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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. Wa 1 19

May 12, 1986

Mark Begich
Begich for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 201627
Anchorage, Alaska 99520-1627

RE: MUR 2046
Begich for Congress

Committee
Mark Begich, as v

treasurer

Dear Mr. Begich:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
has now been closed and will become part of the public record
within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any legal or

factual materials to be placed on the public record in connection

.* with this matter, please do so within 10 days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michele Brown, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

Mark Begich
Begich for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 201627
Anchorage, Alaska 99520-1627

RE: MUR 2046
Begich for Congress

Committee
Mark Begich, as

o treasurer

-- Dear Mr. Begich:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matter
has now been closed and will become part of the public record
within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any legal or

J% factual materials to be placed on the public record in connection
with this matter, please do so within 10 days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michele Brown, the
staff member assiqned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

WSincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 12, 1986

Paul Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

RE: MUR 2046

Paul Begich

Dear Mr. Begich:

On May 5, 1986, the Commission accepted the conciliation
agreement signed by you in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a) (1) (A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in
this matter, and it will become a part of the public record
within thirty days. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits
any information derived in connection with any conciliation
attempt from becoming public without the written consent of the
respondent and the Commission. Should you wish any such
information to become part of the public record, please advise us
in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files. Please note you will be
required to submit the $400 civil penalty within 90 days.

Sincerely,

SCharles N. Steele

BY: enne A.ros
Associate Ge ral Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

Paul Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

RE: MUR 2046
Paul Begich

Dear Mr. Begich:

.N On May 5, 1986, the Commission accepted the conciliation
agreement signed by you in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a) (1) (A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Actof 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in
this matter, and it will become a part of the public record
within thirty days. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits
any information derived in connection with any conciliation
attempt from becoming public without the written consent of the
respondent and the Commission. Should you wish any such
information to become part of the public record, please advise us
in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files. Please note you will be
required to submit the $400 civil penalty within 90 days.

Sincerely,

CCharles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement
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BEFORE TE FEDERAL ELECTION COISSION

In the Matter of )

Paul Begich ) MUR 2046

M -- I.

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT CA

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commi on

(hereinafter "the Commission"), pursuant to information _

ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. The Commission found reason to believe that

Paul Begich ("Respondent") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A).

_.E NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having

T participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a

7finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree as follows:

1. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent,

and the subject matter of this proceeding, and this agreement has

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

S 437g(a) (4) (A) (i).

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

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

1. Begich for Congress Committee (the "Committee") is

the principal campaign committee of Pegge Begich for

the 1984 primary election.
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2. Respondent made a $5,500 loan to the

candidate, which was turned over to the Committee on

July 23, 1984. The loan was designated for the August

28, 1984, primary.

3. On January 14, 1985, Respondent was repaid $5,500

by the Committee.

V. Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) by
contributing $5,500 in excess of the contribution limitation with

respect to the primary election campaign of Pegge Begich.

VI. Respondent will pay a civil penalty of Four Hundred

Dollars ($400) to the United States Treasurer, pursuant to

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (5) (A).

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

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

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

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

approved the entire agreement.

IX. Respondent shall have no more than ninety (90) 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.
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X. 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 by agents of either party, that is

not contained in this written agreement shall be valid.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Charles N. Steele

By: KehnethtA. Gro/T~ r nsAsscaeGn

FOR THE RESPONDENT:

Paul Begich

Date 
oe L

?4b

- -



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 203

May 12, 1986

Stephanie Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

RE: NUR 2046
Stephanie Begich

Dear Ms. Begich:

On May 5, 1986, the Commission accepted the conciliation
agreement signed by you in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441a (a) (1) (A) , a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in

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

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

%required to submit the $500 civil penalty within 90 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
GCounsel

BY:0 enneth A. Gr
Associate Ger ral Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

Stephanie Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

RE: MUR 2046
Stephanie Begich

Dear Ms. Begich:

On May 5, 1986, the Commission accepted the conciliation--W agreement signed by you in settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C.
Tr S 441a(a) (1) (A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act

of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in
this matter and it will become a part of the public record within
thirty days. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4) (B) prohibits any
information derived in connection with any conciliation attempt
from becoming public without the written consent of the
respondent and the Commission. Should you wish any such
information to become part of the public record, please advise us
in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files. Please note you will be
required to submit the $500 civil penalty within 90 days.

or Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COUMISSION

In the Matter of )
)

Stephanie Begich ) MUR 2046)
)

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(hereinafter "the Commission"), pursuant to information

ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. The Commission found reason to believe that

Stephanie Begich ("Respondent") violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondent, having

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a

finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree as follows:

1. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent,

and the subject matter of this proceeding, and this agreement has

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

S 437g(a) (4) (A) (i).

II. Respondent has had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

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

1. Begich for Congress Committee (the "Committee") is

the principal campaign committee of Pegge Begich for

the 1984 primary election.
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2. Respondent made a $6,500 loan to the

candidate which was turned over to the Committee on

July 23, 1984. The loan was designated for the August

28, 1984 primary election.

3. By check dated January 14, 1985, Respondent was

repaid $6,500 by the Committee.

V. Respondent violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) by

contributing $6,500 in excess of the contribution limitation with

respect to the primary election campaign of Pegge Begich.

VI. Respondent will pay a civil penalty of Five Hundred

Dollars ($500) to the United States Treasurer, pursuant to

2 U.S.C. S 437g (a) (5) (A).

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

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

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

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.

VIII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

IX. Respondent shall have no more than ninety (90) 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.
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X. 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 by agents of either party, that is

not contained in this written agreement shall be valid.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Charles N. Steele
General Couwa el

By:

I FOR THE RESPONDENT:

Steplhanie B-eg-ch Datle
CPAA 9{iq-'L-A---"-

ef -
I -1401 1A 1 0



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the r of)
) MUR 2046

StephanI lo
Paul Begich )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on May 5,

1986, the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take

__ the following actions in MUR 2046:

1. Accept the conciliation agreements,
as recommended in the General Counsel's
Report signed April 30, 1986.

2. Close the file.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, Josefiak and

McDonald voted affirmatively for this decision; Commissioner

McGarry did not cast a vote.

Attest:

Date arjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: Wed., 4-30-86, 2:29
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: Thurs., 5-1-86, 11:00
Deadline for vote: Mon., 5-5-86, 11:00
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Office of the Commission Secretary

Office of General Counsel

Ayril 30. 19Q6

M!JR 2046 General Counsel's Rerort

The attached is submitted as an Agenda document

for the Commission Meeting of

Open Session

Closed Session

CIRCULATIONS

48 Hour Tally Vote
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

24 Hour No Objection
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

Information
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

[x~i
r I

r II I

r I

r I

Other

DISTRIBUTION

Compliance

Audit Matters

Litigation

Closed MUR Letters

Status Sheets

Advisory Opinions

Other (see distribution
below)

1[ElI I

[ 1
f I

r I

r I

muR 2046 - General Coun ell Revort



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION SOMNSIT1VE
In the Matter of )

Stephanie Begich ) MUR 2046 .... :29
Paul Begich )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

Background

Attached are conciliation agreements which have been signed

by Stephanie Begich and Paul Begich.

The attached agreements contain no changes from the

agreements approved by the Commision.

1 Recommendation

Np The Office of General Counsel recommends the acceptance of

these agreements and the closing of the file.
0

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Dat Kenneth A. Gros

Associate Gene al Counsel

C.0 Attachments
Conciliation Agreements - Two
Proposed Letters



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

Stephanie Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

RE: MUR 2046
Stephanie Begich

Dear Ms. Begich:

On , 1986, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by you in settlement of a violation
of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been
closed in this matter and it will become a part of the public
record within thirty days. However, 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B)
prohibits any information derived in connection with any
conciliation attempt from becoming public without the written
consent of the respondent and the Commission. Should you wish

C) any such information to become part of the public record, please
advise us in writing.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

Paul Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

RE: MUR 2046
Paul Begich

Dear Mr. Begich:

On , 1986, the Commission accepted theconciliation agreement signed by you in settlement of a violation
of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been
closed in this matter, and it will become a part of the publicrecord within thirty days. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B)
prohibits any information derived in connection with anyconciliation attempt from becoming public without the written
consent of the respondent and the Commission. Should you wish anysuch information to become part of the public record, please
advise us in writing.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 2046)

Mark Begich
Begich for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 201627
Anchorage, Alaska 99520-1627

RE: MUR 2046
Begich for Congress

Committee
Mark Begich, as

treasurer

Dear Mr. Begich:

This is to advise you that the entire file in this matterhas now been closed and will become part of the public record
within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any legal or
factual materials to be placed on the public record in connection
with this matter, please do so within 10 days.

Should you have any questions, contact Michele Brown, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

,-r Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)

Begich for Congress Committee ) MUR 2046
Mark Begich, as treasurer )
Stephanie Begich )
Paul Begich )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session of March 4,

1986, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

vote of 6-0 to take the following actions in MUR 2046:

1. Accept the agreement signed by Mark Begich, as
treasurer, on behalf of himself and the Begich
for Congress Committee.

2. Close the file with respect to the Begich for
CCongress Committee and Mark Begich, as treasurer.

3.

4 . ....-....

5. Approve and send the letter and conciliation
agreement attached to the General Counsel's
report dated February 19, 1986.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, Josefiak,

McDonald, and McGarry voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

A A-d '0
Date Marjorie W. Emmons

Secretary of the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, 0C 2046.

I March 6, 1986

Mark Begich
Begich for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 201627
Anchorage, Alaska 99520-1627

RE: MUR 2046
Begich for Congress Committee
Mark Beqich, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Begich:

On March 4 , 1986, the Commission accepted the
conciliation aqreement signed by you and part of a civil penalty
in partial settlement of a violation of 2 '.S.C. 4 441a(f), aprovision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter 3,it pertains to the Beqich for Conqress Committee and you, as
treasurer, and it will become a part of the public record withnthirty days after this matter has been closed with respect to a.1.
other respondents involved. However, 2 [.S.r. § 437g(a) (4) (13)40- prohibits any information derived in connection with any
conciliation attempt from hecoming public without the writtenI consent of the respondent and the Commission. Should you wishany such information to become part of the public record, please
advise us in writing within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the confidentialitv
provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437q(a) (4) (B) and 437 (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.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the finalconciliation agreement for your files. Please note you will berequired to submit the $1,500 balance of the civil penalty within
90 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N., Steele
Ge Counsel
-T/' , ./. F

By: i/ nnet A. bGross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

Mark Begich
Begich for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 201627
Anchorage, Alaska 99520-1627

RE: MUR 2046
Begich for Congress Committee
Mark Begich, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Begich:

On , 1986, the Commission accepted theconciliation agreement signed by you and part of a civil penaltyin partial settlement of a violation of 2 U.S.C. $ 441a(f), aprovision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, asV7, amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter asit pertains to the Begich for Congress Committee and you, asr-IN treasurer, and it will become a part of the public record withinthirty days after this matter has been closed with respect to allother respondents involved. However, 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B),#0 prohibits any information derived in connection with anyconciliation attempt from becoming public without the writtenl consent of the respondent and the Commission. Should you wishany such information to become part of the public record, pleaseVr advise us in writing within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the confidentialityprovisions of 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437gca) (12) (A) remainin effect until the entire matter has been closed. Thec Commission will notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the finalconciliation agreement for your files. Please note you will berequired to submit the $1,500 balance of the civil penalty within
90 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/'V4, 1/ q &L
By: Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement

I



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELICTION COMISSION

In the Matter of )
)

Begich for Congress ) MUR 2046
Committee and )

Mark Begich, as treasurer))

CONCILIATION AGREDIENT

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election Commission

(hereinafter "the Commission"), pursuant to information

ascertained in the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities. The Commission found reason to believe that

Begich for Congress Committee and Mark Begich, as treasurer,

("Respondents") violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).

NOW, THEREFORE, the Commission and the Respondents, having

participated in informal methods of conciliation, prior to a

finding of probable cause to believe, do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondents,

and the subject matter of this proceeding, and this agreement has

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

S 437g(a) (4) (A) (i).

Ii. Respondents have had a reasonable opportunity to

demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondents enter voluntarily into this agreement with

the Commission.

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

1. Begich for Congress Committee (the "Committee")

is the principal campaign committee of Pegge Begich for

the 1984 primary election.
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2. Mark Begich is the treasurer of Begich for

Congress Committee.

3. The Committee reported the receipt of a $3,000

contribution from Alaska Political Action Committee

("Alaska PAC"), an unregistered committee, on March 9,

1984. The contribution was designated for the primary

election, held August 28, 1984.

4. Begich for Congress Committee reported the

receipt of a $1,000 loan from Margaret Ritchie on

May 20, 1984, and aggregate contributions of $310 from

Ms. Ritchie, all designated for the primary election.

5. Begich for Congress Committee reported the receipt

of $1,100 in aggregate contributions from John Alderson

for the primary election.

6. On July 23, 1984, Begich for Congress Committee

reported the receipt of a $6,500 loan from the

candidate on July 23, 1984. The funds were loaned to

the candidate by Stephanie Begich and designated for

the primary election.

7. On July 23, 1984, Begich for Congress Committee

reported the receipt of a $5,500 loan from the

candidate on July 23, 1984. The funds were loaned to

the candidate by Paul Begich and designated for the

primary election.
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8. On June 23, 1984, a $2,000 refund was sent to
Alaska PAC by Begich for Congress Committee.

9. On August 6, 1984, Begich for Congress Committee

repaid a $1,000 loan to Margaret Ritchie.

10. On August 6, 1984, Begich for Congress

Committee sent a $100 refund to John Alderson.

11. By check dated January 14, 1985, Begich for
Congress Committee repaid Stephanie Begich $6,500.

12. By check dated January 14, 1985, Begich for

Congress Committee repaid Paul Begich $5,500.
V. Respondents violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f) by accepting

excessive contributions from Alaska PAC, Marqaret Ritchie, John
Alderson, Stephanie Begich and Paul Begich.

VI. Respondents will pay a civil penalty of Two Thousand

Dollars to the United States Treasurer,
C

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (5) (A).

VII. 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. 5 431, et seq.

VIII. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint
under 2 U.S.C. 5 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
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action for relief in the United States District Court for the

District of Columbia.

IX. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Commission has

approved the entire agreement.

X. Respondents shall have no more than ninety (90) 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.

XI. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire

agreement between the parties on the matters raised herein, and

rno other statement, promise, or agreement, either written or

.oral, made by either party, that is not contained in this

agreement shall be valid.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

CCharles N. Steele
General Co

By: i- _c1_ .L 4"(
Kehneth A.-Gro Date
Associate Gen ral Counsel

FOR THE RESPONDENTS:

Mark Begich, easd er Date
Begich for Cingress Committee
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES STEELE, GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/ ARNITA D. HESSION4J

FEBRUARY 24, 1986

MUR 2046 - General Counsel's Report
Signed February 19, 1986

The above-named document was circulated to the

Commission on Thursday, February 20, 1986, 11:00.

Objections have been received from the Commissioners

as indicated by the name(s) checked:

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Aikens

Elliott

Harris

Josef iak

McDonald

McGarry

This matter will be placed on

agenda for March 4, 1986.

the Executive Session

x
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Office of the Commission secretary

Office of General Counsel(A

February-2 ,r_ 198 6

MUR 2046 - Geea onslsRpr

The attached is submitted as an Agenda document

for the Commission Meeting of__ ______________

open Session

Closed Session ___________

CIRCULATIONS

48 Hour Tally Vote
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

24 Hour No Objection
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

Information
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

Other

r12

r I

DISTRIBUTION

Compliance

Audit Matters

Litigation

Closed MUR Letters

Status Sheets

Advisory Opinions

Other (see distribution
below)

)(X I

r 1

r 1

[I

r
r I

r
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, 0 C 20463

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES STEELE, GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/ CHERYL A. FLEMING(32$%

JANUARY 16,1986

OBJECTION - MUR 2046 - General Counsel's Report
Signed January 13, 1986

The above-named document was circulated to the

Commission on Wednesday, January 15, 1986, 11:00 A.M.

Objections have been received from the Commissioners

as indicated by the name(s) checked:

Commissioner Aikens

Commissioner Elliott

Commissioner Harris

Commissioner Josef iak

Commissioner McDonald

Commissioner McGarry

X

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

agenda for Wednesday, January 22, 1986.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI%CTO%,. 0 C 20463

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES STEELE, GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/ CHERYL A. FLEMING cO

JANUARY 15, 1986

OBJECTION MUR 2046 - General Counsel's Report
Signed January 10, 1986

The above-named document was circulated to the

Commission on Monday, January 13, 1986, 11:00 A.M.

Objections have been received from the Commissioners

as indicated by the name(s) checked:

Commiss ioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Aikens

Elliott

Harris

Josef iak

McDonald

McGarry

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

agenda for Wednesday, January 22, 1986.
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IFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON,. D C 20463

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES STEELE, GENERAL COUNSEL ±
MARJORIE W. EMMONS/ CHERYL A. FLEMINI4

JANUARY 14, 1986

OBJECTION - MUR 2046 - General Counsel's Report
Signed January 10, 1986

The above-named document was circulated to the

Commission on Monday, January 13, 1986, 11:00 A.M.

Objections have been received from the Commissioners

as indicated by the name(s) checked:

Commissioner Aikens

Commissioner Elliott _

Commissioner Harris

Commissioner Josefiak

Comissioner McDonald

Commissioner McGarry

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

agenda for Wednesday, January 22, 1986.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON,D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO: CHARLES STEELE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/ CHERYL A. FLEMING((-,Z

DATE: NOVEMBER 7, 1985

SUBJECT: MUR 2046 - COMPREHENSIVE INVESTIGATIVE REPORT -

111K The above-captioned matter was circulated by the CommissionSecretary's Office to the Commissioners on Wednesday, November 6,
1985, 11:00.

There were no objections received in the Office of the" Secretary of the Commission to the above-captioned matter at
the time of the deadline.

Ilk

r



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

December 3, 1985

Mr. Paul Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

RE: MUR 2046
Paul Beg ich

Dear Mr. Begich:

0 On July 1, 1985, you were notified that the Commission found

reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(l) (A), a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

Tamended. An investigation of this matter is being conducted and
it has been determined that additional information from you is
necessary.

7' Consequently, the Federal Election Commission has issued the
attached questions which ask you to provide information which.
will assist the Commission in carrying out its statutory duty of
supervising compliance with the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these questions.
However, it is required that you submit the information within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michele D.
Brown, the staff member handling this matter, at (202) 523-4143.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

BY: Kenneth A Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Quest ions



Interrogatories and Request for Production of Documents
for Paul Begich

I. Please answer the following interrogatories:

A. Reports filed with the Federal Election Commission
indicate that you made a loan of $5,500 to your mother, Margaret
J. Begich, a candidate for the House of Representatives, on July
23, 1984. The term "loan" includes a guarantee, endorsement, and
any other form of security. 11 C.F.R. 100.7(a) (1) (i).

1. Please state whether you made a loan of $5,500 to
Margaret J. Begich.

2. If you did make this loan, please state:

a. Whether you made the loan at someone's suggestion.

i. If so, please state at whose suggestion you made

the loan.

b. What your age was at the time you made the loan.

C. Whether you were employed at the time.

i. If so, please state your place of employment,
length of employment and job title.

ii. If not, please state whether you were a student at
the time you made the loan, the name and location
of the school you were attending, your grade
level, and dates of your attendance.

'0i, - T -OP 0 , 4 1 -1
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d. Whether you received any financial assistance from your
family at the time you made the loan.

i. If so, please state from whom, the relationship to
you, and the type of assistance (for example, room
and board, tuition payment, etc.)

e. Whether you had an independent source of income at the
time you made the loan and what the source of the
income was.

f. Whether you resided with any members of your family at
the time you made the loan.

1. If so, please state their names, relationship to
you, and the dates of residence.

I.Please provide a copy of any checks, front and back sides,
used to make any loan to Margaret J. Begich.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIAICTON. D.C. 20463

December 4, 1985

Ms. Stephanie Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchoraqe, Alaska 99501

RE: MUR 2046
Stephanie Beg ich

Dear Ms. Begich:

On July 1, 1905, you were notified that the Commission foundreason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A), a
provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. An investigation of this matter is being conducted and
it has been determined that additional information from you is
necessary.

Consequently, the Federal Election Commission has issued theattached questions which ask you to provide information which
will assist the Commission in carrying out its statutory duty of
supervising compliance with the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to these questions.
However, it is required that you submit the information within
ten days of your receipt of this letter.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Michele D.Brown, the staff member handling this matter, at (202) 523-4143.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

BY: Kenne A ss

Associate G neral Counsel

Enclosure
Questions



Interrogatories and Request for Production of Documents
for Stephanie Begich

I. Please answer the following interrogatories:

A. Reports filed with the Federal Election Commission
indicate that you made a loan of $6,500 to your mother, Margaret
J. Begich, a candidate for the House of Representatives, on July
23, 1984. The term "loan" includes a guarantee, endorsement, and
any other form of security. 11 C.F.R. 100.7(a) (1) (1).

1. Please state whether you made a loan of $6,500 to
Margaret J. Begich.

2. If you did make this loan, please state:

a. Whether you made the loan at someone's suggestion.

i. If so, please state at whose suggestion you made

the loan.

b. What your age was at the time you made the loan.

c. Whether you were employed at the time.

i. If so, please state your place of employment,
length of employment and job title.

ii. If not, please state whether you were a student at
the time you made the loan, and include the name
and location of the school you were attending,
your grade level, and dates of your attendance.
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d. Whether you received any financial assistance from your
family at the time you made the loan.

i. If so, please state from whom, the relationship to
you, and the type of assistance (for example, room
and board, tuition payment, etc.)

e, Whether you had an independent source of income at the
time you made the loan and what the source of the
income was.

WNWf. Whether you resided with any members of your family at
the time you made the loan.

1. If so, please state their names, relationship to
you, and the dates of residence.

II. Please provide a copy of any checks, front and back sides,
used-to make any loan to Margaret J. Beqich.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Office of the Commission Secretary

Office of General Counsel 773

AuQust 15L 1985

MUR 2046 - General Counsel's Report

The attached is submitted as an Agenda document

for the Commission Meeting of

Open Session

Closed Session
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* ' ENSITIVE
BFORE THE FEDERAL BLEMlON COIMISSION

, -C*6

In the Matter of )

Begich for Congress Committee; ) MUR 2046
Mark Begich, as treasurer; ) en
Stephanie Begich; Paul Begich )) F% ,.

) ...

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On June 24, 1985, the Commission found reason to believe

that Begich for Congress Committee (the "Committee") and Mark

N, Begich, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f), and that

Stephanie Begich and Paul Begich violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a)(1)(A). Subsequent to the Commission's findings, the

Committee, Mark Begich, as treasurer, Stephanie Begich and Paul

Begich requested to settle this matter through conciliation prior

to a finding of probable cause to believe. Attachments No. 1, 2

"and 3.

CII. DISCUSSION OF CONCILIATION AND CIVIL PENALTY

C__
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4. Approve the attached letters.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel-.

CtBy: 
__ ____ --

Date Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General

Attachments
1. Letter from Stephanie Begich
2. Letter from Paul Begich
3. Letter from Mark Begich
4.
5. Proposed Letters (3)
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Stephanie 3egich
1812 Parkside Dr.

Anchorage Alaska 99508
(907) 274-6675

Federal Elections Commission ,
Washington DC. '20463 CO .

RE I MUR 2046

Attent Joan D. AikensR " -
CAri

Dear Ms. Aikens

I am in receipt of your letter dated July 1, 1985 in regards to
my possible violation of the federal Election Campaign Act. I

03 hope that the following explanation will explain the loan in
quest ion.

Tr Let me give you some history on this money and where it came
from. The money originally was a life insurance benefit of my

C fathers who died in 1972. This money over the past 13 years has
been loaned back and forth between my mother and I for various
purposes, this has been a long standing practice between us.

About this time last year my mother asked if she could borrow the
n money again, which I agreed to loan her. Not knowing the ins and

outs of federal election law I thought this was ok to do as we
had loaned this money back and forth for years. After my
brotherthe treasurer for the Begich For Congress Committee was
notified by the elections commission that this may not be legal
he issued a check back to me in January of this year.

As you can see by the explanation I did not knowingly violate the
election laws and once we were aware of this we corrected the
problem.

I hope this brief but to the point explanation of the source of
the money and the use of it over the past several years
clarifies how this possible violation came about.

I am anxious to clarify this issues as soon as possible and I am
not sure if this is the time to request pro-probable cause
conciliation or if it is appropriate. Could you please let me
know and if there is anything I can do or any additional
information that you may need please let me know.

Sincerely,

Stoph negoich

R W~cr~eY.
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Paul legich
1812 Parkeide Dr.

Anchorage, Alaska 99508
(997) 274-"475

Federal Elections Commission
Washington D.C. 20463

RE# MUR 2046
Attent Joan D. Aikens • .

Dear Ms. Aikens; " .

I am in receipt of your letter dated July 1, L985 in regards to
my possible violation of the federal Election Campaign Act. I
hope that the following explanation will explain the loan in
question.

Let me give you some history on this money and where it came
from. The money originally was a life insurance benefit of my
fathers who died in 1972. This money over the past 13 years has
been loaned back and forth between my mother and I for various
purposes, this has been a long standing practice between us.

About this time last year my mother asked if she could borrow the
money again, just as she did with my sister Stephanie, which I
agreed to loan her. Not knowing the ins and outs of federal
election law I thought this was ok to do as we had loaned this
money back and forth for years. After my brotherthe treasurer
for the Begich For Congress Committee was notified by the
elections commission that this may not be legal he issued a check
back to me in January of this year.

As you can see by the explanation I did not knowingly violate the
election laws and once we were aware of this we corrected the
problem.

I hope this brief but to the point explanation of the source of
the money and the use of it over the past several years
clarifies how this possible violation came about.

I am anxious to clarify this issues as soon as possible and I
am not sure if this is the time to request pre-probable cause
conciliation or if it is appropriate. Could you please let me
know and if there is anything I can do or any additional
information that you may need please let me know.

Paul Begic

-,.OVA



85 JULIS A8:

Mark Begi h
5232 East 24th., Ave.

Anchorage, Alaska 19508
(907) 333-6898

July 14, 1985

Federal Elections Commission
Washington D.C., 20463

REs MUR 2046

Attent Joan D. Aikens

Dear Ms. Aikens; 
7.

I am in receipt of your letter dated July 1, 1985 in regais to
the possible violations of 2 U.S.C. 441 a (f), acceptingexcessive contributions. After reading the General Counsel'sfactual and legal analysis I have attempted to answer theconcerns that you have brought up.

The first item, the $3,000 we received from the Alaska PAC onMarch 9, 1984. At that time the person who was doing the booksdid not realize that this was not a federal PAC, ( just a note0 the Alaska PAC did not know they could not give to us until they
were notified by the FEC or someone else) and could not accept4the contribution. By this time the contribution had already beenaccepted and we indicated on our 1/16//84 - 3/30/84 report weCfiled with your office that we intended to pay it back, which we
have.

The second item was the two loans received from Paul andStephanie Begich in July of 1984. The loans were given toMargaret J. Begich and then she in turn loaned the money to thecommittee. At the time the loans were made we did not know thatchildren could not loan the money to their mother and be theguarantors on the loan. The children for the last several yearshave loaned this money back and forth between each other asnormal practice. Our intent was in no way was a method to by passthe law that prohibits contributions in excess of $1000.00 per
election.

Once I was notified that this was illegal I issued a check assoon as was able to for the amounts that were in question.

The third item was the loan that Margaret Ritchie gave to thRcommittee. This loan was given through our Juneau, Alaska officewith out my knowledge to purchase t-shirts for a fundraisingeffort. Once I was told that this was done I asked MargaretRitchie how she wanted, this amount of money treated as acontribution or as a loan. She had indicated that this should bea loan. So on the committees 4/1/84 - 6/30/84 report we had



indicated so.

A few weeks later I was notified by the Federal Elections
Commission that her loan of $1,000 was counted as a contribution
and this combined with the previous contributions put her over
the allowable amount for each election and that we were to refund
the excess. As indicated on our 7/1/64 - 8/8/84 reports we did
so by giving her the t-shirts back that she purchased.

On the last item, the contribution by John Aldersomn. Even though
the commission sent no notice of the excess contribution this was
picked up by our own auditing of the books , as I had mention
earlier the books were being done by someone else early in the
campaign. Also there was an error on the 7/1/84 -8/8/84 report
which indicated John Alderson gave a $400.00 contribution
actually it should have read $300.00 to make the aggregate a
total of $1,100.00 before the refund. I will amend the report to
show the ccorrect amount.

IP I hope the above explanations gives an understanding how each of
the possible violations came about. As this was my first time
being a treasurer for a federal elections and there was many new

CD laws that I had to learn in a very short time which lead to the
mistakes that have been indicated.

I am not sure if this is the time to request a pre-probable
cause or if it is appropriate to do so at this time. But I would
like to settle this as soon as possible as I wish to correct any
possible wrong doing that may have occurred. I hope it is clear
that I had no intent to by pass any law or break any law and that
these mistakes were just a lack of understanding of the federal

C election laws on my part.

%n As I had mentioned I would like to clear up this matter as soon
C as possible and if there is any thing that I could do please

let me know.

Sincer I>'

Mark Degi
Treasurer
Begich For Congress Committee

n-
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Stephanie Dogich
1812 Parkside Dr.

Anchorage, Alaska 095"
(907) 274-6075

C_

"--

Federal Elections Commission ----Washington D.C. 20463

RE# MUR 2046 Iro
Atten. Joan D. Aikens "

Dear Ms. Aikens;

I am in receipt of your letter dated July 1, 1985 in regards to
my possible violation of the federal Election Campaign Act. I
hope that the following explanation will explain the loan in

question.

Vr Let me give you some history on this money and where it came
from. The money originally was a life insurance benefit of my

C fathers who died in 1972. This money over the past 13 years has
been loaned back and forth between my mother and I for various
purposes, this has been a long standing practice between us.

About this time last year my mother asked if she could borrow the
(C money again, which I agreed to loan her. Not knowing the ins and

outs of federal election law I thought this was ok to do as we
had loaned this money back and forth for years. After my
brotherthe treasurer for the Begich For Congress Committee was

C notified by the elections commission that this may not be legal
he issued a check back to me in January of this year.

As you can see by the explanation I did not knowingly violate the
election laws and once we were aware of this we corrected the
problem.

I hope this brief but to the point explanation of the source of
the money and the use of it over the past several years
clarifies how this possible violation came about.

I am anxious to clarify this issues as soon as possible and I am
not sure if this is the time to request pre-probable cause
conciliation or if it is appropriate. Could you please let me
know and if there is anything I can do or any additional
information that you may need please let me know.

Sincerely,

St$ne egich



FEDERAL LUC1ION COMMISSION I

WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

Is

July 1, 1985

Stephanie Beg *ch
1812 Parkside brive
A1 I1IUL4 #c AJaka 9 5OU

RE: MuR 2046

Dear Ms. Begich:
-tl On June 24, 1985, the Federal Election Commission determined

I Ot that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(1)(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. 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, along with your answers to the enclosed

I"r questions, within fifteen days of your receipt of this letter.

e In the absence of any additional information which

10 demonstrates that no further action should be taken against your
committee and you, as treasurer, the Commission may find probable

rcause to believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with
conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See
11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office

of General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission

either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or

recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be

pursued. The Office of General Counsel may recommend that pre-

probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so

that it may complete its investigation of the matter. Further,

requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on

probable cause have been mailed to the respondent will not be

entertained.



Stephanie Regich, Treasurer
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of General Counsel
is not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

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 accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437(g)(12)(A),
unleas 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 Joyce

Tr Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

,$)AN D. AIKENS
Vi co-Chni rmA n

(Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. i046

RESPONDENT Stephanie Begich

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that Stephanie Begich violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "Person" includes an individual,

partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

organization or any other organization or group of persons.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a) (1) (i), a loan which

(,it-pa thp eont-rihiitinn limitations of 2 U.S.C. q 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or comm~ttee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a)(1) (i)(B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.
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If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution. Under 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a)(1)(i), the term "loan" includes a guarantee,

endorsement, and any other form of security.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a loan on July 23, 1984, from the candidate, Peggy

Begich, for $6,500. According to the report, the loan was

guaranteed by Stephanie Begich. The loan was for the primary

election.

On January 11, 1985, a Reports Analysis Division analyst

spoke with the Comntteel'siteasurerf,, 1arJ Begich, who explained
cojI h

trl that the source ut the 1eit wad'u It"Pai 10L)tyiula WlAU had hualacd

the candidate the funds after she had become a candidate and that

the candidate had, in turn, loaned the Committee the money. On

January 14, 1985, the Committee repaid $6,500 to Stephanie Begich.

In light of the above facts, the Office of General Counsel

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

C" Stephenie Begich violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A).



D S C1 ON OF PIRELIMIVRY• PROC fRES
FOR PROCESSrNG SIBLE VXOIATIONS D;SCoMRED BY THE

FEDERAL ELECTION CO1 1 $SION

Possible violations discovered during the normal course
of the Commission's supervisory respqnsibilities shall be
referred to the Enforcement Division of the Office of General
Counsel where they are assigned a MIUR (Matter Under Review)
numb'er., and assigned to a staff member.

Following review of the information which generated the
MUR, a recommendation on how to proceed on the matter, which
shall include preliminary legal and factual analysis, and any
information compiled from materials gvailable to the Commission
. .ell be submitted to the Commission. This initial report
shall recommend either: (a) that the Commtission find reason
to believe that a possible violation of the Federal Electi*on
Campaign Act (FECA) may have occurred or is about to occur

U," and that the Cc-ission conduct an investication of the matter;
or (b) that the Contnission find no reason to.believe that
a possible viclat'iOn of the FECA has occurred and that the
Commissicn close the file on the matter.

Thereafter, if the Ccmission decides by an affirmative.
vote of four (4) Commissioners that there is reason to believe
that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA)
has been ccmmitted or is about to be eo.-..itted, the Office"
0& i he General Counsel shall open an investiation into the
Mact.Ler. Upon notifcation o Lhe Commisslon's tlinding(s),
within 15 ays a respondent(s) may submit any factual or legal
materials relevant .to the allegations. During the investigation,
the Co-mission shall have the power to subpoena documents, to
zubice.. =_ indiviuals to ap.ear for depositions, and to orderi
answers to interrogatories. The respondent(s) may be contacted
more than once by the Commission in its investigation.



=,, n is J zeri6d of investia .on, the respondent(s)in4icate a desire to enter into conci . t
Ge-eaatn, 

the Office of
eaff may beamn the conciliation process priorto a findino of probable cause to believe a violation hasbeen ccmmitted. Conciliation is an linformial method.of conferenceand persuasion to endeavor to correct or prevent a violation ofthe Federal election Campaign Act FECA). Host oftenh theresult oi Corciiation is an agreement I signed by the Cc,,Lj4sSnand the respondent(s). The Concili4tioh %greement must be adotedby four votes of the Comirmission be ore it becomes ftsicnat-ure by the Co, .ission and th* reso..ent (s)ten e

Shal maz ePublenis) thi CcM-. issionshall ma~e publc the Conciliation Agreemente
t the ±nVest.c6tion warrant*), and no conczliaton agree-&e.. is entered "into rior to a probable cause to believe f.ndinc,,.e General Counsel must notify the :respondent(s) of his inent "to proceed to a vote on probable cause to believe that a violationcf the Federal election Campaign Act (FECA) has been con-itted or

is about to be cO- ..- ted. Included with the notification.to theres.ndent(s) shall be agbrief setting forth the pos.t6 of theGeneral Counsel on the lecal and factual issues of the case.o ''-h.- 15 days of receipt of. such brief, the r6one(4asu:m;t a brief Posing the Position of. responent(s) and repy.o'ZhO brief of the General Counsel" Both briefs will then be
-iled with the Comnission Secreta.-y ana will Ie c~nsidered bythe CCnission. Thereafter, if the Cc ission determines y an_Cur t- f feu- (4) c. i .n= that ne is rcbableS ca='se to believe that a violation of the .- CA has been Committedor is about to be ccmmitted conciliation must be undertaken Zsa -ercd of a" Ieact O days but not mc.e than 90 says. zf theCc-.-s'c is unble to correct or prevent any vloaticn of the0- t%.rough coci!aton the Office of General Counsel maNr ...... that the Ccrmiszion file a civil suit against thr

tf c '

T ; " e . .r. -e., a f c-c t c r -,-_asn m ay-Tereafter, the Cc,,mssjo may, upon an aff " a " v o. four
%_C,7-i4S ;O e:-, 

L rma tlve vo0te e f orp (4)' CC--i-ioners, -~tute civil action for relief in theDistrict Court cf the United States.

See 2 U.S.C. S 437g, 1 C.F.R. Part ill.
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Paul 3JA$'h
+IliS Parkside Dr.

Ancholiage, Alaska 99185
(907) 274-475

Federal Elections Commission
Washington D.C. 2463 -

RE# MUR 2046
Attens Joan D, Aikhso

Dear Ms. Aikens -.

I am in receipt of your letter dated July 1, 119,5 in regards to
my possible violation of the federal Election Campaign Act. I

N hope that the following explanation will explain the loan in
question.

Let me give you some history on this money and where it came
from. The money originally was a life insurance benefit of my

C, fathers who died in 1972. This money over the past 13 years has
been loaned back and forth between my mother and I for various
purposes, this has been a long standing practice between us.

About this time last year my mother asked if she could borrow the
money again, just as she did with my sister Stephanie, which I
agreed to loan her. Not knowing the ins and outs of federal
election law I thought this was ok to do as we had loaned this
money back and forth for years. After my brotherthe treasurer

C for the Begich For Congress Committee was notified by the
elections commission that this may not be legal he issued a check
back to me in January of this year.

As you can see by the explanation I did not knowingly violate the
election laws and once we were aware of this we corrected the
problem.

I hope this brief but to the point explanation of the source of
the money and the use of it over the past several years
clarifies how this possible violation came about.

I am anxious to clarify this issues as soon as possible and I
am not sure if this is the time to request pre-probable cause
conciliation or if it is appropriate. Could you please let me
know and if there is anything I can do or any additional
information that you may need please let me know.

Sincerely,1

Paul Begic

o9 17 , f/9 Al #99J 7-r o~?crfiir /,IsC~ o ar ~~9*0 t-vic l 'e
y /~~F~/RAJ rlT4e 7v Aw r YOd/? -P,6i)41iI



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAIIIN(I)N.I).t 2104hi

July 1, 1985

Paul Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

RE: MUR 2046

Dear Mr. Begich:

On June 24, 1985, the Federal Election Commission determined
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a) (1) (A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended, ("the Act"). The General Counsel's factual

T" 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, You may submit any
factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit any

0 such materials, along with your answejs to the enclosed
questions, within fifteen days of your receipt of this letter.

In the absence of any additionalinformation 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

Sconciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See
11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office
of General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of General Counsel may recommend that pre-
probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so
that it may complete its investigation of the matter. Further,
requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on
probable cause have been mailed to the respondent will not be
entertained.



Paul Begich, Treasurer
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of General Counsel
is not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

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 accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4) (B) and 437(g) (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 Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

C!i

J AN D. AIKENS
19r Vice-Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 2046

RESPONDENT Paul Beg ich

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that Paul Begich violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1):(A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

.,ulILtual counILLac wiLl ripc.voi -3ti ,-loCtton tar Fa'loral

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

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "person" includes an individual,

partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

organization or any other organization or I group of persons.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a) (1) (i), a loan which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. S 441a is

cc unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or conunittcu by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

§ 100.7(a)(1)(i)(B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.



If repaid, a loan is no longer a contiribution. Under 11 C.F.R.

5 100. 7(a) t~l)Q4, 1 t. term 1:"~4aa guartantee#

*th4Ots3S5 *r, w h, go R @~ t;,

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a loan on July 23, 1984, from the candidate, Peggy

Begich, for $5,500. According to the report, the loan was

guaranteed by Paul Begich. The loan was for the primary

election.

On January 11, 1985, a Reports Analysis Division analyst

spoke with the Committee's treasurer, Mark Begich, who explained

that the source of the loan was Paul Begich, who had loaned the

candidate the funds after she had become a candidate and that the

candidate had, in turn, loaned the Committee the money. On

January 14, 1985, the Committee repaid $5,500 to Paul Begich.

In light of the above facts, the Office of General Counsel

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that Paul

Begich violated 2 UmS.C. S 441a(a)(l) (A).

C r,



DFSCRI*O04 OF 0RELI1MIN1ARY -PROC *E S
FOR PROCESSIN~G POSSIBLr VIOL.ATIONS DISCOlrRED BY THE

FEDERAL ELECTION COMIMISSIcN

Possible violations discovered Ou ing the normal course
of the Commission's supervisory responsibilities shall bereferred to the Enforcement Division ot the Office of GeneralCounsel where they are assigned a V.R (Matter Under Review)
number., and assigned to' a staff member.

Following review of the information which generated the
MUR, a reco..mendation on how to' proceed on the matter, whichshall include preliminary legal and factual analysis, and any
i nformation ccmpiled frcm materials available to the Commission
shall be submitted to the Commission. This initial report
shall recommend either: (a) that the: Commission find reason
to believe that a possible violation of the Federal Electi.onCampaign Act (FECA> may have occurred or is about to occur

%r and that the Ccmmission conduct an investigation of the matter;
S or (b) that the Co.-.mission find no reason to.believe thata possible violatign of the FECA has occurred and that theCommissicn close the file on the matter.

Thereafter, if the Comission decides by an affirmative.
vote of four (4) Commi-issioners that there is reason to believe
that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA)

CTN has been cc-mmitted or is about to be com.mitted, the Office
or Of the Geaneral Counsel shall open an .vestigation into the
maatter. Uton notification of the Co-.ission's finding(s),

C7 within 15 days a respondent(s) may submit any factual or lecal
materials relevant .to the allegations. During the investigation,
the Ccmission shall have the 'power to subpoena documents, tozubpcena individuals to appear for* depositions, and to order -answers to interrogatories. The respondent(s) may be contacted
more than once by the Comission in its investigation.



indicat.e a desire o ent r I 5t oiljation, the Off ice og%e-eral C €nsel 34.4 may.b JIn th conCiliation process Prjor.to a findihsgof probable cause to believe a violation hasbeen ccmmitted. Conciliation is an informal method.of- conxereceanc persuasion to endeavor to correct or prevent a violation othe Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA). Most often,thereult oi C~flCjcat-lon is an agreement signed by the Ccm64ssjand the respondent(s). The Conciliation Aree-ment must be adtedby four votes of the Commission before it becomes final. Aftersicr.ature by the Co..ssion and the res1ondent(s), the Cc issionshall Make publ.i the Conciliation Agreenent.
1I the investication warrants), and no conczliation agree-ment is enterd "into prior to a probable cause to believe findinc,the General Counsel must notify the respondent(s) oZ his intentto POceed to a vote on probable cause to believe that a violationcf the Federal ElectIon Campaign Act (FECA) has been Cctdois about to be cc-mitted. Included with the notificatlonto there-Pc.de"(s) shall be -a brief settinc forth the poszticn of theG eIal Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case..hin 5 ass cf receipt of. such brief, the respondent(s4 :rav,Submit a brief posing the position of respondent(s) and rep, "e brief of the General Counsel. Both briefs will then berile- With the Co s-sion Secretary and will be cons'dered bythe Ccm-;issicn. Thereafter, if the Ccmi.sitn etern.,in= .y an,i vofe . cur (4) Co..issioner, that there is prcbablecause tc believe that a violation of the FICA has been eom,'tcr i aut to be ccmTit ed concilIat!on jI'ust be undertaken fora .e-icd of at least 30 days but not more than 0o days. If the¢c--sicn is unable to correct or prevent any vioaticn of the. .. --rUh coc ton the Office of General Counsel may re-...- that the CcommizJsion file a civil suit acainst the -re.0t') to e-for:. the Federal Eection Ca=,a .n 2 ct (FCA).e --i~ereafer, the Cc mmssion may, upon an affirmative vote of four(4)' Co-issioners, institute civil action for relief in theDistrict Court of the United States.

See 2 U.S.C. 5 437c, 10 C.F. R. Part 111.
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Mark begioh
5232 East 24th.,9 Ave.

Anchorage Alaska 995"
(907) 333-6898

July 14, 1985

Federal Elections Commission
Washington D.C., 20463

REi MUR 2046

Atteni Joan D. Aikens

Dear Ms. Aikens; ..

I am in receipt of your letter dated July 1, 1985 in regatos to
I the possible violations of 2 U.S.C. 441# a (f), accepting

excessive contributions. After reading the General Counsel's
factual and legal analysis I have attempted to answer the
concerns that you have brought up.

The first item, the $3,000 we received from the Alaska PAC on
March 9, 1984. At that time the person who was doing the books
did not realize that this was not a federal PAC, ( just a note
the Alaska PAC did not know they could not give to us until they
were notified by the FEC or someone else) and could not accept
the contribution. By this time the contribution had already been
accepted and we indicated on our 1/16//84 - 3/30/84 report we
filed with your office that we intended to pay it back, which we
have.

The second item was the two loans received from Paul and
Stephanie Begich in July of 1984. The loans were given to
Margaret J. Begich and then she in turn loaned the money to the
committee. At the time the loans were made we did not know that
children could not loan the money to their mother and be the
guarantors on the loan. The children for the last several years
have loaned this money back and forth between each other as
normal practice. Our intent was in no way was a method to by pass
the law that prohibits contributions in excess of $1000.00 per
elect ion.

Once I was notified that this was illegal I issued a check as
soon as was able to for the amounts that were in question.

The third item was the loan that Margaret Ritchie gave to the
committee. This loan was given through our Juneau, Alaska office
with out my knowledge to purchase t-shirts for a fundraising
effort. Once I was told that this was done I asked Margaret
Ritchie how she wanted this amount of money treated as a
contribution or as a loan. She had indicated that this should be
a loan. So on the committees 4/1/84 - 6/30/84 report we had



indicated so.

A few weeks later I was notified by the Federal Elections
Commission that her loan of $1,000 was counted as a contribution
and this combined with the previous contributions put her over
the allowable amount for, each election and that we were to refund
the excess. As indicated on our 7/1/84 - 8/8/84 reports we did
so by giving her the t-shirts back that she purchased.

On the last item, the contribution by John Alderson. Even though
the commission sent no notice of the excess contribution this was
picked up by our own auditing of the books , as I had mention
earlier the books were being done by someone else early in the
campaign. Also there was an error on the 7/1/84 - 8/8/84 report
which indicated John Alderson gave a $400.00 contribution
actually it should have read $300.00 to make the aggregate a
total of $1,100.00 before the refund. I will amend the report to
show the correct amount.

I hope the above explanations gives an understanding how each of
the possible violations came about. As this was my first time
being a treasurer for a federal elections and there was many new

CN laws that X had to learn in a very short time which lead to the
mistakes that have been indicated.

I am not sure if this is the time to request a pro-probable
cause or if it is appropriate to do so at this time. But I would
like to settle this as soon as possible as I wish to correct any
possible wrong doing that may have occurred. I hope it is clear

7 that I had no intent to by pass any law or break any law and that
these mistakes were just a lack of understanding of the federal

C? election laws on my part.

As I had mentioned I would like to clear up this matter as soon
as possible and if there is any thing that I could do please
let me know.

Sincerely,

Mark Begiah
Treasurer
Begich For Congress Committee
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July 1, 1985

Mark Begich, Treasurer
Begich for Congress Committee
5232 East 24th Avenue, #D
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

RE: MUR 2046

Dear Mr. Begich:
On June 24, 1985, the Federal Election Commission determined

N1 that there is reason to believe the Begich for Congress Committee
and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f), a provision
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, ("the

11r 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 materialswhich you believe are

C relevant to the Commission'sconsideration of this matter.
Please submit any such materials, along with your answers to the
enclosed questions, within fifteen 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.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See
11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office
of General Counsel will make.recommen ations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probaole cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of General Counsel may recommend that pre-
probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so
that it may complete its investigation of the matter. Further,
requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after briegs on
probable cause have been mailed to the respondent will not be
entertained.



Mark Begich, Treasurer
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinelygranted. Requests must be made in writing at least five daysprior to the due date of the response and specific good causemust be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of General Counselis not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

If yo i itend to be rjpented by cqunsel in this matter,please advowethe mission by complt4ing the enclosed focastating 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 437(g)(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 JoyceCullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

JOAN D. AIKENS
Vj ce-Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 2046

RESPONDENTS Begich for Congress Committee
Mark BegLch, as treasurer

SUMMAR OF ALLEAT IONS

It is alleged that the Begich for Congress Committee (the

"Committee") and Mark Begich, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f) by accepting excessive contributions from the Alaska

Women's Political Caucus PAC ("Alaska PAC"), Margaret Ritchie,

John Alderl'on, Step'anle 8eg'ich and Paul tegich.

FACTUAL DMS AND La9 FA ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (i) (A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "person" includes an individual,

partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

organization or any other organization or group of persons.

Under 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f), a political committee is

prohibited from knowingly accepting a contribution in violation

of the provisions of section 441a. It is the Commission's

interpretation that a contribution is "knowingly" accepted if the

recipient knew that it received the contributions at issue. It

is not necessary to a finding of knowing acceptance to show the

recipient knew the contributions were prohibited in violation of

the law.
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Pursu'nt to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A)! thq term "contribution"

includes a' oan. Under 11 C.F.R. S l0.7(a) (1) (i), a loan which

exceeds th.e Contribution limitations of! 2 U.S.C. S 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to ; candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that indivildual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.P.R.

S 100.7(a) (1) (i) (B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.

I If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution. Under 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1) (i), the term "loan" includes a guarantee,

endorsement, and any other form of security.

On itp 1984 April Quaiterly Repo , the Comittee reported
the reoeip* f a $3,0 coatribution,1 qn Harch 9, 1984, from

Alaska PAC, an unregistered committee. The contribution was

designated for the primary election, held August 28, 1984. In

its report, the Committee noted that the contribution was

excessive and that a refund of the amount in excess would be

made. On June 13, 1984, a Request for Additional Information

("RFAI") was sent to the Committee regarding this excessive

contribution. As no response was received, a Second Notice was

sent to the Committee. In response, the Committee filed an

amended report showing that a 2,000 refund had been made to

Alaska PAC on June 23, 1984.

On its 1984 July Quarterly Report, the Committee disclosed a

$1,000 loan from Margaret Ritchie on May 20, 1984, and aggregate
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contributions of $310 fromMS. Ritchi.,, all for the primary

election. On August 14, 1984, an RFAX was sent to the Committee

regarding these excessive contributions atd, as no response was

received, a Second Notice was sent. The Committee filed an

amended report on October 18, 1984, which disclosed a $1,000 loan

repayment to Margaret Ritcthi on Augupt 6. 1984.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a $400 contribution from John Alderson, bringing his

total to $1,100 in aggregate contributions for the primary

election.!/ However, on that same report the Committee reported

Making a $100 refund to Mr, Alderson or August 6, 1984. No

Tr notice was sent by RAD regarding this excessive contribution.

On its 12 Day Pre-Pri idry Aunendep Repot, the Cummitee

reported receiving two loans on July 23, 1984, from the

candidate, Peggy Begich, one for $6,50,,, hich was guaranteed by

Stephanie Begich, and the second for $5,500, which was guaranteed

e by Paul Begich. Both loans were for th.e primary election. An

RFAI was sent by RAD on December 11, 1984, and, as no response

was received, a Second Notice was sent January 3, 1985. On

January 11, 1985, a RAD analyst spoke with the treasurer, Mark

Begich, who explained that the sources of both loans were

Stephanie and Paul Begich, who had loaned the candidate the funds

• / Although Mr. Alderson's aggregate total was reported as
$1,100 in this report, the Committee's previous report revealed
an aggregate total of $800 before receiptiof this $400
contribution on July 6, 1984. Due to the $100 refund, this
Office will assume that $1,100 and not $1,200 was the correct
total.



il i-.4-

after she 4bcomn a cant2ldot. and Itti th. candidate had, in

turn, loar d the Committeeithe money.; On January 14, 1985, the

Committee 'gepaid $6,500 to' tephanie #gL'h and $5,500 to Paul

Begich. I

In light of th' above' facts, thf, fft.ce of the General

Counsel recommends that the Commissidn opbn a MUR and find reason

to believe-that the Begich for Congrbs* Cbmmittee and Mark

Begich, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).

N,



DESCR~ IOCN OF PRELIMIN-ARY -P.Ri RESFOR PROCES$ING *SSIBLE VIOLATIONS DISCOVERED BY THE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMIPSION

Possible violations discovered 4uring the normal course
of the Commission's supervisory responsibilities shall bereferred to the Enforcement Division of the Office of General
Counsel where they are assigned a IUR (Matter Under Review)
nunber, and assigned to a staff member.

Following review of the information which generated the
MUR, a reco-mendation on how to proceed on the matter, which
shall include preliminary legal and factual analysis, ana any
information compiled from materials available to the Comission
shall be sub.m.itted to the Commission. This initial report
shall recommend either: (a) that the Com.mission find reasonto believe that a possible violation of the Federal Elect;-@n
Campaign Act (FECA) may have occurred or is about to occurN ~and that the Commission conduct an investigation of the matter.
or (b) that the Commission find no reason to.believe that
a possible violatipn of the FECA has occurred ana that the
Commissicn close the file on the matter.

Thereafter, if the Ccmn.ission decides by an affirmative.
vote of four (4) Conmmissioners that there is reason to believe
that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA)
has been ccmmit ted or is about to be committe , the Off iceof the Ganeral Counsel shall open an investigation into the
matter. Uocn notification of the Commission's finding(s),
within 15 days a respondent(s) may submit any factual or legal

%ell materials relevant .to the allegations. During the investigation,
the Co.mission shall have the power to subpoena documents, toC -ubpcenr_ individuals to appear for* depositions, and to order •an-swers to interrogatories. The respondent(s) may be contacted
more than once by the Ccmmission in its investigation.



u'.n h~erd of investicaon, the respondent(s)adindicate a desire to enter into conciliation, the Office of
eneal Counsel staff maybecin the conciliation process prior-to a findins of Probable cause to believe a violation hasbeen ccumitted. Conciliation is an infor-mal method.of conferenceand persuasion to endeavor to correct or prevent a violation ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA). Most often, "theft.sullt Ozi Ccriatlon is an agreement signed by the Ccmzm,---andth repodet~s. he I .. ",issonand the rexpondent(s). The Conciliation Agreement must be adoptedb. four votes of the Commission before it becomes final. Aftsignature by the Cormmission and the respondent(s), the Coissionshall make public the Conciliation Agreement.

Ilf the investication warrants), and no conciliation agree-
sent is entered into prior to a probable cause to believe findinc,the General Counsel must notify the respondent(s) of his intentto proceed to a vote on probable cause to believe that a violationcf the Federal Election Campaign Act (PECA) has been committed oris about to be committed. Included' with the notificationto there-=cnmden(s) shall be . brief settinc forth the pos-itn of te-en eral Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.4-4 15 daos cf receipt, f such brief, the respondent(s4 masum4t a b rie f posing the i osltjon ot. respbndent(s) and replying04 bi i the! General Cuns.. both brief3 will then befiled with e Commission Secretary and will .e considered bythe Ccmmission. Thereater, if the Commission deted.ines by anaff: --:a -.', - o f f=ur (4) ro. I.-tat --17n; c Com .ssone_, t.ere is prcbablecause to believe that a violation of the FECA has been o:. ttedor is about to be ccm..mit ted conciliation i.ust be under t ken fora e-ocd of at least .0 days but not more than 90 lys. If theS Cc-rssion is unable to corre - t or prevent any violation of the6E'C.. trough conciliation the Office of General Counsel ma- re-V cc.....-n that the Cc-m.is-ion f ile a civil sLit xcainst the r--e c 6 the r- l Election Ca i zn Act (FrCA)T--hereafter, the Ccmmission may, uon an affirmative vote of four(4) Cmmissioners, institute civil action for relief in theDistrict Court of the United States.

See 2 U.S.C. S 4 37g, 11 C.F.R. Part Ill.

1 1cvenber 1920
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Paul Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

RE: MUR

Dear Mr. Begich:

On June , 1985, the Federal Election Commission determined
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.5 441a(a)(1)(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. You may submit any
factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the

o Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit any
such materials, along with your answers to the enclosed

Nr" questions, within fifteen 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

or cause to believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with
conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See
11 C.F.R. § 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the reque'E, the Office
of General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of General Counsel may recommend that pre-
probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so
that it may complete its investigation of the matter. Further,
requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on
probable cause have been mailed to the respondent will not be
entertained.
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Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of General Counsel
is not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

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 accordance with 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437(g) (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 Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

John Warren McGarry
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO.

RESPONDENT Paul Begich

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that Paul Begich violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "person" includes an individual,

partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

organization or any other organization or group of persons.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a) (1) i), a loan which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. S 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1) (i) (B), a loan i3 a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.
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If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution. Under 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1) (i), the term "loan" includes a guarantee,

endorsement, and any other form of security.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a loan on July 23, 1984, from the candidate, Peggy

Begich, for $5,500. According to the report, the loan was

guaranteed by Paul Begich. The loan was for the primary

election.

On January 11, 1985, a Reports Analysis Division analyst

spoke with the Committee's treasurer, Mark Begich, who explained

or that the source of the loan was Paul Begich, who had loaned the

candidate the funds after she had become a candidate and that the

candidate had, in turn, loaned the Committee the money. On

January 14, 1985, the Committee repaid $5,500 to Paul Begich.

In light of the above facts, the Office of General Counsel

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that Paul

C Begich violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
6WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

July 1, 1985
Paul Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

RE: MUR 2046

Dear Mr. Begich:
.n On June 24, 1985, the Federal Election Commission determined

that there is reason to believe you-violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(1)(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. 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, along with your answers to the enclosed
questions, within fifteen 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

Scause to believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with
conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See
11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office
of General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of General Counsel may recommend that pre-
probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so
that it may complete its investigation of the matter. Further,
requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on
probable cause have been mailed to the respondent will not be
entertained.



Paul Begich, Treasurer
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Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of General Counsel
is not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

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 437(g)(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
Cr of the Commission's procedures for 'handling possible violations
or, of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Joyce

Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

DAIKENS
Vice-Chairman

4.

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 2046

RESPONDENT Paul Beg ich

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that Paul Begich violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee") .

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A), a person is prohibited

N, from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

or political committee with respect td.any election for federal

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

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "person" includes an individual,

partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

7 organization or any other organization or group of persons.

vr Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. 5 100.7(a)(1)(i), a loan which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. S 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a)(1)(i)(B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.
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If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution. Under 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1) (i), the term "loan" includes a guarantee,

endorsement, and any other form of security.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a loan on July 23, 1984, from the candidate, Peggy

Begich, for $5,500. According to the report, the loan was

guaranteed by Paul Begich. The loan was for the primary

election.

On January 11, 1985, a Reports Analysis Division analyst

spoke with the Committee's treasurer, Mark Begich, who explained

that the source of the loan was Paul -Begich, who had loaned the

candidate the funds after she had become a candidate and that the

candidate had, in turn, loaned the Committee the money. On

January 14, 1985, the Committee repaid $5,500 to Paul Begich.

In light of the above facts, the Office of General Counsel

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that Paul

Begich violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A).



DESRIPO~OF PR~ELIM1INARY PROCif EFOR PROCESSNG POSSIBLE VIOLATIO1S DISCOVED BY TEE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Possible violations discovered during the normal course
of the Commission's supervisory responsibilities shall be
referred to the Enforcement Division of the Office of General
Counsel where they are assigned a MUR (Matter Under Review)
number., and assigned to a staff member.

Following review of the information which generated the
MUR, a reconmendation on how to proceed on the matter, which
shall include preliminary legal" and factual analysis, and anyinformation compiled frcm materials available to the Commission
shall be suib.itted to the Com mission. This initial report
shall recommend either: (a) that the Commission find reason

" to believe that a possible violation of the Federal Elect.on
o Campaign Act (FECA> may have occurred or is about to occur

and that the Ccmission conduct an investisation of the" matter;
. or (b) that the Com.ission find no reason to.believe that

a possible violatipn of the FECA has occurred and that the
Com.missicn close the file on the matter.

Thereafter, if the Consmission decides by an affirmative•
vote of four (4) Comnmissioners that there is reason to believe

c that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA)
has been cosrmitted or is about to be committed, the Off ice"
of the Ganeral Counsel shall open an investigation into the

= matter. V.cn notification of the Comission's finding(s),
within 15 davs a respondent(s) may submit.any factual or legal
n, a. erials relevant .to the allegations. During the investigation,
the Cc mission shall have the "power to subpoena documents, to
subpoena i.dividuals to appear for depositions, and to ordev •
answers to interrogatories. The respondent(s) may be contacted
more than once by the Commission in its investigation."
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been cc,,n d .o cause to believe a violaton -asb o ec a is an infor..al method of conferenceand persuasion to endeavor to correct or prevent a v.olation ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA). M'ost often,.t.result of conciliation is an agreement signed by tand athe respondent(s). The Conciliation Agreement must be adoptedbyv four votes of the Comm'ssiOn before it becomes f&nal. AftersiCnatre by the Comission and the respondent(s) the Cc rissionshell make publc the Conciliation Agreesent.

If the investication warrants], and no conciliat&o agreemert is entered 
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(4) Cc-. issioners, institute civil acton'or relief in theDistrict Court of the United States.

See 2 U.S.C. S 437c, 11 C.F.~ art a11.

£~OVember l9~O



STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR ___

NAME OF COUNSEL:

ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE:

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before.

the Commission.

Date Signature

RESPONDENT'S NAME:

ADDRESS:

HOME PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE:



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

July 1, 1985

Margaret Ritchie
800 F. Street
Suite C-2
Juneau, Alaska 99801

RE: MUR 2046

Dear Ms. Ritchie:

On June 24, 1985, the Commission found reason to believe
that you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(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
determined to take no further action and close its file. The
General Counsel's Factual and Legal analysis which formed a basis
for the Commission's finding is attached for your information.

The file in this matter will be made part of the public
record within 30 days. Should you wish to submit any materials
to appear on the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the making of an excessive
contribution nevertheless appears to be a violation of the Act.
You should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

JOAN D. AIKENS
Vice-Chairman



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. _046

RESPONDENT Margaret Ritchie

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that Margaret Ritchie violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect toany election for federal

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

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a)(1)(i), a loan which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount
loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

5 100.7(a)(1)(i)(B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.

If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution.

On its 1984 July Quarterly Report, the Committee disclosed a

$1,000 loan from Margaret Ritchie on May 20, 1984, and aggregate

contributions of $310 from Ms. Ritchie, all for the primary
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election. On August 14, 1984, a Request for Additional

Information was sent to the Committee regarding these excessive

contributions and, as no response was received, a Second Notice

was sent. The Committee filed an amended report on October 18,

1984, which disclosed a $1,000 loan repayment to Margaret Ritchie

on August 6, 1984.

In light of the above facts, the Office of the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

Margaret Ritchie violated a2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). However, in

light of the low excessive amount, it is also recommended that no

further action be taken against Ms: Ritchie.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON,D.C. 2063

July 1, 1985

Mark Begich, Treasurer
Begich for Congress Committee
5232 East 24th Avenue, #D
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

RE: MUR 2046

Dear Mr. Begich:

On June 24, 1985, the Federal Election Commission determined
that there is reason to believe the. Begich for Congress Committee

0 and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U S.C. S 441a(f), 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.

iPlease submit any such materials, along with your answers to the
enclosed questions, within fifteen days of your receipt of this

C, 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.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See
11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office
of General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of General Counsel may recommend that pre-
probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so
that it may complete its investigation of the matter. Further,
requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on
probable cause have been mailed to the respondent will not be
entertained.



Mark Begich, Treasurer
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of General Counsel
is not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

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 accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437(g)(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 Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

>~Lw-46,
JOAN D. AIKENS
Vice-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

MUR NO. 2046

RESPONDENTS Begich for Congress Committee
Mark Begich r as treasurer

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that the Begich for Congress Committee (the

"Committee") and Mark Begich, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f) by accepting excessive contributions from the Alaska

Women's Political Caucus PAC ("Alaska PAC"), Margaret Ritchie,

John Alderson, Stephanie Begich and Paul Begich.

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
CO,.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "person" includes an individual,

partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

organization or any other organization or group of persons.

Under 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f), a political committee is

prohibited from knowingly accepting a contribution in violation

of the provisions of section 441a. It is the Commission's

interpretation that a contribution is "knowingly" accepted if the

recipient knew that it received the contributions at issue. It

is not necessary to a finding of knowing acceptance to show the

recipient knew the contributions were prohibited in violation of

the law.
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Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a) (1) (i), a loan which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. S 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a)(1)(i)(B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.

If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution. Under 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1) (1), the term "loan" includes a guarantee,

endorsement, and any other form of security.

On its 1984 April Quarterly Report, the Committee reported

the receipt of a $3,000 contribution, on March 9, 1984, from

Alaska PAC, an unregistered committee. The contribution was

designated for the primary election, held August 28, 1984. In

its report, the Committee noted that the contribution was

excessive and that a refund of the amount in excess would be

made. On June 13, 1984, a Request for Additional Information

("RFAI") was sent to the Committee regarding this excessive

contribution. As no response was received, a Second Notice was

sent to the Committee. In response, the Committee filed an

amended report showing that a $2,000 refund had been made to

Alaska PAC on June 23, 1984.

On its 1984 July Quarterly Report, the Committee disclosed a

$1,000 loan from Margaret Ritchie on May 20, 1984, and aggregate
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contributions of $310 from Ms. Ritchie, all for the primary

election. On August 14, 1984, an RFAI was sent to the Committee

regarding these excessive contributions and, as no response was

received, a Second Notice was sent. The Committee filed an

amended report on October 18, 1984, which disclosed a $1,000 loan

repayment to Margaret Ritchie on August 6, 1984.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a $400 contribution from John Alderson, bringing his

total to $1,100 in aggregate contributions for the primary

election.!/ However, on that same report the Committee reported

making a $100 refund to Mr. Aldersdn on August 6, 1984. No

notice was sent by RAD regarding this excessive contribution.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Amended Report, the Committee

reported receiving two loans on July 23, 1984, from the

candidate, Peggy Begich, one for $6,500, which was guaranteed by

Stephanie Begich, and the second for $5,500, which was guaranteed

by Paul Begich. Both loans were for the primary election. An

RFAI was sent by RAD on December 11, 1984, and, as no response

was received, a Second Notice was sent January 3, 1985. On

January 11, 1985, a RAD analyst spoke with the treasurer, Mark

Begich, who explained that the sources of both loans were

Stephanie and Paul Begich, who had loaned the candidate the funds

*1 Although Mr. Alderson's aggregate total was reported as
$1,100 in this report, the Committee's previous report revealed
an aggregate total of $800 before receipt of this $400
contribution on July 6, 1984. Due to the $100 refund, this
Office will assume that $1,100 and not $1,200 was the correct
total.
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after she had become a candidate and that the candidate had, in

turn, loaned the Committee the money. On January 14, 1985, the

Committee repaid $6,500 to Stephanie Begich and $5,500 to Paul

Begich.

In light of the above facts, the Office of the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission open a MUR and find reason

to believe that the Begich for Congress Committee and Mark

Begich, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f).

Cr

0-



DESCRIV ~OF PIRMLIMII-RY. -PROC*ORESFOR PROCESSING V SI BLE VIOLATIONS DISCOVERED BY THE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Possible violations discovered during the normal course
of the Conuission's supervisory responsibilities shall bereferred to the Enforcement Division of the Office of General
Counsel where they are assigned a M.UR (Matter Under Review)
nurmber, and assigned to' a staff member.

Following review of the information which generated the
MUR, a reconmendation on how to proceed on the matter, which
shall include preliminary l'egal" and factual analysis, and anyinfor-,at.ion compiled frcm materials available to the Commission
shall be sub.mitted to the Conmission. This initial report
shall recommend either: (a) that the Commission find reasonto believe that a possible violation of the Federal Electi.on. Campaign Act (FEC%) may have occurred or is about to occur
and that the Cc,-ission conduct an investigation of the'matter;
or (b) that the Co.i ssion find no reason to.believe that
a possible violati n of the FECA has occurred and that the
Co.-mission close the file on the matter.

Thereaftil-, if the Ccmission decides by an affirmative•
vote, of four (4) Cormissioners that there is reason to believeC that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA)
has been committed or is about to ba. committed, the Off ice"of t,e GaneraL Counsel shall open an investigation into the
matter. U.pcn notification of the Com-. ission's f inding(s),Within 15 days a respondent(s) may submit any factual or legal
materials relevant .to the allegations. During the investigation,

Cr the Co.nission shall have the *power to subpoena documents, to
-=ubrpo.na individuals to appear for' depositions, and to orderi
answers to interrogatories. The respondent(s) may be contacted
more than once by the Commission in its investigation.
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

MUR

NAME OF COUNSEL:

ADDRESS:

TELEP ONE:

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date Signature

RESPONDENT'S NAME:

ADDRESS:

HOME PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE:



F FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION /
WASHINGTO\.D.C, 410463v

John Alderson
P.O. Box 103361
Anchorage, Alaska 99510

RE: MUR

Dear Mr. Alderson:

On June , 1985, the Commission found reason to believe
that you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(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
determined to take no further action and close its file. The
General Counsel's Factual and Legal analysis which formed a basis

7for the Commission's finding is attached for your information.

The file in this matter will be made part of the public
record within 30 days. Should you wish to submit any materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the making of an excessive
contribution nevertheless appears to be a violation of the Act.
You should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

John Warren McGarry
Chairman



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO, ____

RESPONDENT John Alderson

SUMM4ARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that John Alderson violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1)A)', a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a $400 contribution from John Alderson on July 6, 1984,

for the primary election. The Committee also reported that

Mr. Alderson's aggregate total contributions for the primary

election amounted to $1,100..!./ On that same report, the

Committee reported making a $100 refund to Mr. Alderson on

August 6, 1984.

In light of the above facts, the Office of the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason to believe

2/ Although Mr. Alderson's aggregate total was reported as
$1,100 in this report, the Committee's previous report revealed
an aggregate total of $800 before receipt of this $400
contribution on July 6, 1984. Due to the $100 refund, this
Office will assume that $1,100 and not $1,200 was the correct
total.
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that John Alderson violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). However,

in light of the low excessive amount, it is also recommended that

no further action be taken against Mr. Alderson.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C. 20463

July 1, 1985

John Alderson
P.O. Box 103361
Anchorage, Alaska 99510

RE: MUR 2046

Dear Mr. Alderson:

N, On June 24, 1985, the Commission found reason to believe
that you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a).(1)(A), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") in

tf connection with the above referenced MUR. However, after
considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission

7 determined to take no further action and close its file. The
General Counsel's Factual and Legal analysis which formed a basis
for the Commission's finding is attached for your information.

The file in this matter will be made part of the public
record within 30 days. Should you wish to submit any materials
to appear on the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the making of an excessive
contribution nevertheless appears to be a violation of the Act.
You should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

cc
If you have any questions, please direct them to Joyce

Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

JOAN D. AIKENS
Vice-Chairman



* 0
GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 2046

RESPONDENT John Alderson

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that John Alderson violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a $400 contribution from John Alderson on July 6, 1984,

for the primary election. The Committee also reported that

Mr. Alderson's aggregate total contributions for the primary

election amounted to $ll00./ On that same report, the

Committee reported making a $100 refund to Mr. Alderson on

August 6, 1984.

In light of the above facts, the Office of the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason to believe

2/ Although Mr. Alderson's aggregate total was reported as
$1,100 in this report, the Committee's previous report revealed
an aggregate total of $800 before receipt of this $400
contribution on July 6, 1984. Due to the $100 refund, this
Office will assume that $1,100 and not $1,200 was the correct
total.
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that John Alderson violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A). However,

in light of the low excessive amount, it is also recommended that

no further action be taken against Mr. Alderson.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTOND.C. 20463

July 1, 1985

Stephanie Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

RE: MUR 2046

Dear Ms. Begich:
0

On June 24, 1985, the Federal Election Commission determined--~ that there is reason to believe you'violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended, ("the Act"). The General Counsel's factual

C 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. 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, along with your answers to the enclosed
questions, within fifteen 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.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See
11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office
of General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of General Counsel may recommend that pre-
probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so
that it may complete its investigation of the matter. Further,
requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on
probable cause have been mailed to the respondent will not be
entertained.



Stephanie Begich, Treasurer
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinelygranted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good causemust be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of General Counselis not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

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 accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437(g)(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 Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

IT JA AIKENS
Vice-Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 2041

RESPONDENT Stephanie Begich

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that Stephanie Begich violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a (a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A), a person is prohibited

N! from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to-any election for federal

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

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "person" includes an individual,

POW, partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

e organization or any other organization or group of persons.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

e includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a) (1) (i) , a loan which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. S 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1)(i)(B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.
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If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution. Under 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a)(1)(i), the term "loan* includes a guarantee,

endorsement, and any other form of security.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a loan on July 23, 1984, from the candidate, Peggy

Begich, for $6,500. According to the report, the loan was

guaranteed by Stephanie Begich. The loan was for the primary

election.

On January 11, 1985, a Reports Analysis Division analyst

spoke with the Committee's treasurer, Mark Begich, who explained

that the source of the loan was Ste'phanie Begich, who had loaned

the candidate the funds after she had become a candidate and that

the candidate had, in turn, loaned the Committee the money. On

January 14, 1985, the Committee repaid $6,500 to Stephanie Begich.

In light of the above facts, the Office of General Counsel

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

Stephenie Begich violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A).



STATEMNT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

M'UR _______

NAME OF COUNSEL: ____________

ADDRESS:__________ ___

TELEPHONE:_________ ____

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission,

Date Signature

RESPONDENT'S NAME:

ADDRESS:

HOME PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE:



Possible violations dis'covered during the normal courseof the Commnission's supervisory responsibilities shall bereferred to the Enforcement Division of the Office of GeneralCounsel where they are assigned a M!R (Matter Under Review)
number., and assigned to* a staff member.

Following review of the information which generated theMUR, a recommendation on how to proceed on the matter, whichshall include preliminary legal" and factual analysis, and anyinformation compiled from materials available to the Cormissionshall be sub.itted to the Co-mmission. This initial reportshall recommend either: (a) that the Commission find reasonf- to believe that a possible violation of the Federal Election_t Campaign Act (FECA) may have occurred or is about to occurand that the Commission conduct an investigation of the matter;I or (b) that the Com.ission find no reason to.believe thata possible violatipn of the FECA has occurred and that theCommission close the file on the matter.

Thereaftbr, if the Comiission decides by an affirmativevote of four (4) Comissioners that there is reason to believethat a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA)has been ccmmitted or is about to be committed, the Office*f-of the G'neral Counsel shall open an investigation into theC matter. Vpon.notification of the Com.mission's finding(s),within 15 eaas a respondent(s) may submit .any factual or legalmaterials relevant .to the allegations. During the investigation,the Comission shall have the *power to subpoena documents, tosubpoem.. individuals to appear for depositions, and to ordevi
answers to interrogatories. The respondent(s) may be contactedmore than once by the Commission in its investigation.-
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(FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Y'W'0 &J WASHINCTONTD.C. 20463

Margaret Ritchie
800 F. Street
Suite C-2
Juneau, Alaska 99801

RE: MUR

Dear Ms. Ritchie:

On June , 1985, the Commission found reason to believe
Nthat you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(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
determined to take no further action and close its file. The
General Counsel's Factual and Legal analysis which formed a basis
for the Commission's finding is attached for your information.

The file in this matter will be made part of the public
record within 30 days. Should you wish to submit any materials
to appear on the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the making of an excessive
contribution nevertheless appears to be a violation of the Act.
You should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

r If you have any questions, please direct them to Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

John Warren McGarry
Chairman



GENERAL COUNSEL' S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO.

RESPONDENT Margaret Ritchie

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that Margaret Ritchie violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A) , a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

-- political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a)(1)(i), a loan which

eexceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. S 441a is
unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

eloaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1) (i) (B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.

If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution.

On its 1984 July Quarterly Report, the Committee disclosed a

$1,000 loan from Margaret Ritchie on May 20, 1984, and aggregate

contributions of $310 from Ms. Ritchie, all for the primary
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election. On August 14, 1984, a Request for Additional

Information was sent to the Committee regarding these excessive

contributions and, as no response was received, a Second Notice

was sent. The Committee filed an amended report on October 18,

1984, which disclosed a $1,000 loan repayment to Margaret Ritchie

on August 6, 1984.

In light of the above facts, the Office of the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

Margaret Ritchie violated a2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(i)(A). However, in

light of the low excessive amount, it is also recommended that no

further action be taken against Ms. Ritchie.
tEE

10%

Tr
0?



'V FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION y
~ WASHING TON. .D.C - 204b3

Mark Begich, Treasurer
Begich for Congress Committee
5232 East 24th Avenue, #D
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

RE: MUR

Dear Mr. Begich:

0 On June , 1985, the Federal Election Commission determined
C' that there is reason to believe the Begich for Congress Committee

and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f), a provision
[f% 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

o submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Please submit any such materials, along with your answers to the
enclosed questions, within fifteen 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.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See
11 C.F R. S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office
of General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of General Counsel may recommend that pre-
probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so
that it may complete its investigation of the matter. Further,
requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on
probable cause have been mailed to the respondent will not be
entertained.



Mark Begich, Treasurer
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of General Counsel
is not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

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 accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437(g)(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 Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

John Warren McGarry
Chairman

Enclosures

General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO.

RESPONDENTS Begich for Congress Committee
Mark Begich r as treasurer

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that the Begich for Congress Committee (the

"Committee") and Mark Begich, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f) by accepting excessive contributions from the Alaska

Women's Political Caucus PAC ("Alaska PAC."), Margaret Ritchie,

John Alderson, Stephanie Begich and Paul Begich.

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "person" includes an individual,

partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

organization or any other organization or group of persons.

Under 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f), a political committee is

prohibited from knowingly accepting a contribution in violation

of the provisions of section 441a. It is the Commission's

interpretation that a contribution is "knowingly" accepted if the

recipient knew that it received the contributions at issue. It

is not necessary to a finding of knowing acceptance to show the

recipient knew the contributions were prohibited in violation of

the law.
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Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a) (1) (i), a loan which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1) (i) (B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.

If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution.. Under 11 C.F.R.

5 100.7(a) (1) (i), the term "loan" includes a guarantee,

endorsement, and any other form of security.

On its 1984 April Quarterly Report, the Committee reported

the receipt of a $3,000 contribution, on March 9, 1984, from

Alaska PAC, an unregistered committee. The contribution was

designated for the primary election, held August 28, 1984. In

its report, the Committee noted that the contribution was

excessive and that a refund of the amount in excess would be

made. On June 13, 1984, a Request for Additional Information

("RFAI") was sent to the Committee regarding this excessive

contribution. As no response was received, a Second Notice was

sent to the Committee. In response, the Committee filed an

amended report showing that a $2,000 refund had been made to

Alaska PAC on June 23, 1984.

On its 1984 July Quarterly Report, the Committee disclosed a

$1,000 loan from Margaret Ritchie on May 20, 1984, and aggregate
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contributions of $310 from Ms. Ritchie, all for the primary

election. On August 14, 1984, an RFAI was sent to the Committee

regarding these excessive contributions and, as no response was

received, a Second Notice was sent. The Committee filed an

amended report on October 18, 1984, which disclosed a $1,000 loan

repayment to Margaret Ritchie on August 6, 1984.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a $400 contribution from John Alderson, bringing his

total to $1,100 in aggregate contributions for the primary

election.*/ However, on that same report the Committee reported

making a $100 refund to Mr. Alderson on August 6, 1984. No

notice was sent by RAD regarding this excessive contribution.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Amended Report, the Committee

reported receiving two loans on July 23, 1984, from the

candidate, Peggy Begich, one for $6,500, which was guaranteed by

Irj. Stephanie Begich, and the second for $5,500, which was guaranteed

Cby Paul Begich. Both loans were for the primary election. An

RFAI was sent by RAD on December 11, 1984, and, as no response

was received, a Second Notice was sent January 3, 1985. On

January 11, 1985, a RAD analyst spoke with the treasurer, Mark

Begich, who explained that the sources of both loans were

Stephanie and Paul Begich, who had loaned the candidate the funds

*1 Although Mr. Alderson's aggregate total was reported as
$1,100 in this report, the Committee's previous report revealed
an aggregate total of $800 before receipt of this $400
contribution on July 6, 1984. Due to the $100 refund, this
Office will assume that $1,100 and not $1,200 was the correct
total.
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after she had become a candidate and that the candidate had, in

turn, loaned the Committee the money. On January 14, 1985, the

Committee repaid $6,500 to Stephanie Begich and $5,500 to Paul

Begich.

In light of the above facts, the Office of the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission open a MUR and find reason

to believe that the Begich for Congress Committee and Mark

Begich, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).



/
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNIGTON.D.C. 20463

Stephanie Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

RE : MUR

Dear Ms. Begich:

On June , 1985, the Federal Election Commission determined
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(1)(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. You may submit any

Cfactual or legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Please submit any

qT such materials, along with your answers to the enclosed
questions, within fifteen 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

Scommittee and you, as treasurer, the Commission may find probable
cause to believe that a violation has occurred and proceed with
conciliation.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See
11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office
of General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of General Counsel may recommend that pre-
probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so
that it may complete its investigation of the matter. Further,
requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on
probable cause have been mailed to the respondent will not be
entertained.



Stephanie Begich, Treasurer
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of General Counsel
is not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

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 accordance with 2 U.S.C. S5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437(g)(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 Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

IJohn Warren McGarry
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO. 2046-

RESPONDENT Stephanie Begich

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that Stephanie Begich violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "person" includes an individual,

partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

organization or any other organization or group of persons.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. 5 100.7(a) (1) (i), a loan which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. S 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1)(i)(B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.
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If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution. Under 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1) (i), the term "loan" includes a guarantee,

endorsement, and any other form of security.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a loan on July 23, 1984, from the candidate, Peggy

Begich, for $6,500. According to the report, the loan was

guaranteed by Stephanie Begich. The loan was for the primary

election.

On January 11, 1985, a Reports Analysis Division analyst

spoke with the Committee's treasurer, Mark Begich, who explained

that the source of the loan was Stephanie Begich, who had loaned

the candidate the funds after she had become a candidate and that

the candidate had, in turn, loaned the Committee the money. On

January 14, 1985, the Committee repaid $6,500 to Stephanie Begich.

In light of the above facts, the Office of General Counsel

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

Stephenie Begich violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A).



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )

Begich for Congress Committee RAD Referral 85L-17and Mark Begich, as treasurer; ) IMargaret Ritchie; John Alderson; ) AStephanie Begich and Paul Begich )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on June 24,

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

C the following actions in RAD Referral 85L-17:

1. Open a MUR.

2. Find reason to believe that Margaret Ritchie
and John Alderson violated 2 U.S.C. S441a(a)

%(1) (A), take no further action and close thefile as it pertains to these Respondents.

3. Find reason to believe that Stephanie Begich
and Paul Begich violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a) (1)
(A).

4. Find no reason to believe that Begich for Congress
Committee and Mark Begich, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. § 441a(f).

5. Approve the letters attached to the First General
Counsel's Report signed June 19, 1985.

6. Approve the General Cousnel's Factual and LegalAnalysis attached to the First General Counsel's
Report signed June 19, 1985.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald,

McGarry and Reiche voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

Date V Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHING TON, D(C 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

office of the Commission Secretary

Office of General Counsel~

June 20, 1985

RAD Ref. 85L-l7: First General Counsel's Rpt.

The attached is submitted as an Agenda document
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMI '

1325 K Street, N. , M ., rF

Washington, D.C. = MY
FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL' R ,e R F

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL BY RAD REFERRAL NO. 85L-17
OGC TO THE COMMISSION STAFF MEMBER

Joyce Cullinan

SOURCE OF REFERRAL: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

RESPONDENTS' NAMES: Begich for Congress Committee and Mark
Begich, as treasurer; Margaret Ritchie;
John Alderson; Stephanie Begich and
Paul Begich

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. SS 441a(a) (1) (A), 441a(f)

INTERNAL REPORTS
CHECKED: Reports filed by Begich for Congress

Committee

FEDERAL AGENCIES
CHECKED: None

GENERATION OF MATTER

0D This matter was referred to the Office of the General

Counsel by the Reports Analysis Division ("RAD").

CSUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that Margaret Ritchie, John Alderson,

Stephanie Begich and Paul Begich made excessive contributions in

violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a) (1) (A) and the Begich for Congress

Committee (the "Committee") and Mark Begich, as treasurer,

accepted excessive contributions in violation of 2 U.S.C.

441a(f).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized
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political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "person" includes an individual,

partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

organization or any other organization or group of persons.

Under 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f), a political committee is

prohibited from knowingly accepting a contribution in violation

of the provisions of section 441a. It is the Commission's

interpretation that a contribution is "knowingly" accepted if the

recipient knew that it received the contributions at issue. It is

not necessary to a finding of knowing acceptance to show the

recipient knew the contributions were prohibited in violation of

the law.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a) (1) (i), a loan which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. S 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C.

S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a) (1) (i) (B),

a loan is a contribution at the time it is made and is a

contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid. If repaid, a

loan is no longer a contribution. Under 11 C.F.R.

5 100.7(a) (1) (i), the term "loan" includes a guarantee,

endorsement, and any other form of security.
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On its 1984 July Quarterly Report, the Committee disclosed a

$1,000 loan from Margaret Ritchie on May 20, 1984, and aggregate

contributions of $310 from Ms. Ritchie, all for the primary

election. On August 14, 1984, an RFAI was sent to the Committee

regarding these excessive contributions and, as no response was

received, a Second Notice was sent. The Committee filed an

amended report on October 18, 1984, which disclosed a $1,000 loan

repayment to Margaret Ritchie on August 6, 1984.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Amended Report, the Committee

-7" reported receiving two loans on July 23, 1984, from the

1.0 candidate, Peggy Begich, one for $6,500, which was guaranteed by

Ue Stephanie Begich, and the second for $5,500, which was guaranteed
by Paul Begich. Both loans were for the primary election. An

RFAI was sent by RAD on December 11, 1984, and, as no response

was received, a Second Notice was sent January 3, 1985. On

January 11, 1985, a RAD analyst spoke with the treasurer, Mark

Begich, who explained that the sources of both loans were

Stephanie and Paul Begich, who had loaned the candidate the funds

after she had become a candidate and that the candidate had, in

turn, loaned the Committee the money. On January 14, 1985, the

Committee repaid $6,500 to Stephanie Begich and $5,500 to Paul

Begich.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a $400 contribution from John Alderson, bringing his

total to $1,100 in aggregate contributions for the primary
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election._/ However, on that same report the Committee reported

making a $100 refund to Mr. Alderson on August 6, 1984. No
notice was sent by RAD regarding this excessive contribution.

On its 1984 April Quarterly Report, the Committee reported
the receipt of a $3,000 contribution, on March 9, 1984, from the

Alaska Women's Political Caucus PAC (AWPC PAC)._2/ The

contribution was designated for the primary election, held

August 28, 1984. In its report, the Committee noted that the

contribution was excessive and that a refund of the amount in

excess would be made. On June 13, 1984, a Request for Additional
Information ("RFAI") was sent to the Committee regarding this

excessive contribution. As no response was received, a Second
Notice was sent to the Committee. In response, the Committee

filed an amended report showing that a $2,000 refund had been

1/ Although Mr. Alderson's aggregate total was reported as$1,100 in this report, the Committee's previous report revealedan aggregate total of $800 before receipt of this $400
contribution on July 6, 1984. Due to the $100 refund, thisOffice will assume that $1,100 and not $1,200 was the correctCC total.
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made to AWPC PAC on June 23, 1984.3/

In light of the above facts and the fact that the

contributions apparently were refunded, the Office of the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission open a MUR and find reason

to believe that the Respondents violated 2 U.S.C. S 44la.4/

However, in light of the low amounts, it is further recommended

that no further action be taken against Margaret Ritchie and John

Alderson.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Open a MUR.

2. Find reason to believe that Margaret Ritchie and John

3/ A registered committee with a similar name, the National
Women's Political Caucus of Alaska, (Alaska NWPC), contributed
$1000 to the primary campaign on August 6, 1984. These two comm-
ittees also have similar P.O. Box numbers in Anchorage: Alaska
NWPC lists P.O. Box 1571; AWPC PAC's number is 101571. The
reports of ALASKA NWPC do not list AWPC PAC. Even if the
committees are affiliated, however, the total contribution is
below the threshold for RAD referral and no recommendations are

cmade with regard to Alaska NWPC or AWPC PAC.

1/ The referral also contains information indicating a possible
excessive contribution from the UAW V CAP, a qualified multi-
candidate committee. On September 6, 1984, the UAW V CAP contri-
buted $5,000 to the Committee for the general election. Then the
Committee reported receiving another $2,500 from UAW V CAP on
October 18, 1984, for the general election. An RFAI was sent by
RAD on April 10, 1985, regarding this matter. As no response was
received, a Second Notice was sent out by RAD. However, in
looking at UAW V CAP's reports, the $2,500 contribution is
reported by that committee as a contribution to defray the
primary debt. See Attachment 2. In looking at the Committee's
reports, it is clear that the Committee had a large debt from the
primary at the time of the contribution. In light of these
facts, there does not appear to be a violation of 2 U.S.C. S441a
and UAW V CAP is not considered a respondent in this matter.



Alderson violated 2 U.S.C. S44la(a) (1) (A), take no further

action and close the file as it pertains to these

Respondents.

3. Find reason to believe that Stephanie Begich and Paul Begich

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A).

4. Find reason to believe that the Begich for Congress

Committee and Mark Begich, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

5. Approve the attached letters.

rsl 6. Approve the General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis.

Charles N. Steele
General Cusel

Attachments

1. RAD Referral
2. Pages from UAW V CAP's reports
3. Proposed letters
4. General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis

LC
te



REPORTS ANALYSIS REFERRAL

TO

OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL

DATE: 19 A~r1 1985

ANALYST: Marybeth Morici

I. COMMITTEE: Begich for Congress Committee
C00182758
Mark Begich, Treasurer
5232 East 24th Avenue, _
Anchorage, AK 99508

II. RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. S441a(f)

III. BACKGROUND:

The Begich for Congress Committee ("the Committee")
disclosed the receipt of -apparent excessive contributions
totalling either $12,410 or $12,510 on the 1984 April
Quarterly, July Quarterly, 12 Day Pre-Primary and Amended 12
Day Pre-Primary Reports.

The 1984 April Quarterly Report disclosed the receipt of
a $3,000 contribution from an unregistered committee, the
Alaska Women's Political Caucus PAC ("the AWPC PAC"), on
March 9, 1984. The contribution was designated for the
primary election, resulting in an apparent excessive
contribution of $2,000 (Attachment 2). The report included
a letter which stated that the Committee was aware of the
excessive amount and that it was in the process of being
refunded (Attachment 3). The Committee indicated that the
AWPC PAC was affiliated with the National Women's Political
Caucus. Commission records indicate that the only Alaska
committee affiliated with the National Women's Political
Caucus is the NWPC of Alaska PAC ("Alaska NWPC"). The
Alaska NWPC did not register until August 13, 1984 and does
not report a $3,000 contribution to the Committee. The
Alaska NWPC appears to have an address which is similar to
that of AWPC PAC.

1/ The Committee's 30 Day Post-General Report changed the
address from 329 F Street, Suite 204, Anchorage, AK 99501 to 5232
East 24th Avenue, #D, Anchorage, AK 99508.

) 4 G. C \ MeAj- I::"-- I



BEGICH FOR CONGRESS COZITTEE
REPORTS ANALYSIS OGC REFERRAL
PAGE 2

A Request for Additional Information ("RFAI") was sent
to the Committee on June 13, 1984, noting the receipt of the
excessive contributon and the Committee's intention to
refund the excessive amount (Attachment 4). A Second Notice
was sent on July 5, 1984, because of the Committee's failure
to respond (Attachment 5). On July 19, 1984, the
Committee filed an amendment which disclosed a $2,000 refund
to the AWPC-PAC made on June 23, 1984 (Attachment 6).

The 1984 July Quarterly Report disclosed two (2)
contributions from Margaret Ritchie on April 28, 1984,
totalling $110 and an aggregate year-to-date total of $310.
The contributions were designated for the primary election
(Attachment 7). Schedule C of this report disclosed a loan
of $1,000 from Margaret Ritchie incurred on May 20, 1984.

0%-  The loan was not designated for 'any election; therefore, the
provisions of 11 CFR 110.1(a) (2) (ii) were applied. Since
the Alaska primary was to be held on August 28, 1984, the
loan when aggregated with the previous contributions
appeared to exceed the contribution limitations for the

Sprimary election by $310 (Attachment 8).

On August 14, 1984, an RFAI was sent to the Committee
noting the possible receipt of excessive contributions
(Attachment 9). A Second Notice was sent on September 6,

CS 1984, because of the Committee's failure to respond
(Attachment 10). The -1984 12 Day Pre-Primary Amendment,
received on October 18, 1984, disclosed a $1,000 loan
repayment to Margaret Ritchie made on August 6, 1984
(Attachment 11).

The 1984 April Quarterly Amendment disclosed a $400
contribution designated for the primary election from John
Alderson on May 25, 1984 (Attachment 12). The report
disclosed an aggregate year-to-date total of $800. The 1984
12 Day Pre-Primary Report disclosed an additional
contribution of $400 designated for the primary election
from John Alderson on July 6, 1984 (Attachment 13). The
report disclosed an aggregate year-to-date total of $1,100.
An error in reporting the aggregate year-to-date totals
makes it unclear as to whether the excessive amount is $100
or $200. The 1984 12 Day Pre-Primary Report also disclosed
a refund of $100 to John Alderson on August 6, 1984
(Attachment 14). No notice was sent to the Committee
regarding this matter.

On October 18, 1984 the Committee filed the 1984 12 Day
Pre-Primary Amendment and the 1984 October Quarterly
Reports. The reports disclosed the receipt of the same two
(2) contributions in the form of loans from the candidate



BEGICH FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
REPORTS ANALYSIS OGC REFERRAL
PAGE 3

totalling $12,000 incurred July 23, 1984 on Schedule C
(Attachment-s 15 and 16). One loan for $6,500 appeared to
have been guaranteed in full by Stephanie Begich, the other
loan for $5,500 appeared to be guaranteed in full by Paul
Begich. Both loans were designated for the primary
election, resulting in the receipt of apparent excessive
contributions totalling $10,000.

An RFAI was sent to the Committee on December 11, 1984,
noting the receipt of excessive loans (Attachment 17). A
Second Notice was sent on January 3, 1985, because of the
Committee's failure to respond (Attachment 18).

On January 11, 1985, the Reports Analysis Division
("RAD") analyst contacted Mark Begich, treasurer of the

* Committee. During this discussion the RAD analyst inquired
about the nature of the two loans guaranteed by Stephanie
Begich and Paul Begich. Mr. Begich informed the RAD analyst

* that the sources of both loans were Stephanie Begich and
Paul Begich. They had loaned the candidate the funds in
question after she became a candidate. The candidate in
turn, loaned the money to the Committee. The RAD analyst
informed the treasurer that a loan was considered a
contribution until it was repaid. Since they had each
exceeded the $1,000 limitation the loans were considered
excessive contributions and should be refunded as soon asC- possible. Mr. Begich said that both loans would be refunded

* immediately and the Commission would be notified of this
action in writing prior to the due date of the 1985 Mid-Year
Report (Attachment 19).

The 30 Day Post-General Report received January 22,
S1985, disclosed a copy of the checks issued to Stephanie

Begich for $6,500 and Paul Begich for $5,500 on January 14,
1985 (Attachment 20).

IV. OTHER PENDING MATTERS INITIATED BY RAD:

The Committee's 1984 30 Day Post-General Report
disclosed the receipt of an apparent excessive contribution
of $2,500 from a multicandidate committee. On April 10,
1985, an RFAI was sent to the Committee noting the problem
and recommending a refund or, if incorrectly reported, a
correction to the report.
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i FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
'AASHNCTO\ D.C - 2(4b3

Paul Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

RE: MUR

Dear Mr. Begich:

On June , 1985, the Federal Election Commission determined
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(1)(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.

7Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against you. 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, along with your answers to the enclosed
questions, within fifteen days of your receipt of this letter.

e 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.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See
11 C.F.R. 5 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office
of General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of General Counsel may recommend that pre-
probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so
that it may complete its investigation of the matter. Further,
requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on
probable cause have been mailed to the respondent will not be
entertained.



Paul Begich, Treasurer
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of General Counsel
is not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

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 accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437(g)(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 Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

John Warren McGarry
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO.

RESPONDENT Paul Begich

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that Paul Begich violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

IA office, which in the aggregate, exceed $1,000. Pursuant to

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "person" includes an individual,

partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

organization or any other organization or group of persons.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

e" includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a)(1)(i), a loan which
exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. S 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1) (i) (B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.
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If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution. Under 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1) (i), the term "loan" includes a guarantee,

endorsement, and any other form of security.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a loan on July 23, 1984, from the candidate, Peggy

Begich, for $5,500. According to the report, the loan was

guaranteed by Paul Begich. The loan was for the primary

election.

On January 11, 1985, a Reports Analysis Division analyst

spoke with the Committee's treasurer, Mark Begich, who explained

that the source of the loan was Paul Begich, who had loaned the

candidate the funds after she had become a candidate and that the

candidate had, in turn, loaned the Committee the money. On

January 14, 1985, the Committee repaid $5,500 to Paul Begich.

In light of the above facts, the Office of General Counsel

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that Paul

Begich violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
kJ ASHINGTOND.C. 204b3

Stephanie Begich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

RE: MUR

Dear Ms. Begich:

On June , 1985, the Federal Election Commission determined
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.

tf S 441a(a)(1)(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. 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, along with your answers to the enclosed
questions, within fifteen 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.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See
11 C.F.R. S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office
of General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of General Counsel may recommend that pre-
probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so
that it may complete its investigation of the matter. Further,
requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on
probable cause have been mailed to the respondent will not be
entertained.

~~gi



Stephanie Begich, Treasurer
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of General Counsel
is not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

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 accordance with 2 U.S.C. $S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437(g) (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
T of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Joyce
UP Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-

4143.

Sincerely,

John Warren McGarry
Chairman

C

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.

RESPONDENT Stephanie Beg ich

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that Stephanie Begich violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A)', a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "person" includes an individual,

partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

organization or any other organization or group of persons.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a) (1) (i), a loan which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. S 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1)(i)(B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.
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If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution. Under 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a)(1)(i), the term "loan" includes a guarantee,

endorsement, and any other form of security.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a loan on July 23, 1984, from the candidate, Peggy

Begich, for $6,500. According to the report, the loan was

guaranteed by Stephanie Begich. The loan was for the primary

election.

On January 11, 1985, a Reports Analysis Division analyst

C3 spoke with the Committee's treasurer, Mark Begich, who explained

r that the source of the loan was Stephanie Begich, who had loaned

11% the candidate the funds after she had become a candidate and that

the candidate had, in turn, loaned the Committee the money. On

January 14, 1985, the Committee repaid $6,500 to Stephanie Begich.

In light of the above facts, the Office of General Counsel

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

CStephenie Begich violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
SWASHNGTON, D.C. 20463

John Alderson
P.O. Box 103361
Anchorage, Alaska 99510

RE: MUR

Dear Mr. Alderson:

-On June , 1985, the Commission found reason to believe
that you violated 2 U.s.c. S 441a(a) (1) (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
determined to take no further action and close its file. The
General Counsel's Factual and Legal analysis which formed a basis
for the Commission's finding is attached for your information.

The file in this matter will be made part of the public
record within 30 days. Should you wish to submit any materials to
appear on the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the making of an excessive
contribution nevertheless appears to be a violation of the Act.
You should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

John Warren McGarry
Chairman
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GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO.

RESPONDENT John Alderson

SUM4ARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that John Alderson violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a $400 contribution from John Alderson on July 6, 1984,

for the primary election. The Committee also reported that

Mr. Alderson's aggregate total contributions for the primary

election amounted to $,oo.*/ On that same report, the

Committee reported making a $100 refund to Mr. Alderson on

August 6, 1984.

In light of the above facts, the Office of the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason to believe

2/ Although Mr. Alderson's aggregate total was reported as
$1,100 in this report, the Committee's previous report revealed
an aggregate total of $800 before receipt of this $400
contribution on July 6, 1984. Due to the $100 refund, this
Office will assume that $1,100 and not $1,200 was the correct
total.

~Y\ 4 -- ii '~ A (%)
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that John Alderson violated 2 U.S.c. S 441a(a)(1)(A). However,

in light of the low excessive amount, it is also recommended that

no further action be taken against Mr. Alderson.

C-1
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO\,D.C. 20463

Mark Begich, Treasurer
Begich for Congress Committee
5232 East 24th Avenue, #D
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

RE: MUR

Dear Mr. Begich:

On June , 1985, the Federal Election Commission determined
that there is reason to believe the Begich for Congress Committee
and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f), 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, along with your answers to the

C enclosed questions, within fifteen 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.

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See
11 C.F'R. S 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office
of General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission
either proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or
recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be
pursued. The Office of General Counsel may recommend that pre-
probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so
that it may complete its investigation of the matter. Further,
requests for pre-probable cause conciliation after briefs on
probable cause have been mailed to the respondent will not be
entertained.



Mark Begich, Treasurer
Page 2

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of General Counsel
is not authorized to give extensions beyond 20 days.

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 accordance with 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437(g)(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 Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

Tr John Warren McGarry
Chairman

Enclosures
General Counsel's Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement



9, 0
GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO.

RESPONDENTS Begich for Congress Committee
Mark Begich, as treasurer

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that the Begich for Congress Committee (the

"Committee") and Mark Begich, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f) by accepting excessive contributions from the Alaska

Women's Political Caucus PAC ("Alaska PAC"), Margaret Ritchie,

John Alderson, Stephanie Begich and Paul Begich.

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1) (A), a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

2 U.S.C. S 431(11), the term "person" includes an individual,

partnership, committee, association, corporation, labor

organization or any other organization or group of persons.

Under 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f), a political committee is

prohibited from knowingly accepting a contribution in violation

of the provisions of section 441a. It is the Commission's

interpretation that a contribution is "knowingly" accepted if the

recipient knew that it received the contributions at issue. It

is not necessary to a finding of knowing acceptance to show the

recipient knew the contributions were prohibited in violation of

the law.
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Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. 5 100.7(a) (1)(i), a loan which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a)(1)(i)(B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

N made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.
If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution. Under 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1) (i), the term "loan" includes a guarantee,

endorsement, and any other form of security.

On its 1984 April Quarterly Report, the Committee reported

t. the receipt of a $3,000 contribution, on March 9, 1984, from

STr Alaska PAC, an unregistered committee. The contribution was

C designated for the primary election, held August 28, 1984. In

its report, the Committee noted that the contribution was

excessive and that a refund of the amount in excess would be

made. On June 13, 1984, a Request for Additional Information

("RFAI") was sent to the Committee regarding this excessive

contribution. As no response was received, a Second Notice was

sent to the Committee. In response, the Committee filed an

amended report showing that a $2,000 refund had been made to

Alaska PAC on June 23, 1984.

On its 1984 July Quarterly Report, the Committee disclosed a

$1,000 loan from Margaret Ritchie on May 20, 1984, and aggregate
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contributions of $310 from Ms. Ritchie, all for the primary

election. On August 14, 1984, an RFAI was sent to the Committee

regarding these excessive contributions and, as no response was

received, a Second Notice was sent. The Committee filed an

amended report on October 18, 1984, which disclosed a $1,000 loan

repayment to Margaret Ritchie on August 6, 1984.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Report, the Committee reported

receiving a $400 contribution from John Alderson, bringing his

total to $1,100 in aggregate contributions for the primary

election.*/ However, on that same report the Committee reported

t f making a $100 refund to Mr. Alderson on August 6, 1984. No
1,4 notice was sent by RAD regarding this excessive contribution.

On its 12 Day Pre-Primary Amended Report, the Committee

reported receiving two loans on July 23, 1984, from the

candidate, Peggy Begich, one for $6,500, which was guaranteed by

Stephanie Begich, and the second for $5,500, which was guaranteed

by Paul Begich. Both loans were for the primary election. An

RFAI was sent by RAD on December 11, 1984, and, as no response

was received, a Second Notice was sent January 3, 1985. On

January 11, 1985, a RAD analyst spoke with the treasurer, Mark

Begich, who explained that the sources of both loans were

Stephanie and Paul Begich, who had loaned the candidate the funds

• / Although Mr. Alderson's aggregate total was reported as
$1,100 in this report, the Committee's previous report revealed
an aggregate total of $800 before receipt of this $400
contribution on July 6, 1984. Due to the $100 refund, this
Office will assume that $1,100 and not $1,200 was the correct
total.



after she had become a candidate and that the candidate had, in

turn, loaned the Committee the money. On January 14, 1985, the

Committee repaid $6,500 to Stephanie Begich and $5,500 to Paul

Begich.

In light of the above facts, the Office of the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission open a MUR and find reason

to believe that the Begich for Congress Committee and Mark

Begich, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).

Tr

C
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGCTO ,D.C. 20463

Margaret Ritchie
800 F. Street
Suite C-2
Juneau, Alaska 99801

RE: MUR

Dear Ms. Ritchie:

On June ,1985, the Commission found reason to believe
o that you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (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
determined to take no further action and close its file. The
General Counsel's Factual and Legal analysis which formed a basis
for the Commission's finding is attached for your information*

The file in this matter will be made part of the public
record within 30 days. Should you wish to submit any materials

C.1! to appear on the public record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the making of an excessive
contribution nevertheless appears to be a violation of the Act.
You should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Cr If you have any questions, please direct them to Joyce
Cullinan, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-
4143.

Sincerely,

John Warren McGarry
Chairman
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GENERAL COUNSEL'S FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR NO.

RESPONDENT Margaret Ritchie

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that Margaret Ritchie violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(a) (1) (A) by making an excessive contribution to the Begich

for Congress Committee (the "Committee").

FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1) (A)', a person is prohibited

from making contributions to any candidate or his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for federal

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

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A), the term "contribution"

includes a loan. Under 11 C.F.R. S 100.7(a)(1)(i), a loan which

exceeds the contribution limitations of 2 U.S.C. S 441a is

unlawful whether or not it is repaid and the aggregate amount

loaned to a candidate or committee by a contributor, when added

to other contributions from that individual to that candidate or

committee, may not exceed the contribution limitations of

2 U.S.C. S 441a. In addition, pursuant to 11 C.F.R.

S 100.7(a) (1)(i)(B), a loan is a contribution at the time it is

made and is a contribution to the extent that it remains unpaid.

If repaid, a loan is no longer a contribution.

On its 1984 July Quarterly Report, the Committee disclosed a

$1,000 loan from Margaret Ritchie on May 20, 1984, and aggregate

contributions of $310 from Ms. Ritchie, all for the primary
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election. On August 14, 1984, a Request for Additional

Information was sent to the Committee regarding these excessive

contributions and, as no response was received, a Second Notice

was sent. The Committee filed an amended report on October 18,

1984, which disclosed a $1,000 loan repayment to Margaret Ritchie

on August 6, 1984.

In light of the above facts, the Office of the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

Margaret Ritchie violated a2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). However, in

N4 light of the low excessive amount, it is also recommended that no

further action be taken against Ms. Ritchie.

'I
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2M3

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTATION IS ADDED TO

THE PUBLIC RECORD IN CLOSED MUR _____.



-ECI VED

! L'[IE! t L i'irn[] rOM 11jSS10H

90 FEB 23 AM 90: 34

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

llWASHINCTON. 
D.C. 20463

January 19, 1990

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Stephanie Degich
1812 Parkside Drive
Anchorage, AK 99501

RE: MUR 2046
Stephanie Begich

Dear Ms. Begich:

On May 7, 1986, the Federal Election Commission and you

entered into a conciliation agreement in settlement of a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. According to

the agreement, you were required to pay a civil penalty of $500

within ninety (90) days of the date the agreement became

effective.

According to Commission records, your payment, which 
was

due by August 5, 1986, has not been received. Please be advised

that, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(5)(D), violation 
of any

provision of the conciliation agreement may result in the

institution of a civil suit for relief in the United States

District Court. Unless we receive the payment from you in ten

days, this Office will recommend that the Commission 
file suit

to remedy this violation.

Should you have any questions, please contact Noriega 
E.

James, the staff member assigned to this matter, 
at (202)

376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerne
Associate Gent ralCounsel
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BEGICH APARTMENTS
P.O. BOX 201627

ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99520

jS CEMK 4 IN PAYMENT OF THE FOLLOWING

Atf 0521

9-5/1252

CHECK
AMOUNT

s Fb wz
NATIONAL BANK OF ALASKA

P.O. BOX 196127
ANCHORAGE, AK 99519

112000521"" ':12S200oo57: 0 1" 1647691

rEMORANDUM

TO:CHERYL FLEMING WILLIAMS

CHERYL 7 'ILLAMS

CHERYL T WLLIAMS

CHERYL FLEMING WILLIAMS

CHECK NO . { A COPY OF UHICH IS ATTACHED I RELATING TO

AN NA rE

ITAS CHOD , ,..
JHICH IT SHOULD EE DEPO3S:TED:

PLEASE INDICATE THE ACCOUNT INTO

/ BUDGET CLEARING ACCOUNT

/ CIVIL PENALTIES ACCOUNT

{ 95F3875.16 }

{ 95-1099.160 }

/ OTHER

" TURE . -:

DATE. . / .

TO:

FROM-i

P A Y & d .4~f -- , f I D O L LA R S ,DATE TO THE ORDER OF CHECK NO. DESCR tlD DISCOUNT

,

-dw- 0 r '0z ' - ".0'A

.
!,



RECEIVED
FEOEIIAL i.LLC1'OH CAMMISSIONMAII li00M

FEDERAL EL C 90FEB 23 AH 9 3%
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

CRTIFID MAIL January 19, 1990

RETU RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark Begich
'Begich for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 201627
Anchorage, AK 99520-1627

RE: MUR 2046
Begich for Congress Committee
Mark Begich, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Begich:

On March 5, 1986, the Federal Election Commission andBegich for Congress Committee and you, as treasurer, entered
into a conciliation agreement in settlement of a violation of2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f), a provision of the Federal Election CampaignAct of 1971, as amended. According to the agreement, you wererequired to pay a civil penalty of $2,000 within ninety (90)days of the date the agreement became effective.

According to Commission records, you have paid only $500 ofthe $2,000 that was due by June 3, 1986. Please be advisedthat, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(5)(D), violation of anyprovision of the conciliation agreement may result in theinstitution of a civil suit for relief in the United StatesDistrict Court. Unless we receive the outstanding balance of$1,500 from you in ten days, this Office will recommend that theCommission file suit to remedy this violation.

Should you have any questions, please contact Noriega E.James, the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)
376-8200.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

,// / / Y! :err- "
BY: ols.tLener

Associate General Counsel
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3986MARK P. BEGICH
AOL 5042610 SSN 574-34-0735

P. 0. BOX 201627
ANCHORAGE. AK 99520-1627

"~,~W4-l'4/Afchoraget AK 9950 ,

:3252720o 71:5O 0L138

MEMORANDUM

CHERYL FLEMING TV :WILLIAMS
I€

CHERYL T "ILLIAMS

CHECK NO.
.. - '-,__ ,,

CHERYL T WILLIAMS

FROMi: CHERYL FLEMING WILLIAMS

{'A CCPY OF WHICH IS ATTACHED } RELATING TO

MUR "Z , <I, AND NAME A/!2 ,- .

WAS RECIEVED ON

WHICH IT SHOULD

, / " "PLEASE INDICATE THE ACCOUNT INTO

BE DEFOSITED:

/ BUDGET CLEARING ACCOUNT

/ CIVIL PENALTIES ACCOUNT

/
7,~

i 95F3875.16 }

{ 95-1099.160 }

/ OTHER

SIGNATURE DATE A? ~,?2 /C~ /'~,

p
/

TO:

FROM:

- - ..,

sc~

DATE 1 "/ "SIGNATURE,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTATION IS ADDED TO

THE PUBLIC RECORD IN CLOSED MUR 4100_
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

March 27, 1990

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark Begich
Begich for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 201627
Anchorage, AK 99520-1627

RE: MUR 2046
Begich for Congress Committee
mark Begich, as treasurer

SDear Mr. Begich:

On March 5, 1986, the Federal Election Commission and Begich
for Congress Committee ("Committee") and you, as treasurer,
entered into a conciliation agreement in settlement of a violation
of 2 U.S.C. s 441a(f). According to the agreement, you were
required to pay a civil penalty of $2,000 within ninety (90) days
of the date the agreement became effective.

On March 6, 1990, you spoke with a staff person from this
office and stated that payment on the remaining balance would be
forthcoming. According to Commission records, you have only paid
$1,000 of the $2,000 that was due on June 3, 1986. Please be
advised that, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(5)(D), violation of
any provision of the conciliation agreement may result in the
institution of a civil suit for relief in the United States
District Court. Unless we receive the outstanding balance of
$1,000 from you in five days, this Office will recommend that the
Commission file suit to remedy this violation.

Should you have any questions, please contact
Tamara Kapper, the staff member assigned to this matter, at
(202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G Lerner
Associate General Counsel


