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ATTORNEYS AT LAW
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ROSERT L. ROSS!
A. DAVID DAaviS
TRACY ROACH

Suite 218
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTSO021 14
May 1, 1985 (617) 742-8200

Charles N. Steele, General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

1324 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1833
Dear Mr. Steele:

On November 1@, 1984, The LaRouche Campaign ("TLC") and
its Treasurer Edward Spannaus provided a written response to
the Commission's October 25, 1984 notification that a
complaint by William Flora alleged a violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"). The debt owed Mr. Flora, which was the basis of his
complaint, was acknowledged and reported overdue to the
Commission. It is therefore apparent that no violation of a
law within the jurisdiction of the Commission has occurred.

Since there remains no actionable complaint, and no
Commission action has yet been taken, Mr. Spannaus and TLC
request that MUR 1833 be dismissed forthwith. A response
from the Commission is requested ten (18) days from the date
of this letter.

Very truly yours,
The LaRouche Campaign
Edward Spannaus, Treasurer
By Their Attorney,

TR/Jjm



This matter will become a part of the public record with 30 days.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

April 29, 1985

Edward Spannaus, Treasurer
The LaRouche Campaign, Inc.
P.O. Box 2150, G.P.O.

New York, New York 10116

RE: MUR 1833
Dear Mr. Spannaus:

On October 25, 1984, the Commission notified The LaRouche
Campaign, Inc., ("the Committee") and you, as treasurer, of a
complaint concerning the complainant's failure to receive
repayment of a loan made to the Committee.

The Commission, on April 23, 1985, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint, and of information
provided by you, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of the Federal Election Campaign Act has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission has closed its files in this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Stee

Associate Gefieral Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHING TON DO 20463
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William Flora
5942 Spicewood Drive
Goshen, Indiana 46526

RE: MUR 1833
Dear Mr. Flora:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
in your complaint which was received on October 23, 1984, and has
determined that, on the basis of information provided in your
complaint and information provided by the Respondent, there is no
reason to believe that a violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act has been committed. Accordingly, the Commission has
decided to close the file in this matter. A copy of the General
Counsel's Report is attached for your information.

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

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the reguirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a){l) and 11 C.F.R. § 111.4.

Sincerely,

Charles A, Steele
Gene:al £ounsel .

\ ‘//
%”nnet%gx;ﬂé:;sékﬂéyyg/

Associlate Gengfal Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

The LaRouche Campaign, Inc. MUR 1833

Edward Spannaus, Treasurer

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session of April 23,
1985, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a
vote of 6-0 to take the following actions in MUR 1833:

L Find no reason to believe that The LaRouche

Committee, Inc., and Edward Spannaus, as
treasurer, have violated the Federal Election

Campaign Act, as amended, in this matter.

2. Approve the letters attached to the General
Counsel's report dated april 9, 1985.

3. Close the file.
Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald,
McGarry, and Reiche voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

H-24-55 ch z M

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 204603

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE, GENERAL COUNSEL

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY C. RANSOM 9( , /’L

DATE: APRIL 16, 1985

SUBJECT: OBJECTION - MUR 1833 General Counsel's

Report signed APril 9, 1985

The above-named document was circulated to the

Commission on Thursday, April 11, 1985 at 4:00.

Objections have been

received from the Commissioners

as indicated by the name(s) checked:

Commissioner
Commissioner
Commissioner
Commissioner
Commissioner

Commissioner

Aikens

Elliott

Harris

McDonald

McGarry

Reiche

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

agenda for Tuesday, April

23, 1985.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM
TO: Office of the Commission Secretary
FROM: Office of General Counsel
DATE: April 11, 1985
L SUBJECT: MUR 1833 - General Counsel's Report
b
) The attached is submitted as an Agenda document
LN for the Commission Meeting of
v Open Session
ol Closed Session
O
. CIRCULATIONS DISTRIBUTION
&= 48 Hour Tally Vote [ X] Compliance [x]
) Sensitive [ X]
Non-Sensitive [ ] Audit Matters [ ]
o0
24 Hour No Objection [ %] Litigation [ ]
Sensitive il
Non-Sensitive (] Closed MUR Letters [ ]
Information [ ] Status Sheets [ ]
Sensitive [ ]
Non-Sensitive [ ] Advisory Opinions [ ]

Other (see distribution
Other ) below) [ ]




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

)
) g [ 11 o
The LaRouche Campaign, Inc. ) aorR .43 A 39
Edward Spannaus, Treasurer )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
BACKGROUND

On October 23, 1984, this Office received a complaint from
William R. Flora of Goshen, Indiana, concerning the failure of
The LaRouche Campaign ("the Committee") to repay a $300 loan
which he had made on April 4, 1984, and for which repayment was
due on June 4, 1984. The loan was made by certified check and
has been reported by the Committee as a debt owed. Mr. Flora's
check was not submitted for matching. According to the
Committee's reports, Mr. Flora was repaid $150.00 on December 31,
1984, leaving an outstanding debt of $150. No information has
been received from the complainant confirming this partial
repayment. The Committee's response is attached.

LEGAL ANALYSIS

Whether or not Mr. Flora has been made whole, it appears
that no violation of a law within the Commission's jurisdiction
has occurred as regards the Committee's failure to repay his
loan. The loan involved was made by an individual, not by a bank
or corporation, and constituted a contribution at the time it was
made. Mr. Flora's loan therefore, does not come within the
coverage of 11 C.F.R. § 114.10 which applies a "commercially
reasonable" standard to the making and collection of loans

obtained by political committees from corporations or banks.
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Neither the Federal Election Campaign Act nor the
Commission's regulations addresses the issue of the late
repayment of loans received by a political committee from an
individual. 1It also appears that the Committee has fulfilled its
reporting requirements concerning Mr. Flora's loan.

This Office recommends that the Commission find no reason to
believe that The LaRouche Campaign has violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act in this matter and close the filen{}

RECOMMENDATIONS

That the Commission f£ind no reason to believe that The
LaRouche Committee, Inc., and Edward Spannaus, as treasurer,
have violated the Act in this matter.

Approve the attached letters.

Close the file.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

oy
Dat ' ﬁénneth A. Gross
Associate Generdl Counsel

L4

Attachments

Response from Committee
Letters (2)
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\Mel Klenetsky

National Campaign Director
Edward Spannaus
Treacurer

P.O Box 2150, GPO, New York, N.Y. 10116, (212) 247-8820

Ncverber 10, 1984

Kenneth A. Gross

Asscciate General Counsel
Feceral Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
wesnhington, D.C. 20463
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Y FIZIZtRAL EXPRESS

MUR 1633

A

hr. Grcss:

is ny response tc your letter cf October 25, 1984

me cf MUR 1833, cpened in response tc the complaint
to your office by Mr. William Flora. My office
your certifiec letter on October 29, 1964. &Althouch :
elieve that the Commission has any jurisdiction over

I have nonethess reviewed the Conmittee's

egarcing Nr. Flora's transaction history and his pricr
! tions with The LaRcuche Campaign.
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wWe ¢o not dispute Mr. Flora's having mace a loan cf $300,
cercsited by the Committee April 5, 1984. That loan was duly
itemized in the Ccmmittee's May 20, 1984 Report of Receipts &anc
Expencitures covering the period April 1 - April 30, 1984 and
carriec as a cebt in that and all subsequent reports. Wwe are
currently attempting to contact Mr. Flcra to reach a mutually
satisfactory payment arrangement.

I regret that Mr. Flocra has been put in a difficult

financial situation and as a result has felt it necessary to
ring his claims to a variety of federal agencies ahd press.
with epproximately 12,000 contributors and a very small
carpaign staff, it has not been easy tc contact &all crecditors
with the speed we woulc have likec, particularly priocr tc the
enc of the campaign. It is cbvious from the content of Mr.
Flcra's letter that his ccmplaint simply concerns the
Ccrmittee's inability to repay his loan on the cate origirally
cxrpected, compouncec by the Committee's cifficulty in
responéing guickly tc &ll creditor reguests, as just mentioned.

fore 1t wouwlc seem that "there: is in fact mnolbasics fer
ication, inscfer &s no acts heve Lbeen citeé that £fall
purview of the Feceral Election Cenmpeign Act cr




attercant Regulations. According to 11 C.F.R. Sec. 111.4, a
fcrrmal complaint such as has resulted in this MUR

should contain a clear anc concise recitation of the facts
cescribing the violation cf & statute cr law over which
the Ccmmission has jurisdiction.

70 the best of my knowledge, the only such statute or law even
hinted at in the corplaint (let alone "clear ... recitation of
facts cescribing violation®) are those pertaining to the
matchability of contriktutions. Mr. Flora suggests that our
funéreisers tclc him

trhat in orcer for the carpaign tc receive natching funcs
fron the receral Government they neecec to cenonstrate a
certain surn of money bank acccunt [sic).

This statement about the Conmittee's sclicitation methccs

is untrue, althouch perhaps uncderstancable. 1It goes without
™M cseyinc thet Comrittee funcraicers sought the maximum number of
LA matcheble contributions, but circumstances often dictated that
nonnatchezle contributions anc loans be cbteained. As noted
M abcve, the Committee has never nace any claim concerning Mr.
Flore's lcen cther thaen that it was & loan; internal FEC 2ucit
LN Divisicn recorés at your c1<pcsal will of course confirm that
, litwels never ‘submiltted Mfor sretchine.
N It is quite possiule thet Mr. Flora has confused in his
memory our funcreisers' requests for matchable money, with
= their other reguests for lcan money, since both woulé naturally
T have been sought &anc cdiscussed with him in the course of the
5 ccnversation. It is alsc pcssible that Mr. Flora became
o cisaffected due tc his inability to receive repayment as
reapicly &s he hopeé, or has acted under the influence of a
Ln thirc party, and has intentionally misrepresented the basis of
o the uncerstancing.

If there is in fact eny statute or regulation whose
pcssible violation is specifically suggestec by the
corplainant, I expect ycu will so inform me; otherwise I must
assume that this letter ccnstitutes sufficient response to NUR
1633 to randate your cleocsing it with no further action.

<::§ZA««*- <j:-CAf’~—w'/'

Ecward Spannaug
Treasurer
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William Flora
5942 Spicewood Drive
Goshen, Indiana 46526

RE: MUR 1833
Dear dr. Fliora:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
in your complaint which was received on October 23, 1984, and has
determined that, on the basis of information provided in your
complaint and information provided by the Respondent, there is no

reason to believe that a violation of the Federal Election
Czmpaign Act hac been committed. Accordingly, the Commission has
T decided to close the file in this matter. A copy of the General
Ccunsel's Report is attached for your information.
i Xa)
o The Feceral Election Campaign Act allows a complainant to
sesk judicizl review of the Commission's dismissal of this
N SeHilion S el ANBINSE G 93 357 G (1R .
o Should acditionel information come to your attention which
in you belleve establishes & violation of the Act, you may file a
= complaint pursuant to the reguirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
o S sV SN JME R R IS
T Sincerely,
o Charles A. Steele
n General Counsel
o
BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
Enclosure

General Counsel's Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

AW ASHING TON D 20dn3

Edward Spannaus, Treasurer
The LaRouche Campaign, Inc.
P.O. Box 2150, G.P.O.

New York, New York 10116

RE: MUR 1833
Dear Mr. Spannaus:

On October 25, 1984, the Commission notified The LaRouche
raiaon, Inc., ("the Committee") and you, as treasurer, of a
;dlﬁt concernlng the complainant's failure to receive
yment of a locan made to the Committee.

The Commission, on March , 1985, determined that on the
ls nf the information in the complaint, and of information
there is no reason to believe that a violation
He “Federal Election Campaign Act has been committed.
3ingly, the Commission has closed its files in this matter.
matter will become a part of the public record with 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:
DATE:

SUBJECT:

A
CHARLES N. STEELE U)f/
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY C. RANSOMW_
JANUARY 14, 1985 .
MURS A gha=El

First General Coursel's Report
signed January 10, 1985

The above-captioned matter was circulated to the

Commission on a 24 hour no-objection basis at 4:00,

January 10, 1985.

)

There were no objections to the First General Counsel's

Report at the time of the deadline.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO: Office of the Commission Secretary

FROM: Office of General Counsel

DATE: January 10, 1985
.. —MURs a3 3
SUBJECT: First General Counsel's Report

The attached is submitted as an Agenda document

for the Commission Meeting of

Open Session

Closed Session

CIRCULATIONS - DISTRIBUTION

48 Hour Tally Vote Compliance
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive Audit Matters

24 Hour No Objection Litigation
Sensitive

Non-Sensitive Closed MUR Letters

Information Status Sheets
Sensitive )

Non-Sensitive Advisory Opinions

Other (see distribution
Other below)
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1325 K STREET, N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT ' °

DATE AND TIME: OF MURS # _ B 1 e
TRANSMITTAL BY OGC TO DATES COMPLAINTS RECEIVED BY
COMMISSION COMMISSION

l/1ofgs = 1240 - ~ _10/23/84,

DATES OF NOTIFICATIONS TO RESPONDENTS
10/25/85

STAFF MEMBER Anne Weissenborn

COMPLAINANTS' NAMES:

wWilliam R. Flora

RESPONDENTS' NAMES: The LaRouche Campaign
Edward Spannaus, as treasurer

RELEVANT STATUTES: 2 U.S.C. § 434(b) (3) and (8)
2 U.S.C. § 9042(c)

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: The LaRouche Campaign

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

FACTUAL & LEGAL ANALYSIS

An examination of reports filed by the LaRouche Campaign
indicates that monies received from
William Flora and have been reported as

loans by the committee;




Charles N. Steele .
General Counsel

ST AT BY: . QE%%;/ Ly

Date *J Kenneth A. Grosg/
Associate General Counsel
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GCC#SSTE

Mel Klenetsky -

National Campaign Director

Edward Spannaus
Treasurer

P.O. Box 2150, GPO, New York, N.Y. 10116, (212) 247-8820

November 10, 1984

Kenneth A. Gross .z
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 3

BY FEDERAL EXPRESS

Re: MUR 1833 i;; o

Mr. Gross:

This is my response to your letter of October 25, 1984

0 informing me of MUR 1833, opened in response to the complaint
submitted to your office by Mr. William Flora. My office
M received your certified letter on October 29, 1984. Although I
LN éo not believe that the Commission has any jurisdiction over
this complaint, I have nonethess reviewed the Committee's
~ records regarding Mr. Flora's transaction history and his prior
communications with The LaRouche Campaign.
Ln
We do not dispute Mr. Flora's having made a loan of $300,
o deposited by the Committee April 5, 1984. That loan was duly
- itemized in the Committee's May 20, 1984 Report of Receipts and
Expenditures covering the period April 1 - April 30, 1984 and
c carried as a debt in that and all subsequent reports. We are
currently attempting to contact Mr. Flora to reach a mutually
n satisfactory payment arrangement.
o

I regret that Mr. Flora has been put in a difficult
financial situation and as a result has felt it necessary to
bring his claims to a variety of federal agencies andé press.
With approximately 12,000 contributors and a very small
campaign staff, it has not been easy to contact all creditors
with the speed we would have likecd, particularly prior to the
end of the campaign. 1t is obvious from the content of Mr.
Flora's letter that his complaint simply concerns the
Committee's inability to repay his loan on the cate originally
expected, compounded by the Committee's difficulty in
responding quickly to all creditor requests, as just mentioned.

Therefore it would seem that there is in fact no basis for
FEC investigation, insofar as no acts have been citecd that fall
under the purview of the Federal Election Campaign Act or




attendant Regulations. According to 11 C.F.R. Sec. 111.4, a
formal complaint such as has resulted in this MUR

should contain a clear and concise recitation of the facts
describing the violation of a statute or law over which
the Commission has jurisdiction.

To the best of my knowledge, the only such statute or law even
hinted at in the complaint (let alone ®"clear ... recitation of
facts describing violation") are those pertaining to the
matchability of contributions. Mr. Flora suggests that our
fundraisers told him

that in order for the campaign to receive matching funds
from the Federal Government they neecded to demonstrate a
certain sum of money bank account [sic].

This statement about the Committee's scolicitation methods
is untrue, although perhaps understandable. It goes without

o saying that Committee fundraisers sought the maximum number of

O matchable contributions, but circumstances often dictated that
nonmatchable contributions and loans be obtained. As noted

™M above, the Committee has never made any claim concerning Mr.
Flora's loan other than that it was a loan; internal FEC Audit

(L} Division records at your disposal will of course confirm that

_— it was never submitted for matching.

1N It is quite possible that Mr. Flora has confused in his
memory our fundraisers' requests for matchable money, with
their other requests for loan money, since both would naturally

e have been sought and discussed with him in the course of the

gl conversation. It is also possible that Mr. Flora became

~— disaffected due to his inability to receive repayment as

. rapidly as he hoped, or has acted under the influence of a

X third party, and has intentionally misrepresented the basis of
the uncerstancing.

o

If there is in fact any statute or regulation whose
possible violation is specifically suggestecd by the
complainant, I expect you will so inform me; otherwise I must
assume that this letter constitutes sufficient response to MUR
1833 to mandate your closing it with no further action.

C RGN -

Ecward Spannaug
Tireasurer




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 204618

Qcxober 25, 1984

william R. Flora
59642 Spicewood Drive
Goshen, Indiana 46526

Dear Mr. Flora:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
which we received on October 23, 1984, against Edward Spannaus
and the LaRouche Campaign, Inc., which alleges violations of the
Federal Election Campaign laws. A staff member has been assigned
to analyze your allegations. The respondent will be notified of

(e this complaint within £five days.
Y You will be notified as soon as the Commission takes final
™ action on your complaint. Should you have or receive any

additional information in this matter, please forward it to this
1.0 office. We suggest that this information be sworn to in the same
manner as your original complaint. For your information, we have
attached a brief description of the Commission's procedure for
handling complaints. If you have any guestions, please contact

-

k) Barbara A. Johnson at (202) 523-4143.
(i)
Sincerely,
*:r
= Charle . Steele 3
< Genetral 2 £
tn
o 7

By  Kenneth A. Gross
( Associate General’

7

Enclosure




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 00463

October 25, 1984

CERTIFIED MAIL
ETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Zdward Spannaus

Treasurer

The LaRouche Campaign, Inc.
304 West 58th Street

New York, New York 10018

Spannaus:

This letter is to notify you that on October 23, 1984 the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleges
the LaRouche Campaign, Inc. and you, as treasurer may have
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 1833. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against the LaRouche
Campaign, Inc. and you, as treasurer in connection with this
matter. Your respconse must be submitted within 15 days of
receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the
available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a) (12) (A) unless vou notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter

advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
the nagp e, addrosc and teleghone n,mbc* of such counsel,

~~"‘“at13ﬂs and otner communications from t e Commission.




If you have any questions, please contact Anne Weissenborn,
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4000. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele ,’7
Genert}\.,\-é’bunsel~ e

. < i - a
4 ’ f

i ’
By, Xenneth A. Gross

Associate Gener Counsel

74

Enclosures

l. Cemplaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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Kenneth Gross (Associate General Councsl)

Fedenal Edection Commission iy
1325 K Street = P
washington, D.C. 20463 o

or

Dear Mr. Gnross:
"
On Apnil 2nd, 1984, a nepresentative of the Lyndon LaRouche Campaign, Doug.~o
Mallouk, called and asred 4§ we woukd Loan a sum of $500.00 interest gree 2o
the LaRoucn Campadign. 1 was tofd that «n order §orn the campaign to recedlve~ :
matching funds grom the Federal Govennment they needed to demonstrate a cem™
Ladn swi of money ounk account. He was urgent to get the money because the
govenrnment had set a deadfine date §or the account to neach that goal. 1t
was our understanding that this was a Legal and proper procedure. Voug pushed
me to send centdfdied gunds because o4 tne deadline date.

1 agheed to Lend the sum og $300.00, <nterest gree, tu the LaRouche Campaign
forn a perdod of sdxty days, at the end of which Time we were Asupposed Lo be
nepadid. A certdgded check was sent to the LaRouche Campaign at the Cndicago,
14. headquantens.

The LaRouche Campaign

3740 W. Trving Pank Road

Cnicago, 1£. 6061&

tnclosed 44 a copy of the promis&ony note we received from the campaign. Tne
Letten names the LaRouche Campaign 4n New Yornk CLty; but the envefope nad an
18Linois post mark.

As you can see tne note was due June 4tn, 1984, and to this date, we have not
been repatd.

On approximately June 5th, 1 called Voug Mallouk at thne Chicago oggice of the
LaKcuche Campaisgn, when asked about the nepayment of the Loan, he asked for an
extensdion and 1 negqused and sadd 1 wanted immeddiate satisfaction on the Loan.
Voug Matlour neptied that they were 4in the midst of a "polditical asthuggle" and
they had the money, out he couldn't get 4t night away. He wouldn't gdve me a
time when 1 could have my money. Approximately one week Later, 1 attempted to
neacn Doug Malloukr again. 1 was told that ne was on another fine. 1 then asked
to speak with Paul Greenbeng, (Paul 4s the person who s4gned the promissony note)
I was told that he was too busy to spear with me at the moment but that they
would nave nim call me bacr. My calld was never neturned. 1 called again the
next day and had 4dentical nesults. Approximately one montn fLater, 1 called

the New Yonk City cfface of tne LaKouche Campaign and ashed fon Ed Spannus,trea-
surer fon "New Sofidardty" a pamphlfet published by the LaRouche Campaign. Tie

swalenboand angonmed me that he was out of town. 1 calfed thrnee days fLaten and
was gdven an extensdion which no one woutd amswern. 1 hadn't explained why 1 was
caldang oul the switchboard operaton knew without my explaining that 1 was call-
Ang 4n negand to the Loan. Sne had obviousfy oeen getiing Lots of calls grom
othens fire myselfy because when she came back cn the {Line sne sadd, "are you
calling about a Loan?" 1 called agaan the same day and nad identical nesulis.




No one would answer that extension. 1 then called the Chicago neadquarters

and wanned them that 1 would §ight their political phifosophy, calf the FBI,
call the mafjon newspapers and contact my Local newspapen. 0§ course 1 didn't
get any §4inm committment grom the young man, s0 1 did what 1 said 1 would. The
FB1 recommended that 1 §ife a suit in small claims court. Howeven; they said
that even 4if 1 won 1 would probably never collect. The New York Times took a
Atatement and said they would call me if they found a story in my statement.

1 ginally gound out about your office when my wife contacted John Hilerns office.
This was in the §inst week of October. Some one grom his office contacted your
ofgice and discussed the matter with someone at your office. Your colleague re-
commended we send this Letter. The Lyndon LaRouch Campaign owes my wife and 1
$300.00.

Sincenely,
— Gt Toess
Bi£L Flonra

BF /nd
encl.

County o4 Date 10/158/84

State of

LOZQ({C/!’V./ 2 \J/[("la,

appeared beforne me and swone to the thue statements
above

A
/

Notary Public

My commission expinres 11/11/85




AMOUNT: $300.00 DATE: APRIL 4,1

PROMISSORY NOTE

THE LAROUCHE CAMPAIGN acknowledges that on April 4, 1984,
WILLIAM FLORA of 59642 Spicewood Drive, Goshen, Indiana, loan. .
$300.00 to THE LAROUCHE CAMPAIGN, located at 304 W. 58th Stre.
S5th Floor, New York, New York.

THE LAROUCHE CAMPATON acknowledges its indebtedness to
WILLIAM IFLORA only, in the amount of $300.00,which it shall
repay to WILLIAM FLORA within 60 days. This obligation of
THE LARQUCHE CAMPAIGN to WILLIAM FLORA shall not be assign
transferred, or discounted.

P() WL ,CW\Q?AQM/\Q,.
PAUL GREENBERG (
Authorized Representativ::
of THE LAROUCHE CAMPAIGN




21740 Buckingham Road
Likhart, Indiana 46516
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