®
™m
c
b 2
N
-
cC
T
<
~
- o




.'-"7‘-1'?'.‘.,-
i

r. mmou '-' comai;stoﬁ.

blos_routm_corts, AGGRunact mpms [3duy mourt
prd Comments; Madbis e Edatd parsuantl

2 vsc 6‘03‘7?'4 1 (12)CA).

The above-descrided material was ramoved from this

file pursuant to the following exempticn provided in the
Freedom of Information Act, S U.S.C. Section $52(b):

1 (1) Classified Informption (6) Personal privacy

x (2) Internal rules and (7) Investigatory
practices . X files

(3) Exempted by other (8) Banking
statute Information

o
ro
[ e
h
~N

(4) Trade secrets and (9) Well Information

commercial or ; (geographic or
financizal information geophysical)

2
h)
AR 1

VI

s

Internazl Documents

Signed ‘Q-w.‘c' ’l"ﬁ}i

date Tﬁﬂeg 2, 1907

FEC 9-21-77 ' / Q\K “N./\

R7 040
:.l’;”.;"m'.-;fjﬁ

TR S SRR Ao

%




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

‘In the Matter of » \
National Democratic Policy Committee, . ??75
and Patricia Salisbury, as treasurer e

The LaRouche Campaign, and v
Edward Spannaus, as treasurer

- e S e P Y

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on January 5,
1987, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take

the following actions in MUR 2276:

1. Find no reason to believe that a
violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441f has
taken place.

Find no reason to believe that The
LaRouche Campaign, and Edward Spannaus,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f.

Find no reason to believe that the
National Democratic Policy Committee,
and Patricia Salisbury, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f.
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Find no reason to believe that the LaRouche
Campaign and Edward Spannaus, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(a) (3) (A) (1).

Find no reason to believe that the
National Democratic Policy Committee,
and Patricia Salisbury, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(b) (3) (A).

(continued)
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6. Approvgvandfﬁond the letters, as
rec in the General Counsel's
Report «i&ﬁn’d“ Decembexr 22, 1986.

7. Close: tha ﬂ:ﬁle.

Commissiondx-qu.nikcnl, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,
McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

E Marjorie W. Ermons

Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: Mon., 12-22-86,
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: Tues., 12-23-86,
Deadline for vote: Mon., 1-5-87,

3:24
11:00
4:00
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Fwtut. EI.SCTION COMM!SSfION
; w»\snmcmn, nt ms ‘

.' pkenbear
qutc 2. Box G‘A

Kirksville, MO 63501 3
RE: MUR 2276
Dear Ms. CIInkonb.n:d:

The Pederal. Blcction Commission has reviewed the allegations
of your complaint dated November 1, 1986 and determined that on
the basis of the information provided in your complaint, there is
no teason to believe that a violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, ("the Act") has been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the file in
this matter. The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial
review of the Commission's dismissal of this natter. See
2 U.S.C. § 437g9(a) (8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a

complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
§ 4379(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. § 11l1.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

rence M Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure:
General Counsel's Report
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&\ FEDERAI. ELECTION COMMISS!QN
i wxﬂﬂﬂcu»loc 20463

_ January 8, 1987

Andetlon & Allnciatll, r.c.
One Longfellow Place !216
Boston, MA 02114

RE: uun 2276
The LaRouche Ca-palgn, and
Edward Spannaus, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Davis:

On November 10, 1986, the Cminion uotittcd yeut clients.
The LaRouche Campaign, and Edward Spannaus, as treasurer, of a
complaint alleging violations of the Federal ElecttonTCcnpaign
Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on January 5 , 1987, determined that on
the basis of the information in the conplaint. there is no reason
to believe that your clients, The LaRouche Campaign, and Edward
fgignaus. as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(a)(3)(A)(i) or

Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.
This matter will become a part of the public record within 30
days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General unsel

: ///%%%

Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

cc: The LaRouche Campaign
Attn: Edward Spannaus, Treasurer
P.0. Box 17720
Washington, DC 20041




s FEDERAL ELECTION COMM!SSION
e wasmnc‘fon D.C. MJ i

| :amm-fa, 1987

Patri i Treasur

untiounl nenoctat c !bllcr Committee
P,0. Box 17729

Washington, DC 20041-0129

RE: MUR 2276
Dear Ms. Salisbury:

- On November 10, 19686, the Commission nottti!d you of a
complaint alleging violations of the Federal !Inction Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on January 5 v 1987. detqtntnnd that on
the basis of the information in the complaint, there is no reason
to believe that the National Democratic Policy Committee, and
you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b) (3) (A) or 441f.

Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public record
within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Counsel

Lt

. Nobl
Deputy General Counsel
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BY OGC TO THE mm A DATE COMPLAINT Rlcnwln ;
B peil » i : 'BY 0OGC: November 3, 1986

- DATE OF NOTIFICATION TO

RESPONDENT : Novemsber 10,

- 1986
STAFF HII!!R:
L. !ober :

COMPLAIIANT'S NAME: Carol Y. cxlnkenbeard

RESPONDENTS' NAMES: 1). latianal Denoctatic Pblicy COinittee.
and Patricia Salisbury, as treasurer

2) . The LaRouche Campaign, and
- Edward Spannaus, as treasurer

RELEVANT STATUTE: None
INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: 1984 committee reports
FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

SUMMARY OPF ALLBGATIONS
Complainant alleges that her former husband made loans to

the National Democratic Policy Committee and to The LaRouche
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Campaign.by authorizing charges to Complainant's credit card

without Complainant's consent.

A PACTUAL AND LEGAL AMALYSIS
Complainant states that her former husbandl/made a $100 loan

to the National Democratic Policy Committee and Patricia

1/. The former husband is not identified in the complaint. From
the wording of the complaint, it appears that Complainant was
married to him at the time the alleged unauthorized charges were
made, but that they were subsequently divorced.
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s:lisbury an t:oalutct (horatnnttct. 'NDPC') and two 1¢ana.

one tor 3100 anﬁ anothor £ct $250 to Thc Lanoucho Caupalqn and

Bdward Spannan:. as t!.llurlt (hotolnafte:. “TLC") by using
Conplainant's visa etodit ca:d ‘without Co-plalnant'l consent.
Accotdlng to ctodit card statements aubnttted by
Complainant, the card was listed only in COnplatnant'lrnnue.'and
her thon—husban¢'didvnot’have the right to make charges to it.
Complainant admitted that one charge of $45 to NDPc'hdd been made
with her knowledge and consent, for the purpose of obtaining a
subscription to LaRouche-related publications. aovevctg
Complainant contends that all subsequent charges (i.e., the loan
of $100 to NDPC and the two loans to TLC of $100 and $250) were
made withouf her knowledge or consent. Complainant stated that
her then-husband admitted to her that he made the charges without
her consent, but allegedly stated that he believed that she would

have consented had she been present.
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! Complainant submitted copies of a letter which the'soﬁt:té
[ieiis crédit card co-pany_to protest the gha:qes. However, ths*
ctedit card conpaﬁy did‘nbt'accept Complainant's protest, and‘f;
Complainant eventually paid the disputed amounts. g
A. Debtor-Creditor Isg'uc 034

Complainant states that her purpose in filing her Complaint
is to "recover monies loaned to tﬁe National Democratic Poiicy
Committee and/or the (1984) LaRouche Campaign.® Complainant
alleges that these credit card transactions (which she claims
were unauthorized charges made by her then-husband) represent
loans to NDPC and TLC which have not been repaid. However,
disputes between debtors and creditors are outside the
Commission's jurisdiction. The mere fact that NDPC or TLC may
have failed to repay loans to a contributor, without more, does
not raise an issue under the Act. Therefore, this Office makes
no recommendation on such an issue.

B. Unauthorized Use of Credit Card Issue

As to the alleged unauthorized use of Complainant's credit
card, although such conduct may violate state statutes or give
rise to a state law tort claim, it does not violate the Act. The
Act contains no applicable prohibition. Therefore, this Office

makes no recommendations on such an issue.
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C. _ Contributjon in the Mame of Another Jssue = |

The alleged transaction does not cbhltiﬁutc the making of a
contribution by one person in the name of another. The Act A
provides that no person shall nhke a contribution in the name of
another person or permit his'nane to be uaed to effect such a
contribution, and no person shall knowingly accept a contribution
made by one person in the name of another. 2 U.8.C. § 441f. '

This prohibition requires that one person make a
contribution which is then contributed or reported in the name of
another person. The term "contribution® includes any gift, loan,
advance, or deposit of money or anything of value made by any
person in connection with a federal election. 2 U.S.C.

§ 431(8)) (A)(i).

By authorizing charges to NDPC or TLC when he had no right
to do so, he allegedly directed or permitted NDPC and TLC to make
charges against his wife's account, which she ultimately paiad
herself. By paying the disputed charges, Complainant ratified
the transactions and completed the making of the contributions
which were reported in her name. Thus, on these facts, no
contribution was made by one person in the name of another.

Therefore,this Office recommends that the Commission f£ind
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no reason to believe that 2 U.S.C. § 441f was violated.?
Accordinqu. this ot!ice allo ttconnends that the Commission tind 
no reason to believe that the National Democratic Policy ’
COnnittee and Patticia Salisbuty, as treasurer, violated 2 U 8 c.
§ 441f by knowingly accepting contributions by one person in the
nam¢ of another person. Abcordingly. this Office also recommends
that the Commission find no'teason to believe that The LaRouche
Campaign, and EBdward Spannaus, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441f by knowingly accepting contrxbutions made by one person in
the name of another person.

D. Reporting Issue

A review of reports filed by TLC indicates that TIC
correctly reported the two alleged loans (totalling $350) from
Complainant on its August 1984 Monthly Report. Therefore, this
Office recommends that the Commission find no reason to believe
that The LaRouche Campaign, and Edward Spannaus, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. § 434(a) (3) (A) (i).

NDPC did not report the $100 loan charged to Complainant's
account. However, 2 U.S.C. § 434(b) (3) (A) requires itemization
of contributions of $200 or greater. Because only one loan of
$100 was made to NDPC, NDPC was under no duty to itemize that
contribution. Therefore, this Office recommends that the

Commission find no reason to believe that the National Democratic

2/. Because Complainant's former husband was never identified in
the complaint, this recommendation will be phrased without naming
a specific individual.
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2 U.S C. 434(b)(3)(&i.‘

Policy Counittaa, and Patticia s.lilbury. at ttcusu:ot. vtolaeed

l. Pind no reason to boliove that a violatlon of 2 U.8.C. § 441f
has taken place.' :

2. Find no reason to ballovo tult The LaRouche Ca-paign. and
Ed::ig Spannaua, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S8.C.
s P :

3. Pind no reason to believe that the National Democratic Policy
Committee, and Patricia Salisbury, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. § 441f. J

4. Find no reason to believe that The LaRouche Campaign and
Edward Spannaus, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 434(a) (3)(A) (i). , ;
5. Pind no reason to believe that the National Democratic Policy
Committee, and Patricia Salisbury, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. § 434(b) (3) (p).

6. Approve and send the attached letters.

7. Close the file.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/L/w//

/BYs -
Date (—/////Lawren e M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Attachments:
I. Proposed Letters to Respondents (2)
II. Proposed Letter to Complainant (1)




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

g__m._n‘m W
A. pDavid Davis, Esquire

Anderson & Associates, P.C.
One Longfellow Place #216
Boston, MA 02114

RE: MUR 2276
The LaRouche Campaign, and
Edward Spannaus, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Davis:

On November 10, 1986, the Commission notified your clients,
The LaRouche Campaign, and Edward Spannaus, as treasurer, of a
complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended.

2

The Commission, on , 1986, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint, there is no reason
to believe that your clients, The LaRouche Campaign, and Edward
Spannaus, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(a)(3)(A)(i) or
441¢€F.

Accordingly, the Ccmmission closed its file in this matter.
This matter will become a part of the public record within 30
days.

R70D 40 5

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

cc: The LaRouche Campaign :
Attn: Edward Spannaus, Treasurer
P.O. Box 17720
Washington, DC 20041

Attachment I
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

CE  RECRIPT
Patricia Sal Treasurer
National Democratic Policy Committee
P.0. Box 17729

Washington, DC 20041-0729

RE: MUR 2276
Dear Ms. Salisbury:

On November 10, 1986, the Commisasion notified you of a
complaint alleging violations of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on » 1986, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint, there is no reason
to believe that the National Democratic Policy Committee, and
you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b) (3) (A) or 441f.

Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public record
within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCGTON, D.C. 20463

CESTIVIED WAIL-RETURN RECEIPY RNQUESTED
Carol Y. Clinkenbear

Route 2, Box G4A

Kirksville, MO 63501

RE: MUR 2276
Dear Ms. Clinkenbeard:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
of your complaint dated November 1, 1986 and determined that on
the basis of the information provided in your complaint, there is
no reason to believe that a violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, ("the Act®") has been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the file in
this matter. The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial
review of the Commission's dismissal of this matter. See
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. § 111.4.

Sincerely,

(=)
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Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Lawrence M. Noble
Deputy General Counsel

Enclosure:
General Counsel's Report

Attachment II




AN’:RSON & ASSOCIAT
A'mn‘ NEYS AT LAW
ONE LONGFELLOW PLACE, SUITE 216

BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02114
@17} 7428200

QoIN ::r ALP.‘DE”E:N December 17, 1986
A.DAVID DAvis

Charles N. Steele, General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

1324 X Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 26463

Re: 2276 (Clinkenbeard)
Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter is in response to notification from the
Commission, dated November 16, 1986, that there is reason to
believe that the LaRouche Campaign (“TLC") and/or Gerald
Rose, have violated the FPederal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended.

5 4

In response to our written request and by letter dated
9, 1986 Commission Associate General Counsel Lois G. Lerner
extended to December 19, 1986 the time for TLC and Rose to
respond to this matter.

MUR 2276 notifies the LaRouche Campaign ("TLC") of a
complaint filed by Carol (York) Clinkenbeard, alleging that
Ms. Clinkenbeard (and/or her husband) loaned $45@0 to the
National Democratic Policy Committee or TLC in 1984,
Clinkenbeard alleges an unauthorized use of her credit card
by her husband, but does not indicate what part, if any, of
the "loan®™ is attributable to her husband's activity. Ms.
Clinkenbeard refers to her interest in recovering "monies
... invested®™, refers to “restitution™ and refers to a
"loan®". Her language suggests that her unemployed status
and publicity regarding Mr. LaRouche have motivated her to
make use of the FEC enforcement machinery to resolve her
grievance.
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Ms. Clinkenbeard documents an indebtedness to her by
TLC, which indebtedness TLC acknowledges in the amount of
$350. Since the debt is acknowledged by TLC, it would
appear that Ms. Clinkenbeard's complaint involves nothing
more than an overdue loan, a matter which is not within the
jurisdiction of the Commission. Therefore, TLC requests
that MUR 2276 be dismissed forthwith.

Sincerely yours,
The LaRouche Campaign
By Thei




Decdﬁbir 9. 1986

: CEETIIIBD H&lh‘R!TUR' RECEIPT REQUESTED

A. David ngvis, nlquire ‘
Anderson & Associates, P.C.
One Longfellow Place: #216

RE: MUR 2276
MUR 2281

Dear Mr. Davis:

: This acknowledges your letter of Hovember 26, 1986,
which was received on December 2, 1986, and your
telephone conversations with Laurence E. Tobey on
December 4, 1986 and Thomas J. Whitehead on December 5,

1986.
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Your request for an extension of time to file
responses in these matters is granted. Your requests
will be due on December 19, 1986.

2
b}

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Stow %? ko7l B

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

87 040
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v December 1, 1986
Pederal Election Commission R N
Office of General Counsel
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463
ATTN: Lois G. Lerner

Associate General Counsel

t
D

Olv §3308:
?

RE: Your communication concerning MUR 2276 tcaxol York
Clinkenbeard], received by us 11/17/86 T

Ms. Lerner:

6
or

I am uncertain what to say about Ms. Clinkenbeard's
complaint to you. I can f£ind no allegation in it that the NDPC
violated the FECA, or any other laws. The entire letter on its
face seems to be the fallout of a domestic dispute.

5

Our records indicate that Ms. Clinkenbeard [York]
contributed $45 to the NDPC in June, 1984, and received a
year's subscription to NEW SOLIDARITY, purchased by us. I have
no record of having received the Ms. Clinkenbeard’'s referenced
letter of August 8, 1986.

0 6§ 2440

Ms. Clinkenbeard's “"complaint” seems to be primarily
against her former husband's use of her credit card. She
spices that up with references to newspaper articles concerning
the current witchhunt against the ideas and policies of Mr.
LaRouche and his associates. I suggest that the FEC close this
MUR for lack of any substance to the complaint.

A70N 4

Sincerely,

Patricia Salisbury
Treasurer




November 10, 1986

Ms. Carol Clinkenbeard
Route 2, Box 64A
Kirksville, MO 63501

Dear Ms. Clinkenbeard:

This letter will acknowledge receipt of your complaint
which we received on November 3, 1986, alleging possible
violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended (the %Act"™), by the National Democratic Policy
Committee, and The LaRouche Campaign. The respondents will
be notified of this complaint within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Commission takes
final action on your complaint. Should you receive any addi-
tional informatijon in this matter, please forward it to this
office. We suggest that this information be sworn to in the
same manner as the original complaint, For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedures for handling complaints. We have
numbered this matter MUR 2276. Please refer to this number
in all future correspondence. If you have any questions,
please contact Retha Dixon at (202) 376-3114.
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Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

-
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LGl o ERLE nrene

By: Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
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: FEDERM.. ELECTION COMMiSSION

f~ummnmwu»|oczmnr gl o i
November 10, 1986

National D-nocratic Policy Committoq
PO Box 17729 ‘
Washington, DC 200641

Res MUR 2276
Gentlemen:

The PFederal Election Commission received a complaint
which alleges that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act™). A cOpy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
2276. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence. :

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate
in writing that no action should be taken against the Na-
tional Democratic Policy Committee in this matter. Your
response must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Com-
mission may take further action based on the available
information.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §$ 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(l2) (A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel
in this matter please advise the Commission by completing the
enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to
receive any notifications and other communications from the

Commission.
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e 4 4 you uavc any questions, ploalc contnct Laurence

the aﬁtiénlr assigned to this n-ttury at (282) 376-

g’ For your information, we have attuched a brief

deac:iption ot the Commission's p:ocodurc for handling
cﬂ‘pla i nts, .

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Sto Y- S e

By: Lois G. Lexmer
Associate Genetal cansel

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C.:20463 Nove r 10, 1986

The LaRouche Campaign
PO Box 17720
Washington, DC 268041

Re: MUR 2276
Gentlemen:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint
which alleges that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
2276. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.,

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate
in writing that no action should be taken against The
LaRouche Campaign in this matter. Your response must be sub-
mitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.
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Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted
under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.5.C.§ 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public. If you 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.

R7040 5%




If you huve aay questions, please contact Laurence
Tobey, the utto:qny ‘assigned to this mattex, at (202) 376-
8200. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedure for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

St Y S

By: Loxs Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

BR70404240646 |
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November 1, 1986 i

Mr. Charnles N. Steele
Genernal Counsel

Fedesnl Electiomn Commission
1325 K Street, N.Y.
Washagton, D.C. 20463

60 :2ad E ADN SE

Dean Mrn. Steele

Enclosed is my returned re-notanized copy of my origimal
complaint, which 1 submitted 9-26-86 and to which your
Deputy, Lawrence M.Noble replied 10-6-86, indicating 2o
me that my Letler was "mot properly swoam Lo".

N
o]
cC
o
™~N

Since your office has retained all my originals, it was
necessary to have this copy re-notarized. ALthough two
differnent notaries wene used,. they are boih employees of
the Local (Kirksville, MO) bramch of Community Federal
Savings & Loan Assocdiation.

Should you require additional ingormation oa attention,
please advise accordingly.

Your consideration will be appreciated!

Canol (Yort) L&nhenbaa&d
Route #2/Box 64A
Kinksville, MO 63501
§16/665-4513

B8 7040 %

Sincenely

Enclosunes
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General Counact R ;
Federal Election Co-a£44iau
1325 K St&ttt. N.'.
Washington, 0.C. 10463'

Geutzcncu

PLlease consider this u.tulza o.o-pwu and its ucl.ozuu
in my attempt to aecover monies Loamned Lo the National Uemo- .
cratic Policy Committee and/or the (1984) Lakouchc Campaign .
approximately twe (2) n.m uat

8-4-84 uy l@iticl_p&oz¢4t Letter o the Bank
of -Amenica adviaing of the unauthoadized
use of my VISA Carnd by my now X-Rusband.

8-6-84 Bank of Amenica's Letter to me advising
that my account exceeded my credit Limit
{due Lo my husband's LaRouche Loans).

8-6-84 VISA statement due date for the $45 sub-
scniption to the NDPC's;newsletter (this
rot Likely recoveradle as neither a Loan.
RoX a comntraibution).
My Letter to Bank of American readfirming
my protest £ enclosing a check for the
two (2) Legitimate charges contained 4in
the statement (these 2 non-LaRouche).

- My Letter (& check for $450) to Bank of

America expressing regret that my pro-
Zest (Letter) was not ackrowledged but
agreeing to pay the amount in question
rather than Lose my VISA Carnd £ my good
credit rating.

9-7-84 VISA statement due date 60& the $450 in

e qQuestion.

™M
0
o
-
N

8704054

Although 1 am presently unable to Locate same, 1 have over the
pasl two years received statements (rom LaRouche headquarters
indicating their awareness of the debt £ thein inability to pay.
Also, a.Lthough 1 kept no copy of my Latest atimptal coarespondence/
communiction with the National Democratic Policy Committee onm or
about 8-8-86, 1 have as yet mno reply. Although copy costs pre-
vent my including these recent rewsclippings, they are certainly
newsworthy enough to call my attention to this group of nadicals

and attempt once again somethim;thatmay recsemble collection:




B7 0405240614

| 9-20-86 ST LOUIS POST DISPATCH -
A Pl : ~ "LaRouche puts uu.d &

Y-1-29-2-86 ST LOUIS POST DISPATCH
"Fult anuuyauon of h.l!oue.lc. (&Ml'

. 8-31-86 'KIRKSVILLE DAILY EXPRESS :
| 'HLA;ouul orndex lasuzd cgaiu‘t La!ouchc ‘l&n'

8-4-86 KANSAS CITY TINES
*"Bank ¢¢.¢uu LaRouche of a.aehuau.i.us § qtemug

$-4-86 ST LOUIS POST DISPATCH
_ 'Lakouchc accused of fraud”

In comclusion, 1 must say that T wite conoidtm.auAtti ‘o&tanatc

indeed to recover any (much Less all) of the monles inadvisedly

invested in this questionable {politicall] causes however, with

the public's newly awakened interest im LaRouche and with my new
unen:izyed status, 1 thought it moazt ¢ppnap&£¢tu Lo cttenpt ae-
ALt on. ,

Your consideration will be appreciated!

Sincenrely ‘ . i 1 :

(sl Gt Clrsitlonbitnel, Qasat

Canol (York) Clinkenbeard ' 0y

Route #2/Box 64A
Kuuvu},,ﬂ MO 63501 Personally, Carol York Chnkenbeard, appeared

& before me this 31st day of October 1986
s who after being duly sworm made oath that the

statement made is true.

Enclosunes

Breng 0 _
reafind RIURSRTER, NOTARY PUBNBRary

ADAIR COUNTY, STATE OFOCH’J,I’gggRU%%
Personally Carol York Clinkenbeard appearedmssm%wzﬁ day of Se,ptember 1986

b Butoe Sere Wellrarme

<av g “Notary Public
'T'l‘i SEWETA INENE WILLIAMS, NOTARY PURLIC

ADAR QOUNTY, STATE OF M380URI
MY COMMISION SXPIRES AUGUST 29, 1808
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September 25, 1986

2

Or :Div 62438 98

General Counsel

Federat Election Commission
1325 K Staeet, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20443

Gentlemen

Please consider this mnotanized complaint amd its enclosures
An my attempt to nrecovea monies Loaned to the National Demo-
cratic Policy Committee and/or the (1984) LaRouche Campaign
approximately two {2) years ago:.

§-4-84 My initial paotest Letter to the Banrnk
of America advising of the unauthorized
use of my VISA Caxd by my now X-husband.

§-6-84 Bank of America’s letter Lo me advisding
that my account exceeded my credit Limit
(due to my husband's LaRouche Loans).

§-6-84 VISA statement due date for the $45 sub-
dcndiption to the NDPC'sinewsletter (this
not Likely recoveradle as neither a Loan
nor a contaibution).

§-13-84 My Letteax to Bank of Amenican neaffirming
my protest & enclosing a check for the
two (2) Legitimate charges contaired in
Zhe statement {these 2 non-LaRouche).

9-4-84 My Letter (£ check fon $450) to Bank of
Amenica expressing regret that my pro-
test (Lettenr) was not acknowledged but
agreeing to pay the amoumrt imn question
rather than Lose my VISA Card € my good
credit rating.

9-7-§4 VISA statement due date for the $450 in
question.

Although 1 am presently umable to Locate same, 1 have ovenr the
past two years received statements from LaRouche headquarters

indicating their awanreness of the debt € their inability to pay.
Also, although 1 kept no copy of my Latest aitémpial cornespondence/
communiction W#ith the Natiomal Democratic Policy Committee on on
about §-8-86, 1 have as yet no reply. Although copy costs pre-
vent my including these recent newsclippings, they are centainly
newsworthy enough to call my attentiomn to this group of radicals
and attempt once again somethim;that moy resemble coflection:
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General Cauu&el. Page 2,

Septcmben‘Effﬁ

9-20-86 ST LOU1S POST DISPATCH BT
"laRouche puts award Lo Hlﬁ into ebe&ow"

-:9-2-86 ST LOUIS POST DISPATCH
"Full investigation of La&ouehe girm®

8-31-86  KIRKSVILLE DAILY EXP!ESS ;
"Missouri onder {ssued against LaRouche firm"

§-4-86 KANSAS CITY TIMES : .
"Bank accuses LaRouche of racketeering, stealing”

8-4-86 ST LOUIS POST DISPATCH
"LaRouche accused of graud”

In conclusdion, 1 must say that 1 will comsdider myself fortunate
indeed to recover any (much Less all) of the monies imadvisedly
irnvested im this questionable (politicall) cause; however, with
the public's newly awakened interest im LaRouche and with my new
unemployed status, 1 thought it most appropaiate to attempt re-

Atitution.

Your consideration will be apprecdiated!

Sincerely

Canol (Yoak) Clinkenbeand
Route #2/Box 64A
Kinksville, MO 63501
8§16/665-4513

Enclosunes

Personally Carol York Clinkenbeard

appeared brfore me this 26th day of September,1986
ti%ajﬁ.Shéno /«kfu”n«

“Notary PubTic

BEMITA INBNE WILLIAMS, NOTARY PUBLIC

ADAIR GOUNTY, STATE OF MISSOURI
MY GOMMIBBION EXPIRES AUGUST 29, 1988




August 4, 1984

Bank of America
Card Center
Pasedena, CA 91127

RE: Account #4024-0807-4602-4716 (Carol Stephens York)

Gentlemen = - . °

" Please consider this my initial protest letter although it doesn't pertain
specifically to a charge contained in the enclosed payment check, it does
relato to the charge highlighted (See Enclosure-f#1).and what I believe to
be the unauthorized use of my Visa Card. .

Upon seeing/hearing unsuccessful Democratic Candidate, Lyndon LaRouche re-’
cently on nationwide (but not prime-time) television, my husband suggested
we submit our aembership fee to his party in order to receive literature
relative to his ideas, campaign, etc. At this time, I agreed to allow the
use of my Visa Card for same, and we began (§ continue) to receive said
literature. { . ]

Since that time, my husband now tells me, he has been receiving regular
calls, soliciting contributions. Once your statement arrived reflecting
the initial membership fee (National Democratic Party,. that is) é&e
to admit to me that he had, in fact, authcrized two (2) ratber-: 3
contributions ($100 § $350) to the LaRouche Campaign..

< 40 A7

[4
h}

He further explained that, although I was not at home at the time, he was
able to obtain the necessary infcrmation (name § #) from past statement
stubs. Since his sister was visiting us at the time, she probably read
this information to the caller to lend authenticity to the situation. ’

Naturally, uvpon learning of all this, I was both confused an< upset. He,
however, felt sure he acted appropnately, as he felt I agreed with the
literature we'd rcceived § would have agreed to support the LaRouche causec
had I been available at the timec of these two calls (which occurred within
days of each other).

R 7 0 4 10

Upon learning of my dilcmma, I began to call several Visa rcference numbers
and was finally advised to write a protest letter upon receipt of my next
statement, containing charges relative to the situation. .

I realize full well that there may be little, if anything, you or I can do;
however, I wanted at least to make the attempt. 1 further realize that you
cannot monitor all telephone solicitation charges; however, I would imagine
.this must be one of the easiet forms of card misuse/abuse. In any case, if
at all possible, I'd like to revoke these $450 worth of charges and to only
consider those copies submitted (See Enclosure #2) as evidence of legitimate
charges. For that matter, it would appear that this instance of misuse has
exceeded my charge limit ($500); I certginly never intended that to happen.

Your consideration is appreciated!
Grr 2l A . /Mf

_Carol Srcnhens York
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rica BankCard Accous

Dear MS YORK:

;gui gurrent bdalance of $618.79 exceeds your credit 1limit of
g0 .00. J - .

Please discontinve purchasing and forvard a sufficient payment to
reduce the dalance vithin the credit limit.

I1f, for any reason, you are unabdle to comply with this request,
contact us within five days of receipt of this letter. Unless we
hear from you, further action may te takem on your account which
may include cancellation.

Flease disregard this notice if a payment has already been sent.

Sincerely,

ERFMA RCB INSON
Credit Limit Evaluator
E1E-35€~E€E79

BANK OF AMERICA CARD CENTER
COILECTION DEPARTMENT #4711-L
101 SCUTH MARENGC AVENUE
FASADENA, CALIFORNIA 91109




BANKAMERICARD -VISA

umeau CENTER

M " g won P.0. BOX 7059
NUMBER " | . CAROL. STEPHENS YORK 07-32~8% PASAIIIA, CA -
L -§L028-971b . v ik i STATEMENT OATS g e, - 43209
39.80 » 1.65 % . mipost 500
ARSCHDANS| .1 iswe i L, B
x ﬁ- RiE ety | i _
FuR On x Q.00 %= ‘ a[ﬁ ,10.!3
..., S __.ﬂ_ . NEW BALANCE %0.23
m
NUMDERS
uAtogans (B4
o a
e
(e
¥
e
BILLING INQUIRIES ALL OTHER INQUIRIES LOST OR STOLEN CARD
PEnoeeea 3-800-423-381) 1)-800-423-381) |1-800-%23-3823 ki)
ENT NUMBER TELEPHONE £30 AM TO 430 P8I ON. THAU FI¥ 2 el iy TOTAL DEBITS | TOANG GREDITS
PACIFIC TIME HOUA TELAPHONE NUMBER
20 ud”mom

et ———— _
ms&mwgmmmmm



Auguat 13, 1984

MNas, &um Robinson

Bcnk ol America Card Center
101 South flarengo Avewn

Pasacdena, California "!ﬂ'
Dear s, Robirson

Erwclosed arne severcl Lteris ohich alould help upm'zluq mmnt
(#4024 0807 4602 4716) accently Mwmmmm

Also mcl.oaeduacfuckhﬂ&.ﬁm&cow&vﬂ”
changes cumrertly on my account llyﬂld- Ws W'-
received my mamxwlmal > o

o These two (2) paymenits, totalling $168.79, should bring my curnert

balance to’ $450 (the mtwlotm.?mqu;dMul and within
the 5500 .Limit,

e
T Your consideration in this repard is apprecicted!
= ) Sm.cezr.e,ly
N
o

Ccmo.l. S. Yotk
Nowte 72
Gaeentop, flo. 63546

£1u04wzo{1_

_@g._/_ilﬂ
%‘&W ) 8 72
WMA RS

MMM“—““ - ) 4.
53 SiBL OL22e D2G2 -%

w28 1073L29 )
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Enrclosed is my moat ecent payment (3450 check), along with a copy of
my. "rext most aecent” pagmend fﬂ&ﬁ}-ﬁﬂhmw Lo - _
; 201 S, Manewgo Ave,
- . Pasadena, .9"0' !
(40 aevoke this 3450 dzmoclm/

.memawc
ox

thanr aisk besminching my credit dosing my (Visa) Card,

/

Commmes™

+22810734,29¢ 53 SiGL OL22¢ D27E

[aman ==

DOLLARS |
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Bank of America™e - i 7 T e - BANK CENTER
MONTH'S

BANKAMERICARD VISA "oﬂo m 3051
ACCOUNT NUMBER CAROL snrusus YORK 08-33-8% | IPASADENA,".CA
:oa’u-na 7-4L02-473b STATRMENT OATE ,&“ -91109
NANCE ACCOUNT ACTIVITY
CHARGE PERCENTAGE AATR
GALCULATION 19.80 % 3.5 » iy 2 Sog0
PENOOIC CHARGE ON AVERASE PereenTs 90.23 | 2 SRy : (1]
ADJUSTED OARY BALANCE OF . x3.b5 %= LS camrs DL WL T A
x ~ e T
rin o SRR TN 08 x2.00 %= ,gg[ wos 52856
oy —— onanes
ARC2 C180 AOWICES 8 Tre: % .
ww " PaE M"!'— -HW:“"‘! NEW BALANCE 528.56
iy ..n:, 3 = T, 2 :t'- -L,:\' o " ’:_ jﬁi",m oS ‘g& ; oo >
(WETBAY e cspatiigien -4 st AND CREDITS
071L [ 40)80007|NAT L DEMOCRATIC POLIC NEN YORK NY 08 >
0723 | 42170007 THE LAROUCHE CAMPAIGN _ _NEW YORK NY 8; 8 3 ; o
Ured| 9870007 | THE LARUUCHE CAMPALGN - “"NEW YORK NY 0748 o
DAL | YDEL0A0S|P B PLACE <o KIRKSVILLE hno |078s ‘0
080L | 52259172 |PAYMENT - THANK YOU : g 1G.23
~ 5
N 5
c :
g 5
c 5
s BILLING INQUIRIES ALL OTHER INQUINIES LOST OR STOLEN CARD
120033568 }-800-423-383} 1-800-423-3811|1-800-423-3823 oo il
" STATEMENT NUMBER TELEPHONE: 8:30 AM TO 400 PM MON. THRU FRI - N " TOTALRMIS %m
~ PACIFIC TIME 26HOUR TELEPHONE NUMBER

EDRZ222 204 . NOTICE: SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR IMPORTANT INFORMATION - . . Senk of America NTASA * Member
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

W25 K SIRILT NW. e
WASIINGION.DC. 20463

THIS IS THE BEGHIING OF MR #____2272¢6

Date Filmed _9[4#;_2 Camera No. --- 2

Cameraman AS




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20463

THE FOLLOWING MATERIAL IS BEING ADDED TO THE

PUBLIC FILE OF CLOSED MR - /[ |




@ SENCER « omplete tems 1.2, 3, and 4.
vdd your address in the "RETURN TO" $pace
wnreverse,

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

1. The followimi service s requested (check one).
Ed Show fowtbom und date d(‘ivcrud, TR
0 Show o whom, date, and a{id“css of deftvery.. g

2 LI RESTRICTED DY IVERY : iy
Chhe resiaic i delive e s (/m’g@n add:ition to

fred)
-~

FaTaL

$ 1

X . (52 Laa :_;""-

Cox Gl
s Xnwy e VD GadT O
¢ TYPE OF SERVILZ. ARTICLE NUMBER
L REGISTERED [ wsuReD {

%n‘ ERTIFIED [ cno i

EXPRESS MAIL ] ?(/ g&ﬁ
(Always obtain signature of addressee or agent)

I have receivcd the article described above,

SIGNATURE ' [ \ddressee o Authorized agent
\ e ”Z?d
Y , b /

7 /

ut
m
(9}
o
X
m
©
w
—
m
P
m

HOSH




Add your addrecs in the "RETURN TO' space

anreverse

VA ek P e
[‘. SENDER.  omplete tems |, 2, 3, and 4.

< (CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)
5! Y e f WINE SErVICE 1§ Teg »:\1-,-‘! (check one).
i S St o whor and ante deavesed L e sl
4 - ~- ; . - .
b L Sbhow cowhom, aate and Wddpess of delivery.. ¢
l P RESTRICTED DELIVER Yae = —~¢
E (The recrncies delivery fee horvedPMaddiion to -
E TOTAL o
p > 4 N
& L =

AHTIC.E NUMBER
__ REGISTERED | | INSURED |

ECEHYIFI{'; " coo -
TEXPRESS MAR quggé O

(Always obtain cignature of addressee or agent)

i have recened the article doesenbed above

SIGHNATURS | Aldresw (] Awthose ot
\ NATU , }%]; :

?;. { } \:' /
NG

=] | U -

TE 7. UNAE 0 ECA § ia EMPLOYEES

_‘5 i WITIALS

B T M T T S
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; ;‘-‘j'—“\ N,‘ 4’-.': '.: T'..’ forms "_.‘_'. 3, and 4.

BN | Aad your address in the "RETURN TO™ space
sk U Teverse.,

; (TOHSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

; 1, 1he Howing sevvice i< rcqucﬂted (check onc).

4

i. ‘ Show 10 whom and Jlate dehivered
vt owhont date. and address of delivery ..
RESTRICTED DFLIVERY

ot el Ve cherved D dgddtiicn 1o

[

3

»
1
t

1
i
i
i

4 TYPE OF SERVICE:
{_J REGISTERED | INSURED

Z‘tﬁmu'.{a T eop

_1EXPRESS MAIL |

(Always obtain sig?fa?ure of addressee oOr
I have recened the arncie desenbed abopre.
L staMATUAE D Agdreeee
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