount of
Name on Incorporation Contribution Contribution
DNC Records Receipt

Spears, Leeds &
Kellongl/ 10/30/78 NY 8/7/80 $ 1,000.00

Community
Development 8/13/79 CA 7/24/80 825.00

1/ Name verified as incorporated: Spear, Leeds & Kellog Securities,
Inc.
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Contributor Date/State of
Name on IncorDoration
DNC Records

Napa Valley Disposal
Service 10/1/73 CA

Date of
Contribution

Rece ivt

9/29/80

Amount of
Contribution

412.50

Harry 3. Butler &
Assoc .3/

N. D. Pruitt
Enterpr isesY

S. K. Management

Co.

B & L Development

Brown & Lambrecht

Conklin, Cahill
& Co.

E. Rutherford md
(ustrial) Park

Group3D~elopment

J & B Management

J & D Realty
Company

J. C. & Assoc.

Jaffe, Haft
& Spring

Lawrence, O'Donnell
& Co.

Lowey, Dannenberg,
Knapp

11/30/67 GA

12/24/74 AZ

9/6/79

6/10/68

4/3/57

CA

LA

IL

1/19/78 NY

5/25/66 NJ

2/23/77

5/23/78

11/5/31

6/15/76

10/13/80

10/8/80

10/13/80

11/19/80

10/21/80

10/24/80

10/22/80

10/22/80

10/17/80

10/22/80

10/29/80

10/18/80

10/24/80

10/29/80

NJ

NJ

NY

DC

8/7/80 NY

8/1/80 NY

3/12/79 NY

2,500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

500.00

1,550.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

2,500.00

1,000.00

2,500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

Name verified

Name verified

Name verified
Corporation.

as incorporated:

as incorporated:

as incorporated:

Harry J. Butler and Son, Inc.

M. D. Pruitt Furniture Company.

Group Three Housing Development

2/

3/

4/
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Contributor Date/State of Date of Amount of
Name on Incorporation Contribution Contributlo,
DNC Records Rece i~t

Stern Bros. 1/19/10 NY 10/24/80 1,000.00

Jacobson, Goldtarb
& Tanzman 2/20/59 NJ 10/25/80 1,000.00

Andrews & Clark 4/19/10 NY 10/18/80 500.00

Cohn Hochatin
& Co. 3/19/79 NY 10/18/80 10,000.00

Grotta, Glassman
& Hoffman 5/1/79 NJ 10/18/80 1,000.00

TOTAL $34,287.50

The Committee responded to these audit findings stating that

only one of the companies on the list is incorporated and that

this corporate contribution of $1,000 would be transferred to a

non-federal bank account. It is the Office of General Counsel's

position that a transfer of the corporate funds from a federal to

a non-federal account is not an appropriate remedial measure in

response to acceptance of prohibited contributions. Any

contributions determined to be received in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) are to be refunded in full to the contributor.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status* signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.
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Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that the DNC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

Jacobson, Goldfarb &
Tanziuan Associates

162 Smith Street
Perth Amboy, New Jersey

RE: HUE 1730
Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman
Associates

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C.. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

C)

I-n

N Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures

0 Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC

'0



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates

Summary of Allegations

it ii alleged that Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution

to the Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates made a contribution of

$1,000 which the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

statement of non-corporate status" signed by Barbara Sousa

indicating that the contribution from Jacobson, Goldfarb &

Tanzjnan Associates was drawn on a partnership's account.

However, according to the auditor's contact with the New Jersey

Secretary of State's office, Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman

Associates was incorporated on February 20, 1959. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 20*3

Spear, Leeds & Kellogg
115 Broadway
New York, New York

RE: MUR 1730

Spear, Leeds & Kellogg

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made on June 20, 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Bagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



0 0
GENEML COUNSEL' S FACTUAL At4D LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. ~73O

RESPONDENT Spear, Leeds & Kellogg

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Spear, Leeds & Kellogg violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Spears,

Leeds & Kellogg made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in June 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted. a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Steven Taplits

indicating that the contribution from Spear, Leeds & Kellogg was

drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

auditor's contact with the New York Secretary of State's office,

Spear, Leeds & Kellogg was incorporated on October 30, 1978. In

order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe Spear, Leeds & Kellogg violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

D. H. Riddle
Community Development

Associates
422 Whitney Street
San Leandro, California 94577

RE: HUE 1730
Community Development Associates

Dear Mr. Riddle:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in July 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accotdance with 2 U.S.C.. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)CA),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Chairman

Lee Ann Elliott

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



0GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Community Development Associates

Summary of Alle~at ions

It is alleged that Community Development Associates violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Community Develpment Associates made a contribution of $1,000

which the DNC received in July 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

statement of non-corporate status" signed by D. 14. Riddle

indicating that the contribution from the Community Development

Associates was drawn on a partnership's account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the California Secretary

of State's office, Community Development Associates was

incorporated on August 13, 1979. In order to resolve the

conflict of information and determine the source of this

contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Community Development Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Harry J. Butler arid
Associates

4 Piedmont Center
Suite 250
Atlanta Georgia

RE: MUR 1730
Harry J. Butler and Associates

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$2,500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation nov being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to b made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



GENZEAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

I4UR NO. 1730

EESPONDENT Harry 3. Butler and Associates

Swmmarv of Allegations

It is alleged that Harry 3. Butler and Associates violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Harry 3. Butler and Associates made a contribution of $2,500

which the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non~corporate status" signed by Debi Wilson

indicating that the contribution from Harry 3. Butler and

Associates was drawn on a partnership's account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the Georgia Secretary of

State's office, Harry J. Butler and Associates was incorporated

on November 30, 1967. In order to resolve the conflict of

information and determine the source of this contribution, the

Commission has found reason to believe Harry 3. Butler and

Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* * WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

K. D. Pruitt
K. D. Pruitt Enterprises
3401 E. Thomas Road
Suite N
Phoenix, Arizona

RE: MUR 1730
M. D. Pruitt Enterprises

Dear Mr. Pruitt:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation nov being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 u.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a)(12)(A),anless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



0GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RUE NO. 1730

RESPONDENT ft. D. Pruitt Enterprises

Swnmarv of Allegations

it is alleged that M. D. Pruitt Enterprises violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that 14. D.

Pruitt Enterprisesmade a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a
N statement of non-corporate status signed by M. D. Pruitt

indicating that the contribution from 14. D. Pruitt Enterprises

was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

auditor's contact with the Arizona Secretary of State's office,

M. D. Pruitt Enterprises was incorporated on December 24, 1974.

00 In order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe M. D. Pruitt Enterprises violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
,. WASNINCTON. D.C. 20463

Stern Brothers
70 Pine Street
New York, New York

RE: I4UR 1730
Stern Brothers

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatN no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe areIf) relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non~
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 COFOR. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437gCa) (4) (8) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Lfl

N Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

RBSPONDENT Stern Brothers

Suunarv of Allegations

It is alleged that Stern Brothers violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Stern

Brothers made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in

October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

*statement of non-corporate status" signed by Frank A. Farino

indicating that the contribution from Stern Brothers was drawn on

a partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Stern

Brothers was incorporated on January 19, 1910. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Stern Brothers violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



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

S. K. Management Company
6330 San Vincente Boulevard
Los Angeles, California

RE: MUR 1730
S. K. Management Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporationviolated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for

It? the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

In relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation

o (such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,

* and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.s.c. 33 437g(a)(4) (3) and 437g(a)(l2)(A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish t~e
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely.

Lee Ann Elliott

Chairman

1~)

LA

N Enclosures
in General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

Procedures
o Designation of Counsel Statement

Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate
Status made to DNC



COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND *AL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT S. K. Management Company

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that S. K. Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that S. K.

Management Companymade a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Bruce Steinbaum.

indicating that the contribution from S. K. Management Company

was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

auditor's contact with the California Secretary of State's

office, S. K. Management Company was incorporated on September 6,

1979. In order to resolve the conflict of information and

determine the source of this contribution, the Commission has

found reason to believe S. K. Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Brown and Lausbrecht
Gougar Road & Route 30
Joliet, Illinois

RE: MUR 1730
Brown and Lambrecht

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election

CM Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for

If) the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N. no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a)(32)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

In

N Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC

'0



GEt

ML COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730
RESPONDENT Brown and Lambrecht

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Brown and Lambrecht violated 2 U.S.C.
S 44lb(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic
National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.
During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Brown

and Lambrecht made a contribution of $500 which the DNC received
N

in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a
"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Roger A. Yonkman

N indicating that the contribution from Brown and Lambrecht was
drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

C)
auditor's contact with the Illinois Secretary of State's office,
Brown and Lambrecht was incorporated on April 3, 1957. In order

to resolve the conflict of information and determine the source
of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Brown and Lambrecht violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHgNCTON, D.C. 2O4~3

Conklin, Cahill & Company
14 Wall Street
Mew York, New York

RE: MUR 1730
Conklin, Cahill & Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

10 relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,550 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



-2-

The investigation nov being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A),un3ess you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.Sagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Lfl

N Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures

C, Designation of Counsel StatementCopy of Respondent's Statement of Won-Corporate
Status made to DNC



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Conklin, Cahill & Company

Summary of Alleaat ions

It is alleged that Conklin, Cahill & Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Conklin, Cahill & Company made a contribution of $1,550 which the

DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a
N signed "statement of non-corporate status" indicating that the

,r)
contribution from Conklin, Cahill & Company was drawn on a

CT)
partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Conklin,

Cahill & Company was incorporated on January 19, 1978. In order

to resolve the conflict of information and determine the source

of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Conklin, Cahill & Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

B. Rutherford Industrial Park
Bergen County Associates
200 Murray Hill Parkway
East Rutherford, Mew Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
E. Rutherford Industrial Park

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 u.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('~the Act). The General

LA Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

q~.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

'.0
In the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



0
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 u.S.c. SS 437g(a) (4) (8) and 437g(a) (12) (A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.
For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 8.Ha staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

L4')

N Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT E. Rutherford Industrial Park

Swuuary of Allegations

it is alleged that E. Rutherford Industrial Park violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Comittee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

E. Rutherford Industrial Park made a contribution of $1,000 which.

U) the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a
N "statement of non-corporate status" signed by Samuel G.

Is)
Blumenfeld indicating that the contribution from E. Rutherford

0
Industrial Park was drawn on a partnership's account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the New Jersey Secretary

'0 of State's office, E. Rutherford Industrial Park was incorporated

on May 25, 1966. In order to resolve the conflict of information

and determine the source of this contribution, the Commission has

found reason to believe E. Rutherford Industrial Park violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



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

Group Three Development
Company

23 North Gore
Webster Grove, Missouri

RE: MUR 1730
Group Three Development Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commissiondetermined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal ElectionCampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The GeneralCounsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis forthe Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

N. Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against your corporation. You mayIn submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.Specifically, please submit any information and documentation(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials withinten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information whichdemonstrates that no further action should be taken against yourcorporation, the Commission may find probable cause to believethat a violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation. Ofcourse, this does not preclude the settlement of this matter
through conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to
believe if so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed formstating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive anynotifications and other communications from the Commission.



The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance vith 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)CA),
unitRi you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Ha~an, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)

-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

[a.,

r,#)

Lfl

N Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysislit) Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC

'0
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Group Three Development Company

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Group Three Development Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analvsis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Group

Three Development Company made a contribution of $1,000 which the

DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

statement of non-corporate status signed by David K. Papke

indicating that the contribution from Group Three Development

Company was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according

to. the auditor's contact with the New Jersey Secretary of State's

office, Group Three Development Company was incorporated on

February 23, 1977. In order to resolve the conflict of

information and determine the source of this contribution, the

Commission has found reason to believe Group Three Development

Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

3 & B Management Company
1 Executive Drive
Fort Lee, New Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
J & B Management Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for

V? the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

It) relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$2,500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in RQcor~ance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A),unless you notify the Ccsmission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Ha staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Lfl

N Enclosures
Lfl General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC

'0



0
GBNEML COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

NOR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT 3 & S Management Company

Summary of AlleQat ions

It is alleged that 3 & B Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that 3 & B

Management Company made a contribution of $2,500 which the DNC

gj~ received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

N "statement of non-corporate status" signed by Steven D. Klein

to
indicating that the contribution from J & B Management Company

0
was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

C- auditor's contact with the New Jersey Secretary of State's

'0 office, J & B Management Company was incorporated on May 23,

1978. In order to resolve the conflict of information and

determine the source of this contribution, the Commission has

found reason to believe J & B Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

3 & D Realty Company
101 West 55th Street
New York, New York

RE: I4UR 1730
3 & D Realty Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for

in the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation

C) (such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a)C12)(P4,
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Ha an, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Z4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT 3 & D Realty Company

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that 3 & D Realty Company violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that 3 & D

Realty Company made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

statement of non-corporate status signed by Samuel Silverstein

indicating that the contribution from 3 & D Realty Company was

drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

auditor's contact with the New York Secretary of State's office,

3 & D Realty Company was incorporated on November 5, 1931. In

order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe 3 & D Realty Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Andrews & Clark
49 West 37th Street
8th Floor
New York, New York 10018

RE: MUR 1730
Andrews & Clark

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General

If) Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

I-fl submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 u.S.c. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

ISIUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Andrews & Clark

Summary of Allegations
it is alleged that Andrews & Clark violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic
National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal AnalYsis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Andrews & Clark made a contribution of $500 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Adolph A.
Trinidad, Jr. indicating that the contribution from Andrews &

Clark was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according
C,

to the auditor's contact with the New York Secretary of State's

office, Andrews & Clark was incorporated on April 19, 1910. In

order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe Andrews & Clark violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

Grotta, Glasaman & Hoffman
11 Commerce Street
Newark, New Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act'). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
10 relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

".0 In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confid.ntialin accordance with 2 u.S.c.ss 437gCa) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A),unless you notify the Commission ira writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.Sagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Lfl

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
Copy of Respondent's Statement of Non-Corporate

Status made to DNC
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR 30. 1730

RESPONDENT Grotta, Glassuan & Hoffman

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Grotta, Glasaman & Hoffman violated
2 u.S.c. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Grotta,

Glassman & Hoffman made a contribution of ~lOO0 which the DNC

LI) received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings9 the DNC submitted a

"statement of non~corporate status" signed by F. Russo indicating
LI) that the contribution from Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman was drawn
0

on a partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New Jersey Secretary of State's office, Grotta,

Glassman & Hoffman was incorporated on May 1, 1979. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3.

Cohn Hochatin and Company
120 Broadway
New York, Rev York 10005

RE: MUR 1730
Cohn Hochstin and Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for

LI') the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

Lfl relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation

C) (such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$10,000 made in October 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



The investigation now being conducted viii be confAd~ntial
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437gCaU4)CB) and 437g(a)(12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you vish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 5.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

V
In

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N. Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

C)



GENh~ COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Cohn Hochatin and Company

Swumarv of Allegations

It is alleged that Cohn Hochatin and Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Cohn

Hochstin and Company made a contribution of $10,000 which the DNC

If) received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" indicating that the
LI)

contribution from Cohn Hochstin and Company was drawn on a
0

partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Cohn

'0 Hochstin and Company was incorporated on on March 19, 1979. In

order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe Cohn Hochstin and Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



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

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
111 Broadway
New York, New York 10005

~E: MUR 1730

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of l~7l, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for

Lf) the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired.. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
* please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form

stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



-2-

The investigation nov being conducted viii be oonft4ential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g&~l2~A,
unless you notify the Commission in vilting that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures ~or handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Nagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

/11

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N. Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

Lfl

C)
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GENEk~L COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

INSPONDENT Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company

SummarY of Allegations

It is alleged that Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company made a contribution of $1,000

3f) which the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company's contribution was drawn on a
C)

partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Lawrence,

O'Donnell and Company was incorporated on August 1, 1980. In

order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

B and L Developers, Inc.
292 Lima
Burvick, Louisiana 70342

RE: MUR 1730
B and L Developers, Inc.

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election

~fl Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

~.f) relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in November 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



0
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The investigation nov beii~g conducted will be cant ideu~tial
in acoordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 4379(a) (12) (a),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 5.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

V
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENEPAAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

IIUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT B and L Developers, Inc.

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that B and L Developers, Inc. violated

2 U.S.C. S 44lb(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that B and L

Developers, Inc. made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in November 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether

B & L Developers' contribution was drawn on a partnership's

account or other non-corporate relationship account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the Louisiana Secretary

of State's office, B and L Developers, Inc. was incorporated on

June 10, 1968. In order to resolve the conflict of information

and determine the source of this contribution, the Commission has

found reason to believe B and L Developers, Inc. violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Lowey, Dannenberg arid
Knapp, P.C.

747 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10017

RE: MUR 1730

Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C.

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
In accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information9 we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Lowey, Darinenberg and Knapp, P.C.

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Lowey, Daranenberg arid Knapp, P.C.

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution

to the Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis arid Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Lowey,

Dannenberg and KnaPp, P.C. made a contribution of $1,000 which

the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a "statement of non-corpbrate status' indicating whether

Lowey, Dannenberg, and Knapp's contribution was drawn on a

partnership's account or other non-corporate relationship

account. However, according to the auditor's contact with the

New York Secretary of State's office, Lowey, Dannenberg and

Knapp, P.C. was incorporated on March 12, 1979. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3

Jaffe, Haft and Spring
130 East 40th Street
New York, New York 10016

RE: Z.IUR 1730
Jaffe, Raft and Spring

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



The investigation now being conducted viii be confidential
in aoo@~4ance with 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

'
~0

Lfl
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

In

C,



*GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

MUR NO. 17.~
RESPONDENT Jaffe, Raft and Spring

Sumarv of Allegations

It is alleged that Jaffe, Raft and Spring violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Jaffe,

Haft and Spring made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

Lfl In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether
r~.

Jaffe, Haft and Spring's contribution was drawn on a
In

partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Jaffe,

Haft & Spring was incorporated on August 7, 1980. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Jaffe, Haft and Spring violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

George D. Billock, Jr.
J. C. and Associates, Inc.
1825 K Street, LW.
Washington, D.C 20006

RE: MUR 1730
J. C. and Associates, Inc.

Dear Mr. Billock:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation

%t) violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

5% Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$2,500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-

C, corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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Who investigation now being conducted will be confidential
'in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lf)

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

C)



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT J.C. and Associates, Inc.

Swmmarv of Allegations

It is alleged that J.C. and Associates, Inc. violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that J.C.

and Associates, Inc. made a contribution of $2,500 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether

J.C. and Associates' contribution was drawn on a partnership's

account or other non-corporate relationship account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the District of Columbia

corporate filing records Secretary of State's office, J.C. and

Associates, Inc. was incorporated on June 15, 1976. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

J.C. and Associates, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Napa Valley Disposal
Service, Inc.

400 Clay Street
Napa, California

RE: MUR 1730
Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation

~0 violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General

LA Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$412.50 made in September 1980, originated from a corporate or

C non-corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials
within ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed formstating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,

and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation nov being conducted viii be confidential
in accordance with 2 u.s.c. ss 437g(a)(4)(S) and 437gCa) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you vish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, ye have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

('I
~0

Lfl
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

m



GEN*L COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LIAL ANALYS IS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution

to the Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Napa

Valley Disposal Service, Inc. made a contribution of $412.50

which the DNC received in September 1980.
Lf)

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

N submit a statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether
Lfl Napa Valley's contribution was drawn on a partnership's account.

However, according to the auditor's contact with the California

Secretary of State's office, Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

was incorporated on October 1, 1973. In order to resolve the

conflict of information and determine the source of this

contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe Napa

Valley Disposal Service, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

4< a,..~

August 20, 1984

MEIORANDUM

TO The Commission

FROM : Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counse

SUBJECT: MUR 1730

Attached are redrafted legal and factual analyses in
accordance with the Commission's decision in its executive session
of August 14, 1984.

N The Office of General Counsel recommends the approval of the
attached letters and legal and factual analyses.

C)

Attachments
Letters
Factual and Legal Analyses

COMMTS~1~ SECRETARY

84AUC2 0 p4:95



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
wAsHgNCTON* D.C. 20*3

U-
Paul G. Kirk, Treasurer
Democratic National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, LW.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1730
Democratic National Committee

Dear Mr. Kirk:

QnAUgUSt 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that the Democratic
National Committee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of

Lfl 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General Counsel's factual and
legal analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's
finding, is attached for your information.

N Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

no action should be taken against you and the committee. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit any such materials within ten days of your receipt
of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
committee and you, as treasurer, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



0
Paul 0. Kirk, Treasurer

Page 2

The investigation now being conducted will be conf dential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (8) and 437gca) (12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Nagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

N

Lfl

Enclosures
N General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

Procedures
If) Designation of Counsel Statement

C
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT flnn~i~a~.ional

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that the DNC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by

accepting corporate contributions from 22 corporations in

connection with the 1980 federal election.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.
r~)

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

N agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar
"A

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records. The
C-'

auditors' findings follow:

Contributor Date/State of Date of Amount of
Name on Incorporation Contribution Contribution
DNC Records Receipt

Spears, Leeds &
KellongI! 10/30/78 NY 8/7/80 $ 1,000.00

Community
Development 8/13/79 CA 7/24/80 825.00

1/ Name verified as incorporated: Spear, Leeds & Kellog Securities,
Inc.
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Contributor Date/State of
wane on Incorporation
DNC Records

Napa Valley Disposal 10/1/73 CA
Service

Date of
Contribution

Rece i~t

9/29/80

Amount of
Contr ibtat ion

412.50

Harry J. Butler &
Assoc .Y

M. D. Pruitt
Znterpr isesi/

S. K. Management
Co.

B & L Development

Brown & Lambrecht

Conklin, Cahill
&Co.

E. Rutherford md
(ustrial) Park

Group3D~elopment

In
J & B Management

J & D Realty
Company

'13 ~* C* & Assoc.

Jaffe, Haft
& Spring

Lawrence, O'Donnell
& Co.

Lowey, Dannenberg,
Knapp

11/30/67 GA

12/24/74 AS

9/6/79

6/10/68

4/3/57

CA

LA

IL

1/19/78 NY

5/25/66 NJ

2/23/77

5/23/78

11/5/31

6/15/76

10/13/ 80

10/8/80

10/13/80

11/19/80

10/21/80

10/24/80

10/22/80

10/22/80

10/17/80

10/22/80

10/29/80

10/18/80

10/24/80

10/29/80

NJ

NJ

NY

DC

8/7/80 NY

8/1/80 NY

3/12/79 NY

2,500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

500.00

1,550.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

2,500.00

1,000.00

2,500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

Name verified

Name verified

Name verified
Corporation.

as

as

as

incorporated:

incorporated:

incorporated:

Harry J. Butler and Son, Inc.

M. D. Pruitt Furniture Company.

Group Three Housing Development

2/

3/

4/
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Contributor Date/State of Date of Amount of
Name on ___________

DNC Records Contribution Contribution

Stern Bros. 1/19/10 NY 10/24/80 1,000.00

Jacobson, Goldfarb
& Tanzman 2/20/59 NJ 10/25/80 1,000.00

Andrews & Clark 4/19/10 NY 10/18/80 500.00

Cohn Hochatin
& Co. 3/19/79 NY 10/18/80 10,000.00

Grotta, Glasaman
& Hoffman 5/1/79 NJ 10/18/80 1,000.00

TOTAL $34,287.50

The Committee responded to these audit findings stating that

only one of the companies on the list is incorporated and that

this corporate contribution of $1,000 would be transferred to a

non-federal bank account. It is the Office of General Counsel's

position that a transfer of the corporate funds from a federal to

a non-federal account is not an appropriate remedial measure in

response to acceptance of prohibited contributions. Any

contributions determined to be received in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) are to be refunded in full to the contributor.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.
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Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

informatiOn, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that the DNC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

D. N. Riddle
Community Development
Associates

422 Whitney Street
San Leandro, California 94577

RE: HUE 1730
Community Development Associates

Dear Mr. Riddle:
N

on August .14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
N determined that there is reason to believe your corporation

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

N
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in July 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account.' Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

Co
In the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A)1
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Couaunity Development Associates

SummarY of Allegations

It is alleged that Community Development Associates violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Community Develpment Associates made a contribution of $1,000

which the DNC received in July 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by D. M. Riddle

indicating that the contribution from the Community Development

Associates was drawn on a partnership's account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the California Secretary

of State's office, Community Development Associates was

incorporated on August 13, 1979. In order to resolve the

conflict of information and determine the source of this

contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Community Development Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Napa Valley Disposal
Service, Inc.

400 Clay Street
Napa, California

RE: HUR 1730
Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

N Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$412.50 made in September 1980, originated from a corporate or
non-corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials
within ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation nov being conducted will be Qonfidential
in accordance vith 2 u.S.c. SS 437g(a)(4)(3) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

It)

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

NUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution

to the Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Napa

Valley Disposal Service, Inc. made a contribution of $412.50

which the DNC received in September 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether

Napa Valley's contribution was drawn on a partnership's account.

However, according to the auditor's contact with the California

Secretary of State's office, Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

was incorporated on October 1, 1973. In order to resolve the

conflict of information and determine the source of this

contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe Napa

Valley Disposal Service, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

Spear, Leeds & Kellogg
115 Broadway
New York, New York

RE: IIUR 1730
Spear, Leeds & Kellogg

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made on June 20, 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired.' See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A)9
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information9 we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Sagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENRUAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

blUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Spear, Leeds & Kellogg

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Spear, Leeds & Kellogg violated 2 u.s.c.
S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic
National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Spears,

Leeds & Kellogg made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in June 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Steven Taplits

indicating that the contribution from Spear, Leeds & Kellogg was

drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

auditor's contact with the New York Secretary of State's office,

Spear, Leeds & Kellogg was incorporated on October 30, 1978. In

order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe Spear, Leeds & Kellogg violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 30*3

Harry 3. Butler and
Associates

4 Piedmont Center
Suite 250
Atlanta Georgia

RE: MUR 1730
Harry 3. Butler and Associates

Dear Sir or Madam:
'p

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$2,500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

0:)
In the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation nov being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

N

cr~

In
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENflAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

ISIUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Harry 3. Butler and Associates

Swumarv of Alleaations

It is alleged that Harry 3. Butler and Associates violated

2 U.s.c. s 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Harry 3. Butler and Associates made a contribution of $2,500
which the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

N "statement of non-corporate status" signed by Debi Wilson

indicating that the contribution from Harry 3. Butler and
C-)

Associates was drawn on a partnership's account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the Georgia Secretary of

State's office, Harry J. Butler and Associates was incorporated

on November 30, 1967. In order to resolve the conflict of

information and determine the source of this contribution, the

Commission has found reason to believe Harry 3. Butler and

Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



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

N. D. Pruitt
N. D. Pruitt Enterprises
3401 E. Thomas Road
Suite H
Phoenix, Arizona

RE: MUR 1730
N. D. Pruitt Enterprises

Dear Mr. Pruitt:

on August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in acoordance with 2 u.s.c. ss 437g(a (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commissi~on in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission'a procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Lfl
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT N. D. Pruitt Enterprises

Summary of Alleaations

It is alleged that K. D. Pruitt Enterprises violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that N. D.

Pruitt Enterprises made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status signed by M. D. Pruitt

indicating that the contribution from M. D. Pruitt Enterprises

was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

auditor's contact with the Arizona Secretary of State's office,

M. D. Pruitt Enterprises was incorporated on December 24, 1974.

In order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe M. D. Pruitt Enterprises violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



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

Stern Brothers
70 Pine Street
New York, New York

RE: ?4UR 1730
Stern Brothers

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

o Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
cc~ demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your

corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 COFOR. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted viii be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a)(12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

U)
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Stern Brothers

SummarY of AlleQations

It is alleged that Stern Brothers violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Stern

Brothers made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in
October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Frank A. Farino
N

indicating that the contribution from Stern Brothers was drawn on

a partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Stern

Brothers was incorporated on January 19, 1910. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Stern Brothers violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 2O4~3

S. K. Management Company
6330 San Vincente loulevard
Los Angeles, California

RE: MUR 1730
S. K. Management Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14 , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporationviolated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election

Cs Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act'). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatr~. no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within

0 ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.s.c. SI 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Bagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

'C
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General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N Procedures

Lfl Designation of Counsel Statement

C,



GENEI~ COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEfL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT S. K. Management Company

Summary of Alleaations

It is alleged that S. K. Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 44lb(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that S. K.
N. Management Company made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

N "statement of non-corporate status" signed by Bruce Steinbaum

indicating that the contribution from S. K. Management Company

C)
was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the
auditor's contact with the California Secretary of State's

office, S. K. Management Company was incorporated on September 6,

1979. In order to resolve the conflict of information and

determine the source of this contribution, the Commission has

found reason to believe S. K. Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20*3

Brown and Lambrecht
Gougar Road & Route 30
Joliet, Illinois

RE: MUR 1730
Brown and Lambrecht

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatN.. no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
in submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
cr~ demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your

corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 u.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Sagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

LI)
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Brown arid Lambrecht

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Brown and Lambrecht violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Brown

and Lambrecht made a contribution of $500 which the DNC received

in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Roger A. Yonkman
N indicating that the contribution from Brown and Lambrecht was

In
drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the
auditor's contact with the Illinois Secretary of State's office,

Brown and Lambrecht was incorporated on April 3, 1957. In order
to resolve the conflict of information and determine the source

of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Brown and Lambrecht violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Conklin, Cahill & Company
14 Wall Street
New York, New York

RE: HUE 1730
Conklin, Cahill & Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election

0 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act'). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N. no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
rn submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,550 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a)(12) CA),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Sagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

C'

C~)

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
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Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

ISIUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Conklin, Cahill & Company

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Conklin, Cahill & Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee CDNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Conklin, Cahill & Company made a contribution of $1,550 which the

DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a
N signed "statement of non-corporate status" indicating that the

contribution from Conklin, Cahill & Company was drawn on a
C,

partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Conklin,

Cahill & Company was incorporated on January 19, 1978. In order

to resolve the conflict of information and determine the source

of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Conklin, Cahill & Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

E. Rutherford Industrial Park
Bergen County Associates
200 Murray Hill Parkway
East Rutherford, New Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
E. Rutherford Industrial Park

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation

C) violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, whichformed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

N Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



.2-

The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
In accordance with 2 u.s.c. ss 437g(a)(4)CB) and 437g(a)(12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

C)

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

1%. Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

C,
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. ]2I~
RESPONDENT 3. Rutherford Industrial Park

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that E. Rutherford Industrial Park violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

E. Rutherford Industrial Park made a contribution of $1,000 which

the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a
N

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Samuel G.
rn

Blumenfeld indicating that the contribution from E. Rutherford

Industrial Park was drawn on a partnership's account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the New Jersey Secretary

of State's office, E. Rutherford Industrial Park was incorporated

on May 25, 1966. In order to resolve the conflict of information

and determine the source of this contribution, the Commission has

found reason to believe E. Rutherford Industrial Park violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

Group Three Development
Company

23 North Gore
Webster Grove, Missouri

RE: MUR 1730

Group Three Development Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation

CT' violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The GeneralCounsel's factual and legal analysis, which. formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-

CT) corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confldential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. ss 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Prances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

C)



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 17I~
RESPONDENT Group Three Development Company

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Group Three Development Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Group

Three Development Company made a contribution of $1,000 which the

DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a
N

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by David K. Papke
In

indicating that the contribution from Group Three Development

Company was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according

to the auditor's contact with the New Jersey Secretary of State's

office, Group Three Development Company was incorporated on
O~)

February 23, 1977. In order to resolve the conflict of

information and determine the source of this contribution, the

Commission has found reason to believe Group Three Development

Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

3 & B Management Company
1 Executive Drive
Fort Lee, New Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
3 & B Management Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
* no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

o Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$2,500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

'I,
In the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT 3 & B Management Company

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that 3 & B Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. s 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that 3 & B

Management Company made a contribution of $2,500 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Steven D. Klein

indicating that the contribution from 3 & B Management Company

was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according to the

auditor's contact with the New Jersey Secretary of State's

office, J & B Management Company was incorporated on May 23,

1978. In order to resolve the conflict of information and

determine the source of this contribution, the Commission has

found reason to believe 3 & B Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20443

J & D Realty Company
101 West 55th Street
New York, New York

RE: MUR 1730
J & D Realty Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation

C) (such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation nov being conducted wifl be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. ss 437g(a)(4) (B) and 437g(a)C12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Prances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

~0
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENERAL COUNSEL' 
S FACTUAL AND L~L 

ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPOIIDENT 3 & D RealtY Company

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that 
3 & D RealtY Company 

violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited 
contribution to the 

Democratic

National Committee 
(DNC) during the 

1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal AnalysiS

2 U.S.C. S 44lb(a) 
prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions 
in connection with 

federal elections.

During the audit 
of the DNC, the auditors found 

that J & D

Realty Company made 
a contribution of 

$1,000 whiCh the 
DNC

received in October 
1980.

In response to the auditors' 
findings, the DNC submitted 

a

"statement of non~corPorate 
status" signed by Samuel 

Silverstein

jndicating that the contribution 
from 3 & D RealtY 

Company was

drawn on a partnershiP'S 
account. ~1oweVer, according to the

auditor's contact 
with the New York 

secretary of State's off ice,

3 & D Realty Company 
was j~~orporated on November 

5, 1931. in

order to resolve the conflict 
of information and determine 

the

source of this contribution, 
the CommiSsion has 

found reason to

believe 3 & D Realty 
Company violated 

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 2O4~3

Jacobson, Goldfarb &
Tanzman Associates

162 Smith Street
Perth Amboy, New Jersey

RE: HUE 1730
Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman
Associates

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



The investigation now being conducted viii be confidential
in a~cordance with 2 u.s.c. ss 437g(a)(4) (5) and 437g(a)(12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances S.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

N

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

RESPONDENT Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates

Summary of Al1e~ations

it is alleged that Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution

to the Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates made a contribution of

$1,000 which the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Barbara Sousa

indicating that the contribution from Jacobson, Goldfarb &

Tanzman Associates was drawn on a partnership's account.

However, according to the auditor's contact with the New Jersey

Secretary of State's office, Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman

Associates was incorporated on February 20, 1959. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

Andrews & Clark
49 West 37th Street
8th Floor
New York, New York 10018

RE: MUR 1730
Andrews & Clark

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which, formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in acoordance with 2 u.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) CR) and 437g(a)(12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

JIUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Andrews & Clark.

Summary of Allegations

it is alleged that Andrews & Clark violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic
National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Andrews & Clark made a contribution of $500 which the DNC

received in October 1980.
tO In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by Adolph A.
N Trinidad, Jr. indicating that the contribution from Andrews &
~fl

Clark was drawn on a partnership's account. However, according
C.,

to the auditor's contact with the New York Secretary of State's

office, Andrews & Clark was incorporated on April 19, 1910. In

order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe Andrews & Clark violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2O4~3

Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman
11 Commerce Street
Newark, 14ev Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
Unle5s you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Grotta, Glasaman & Hoffman

SummarY of Allegations

It is alleged that Grotta, Glasaman & Hoffman violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Grotta,

Glassman & Hoffman made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a

"statement of non-corporate status" signed by F. Russo indicating

that the contribution from Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman was drawn

on a partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New Jersey Secretary of State's office, Grotta,

Glassman & Hoffman was incorporated on May 1, 1979. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



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

George D. Billock, Jr.
3. C. and Associates, Inc.
1825 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C 20006

RE: MUR 1730
3. C. and Associates, Inc.

Dear Mr. Billock:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which. formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

o relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of

$2,500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation nov being conducted viii be confidential
in a~oordance with 2 U.s.c. 55 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement

C)

~0
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. t730

RESPONDENT J.C. arid Associates, Inc.

SummarY of A1le~ations

It is alleged that J.C. and Associates, Inc. violated

2 u.S.C. s 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that J.C.

and Associates, Inc. made a contribution of $2,500 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether

J.C. and Associates' contribution was drawn on a partnership's

account or other non-corporate relationship account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the District of Columbia

corporate filing records Secretary of State's office, J.C. and

Associates, Inc. was incorporated on June 15, 1976. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

d.C. and Associates, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



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

Jatte, Hat t and Spring
130 East 40th Street
New York, New York 10016

RE: MUR 1730
Jaf to, Hat t and Spring

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision ot the Federal Election
Campaign Act ot 1971, as amended ('the Act"). The General
Counsel's tactual and legal analysis, which tormed a basis tor
the Commission's tinding, is attached tor your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verity whether the contribution ot
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (8) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 8.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

C>

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Jaffe, Haft and Spring

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Jaffe, Haft and Spring violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Jaffe,

Haft and Spring made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether

Jaffe, Haft and Spring's contribution was drawn on a

partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Jaffe,

Haft & Spring was incorporated on August 7, 1980. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Jaffe, Haft and Spring violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

LovOY, Dannenberg and
Knapp, P.C.

747 Third Avenue
Nov York, New York 10017

RE: MUR 1730
Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C.

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election

tO Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which, formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

N Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980 originated from a corporate or non-

C corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted viii be confidential
in accordance with 2 u.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437gCa) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

~0
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N. Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement

C)

C-



GENE3.. COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND L3 J. ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 17I~
RESPONDENT Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C.

SummarY of Allegations

It is alleged that Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C.

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution

to the Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Lowey,
r~)

Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C. made a contribution of $1,000 which

the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

N submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether

Lowey, Dannenberg, and Knapp's contribution was drawn on a

partnership's account or other non-corporate relationship

account. However, according to the auditor's contact with the

New York Secretary of State's office, Lowey, Dannenberg and

Knapp, P.C. was incorporated on March 12, 1979. In order to

resolve the conflict of information and determine the source of

this contribution, the Commission has found reason to believe

Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHgNCToN* D.C. 20463

B and L Developers, Inc.
292 Lima
Burvick, Louisiana 70342

RE: MUR 1730

B and L Developers, Inc.

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
IN no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in November 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437gCa) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Prances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

ISIUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT B and L Developers, Inc.

Summary of Al1e~ations

It is alleged that B and L Developers, Inc. violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that B and L

Developers, Inc. made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in November 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether

B & L Developers' contribution was drawn on a partnership's

account or other non-corporate relationship account. However,

according to the auditor's contact with the Louisiana Secretary

of State's office, B and L Developers, Inc. was incorporated on

June 10, 1968. In order to resolve the conflict of information

and determine the source of this contribution, the Commission has

found reason to believe B and L Developers, Inc. violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
111 Broadway
New York, New York 10005

U: MUR 1730

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

Specifically, please submit any information and documentation(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired~ See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,

* and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



The investigatIon nov being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances S.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

C
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company

Summary of Allegations

it is alleged that Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company made a contribution of $1,000

which the DNC received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC has failed to

submit a "statement of non-corporate status" indicating whether

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company',s contribution was drawn on a

partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Lawrence,

O'Donnell and Company was incorporated on August 1, 1980. In

order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

~0

'C,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

Cohn Hochatin and Company
120 Broadway
New York, New York 10005

RE: MUR 1730

Cohn Hochatin and Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On August 14, 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

0 Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$10,000 made in October 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
CO demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your

corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation nov being conducted viii be confidential
in accordanos with 2 U.S.C. ss 437g(a)(4)CB) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Coimission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

'0
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement

0

'C
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. A2I2
RESPONDENT Cohn Hochstin and Company

SummarY of Allegations

It is alleged that Cohn Hochatin and Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (DNC) during the 1980 election

campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 u.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the auditors found that Cohn

Hochstin and Company made a contribution of $10,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In response to the auditors' findings, the DNC submitted a
N

"statement of non-corporate status" indicating that the
~f)

contribution from Cohn Hochstin and Company was drawn on a

partnership's account. However, according to the auditor's

C contact with the New York Secretary of State's office, Cohn

Hochstin and Company was incorporated on on March 19, 1979. In
cv~

order to resolve the conflict of information and determine the

source of this contribution, the Commission has found reason to

believe Cohn Hochstin and Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



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

Paul G. Kirk, Treasurer
Democratic National Committee
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1730
Democratic National Committee

Dear Mr. Kirk:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe that the Democratic
National Committee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General Counsel's factual and
legal analysis, which formed a basis for the Commission's
finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against you and the committee. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit any such materials within ten days of your receipt
of this letter.

In the absence of. any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
committee and you, as treasurer, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

f~4~r~c4w~a4cJ flit)



Paul 0. Kirk, Treasurer
Page 2

The investigatIon now being 2oraducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 4319(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) CA),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned.to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

~ (§L)



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL MALTS IS

I4UR NO. 1730
RESPONDENT Democratic National

Committee

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that the DNC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by

accepting corporate contributions from 22 corporations in

connection with the 1980 federal election.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records. The

auditors' findings follow:

Contributor Date/State of Date of Amount of
Name on Incorporation Contribution Contribution
DNC Records Rece i~t

Spears, Leeds &
Kel1ong~/ 10/30/78 NY 8/7/80 $ 1,000.00

Community
Development 8/13/79 CA 7/24/80 825.00

1/ Name verified as incorporated: Spear, Leeds & Kellog Securities,

Inc.

A (?)
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Contributor Date/State of
Name on IncorDoratiOn
DNC Records

Napa Valley Disposal
Service 10/1/73 CA

Date 
of

Contribution

9/29/80

Amount of
Contribution

412.50

Harry 3. Butler &
Assoc .3/

H. D. Pruitt
Enterpr isesY

S. K. Management
Co.

B & L Development

Brown & Lambrecht

Conklin, Cahill
& Co.

E. Rutherford md
(ustrial) Park

Group 3 D~velopment

CompanyY

J & B Management

J & D Realty

Company

J. C. & Assoc.

Jaffe, Haft
& Spring

Lawrence, O'Donnell
& Co.

Lowey, Dannenberg,
Knapp

11/30/67 GA

12/24/74 AZ

9/6/79

6/10/68

4/3/57

CA

LA

IL

1/19/78 NY

5/25/66 NJ

2/23/77

5/23/78

11/5/31

6/15/76

10/13/80

10/8/80

10/13/80

11/19/80

10/21/80

10/24/80

10/22/80

10/22/80

10/17/80

10/22/80

10/29/80

10/18/80

10/24/ 80

10/29/80

NJ

NJ

NY

DC

8/7/80 NY

8/1/80 NY

3/12/79 NY

2,500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

500.00

1,550.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

2,500.00

1,000.00

2,500.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

1,000.00

Name verified as

Name verified as

Name verified as
Corporation.

incorporated:

incorporated:

incorporated:

Harry J. Butler and Son, Inc.

M. D. Pruitt Furniture Company.

Group Three Housing Development

2/

3/

4/
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Contributor Date/State of Date of Amount of
Name on Incorporation Contribution Contributioi
DNC Records Rece iDt

Stern Bros. 1/19/10 NY 10/24/80 1,000.00

Jacobson, Goldtarb

& Tanzman 2/20/59 NJ 10/25/80 1,000.00

Andrews & Clark 4/19/10 NY 10/18/80 500.00

Cohn Hochatin
& Co. 3/19/79 NY 10/18/80 10,000.00

Grotta, Glassman
& Hoffman 5/1/79 NJ 10/18/80 11000.00

TOTAL $34,287.50

The Committee responded to these audit findings stating that

only one of the companies on the list is incorporated and that

this corporate contribution of $1,000 would be transferred to a

non-federal bank account. It is the Office of General Counsel's

position that a transfer of the corporate funds from a federal to

a non-federal account is not an appropriate remedial measure in

response to acceptance of prohibited contributions. Any

contributions determined to be received in violation of 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) are to be refunded in full to the contributor.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

~

I
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Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that the DNC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

~ ((a)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O4~3

Spear, Leeds & Kellogg
115 Broadway
New York, New York

RE: MUR 1730
Spear, Leeds & Kellogg

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for

'0 the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
~fl relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of

-~ $1,000 made on June 20, 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against yourcorporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The Investigation nov being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. ss 437g(a) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, vs have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

~(2)



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

!SUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Spear, Leeds & Kellogg

SummarY of Allegations

It is alleged that Spear, Leeds & Kellogg violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (the DNC or the Committee) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

In Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate *state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the
N

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Spears, Leeds & Kellogg

made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in June

1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

r~ ~
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that Spear, Leeds & Kellogg violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

B ~



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

D. M. Riddle
Community Development

ASSOCiates
422 Whitney Street
San Leandro, California 94577

RE: MUR 1730

Community Development Associates

Dear Mr. Riddle:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

f%%.
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in July 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

Co
In the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
* please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form

stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

~3~-44I~ c~C~ wVf 
K (I)
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Lfl

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures

rn Designation of Counsel Statement

C,

Co
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GENRI)!. COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Community Development Associates

SummarY of Allegations

It is alleged that Community Development Associates violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee ("the DUC" or the committee")

during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal AnalYsis

2 U.s.c. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Community Develpment

Associates made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received

in July 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

C (12))
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that Community Development Associates violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a).

( ( U)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Harry J. Butler and
Associates

4 Piedmont Center
Suite 250
Atlanta Georgia

RE: MUR 1730
Harry J. Butler and Associates

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$2,500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidentialin accordance with 2 U~S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A),unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish theinvestigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commission's procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Prances B.Eagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

7 (-2.)



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

NUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Harry 7. Butler and Associates

Summary of Alle~at ions

It is alleged that Harry 3. Butler and Associates violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (the DNC or the Committee)

during the 1980 election campaign.

* Factual Basis and Lecal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

If) Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate *state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the
N

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar
names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Harry J. Butler and

Associates made a contribution of $2,500 which the DNC received

Co

in October 1980.
In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

(3)
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Comittee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the
C,

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

N in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that Harry J. Butler and Associates violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

C,

0,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

14. D. Pruitt
N. D. Pruitt Enterprises
3401 E. Thomas Road
Suite U
Phoenix, Arizona

RE: MUR 1730
14. D. Pruitt Enterprises

Dear Mr. Pruitt:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

ff%%.
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

U) no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in acoordance with 2 u.s.c. ss 437g(a) (4) (8) and 437gCa)C12)CA),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Sagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

(
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COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

NUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT N. D. Pruitt Enterprises

Suuuarv of Allegations

it is alleged that N. D. Pruitt Enterprises violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (the DNC' or the Committee)

during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

1~ During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities
in

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that M. D. Pruitt Enterprises

made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in October

1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

C~~)
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that M. D. Pruitt Enterprises violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

~ (1)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

Stern Brothers
70 Pine Street
kiev York, New York

RE: I4UR 1730
Stern Brothers

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election4) Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

r 
(~)



9
-2-

The investigation now bing conducted will be confidential
in acoordanoe with 2 U.S.C. ES 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the CommissiOn's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. It you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

LI)
C,



GENEU~ COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Stern Brothers

SummarY of Allegations

It is alleged that Stern Brothers violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee ('the DNC' or *the Committee') during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities
In

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Stern Brothers made a

contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in October 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that Stern Brothers violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

(j4)



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

S. K. Management Company
6330 San Vincente Boulevard
Los Angeles, California

RE: MUR 1730
S. K. Management Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended Cthe Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

44~c~w~e~s4 GQ~
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 u.S.c. sS 437g(a) (4) (3) and 4379(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

~0
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement

C)
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYS IS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT S. K. Management Company

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that S. K. Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee ('the DNC' or 'the Committee')

during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

r~. Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated~ the
N

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities
In

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar
names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that S. K. Management Company

made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in October

1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 'statements of non-

* corporate status' signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

r~emaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

(J c~~)
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Comittee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that S. K. Management Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

(LI)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2043

Brown and Lambrecht
Gougar Road & Route 30
Joliet, Illinois

RE: MUR 1730
Brown and Lambrecht

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

H (j)
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The investigation now being conducted viii be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. It you have any questions, please contact Frances 5.
Sagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

24- ~)



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Brown and Laabrecht

Summary of Al1e~ations

it is alleged that Brown and Lambrecht violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee Cthe DNC or *the Committee) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Brown and Lambrecht made a

contribution of $500 which the DNC received in October 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

~ (9)
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that Brown and Lambrecht violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

#4 " ~
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Conklin, Cahill & Company
14 Wall Street
New York, New York

RE: MUR 1730

Conklin, Cahill & Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
N determined that there is reason to believe your corporation

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
N Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General

Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
'0 the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any, factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,550 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

p~ 4.~w~A~ (~ 0



The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437gCa) (4) (B) and 437g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

N

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

It)
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Conklin, Cahill & Company

Swmuarv of Allegations

It is alleged that Conklin, Cahill & Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (the DNC or "the Committee")

during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Conklin, Cahill & Company

made a contribution of $1,550 which the DNC received in October

1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

ZI (3)



The additionai statement, have not been received by the Offic, ofGeneral CaU~g,1.
Due to conflicting information between the auditor..findings from the Secretarie, of State and the Committees,information the Offic, of General Counsel Contacted the stateagencj,, to determine corpQrate Status of the contributor. 

Ourfindings indicated that ii entities a incorre porated, four are
incorporated under slightly different names, four Others showedno active listing, two had a license Or charter revoked and Onewas void by proclamation 

Therefore it appears that the
corporations and any definitive information

contributors may beconcerning the corporate status of the contributing entity mustbe learned through contact with the contributor and the Cormuitteein the context of this investiga~j
0~ The Office of GeneralCounsel recommended that the CO~ission find reason to believethat Conklin, Cahill & Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

I. Rutherford Industrial Park
Bergen County Associates
200 Murray Hill Parkvay
East Rutherford, Rev Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
3. Rutherford Industrial Park

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

in submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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~e investigation now being conducted viii be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

C,

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENEIL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT B. Rutherford Industrial Park

Summary of Allegations

It I. alleged that 3. Rutherford Industrial Park violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC" or "the Committee')

during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that E. Rutherford Industrial

Park made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in

October 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

N in the context of this investigation. The Office of General.

11) Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that E. Rutherford Industrial Park violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

'I)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Group Three Development
Company

23 North Gore
Webster Grove, Missouri

RE: MUR 1730

Group Three Development Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

o Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form

* stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a)C12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

'0
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement
If)

C)
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RESPONDENT Group Three Development Company

Suumarv of Allegations

It is alleged that Group Three Development Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee ('the DNC' or the Committee')

during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated~ the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Group Three Development

Company made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in

October 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

/( (~)

GENE!L COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND IfAL ANALYSIS

I4UR NO. 1730
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

* incorporated under slightly different names, four others shoved

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

N in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that Group Three Development Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

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

.7 & B Management Company
1 Executive Drive
Fort Lee, New Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
J & B Management Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You maysubmit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
to relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$2,500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

'0 In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

~ L (')
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. IS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

'0
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N Procedures
-- Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RISPONDENT 3 & B Management Company

Summary of Allegations

It iS alleged that 3 & B Management Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (the DUC" or the Committee")

during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporatedj the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that J & B Management Company

made a contribution of $2,500 which the DNC received in October

1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

* incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

o that J & B Management Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

C-

Li~1)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

J & D Realty Company
101 West 55th Street
New York, New York

RE: MUR 1730
.7 & D Realty Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
In relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
C) (such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of

$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

W\ ~i
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) CA),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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0

'0

y~- )



~/~ ~'~'

GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

IWIUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT 3 & D Realty Company

SummarY of Allegations

It is alleged that 3 & D Realty Company violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (the DNC or the Committee) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated~ the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that 3 & D Realty Company made a

contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in October 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

~
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that J & D Realty Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Jacobson, Goldfarb &
Taniman Associates

162 Smith Street
Perth Amboy, Nov Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman
Associates

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election

'0 Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
LA no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of

O $1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-

corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

A~) (f)
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437gCa) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the COmmission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

cc

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

ISUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution

to the Democratic National Committee (the DNC or the

Committee") during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporatedp the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Jacobson, Goldfarb &

Tanzman Associates made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC

received in October 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of nonm

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

4f(%)
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

_ Due tO conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must
N

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee
V
N in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

rn Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

C) that Jacobson, Goldfarb & Tanzman Associates violated 2 U.s.c.

S 441b(a).
C-,

00
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

Andrews & Clark
49 Vest 37th Street
8th Floor
Nov York, Nov York 10018

RE: MUR 1730
Andrews & Clark

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation

o violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

If? submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.o Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

~0
In the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form* stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

& (!)
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The investigation now being conducted will be confidential
in aocordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (1) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,
S

0

N
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N Procedures
£ Designation of Counsel Statement

C,
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COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LI~iL ANALYSIS

blUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Andrews & Clark

Swumarv of A1le~ations

It is alleged that Andrews & Clark violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic

National Committee (the DNC or the Committee) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis arid Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

o Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

N corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the
N 18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

LI)

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Andrews & Clark made a

'0 contribution of $500 which the DNC received in October 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

(1 ~)



-2-

The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others shoved

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General
N

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe
In

that Andrews & Clark violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

~0
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* . WASNINCTON. D.C 20463

GrottaGlassman & Hoffman
11 Commerce Street
Newark, New Jersey

RE: MUR 1730
Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporationviolated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for

N the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

If) relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

~ab ~ ~' ~
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The investigation nov being conducted viii be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.s.c. ss 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commissions procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances S.
Ha~an, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)

Sincerely,

C)

N
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement



LL

GENEL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Grotta, Glasaman & Hoffman

Summary of Allegations

it is alleged that Grotta, Glasaman & Hoffman violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (the DNC or the Committee)

during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal AnalYsis

2 U.S.C. s 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

p%. corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

~I. agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated~ the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities
In

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar
C,

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman

'0 made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in October

co 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

'-in ('~21
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The additional statements have not been received by the Offic, of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate ptatus of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others shoved

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked arid one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

N in the context of this investigation. The Office of General*

If) Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that Grotta, Glassman & Hoffman violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

co

* K



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* . WASHgNCTON. D.C. 2O4~3

B and L Developers, Inc.
292 Lima
Burwick, Louisiana 70342

RE: MUR 1730
B and L Developers, Inc.

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election

c~ Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
F.fl relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
0 (such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of

$1,000 made in November 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within

C' ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

Q ~)
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Ihe investigation now being conducted will be conEidential
in acoordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (B) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigatiOn to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

C-,

N
Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statementpn

C,

C-,

0,

~Kv)



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

NUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT B and L Developers, Inc.

Summary of Allegations

it is alleged that B and L Developers, Inc. violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (the DNC or the Committe.*)

during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

- Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporatedj the
N

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities
to

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that B and L Developers, Inc.

'C) made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in November

1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 *statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others shoved

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must
N

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General*

~fl Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that B and L Developers, Inc. violated 2 U.s.c. S 441b(a).

Co

C~QLY)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

Lowey, Dannenberg and
Knapp, P.C.

747 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10017

RE: ?4UR 1730

Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C.

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit ~ny factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.



The investigation nov being conducted viii be confidential
in accordance vith 2 u.S.C. SS 437gCa) (4) (5) and 437g(a)(12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in vriting that you vish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances B.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

N
l~q Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
N Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement

C

@- (27)
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

NUR 30. 1730

RESPONDENT Lovey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C.

Summary of Alleaations

It is alleged that Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C.

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution

to the Democratic National Committee ("the DNC or *the

Committee) during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporatedg the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities
In

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Lowey, Dannenberg and

'0 Knapp, P.C. made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received

in October 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-.

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

fi
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General.

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that Lowey, Dannenberg and Knapp, P.C. violated 2 U.S.C.

S 44lb(a).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Jaffe, Naft and Spring
130 East 40th Street
New York, New York 10016

RE: IWIUR 1730

Jaffe, Haft and Spring

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission

N determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election

-~ Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for

N the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

N no action should be taken against your corporation. You may
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

U) relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation nov being conducted viii be confidential
in accordance vith 2 U.s.c. 55 437gCa) (4) (3) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in vriting that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, ye have attached a brief description
of the Comission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Nagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

U

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. L7M
RESPONDENT Jaffe, Hat t and Spring

Summary of Allegations

It is alleged that Jaffe, Haft and Spring violated 2 U.s.c.
S 44lb(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the Democratic
National Committee ("the DNC or "the Committee) during the 1980

election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in cbnnection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the
Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

N corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporatedi the
N 18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities
tin

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar
C)

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Jaffe, Haft and Spring made
%t) a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in October 1980.
00 In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

C (2~)
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others shoved

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information
c~q

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must
N

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

N in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

In Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that Jaffe, Raft and Spring violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

~jLf)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

George D. Billock, Jr.
7. C. and Associates, Inc.
1825 K Street, LW.
Washington, D.C 20006

RE: HUE 1730
J. C. and Associates, Inc.

Dear Mr. Billock:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General

N Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

N Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

In submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.

0 Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$2,500 made in October 1980, originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

~0
In the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

~(A~Ch4~AJ I ~')
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* The investigation nov being conducted viii be confidential
in accordance vith 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)4)CI) and 437ga 12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in vriting that you vish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information ye have attached a brief description
of the COm3is5iOD'5 procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

NUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT J.C. and Associates, Inc.

Summary of Alleaations

it is alleged that J.C. and Associates, Inc. violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee ("the DNC or "the Committee")

during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the
N 18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

11)
contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

C)
names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

C' Specifically, the auditors found that J.C. and Associates, Inc.

made a contribution of $2,500 which the DNC received in October

1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

(7))
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the
9w

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

tn Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

C that J.C. and Associates, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. s 441b(a).

%t)

1 (L/)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

Napa Valley Disposal
Service, Inc.

400 Clay Street
Napa, California

RE: MUR 1730
Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General

N Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

N Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may

LU) submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.Specifically, please submit any information and documentation
(such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$412.50 made in September 1980, originated from a corporate or
non-corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials
within ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The investigation now being conducted viii be confidential
in accordance with 2 u.S.c. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a) (12) (A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

CM

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

In
0
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GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

Summary of Alle@ations

It is alleged that Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc.

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution

to the Democratic National Committee ('the DNC' or 'the

Committee') during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated~ the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.

Specifically, the auditors found that Napa Valley Disposal

Service, Inc. made a contribution of $412.50 which the DNC

received in September 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 'statements of non-

corporate status' signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.

\/'~ (Q))
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to Conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must
N

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee
in the context of this investigation. The Office of General

N

to Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

C that Napa Valley Disposal Service, Inc. violated 2 u.S.c.

S 441b(a).

C

0,

K/k (5)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Cohn Hoobstin and Company
120 Broadway
New York, New York 10005

RE: MUR 1730
Cohn Hochatin and Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporationviolated 2 U.S.C..S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for
the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against your corporation. You may*
submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

in relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation

o (such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$10,000 made in October 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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* The investigation nov being conducted viii be oonfi4ei~ttal
in acoordance vith 2 U.S.C. 35 *37g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a)(12) (A),
unlegs you notify the Commission in vriting that you vish the
investigation to be made publio.

For your information, ye have attached a brief description
of the Coinission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have ai~y questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

N

V Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

C,

V

'0
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GENER~ COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LB~ ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Cohn Hochatin and Company

Summary of Allegations

it is alleged that Cohn Hochstin and Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (the DNC or the Committee")

during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

V agencies indicated that 18 of the entities were incorporated; the
N 18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities

In contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

C,
names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.
Specifically, the auditors found that Cohn Hochstin and Company

made a contribution of $10,000 which the DNC received in October

co 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others shoved

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

ei contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must
N

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

in the context of this investigation. The Office of General
N

Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that Cohn Hochstin and Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

~;i.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON. DC. 20463

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company
111 Broadway
New York, New York 10005

~E: blUR 1730

Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company

Dear Sir or Madam:

On , 1984, the Federal Election Commission
determined that there is reason to believe your corporation
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act). The General
Counsel's factual and legal analysis, which formed a basis for

N the Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
N no action should be taken against your corporation. You maysubmit any factual or legal materials which you believe are

relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Specifically, please submit any information and documentation

O (such as a canceled check) to verify whether the contribution of
$1,000 made in October 1980 originated from a corporate or non-
corporate bank account. Please submit any such materials within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
corporation, 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 so desired.. See 11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d).

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,

* and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

/7 j~ ii -(
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The investigation now being conducted viii be confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a) (4) (5) and 437g(a)(12)(A),
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the
investigation to be made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Frances 3.
Hagan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4000.

Sincerely,

N

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

N Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

C,

;J.

C.,

~0

K



GENER COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEU~ ANALYSIS

!4UR NO. 1730

RESPONDENT Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company

Summary of Allegat ions

It is alleged that Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by making a prohibited contribution to the

Democratic National Committee (the DNC or the Committee")

during the 1980 election campaign.

Factual Basis and Legal Analysis

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) prohibits the making or receipt of

corporate contributions in connection with federal elections.

During the audit of the DNC, the FEC auditors found that the

Committee received contributions totaling $34,287.50 from 22
r~.)

corporations. The auditors' telephone calls to appropriate state

agencies indicated that 18 of the entities 'were incorporated; the

18 contributions totaled $28,787.50. The four remaining entities
tfl contributing $5,500.00 were apparently incorporated under similar

C,
names, but not identical to the names listed on DNC records.
Specifically, the auditors found that Lawrence, O'Donnell and

Company made a contribution of $1,000 which the DNC received in

Co October 1980.

In further response to the auditors' findings concerning

this issue, the Committee submitted 15 "statements of non-

corporate status" signed by contributors (representing

$17,375.00) which attest that each contribution was drawn on the

partnership's account. The Committee planned to submit the

remaining six statements (representing $15,912.50) upon receipt.
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The additional statements have not been received by the Office of

General Counsel.

Due to conflicting information between the auditor's

findings from the Secretaries of State and the Committee's

information, the Office of General Counsel contacted the state

agencies to determine corporate status of the contributors. Our

findings indicated that 11 entities are incorporated, four are

incorporated under slightly different names, four others showed

no active listing, two had a license or charter revoked and one

was void by proclamation. Therefore, it appears that the

contributors may be corporations and any definitive information

concerning the corporate status of the contributing entity must
N

be learned through contact with the contributor and the Committee

N in the context of this investigation. The Office of General
Counsel recommended that the Commission find reason to believe

that Lawrence, O'Donnell and Company violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

'0

Co



STATE!~T OF NON-CORPORATE STATUS

RE: ~.D. Pruitt Enterprises
.3401 E. Thomas Road
Suite H
Phoenix, Arizona

I, ______________________________~ confirm that the above

referenced organization is a p~rtnership. a-nd that the $ 1,000

contribution in question, made in October of 1980, was drawn

o~ the partnerhship'S ac unt.

DATE: // ~
7g..

BY:

£

'I.

* a .. ~i.
54
*di. £

(e~)

N

N

Lfl



STATEMEI'T. OF NON-CORPORkTE STATUS

3 & B Management Company
1 ExeCutive Drive
Fort Lee, New Jersey

I, kVE,1 ~ K~/eIA , confirm that the above

referenced organization is a partnez~ship* and that the $2,500

contribution in question, made in October of 1980, was drawn

on the partnerhship'S account.

DATE:
/ J

BY: - 25I~2s~~,4-~ ~ .

>/~ (in)

RE:

N



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

June 26, 1984

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

The Cormnission

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Audit Referral

On June 21, 1984 the Commission decided that a portion of
the Final Audit Report of the DNC Services Corporation!

Democratic National Committee should be referred to the Office
of General Counsel and should become a MUR. Therefore, all
documents which had previously been contained in the Audit
file for the DNC Services Corporation/Democratic National

Committee should now become MUR 1730.

Attachment
Copy of Certification

0
~:KE~ {

'I
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)

Final Audit Report - )
DNC Services Corporation! )

Democratic National Committee )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on June 21,

1984, the Commission approved by a vote of 6-0 the Final

Audit Report of the DNC Services Corporation/Democratic

National Committee as submitted with the Audit Division's

June 19, 1984 Memorandum to the Commissioners.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald, McGarry

and Reiche voted affirmatively in this matter.

In
o Attest:

C

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
CO Secretary of the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

ASi-?

June 22, 1984

MEMORANDUM

TO:

THROUGH:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES N. STEE
GENERAL COUNSEL

JOHN C. BURl
STAFF DIREC

ROBERT J. COS A
ASSISTANT ST F DIRECTOR
FOR THE AUDIT DIVISION

DNC SERVICES CORPORATION/DEMOCRATIC
NATIONAL COMMITTEE

On June 21, 1984, the Commission approved the final audit
report (see Attachment I) of the above named committee. This
final report includes a matter which is being referred to your
office (see Exhibit I).

Should you have any questions regarding this memorandum,
please contact Rick Halter at 523-4155.

Attachments as stated



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIO\
~. ~.A

\~h~SHI\CTO% DC 20463 A817
Attachment I

~S4 REPORT OF THE AUDIT DI~.'ISION
ON THE

DNC SERVICES CORPORATION/DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE

I. Background

A. Overview

This report is based upon an audit of the DNC Services
Corporation/Democratic National Committee ("the Committee")
undertaken by the Audit Division of the Federal Election
Commission in accordance with the Commission's audit policy to
determine whether there has been compliar.ce with the provisions
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"). The audit was conducted pursuant to Section 438(b) of
Title 2 of the United States Code which states, in part, that the
Commission may conduct audits and field in':estigations of any

N political committee required to file a report under Section 434
of this title. Prior to conducting any audit under this section,
the Commission shall perform an internal review of reports filed

N by selected committees to determine if t~.e reports filed by a
particular committee meet the threshold recuirements for

~fl substantial compliance with the Act.

0 The Committee registered with z~e Clerk of the United

States House of Representatives on September 25, 1972, as an
affiliate of the Democratic National ~ 1/ The Committee

C maintains its headquarters in Washington, D.C.

The audit covered the period Ja:v~ary 1, 1980, through
December 31, 1980. The Committee reported a beginning cash
balance at January 1, 1980 of $192,513.0; total receipts for the
period of $11,204,365.05; total expenditures for the period of
$10,985,734.81; and an ending cash balance at December 31, 1980
of $411,143.41.

This report is based upon docu~e~ts and working papers
which supDort each of its factual statements. They form part of
the record upon which the Commission based its decisions on the
matters in the report and were availabe tc Co~missiOner5 and
appropriate staff for review.

1/ The Coirmittee coerated as the expe~i:'~re ar~ of the
national party prior to September , Z978 in concert
with the contribution committees: t:e Democratic National
Committee (DNC) and Democratic Fi~.a~.:e Committee (DFC).
On September 30, 1978, the DNC an~ ?C merced into the
Committee.
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B. Key Personnel

The Treasurer of the Committee for the period of the

audit was Peter G. Kelly. For the period March 17, 1981 to the

present, the Treasurer is Mr. Charles E. Curry.

C. Scope

The audit included such tests as verification of total

reported receipts and expenditures and ir~.dividua1 transactions;

review of required supporting documentatiO~1; analysis of

Committee debts and obligations; and such other audit procedures

as deemed necessary under the circumstances.

II. Audit Findings and Recommendations

A. Use of Non-Segregated Account/?rOhlbjted Funds
on i~ehalf of Federal Candidates

Section 102.5(a) (1) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal

Regulations states, in part, that a po.itical party committee

which finances political activity in connectiOn with 
both federal

and non-federal elections shall either: (i) Establish a separate

federal account in a depository and such account shall be treated

as a separate federal political committee which shall comply with
the requirements of the Act; or (ii) Establish a political

committee which shall receive only contributions subject to the

prohibitions and limitations of the Act, regardless of whether

such contributions are for use in connection with federal or non-

federal elections.

Section 441b(a) of Title 2 of the United States Code

states, in part, that it is unlawful for any corporation to make

a contribution or expenditure in connection with any election to

any political office, or in connection with any primary election

or political convention or caucus held to select candidates for

political office.

The Committee made transfers tota2Ang $41,500.00 from

its federal accounts, and $57,000.00 :rom a non-federal account

established to receive funds from corporate sources, to an

account in New Jersey. The Committee a.so transferred $25,000.00

from its federal accounts, and $75,O0O.O'frO~ a non-federal

account established to receive funds :ro~ union sources, to an

account in Illinois. The Committee statec that these transfers

were used to fund voter registration and ~et-out-thevOte
activities in the respective states.
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The Committee reported a percentage of the activity in

each account as federal activity. The percentages were
apparently determined based on the ratio of federal money
deposited to the account as a perceritace of the total amount

deposited (approximately 42% reported in New Jersey and 26% in
Illinois)

Further review of the disburser.ents made from the

Illinois account revealed that of the :otaJ. disbursed from this

account ($98,110.85) $61,321.82 was either included on invoices
which were addressed to the Carter Mondale Re-election Committee,

Inc., or itemized on that committee's stationery and therefore
apparently expended on behalf of the Carter Mondale Re-election

Committee, Inc. As a result, the amount of the disbursements in
excess of $25,000.00 (the, amount of funding from permissible

sources) or $36,321.82 were apparently paid with prohibited
funds.

In addition, if the remainin: expenditures of

$36,789.03 ($98,110.85 - $61,321.82) in the Illinois account and

the entire amount of funds expended from the New Jersey account
were for voter registration and get-ou:-:he-vote activities, it

would be our opinion that a portion of these expenses should also

r~. have been allocated between federal an: non-federal activities.

During the course of the audit, Comiittee officials

stated that these accounts were transmit:aJ. accounts which were
established to receive predetermined a~o~nts for federal and non-

federal activities. Expenditures from these accounts were to be

made in direct proportion to the amoun: of federal and non-
federal funds deposited.

In response to the interim a.idit report at the end of

00 the response period, December 9, 1982, the Committee submitted

additional, more specific explanation of the Illinois and New

Jersey account arrangements, new documer.:ation in support of

allocation of expenses, and an affidavit concerning expenditures

made in New Jersey. From our review of :he additional

documentation and allocation formula use: ov the Committee, we

believe that the original allocations of federal funds to

Illinois and New Jersey were made on a reasonable basis.

On December 20, 1982, the Cc-7itzee submitted an

affidavit from a volunteer who worked with other Committee

~ersonnel to coordinate activities in 2J..inois. The affidavit

states that the only expenditures made z: tn~.s volunteer staff

member, materially all of the Illinois exzenc::2res, were in

connection with the Illinois GOTV pro;:a~ or other ticket-wide or

party-wide activities. And, expendit::eS billed to the Carter

Mondale Re-election Committee, Inc., ~se:C zone so as a result of

mistakes by the vendors.
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After consideration ~of the affidavit and detail
explanation provided by the Committee, t~.e Audit staff believes

that the Illinois activity was apparently ~ot made on behalf of
the presidential candidate. Although the Committee did not

provide samples of printed material, etc., the Committee did
state that in the worst case situation a total of $1,385.71 could

be allocable to the 441a(d) limit. The Audit staff's review

revealed that this amount should be $1,738.84.

Given that apparently only $1,738.84 could have been
expended on behalf of the Carter Mondale Re-election Committee,
Inc., the Committee's use of a single account to finance both
441a(d) and GOTV activity is not felt to be material.

Recommendation

The Audit staff recommends no further action on this matter.

B. Settlement of Debts

1% Section 114.10(c) of Title II of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that the debtor must file a

statement of settlement with the Commission including the initial

N terms of credit, the steps the debtor has taken to satisfy the
debt, and remedies pursued by the creditor. This statement must

It) be filed prior to the termination of the reporting status of the
debtor.

As a result of the Audit staff's review of the

Committee's debts and obligations, it was determined that the
Committee settled five (5) debts thereby reducing the Committee's

obligations by $139,682.73. One debt settled by the amount of
$102,494.30, which represented a loan maze prior to 1975 from an
individual, was adequately reported as a contribution after
settlement. However, the Committee had not filed debt settlement
statements with the Commission for any of the remaining four (4)
settlements.

In response to the interim audit report, the Committee
stated that one (1) debt in the amount c~ S3,665.95 was

mistakenly listed on two (2) accounts ~avable vouchers. Another
debt in the amount of $5,042.00 from a ~rtnership was converted

to an in-kind contribution. According to the Committee, debt

settlement statements were inadvertentJ~y not filed for the

remaining two (2) debts totaling $28,4E0.43 (amount original debt

was reduced) but will be submitted to the Commission forthwith.
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1~ecommendat ion

The Audit staff recommends no further action on this matter

provided the Committee files debt settlement statements for 
the

two (2) remaining debts within 30 days of receipt of this report.

c. Matters Referred to the Office of General Counsel

A certain other matter noted during the audit was

referred to the Commission's Office of General Counsel for
consideration.

In

'0
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Exhibit 1

Apparent Prohibited Contributions

Section 441b(a) of Title 2 of the United States Code states,
in part, that it is unlawful for any corporation to make
a contribution or expenditure in connection with any election to
any political office, or in connection with any primary election
or political convention or caucus held to select candidates for
political office.

During a review of the Committee's contribution records, it
was noted that the Committee received 22 apparent prohibited
contributions totaling $34,287.50. Of the 22 contributions, 18
totaling $28,787.50 were verified to be incorporated with the
appropriate state agencies. The remaining four (4) contributions
totaling $5,500.00 were verified to have similar but not
identical names of entities which also were incorporated. 2/

In response to the interim audit report, the Committee
stated that all but one (1) of the apparent corporate
contributions were determined to have been made by unincorporated
entities while one (1) ($1,000.00) was found to be a professional
corporation which the Committee stated would be transferred to a

N non-federal account. The Committee also provided 15 ($17,375.00)
"statements of non-corporate status" signed by the contributors
and stated that six (6) ($15,912.50) additional statements would

o be forthcoming.

Recommendation

The Audit staff recommends that the apparent prohibited
contributions be referred to the Office of General Counsel for
review.

2/ There were also six additional apparer~t prohibited
contributions totaling $12,700 which the Committee refunded
to the contributors. Refunds were made on September 16,
1981, after receipt of the Audit Notification Letter (dated
September 4, 1981) but prior to the commencement of audit
fieldwork.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

~ ~SHICTO'~. D.C
~ - ~

REPORT OF THE AUDIT DIVISION
ON

DI4C SERVICES CORPORATION/DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMI E

I. B ackg round -*

A. Overview

This report is based upon an udit of the DNC Services
Corporation/Democratic NationalComm~ e.("the Committee ~
undertaken by.~ the Audit Division of~. Federal Electio~
Commission 4~'accordance~ithKthe Cq ~
determine whether there 'has been comp nce with the ~o~isions '**-*~'~

of the Federal Election Campaign Act - 1971, as amended. ("the
Act"). The audit was conducted pursu t~toSection 438(b)~.of,.
Title 2 of the United States Code whi& states, in part, that the
Commission may conduct audits and field investigations of any
zolitical committee required to file a report under Section 434

N of this title. Prior to conducting any audit under this section,

the Commission shall perform an internal review of reports filed
by selected committees to determine if the reports filed by a

N oarticular committee meet the threshold reauir~Tnents for
substantial compliance with the Act.

!fl
The Committee registered with the Clerk of the United

States House of Representatives on September 25, 1972, as an
affiliate of the Democratic National Committee. A! The Committee
ma.ntains its headquarters in Washington, D.C.

The audit covered the period January 1, 1980, through
December 31, 1980. The Committee reported a beginning cash
balance at January 1, 1980 of $192,513.07; total receipts for the

period of $ll,204,365.05v'total expenditures for the period of

$10,985,734.81; and an ending cash balance at December 31, 1980

This report is based upon ~docu~ents and workingpapers
~which support eachof its~f~tual stitiments~+They forn~part of ~

the record upon which th&'Comrriission~based it~decisions dn the -~-~

matters in the report and~were available to Commissioners-and
appropriate staff for review.

_________ 
4'

- -. -; ....,-L ).

'~. 1/ The Committee operated as.the..expenditure arm of the~,
national party prior to September 30, 1978 in concert
with the, contribution committees:~ the Democratic National
Committee (DNC) and Democratic Finance Co1~~mittee (DFC).
On September 30, 1978, the DNC and DFC merged into the
Committees

~
-

~ ,., >~:- 4
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FEDERAL ~LEC.TON ~U,~.,'A~SSION

~ J)j~~4.J. * ~

June 19,. 19R~

MEMORANDUM

~~!PAWW ~PflMMT~@Tfl

THROUGH: JOHN C. SURI A
STAFF DIREC

FROM: ROBERT J. COS

~2A~ ~ ASSISTANTS ~DIRECTOR __

~vsm
~wv~* .~tg

EE~p

~
4
-4~w. A -~

SUBJECT: FINAL AUDIT REPORT - DNC SERVICES CORPORATION!

OTIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE~.

Attached for your review and consideration is the final
audit report on the above subject committee. The OGC's
analysis is also attached.

This matter is being circulated on a tally vote basis.
Should you have any questions, please contact Rick Halter
at 523-4155.

.6~ )

~r) Attachments as stated

-S

- -- ~. . -

1. ~ .~'

4 ,. . ~ ~
.2.4 ~ ~ ~ A

-. ~. - .~T-~JA

................ ~ 7

.-. ~ ..~
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s. KeY Personnel,,

The Treasurer of the Com~itt~ fo~ ~h& period oEt~e~
audit was Peter G. Kelly. For the period March 17, 1981 to the
present, the Treasurer is Mr. Charles E. Curry.

C. Scope -.

The audit included such test as ve~ific
reported receipts and expenditures and ndividual
review of required supporting document ion; analy~
Committee debts and obligations; and s h other au
as deemed necessary under the<~ircui~st ces~~~

II. .Audit Findinqs~ih R.comm'eiidatio
~ --

A ri~# nf Nori-~czreaated Accou /Prohibited

~i~n6fetal
transactions;
BiS ~
~it prbcedures

Funds

on Behalf of Federal Candid~es ~

Section 102.5(a) (1) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that a political party committee
which finances political activity in connection with both federal
and nqn-federal elections shall either: (.i) Establish a separate
federal account in a depository and such account shall be treated
as a separate federal political committee which shall comply with
the requirements of the Act; or (ii) Estabhsh a political
committee which shall receive only contributions subject to the
prohibitions and limitations of the Act, regardless of whether
such contributions are for use in connection with federal or non-
federal elections.

Section 441b(a) of Title 2 of the United States Code
states, in part, that it is unlawful for any corporation to make
a contribution or expenditure in connection with any election to
any political office, or in connection with any primary election
or political convent4O~pr caucus ~ candidates for-
political office. -

T~Ebi~m~ detranserst~lJ~ $415O0~0D~ from~"~ ~
~ account~~, ~
established..to zeceiv~funds4rpin~ corporate sources, ,to~an
accd'unt in ~ 'transf erred $25 ,000.002<
from its federal accounts, and $75,000.00 from a non-federal

K accont est~Iished to receive'~funds~fr6n~ union' sources
7, to an

0 ~ -

acc unt in ino3.s. Committee-stated that these transfers
~activi.ties 1i he respect2..ve~states.

~ ~' ~ -
7 -.

~, ,

-.

'4- ,2**
- ,
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.~ ~~The Committee reported a percentage of the activity ~
each accoun~ as~federal activity. The percentages were~4~

apparently determined based on the ratio of federal money
deposited to the account as a percentage of the total amount
deposited (approximately 42% reported in New Jersey and 26% in
Illinois ~

~ -- made f~u~the- -rn
Illinois account revealed that of the total disbursed from this
account ($98,110.85) $61,321.82 was either included on invoices -~.

which were addressed to the Carter Mondale Re-election Committee,
Inc., or itemized on thatcommittee'5 stationery and therefore

~apparen~lyexpended-~On 4b~balf of~the~Carter !4ondale Re-election
~ re~lt, the4amount of~ the disbursements,, i~

* exces 5~DD~00A(th ount~~funding~~om perz~i~s~ib1e
~ourcesror $36~2l~.82 were apparently paid with prohi6ited *J

'-A)

V -

*In addition, if the remaining expenditures of
$36,789.03 ($98,110.85 - $61,321.82) in the Illinois account and
the entire amount of funds expended from the New Jersey account

N were for voter registration and get-out-the-vcte activities, it

would be our opinion th.at a portion of these expenses should also
have been allocated between federal arac non-federal activities.

I

N
During the course of the audit, Comr~ittee officials

stated that these accounts were transmit:a2. accounts which were
established to receive predetermined aaounts for federal and non-
federal activities. Expenditures from these accounts were to be~
made in direct proportion to the amoun: of federal and non-
federal funds deposited.

44

In response to the interim audit re~o~t at the end of
the response period, December 9, 1982, the Cor~nittee submitted
additior~.,more.speCific~~eXPlanatiOWof the Illinois and New

Jersey account 's, new~'d66umentation in sup~brt of ~

- al1ocationOfeXpenses,,~Pfld an affidavit concerning expenditures
nade4n~1~ew Jers~KFro~ur r~y~~of the'! additiona

~ ~:doc~entation on form~ila~used byJthe Comia. t~e, we~

'~ believ&~hat th~origin~1~llocati6nS of federal f~nd~t&~
~ Ill in"oi~i~and ~ made~on~a7 reasonable ____ .4-.,,..

-j

- ~-On December.2 e~o. submitt~ed~an ~ ~ ~

affidavit from a volunteer who worked with other Committee
~ viti~ ~ Illino1s~ The~Uidavit~

state~'~at the only expen it~~*E~7de by t~f ~l~n staff-------
~ memberAnateriafly all~~#he Il~5

connection with the Illinois GOTV~program or other tiAet-wide,9~
party-wide act~vities. d, expez~iditures b'lled to the Carter
Mondale -Re election Committee, Inb~ were done so as a result bf*~ ~
mistakes by the vendors.' ',

- ~?4~

A~ 4S,- -~

~
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After. consideration of theaffidavit and detail
i~ explanati6zi~pr6v4ded by, the Committ~e4~ the Audit staffs beli@ve~1~Z~

that the Illinois activity was apparently not made on behalf of
the presidential candidate. Although the Committee did not
provide samples of printed material, etc., the Committee did
state that in the worst case situation a total of $1,385.71 could
be allocable~to the~44la ~#*mit..~~rhe Audit staff's review
revealed~th~1Li~1s'amoun I738.84-~4~~

4.----

Given that apparently only $1,738.84 could have been
expended onbebaif of the Carter Mondale Re-election Committee,
Inc., the Committee's use of a single account to finance both

~44la (d)and GO activit ~ ot tel ~to~

Recommendat n

4 -1.- The Audit staff recommends no further action on this matter.
~

BJ Se t ement of Deb S ~ ~ -

Section 114.10(c) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal
Regulations states, in part, that the debtor must file a
statement of settlement with the Commission including the .initial
terms of credit, the steps the debtor has taken to satisfy the
debt, and remedies pursued by the creditor. This statement must
be filed prior to the termination of the reporting status of the
debtor.

As a result of the Audit staff's review of the'
Committee's debts and obligations, it was determined that the
Committee settled five (5) debts thereby reducing the Committee's
obligations by $139,682.73. One debt settled by the amount of
$102,494.30, which represented a loan made prior to 1975 from an
individual, was adequately reported as a contribution after
settlement. However, the Committee had not filed debt settlement -

~ statements~i±bVtbeCommisston for any of the~remaining~-four (4)~~*'

* n~res~onse1 to.~t ~ ~er i~di x~ort, the ommittee ~. -~

stated tha~on~~f~ debt An h& ~xt~ou~ of S3~E6 95,~wa~~: q
~ mistakenly ~

was~convertedr'~~
to an ~ statements were 1~adveit~ to the Committee.,L debt~
settlement ntly not"~I1ed for 'the'

* zemainin~wo~ ebts a ~ 0 ~
was reduce's ii~I~be~ u ~e ~

* ~ ~

~*~&

~ .4~y 4

J~1
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The Audit staff recommends no further a:tion on this matter
provided the Committee files debt sett1erne~it statementsfor the
two (2) remaining debts within 30 days of :e:eipt of this report.

Hatter Referrea to the'4~Off~k of: ~eiera1 -c~e1~g

A certain other matter noted urir.; the audit: was

referred to the Commission's Office of2 eneral Counsel~for

a.,. J4.

a.
4

,*h~aa

* ~ -
-~ #?

aaf

4

'a - ~+: 4~K
a.r~

2 a~

consiceration on

a.,

-2-
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Exhibit 1

~ ;~'

ADparent prohibited Contributions

Section 441b(a) of Title 2 of the United States Code states,
in part, that it is unlawful for any corporation to makq
a contribution ~or, expendittire. in conne iQ1ith,~ any~.~jction ~'~'

any political office, oz'i~n conne6~ion itta. any ~ on
or political convention or caucus held 0 select candidates for
political office~. ~ -

During a review of the Committee' ~~contribution records, it
was noted that..4he. Commi±~tee. received. apparent..prohib~ite&A.
contributions tot ~~287. 504 Of he 22 contributi9ns.~18~
~ ied~t~ ~6~por.ated' he
appropriate state agencieS.~< The remai ng four (4)~contributi0ns
totaling $5,500.00 were verified to h .e similar but not
identical names1~of entities which als ~were~4ncorporated~ ~

In response to the interim audit report, the Committee
stated that all but one (3.) of the apparent corporate
contributions were determined to have been made by unincorporated
entities while one (1) ($1,000.00) was found to be a professional
corporation which the Committee stated would be transferred to a

N non-federal account. The Committee also provided 15 ($17,375.00)
'~statements of non-corporate status" signed by the contributors
and stated that six (6) ($15,912.50) additional statements would
be forthcoming.,

RecomriendatiOn

C The Audit staff recommends that the apparent prohibited

contributions be referred to the Office of General Counsel for
review.

cc
~&~wi* -~ .&~><.

- ~4k~4

(r.
r * ~ ~ ~~l~ae

~ .i/ There were ~iso s~ - ditiona apparent' prohibited ,~

~contr ibubYons total g,,,$12,~7D9~vhich the. Committee refunded1 ~
~tb the contributorS~Refund5'Were m~de on September l6~>
4981, after~receipt~f~the ~udit Notification Letter (dated >~
September 4, 1981f~butprior~to the commencement of audit

-
~ -~ ~

-J *~ *

4 ,, .*-.. .,*
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASKINCTON. D.C. ~O463

:~ ~4~s~4~: ~.v
June 18, 1984

MWMn~ktar'rnu ~ -

TO.' : Robert 3. Costa
Assistant Staff j
Audit Division I

A

flrector '. .:

THROUGH: J ohn~
~. '~4~._

SUBJECT: ~

Fin~A~udiTt ~~rtK~-~ DNC Services Corp./
Democratic National Committee

0 ~%

The Office of General Counsel has reviewed the Final Audit~. '~'N Report of the DNC Services Corporation. This Report reflects theCommission's determination of June 12, 1984, concerning theissues affecting the Committee's limitations under 2 U.S.C.N $ 441a(d); it incorporates the Office of General Counsel'scomments dated November 7, 1983, concerni~ other issues arisingfrom the audit, and it refers to this Office the issue of possiblecorporate contributions. Therefore, we concur with the>recommendations in the Final Audit Report of the DNC Services
Corporation.
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