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NENAORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

SUBJECT: Internally Generated Matter Pursuant
to Directive 6--Michael Goland and the
Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to Senate

This memorandum is prepared and submitted pursuant to
Directive 6 and the discussion during the Executive Session of
September 20, 1988.

Directive 6

With respect to internally-generated matters under review
based on news articles and similar published sources, Directive 6

Iprovides in relevant part:

News articles and similar published accounts of
possible violations may, under certain conditions,
constitute the source of internally generated HURs.
Generally, the standard for determining whether such
articles may be the basis for Commission action depends
upon such factors as the particularity with which the
alleged violations are set out in the article and
whether the allegations set forth therein are supported
by in-house documents. The Commission will take the
ultimate responsibility for determining whether or not
to open a MUR based on such accounts.

The directive also sets out a procedure by which a staff person

may initiate the process.

Published News Accounts Relating to Michael Goland and ad Vallen

The September 13, 1988, edition of The Washinaton Post
contained a news account stating the FBI'-s investigating Michael
Goland for allegedly funneling money through other individuals to
the campaign of Ed Vallen, a candidate for the U.S. Senate for the
American Independent Party, in California in 1966. See Attachment
1, page 1. The account states that another newspaper reported
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after the 1986 election that Vallen's campaign received more than
$100,000 in the two weeks prior to the election from individuals
with ties to Goland.

One individual who contributed to Vallen, Edward Zelon of
Santa Monica, is quoted as stating that he made the contribution
at the request of a friend, who he declined to identify, and that
this friend reimbursed him for his $2,000 contribution. The

article also quotes Michael Barnes, a Los Angeles political
consultant, as saying he got involved in assisting Vallen's
campaign at the request of a woman he knew from conservative
circles and that after he got the campaign's approval, checks to
buy ads started arriving at his office.

This Office is also aware of two earlier articles relating to

these allegations. The first one appeared in the June 24, 1987,
edition of the Wall Street Journal. See Attachment 1, page 2.

This article identifies another contributor as Michael Altman, who
is also described as the treasurer of Young Americans Political

Action Committee, of which Michael Goland is assistant treasurer.

N. The other article appeared in the September/October 1987 issue of
campaigns & Elections. See Attachment 1, page 3. Both of these
articles identify the consultant who did Mr. Vallen's ads as Mark
Barnes.

In-House Documents

This Office has copied all of the documents filed with the

Commission by Edward Vallen and his campaign committee. See
If) Attachment 2. These documents indicate that Mr. Vallen had some

difficulty in raising funds for his 1986 Senate campaign and did

not raise $5,000 in contributions until sometime in August 1966.

His committee filed only one report with the Commission, the
Pre-General Election Report, which disclosed approximately $5,293

C in receipts and $4,406 in disbursements. It included a Schedule A
that itemized approximately $2,722 in contributions. There were
not Schedules B filed with this report.

The committee treasurer also filed 48-hour contribution

notices on three occasions prior to the 1986 general election.

These notices list $98,000 in contributions in $2,000, $3,000, or

$4,000 amounts. Among this listing are David Zelon in Santa

Monica and Judy and Michael Altman of Sherman Oaks. See
Attachment 2, pages 25-31.

The committee did not file a 1986 Post-General Election

Report, nor has it filed any other reports with the Commission.
It has received several notices of failure to file.

Young Americans Political Action Committee is registered with

the Commission as a nonconnected political committee. In its 1985

Statement of Organization, it listed Michael Altman as treasurer
and Michael Goland as assistant treasurer, both at the same
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address, which is apparently the address for Goland's con~any
Balboa Construction. See Attachment 3. The 1988-69 National
Edition of the Political Resource DirectorE lists Mark Barnes as
the principal oTF~oTT-Tca Advertis ing Consulting, a Los Angeles
political consulting firm. See Attachment 4.

Therefore, this Office recommends that the Commission open a
Matter Under Review and refer it to the Office of the General
Counsel for further analysis and the preparation of the First
General Counsel's Report.

RECOREUMDATION

1. Open a Matter Under Review.

2. Refer this matter to the Office of the General Counsel.

Attachments
1. News Articles
2. Filings by the Vallen committee
3. Statement of Organization
4. Excerpts from Political Resource Directory

Staff person: George F. Rishel
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FBI Probes
Donor's Role
In Senate Race
Rinds Allegedly Given.
In Others' Names .FIlL
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By Chatles R. Babcock
*WA q P i W.,.cr "-

The FBI is investigating a Los
.Angeles area businessman known
for his support of pro-Israel causes
for allegedly funnehng money
through other individuals into the
1986 California Senate race to help
Sen. Alan Cranston ID-Calif.),. ac-
cording to sources familiar with the
investigation.

The investigation centers on M-
chael Goland's alleged role in the
campaign of Edward B. Vallen. the
American Independent Party can-
didate who got 1.5 percent of the
vote in a race in which Cranston. a
favorite of Israel's supporters. nar-
rowly defeated then-Repubhcan
Rep. Ed Zschau.

The Los Angeles Times reported
soon after the election that Vales
campaip received more than
$100,000 in the last two weeks of
the campaign from a Pop of about
40 contributoM many of who
wer Jewish and omne oa whom had
ties to Gobaind Som of the contri-
buton told the newsp*M they
gave to Vallen i hopes be would
attract vot tha mtt hafe gone
to ZschML •

According to the Caloni Sec.
rermy a Sate's office, Valem re-
ceived 109.916 votes, while Cran-
sma's victory mrin over Zschau
was 104,868.

Edward Zelom of Santa Monia.
who was listed as gWig $2,000 to
Vallenn said in a phone iternvew
yesterday that "an acquaitance"
asked him and a bume assocate
to make out checks to the firm buy-
ing the Vallen ads in hopes the me-
dia bli would sh" voters from
Zschau. His friend then'reimbursed
hun the $2.000. Zelon said..

Zelon declined o identifywho
reimbursed him. but said it wasn't
Goland.

It is against federal election law
for someone to make a.donation in
the name of another. Zelon said an
FBI agent, who had with him both
his S2.000 check and the reim-
bursement check, questioned him
about the matter about a month
ago. .

GOWW didn't return a.call to his
Balboa Construction Co. office in
Chatsworth, Calif He gained noto-
riety in 1984 when he claimed he
spent more than $1 mllion of his
own money as independent ex-
penditures" aimed at defeating then
Sen. Charles Percy (R-1I1.). Percy
lost the race to then-Rep. Paul Si-
mon (D-111.)
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Goland has been a mapor convri-
tutor to Jewish causes here and ;n K
lsael and was on the national coun-
c-' of :!%e .Lnencan Isiaei Pui)Il c '
Aitairs Cornnm'ttee kAIPAC). a ma-
yor pro-lsa:e lobby, until 1986. ac- '
cording to an AIPAC offical The
official noted that AIPAC and 3O
Goland .ad a faiing out several 13ryea rs az ) SzJ

The -,ources familiar w:th the of
case said that at least one key par-
ticapant is cooperating with author- kei
ities and :he case may be presented bal
to a grand jury for posble mdict- adh
mert in the next month.

Vallen said yesterday that his ne
attorney had advised him not to An
make any coummeat is we said the
thatan FBI agent bad been tovwt tW(
bim within the pas tew we .

Several other donors e to the
comment yesterday. The swetry get
for one donor said her employe had
been reibursed after We cntri-
butiM to Vallen and that be too had
talked to the FBI recently.

Michael Barnes. a Los Aqt esmr
politic-l consultant who ahaoshd s
the Vallei campaign with the offer has
to do the last-minute 1986 ads said F
yesterday that he got involved that his
summer after being contacted by a for
woman he knew from conserative p
political circles. She said she rep- can
resented a group of people who $14
wanted to help Vallen. and after he ee
got the campaign's approval, checks
to buy the ads started arrvmg at sen
his office. not

He said he had heard Goland's gr
name mentioned in connection with he

the case, but wasn't sure whether Ipar
he had heard it from the woman or mi.
from media accounts at the tune. He
He added that the FBI asked him cur
about the Vallen campaign more
than a year ago. but he hadn't heard $43
from the authonties since. Fo

,. A spoesworn for the U.S. At- $15
torney's office, which would handle $65
any prosecution. declined comment. Kw.
Early this year, that office indicted %
Stuart Karl. a Caifornim video pro- ho
ducer. for making donations to the Her
1984 Gary Hart presidential cam- ele
pagn, and other candxiates, in the M A
name of others. He pleaded guilty in I"a
the case this summer. Co".
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Anti.Zionist's (andidacy Was Helped I
By Jewish Contributors in California

By JoHN J. PIALKA
Staff ReeVD @1r Of. w ALL SiT0VTr JoURNAL.

LOS ANGELES- Edward B. Vallens.i
67-year-old retired contractor. is an
avowed anti-ionist. Just how he wound up
with 2.00- much of it from Jewish con-
tributors-to stage a television blitz in the
final bors of the 190 California Senate
race sill bothers him.

The I.,O might seem like a unail
amount an a race that consumed 24 mfl-
lion and ts believed to be the most expen-
save Semte race in history. But it is part of
a lrge story that nght have affected the
ou-cm of the do. itter rae betw
Demeratc Sen. Alan Craon aid his un-
succesd GOP challenger, them-Rep. Ed-
win Zacha

A key figure in the story appears to be
Micsln Golaud. a Lm Angele developr
Vfto is one of the larg" Amorn to the
Amertcn Israd Peld Affars COnmttee
aind who has been active a oiMMnn can-
tsm he vie as being unriendly to I&-
raid. I reently aso to pay a UM
fne for Ilis role in rIinw teleivn cor-

re" a log rmer GOP Sen.
CWW~e PeCY of Ulis ta Mr. Percy's
l o w race .: te in mrclak were VI-
legal hecam the w of the fnancing
wan't ud.

Mr. Goland. wo cm*t be reachd
fhr cormI surtaced in the California
rae at a May mS re M hr Mr.
Zdm hd by Jews spporte in Ls
Agle's San Fermado Vall. Accord.. g
to the wan of beth Mr. Zchau aid
can*pep manage Rom Smith. he cow-
ft=W the candide and. in Mr. Smt's

• "aId..'m go to get you just
ike I got PR c.

A few we ilte. Markt Barnes. the
operator of a Los Angeles political camalt-
ing ffm was approached to produce and
buy time for a televisio ad for Mr. Val-
lens. the Senate candidate of the Amenrcan
Independet Party. Mr. Barnes says he
can't divulge who his clients were.

About that time. Libertarian P"uty ca-
dt Breck McKinley says he received a
call from Mr. Barnes. who said he rape-
sented sone p- comthCa tm ors. Mr.
McKinley says that when he premed for
more mformto. Mr. Barnes said he was
working on behalf of Wr. Goland. Mr.
Barnes confirms that he called Mr. Uifrin-
ley but denies mentionimg Mr. Goland's
name. Mr. McKinley says he reject d the
offer.

Mr. Vallems says tha in m-October.
as his campain struled along with a
few tousnd dollar he received a cal
from &r. Barnes F mkdg M3M from
,,very omevative RPublicam wM dn't
wnt Zcha. in thmre" Mr. Valles wan
told to go to a Ls Angela televhm st-
dio, where he made Co als am"m
that he. aid not Mr. ?Jchawas th onl
real mrWalve i the race.

The commetieals run at 10a0 0 Umn
-m Angeles and Sam Dle m 13
the bel kmw bele thlecmti Mr, *
le, hinrt a Polcal uakem an IS,-

W ota Mr. ith claims the a& *
- off acha Tom aid pmd

VOter tm d in bavY R I IM -or
ap y. M r. I& au lot the entlemm
by HUN v0s

lbe LAS Angles Thies loud two othe
flon Woke for cmnmes com b y
Mr. Golaid ad another who lived in a
ume that i swed by Wr. GohiL O

Sf, chick came onm Mr. ad Mnd WL -
ched Altman. Mr. Atman says he is a
clme frimd of Mr. Goland's aid that he i
tremrer of young American Potlcal
Action Committee. a pro-Isral PAC of
which Mr. Goland is anant trei.er.

Asked specifically W a eond call
about the donation to Mr. Vallees. Mr. Alt-
man. who operates a Sherman Om mur-
awce agency. was much less expansive. "'I
do't want to talk about it.- he says. "'Ts
has caused me nothing but grief. We goc
some misnformation. Let's just leave it at
that."
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Eva since he lost his L ,S. Sen-
ate seat in 1984 by lesa than
two percentage ponts. Charles
Permy of Illincs has blamed
the defeat on the efforts of
Michael GolanL a Los Ange-
les land developer Now fellow
Republican Ed Zschau, who
narrowly lost ha 1916 Senate
race in Caliform.. mght be

aw~cd a staimch suppre
of IUSaL appearsmoeta
wilin o par with a porton ow
his fortume in the Oa f de-
feedi its ineresus. He spen
$450.000 on uptirn televw-
Sm spm ssum "rcy, whose

support o( the sale o AWACS
radar-warnieg devices to
Saudi Arabia had raised
Goland's wyp Zscir evidently
emulate sm o the attitud

Pete McCloskey, a vocal
Ameica actic Of Ifed.

Both Zsh and his cam-
paip mamga. Ron Smith.
say Goland awed them at a
May. 19l6, fund-tastr ora-
nind by Jewiah supporrs Of
the caisidae. -I'm ring to
sot you jug lke 10t Percy."
Smith says Goland told
ZchM. Be the California
busioinema mMoMted no inde-
pendem campaign as he had
apis Per~y. Now it appears
Gan merely shited gear

Edward B. Valle. a rtired
contractor who stod as the
American Independent Party's
entry in the race, says be re-
ceived a call las October of-
feing $112.000 in television-
production services from
.'conservative Republicans
who dot want Zschau" T'he
caller was Mark Brnim penn-
cipal in Poitical Advertising
and Comultng. a bipartisan
Los Ansel rm known for its
production of freeswinging

media spots. quar| :nl h u,:s The
Politically unknown and lack )I attnbut,,, on s anti-

runn$ a low-pending cam- Percy IPOt cost h-m a $.5.00
paign. Vallens eagerly ap- slap ,n the wrist
peared in Barnes-produced -5ma'id Setler
comerals blasting Zschau
and extlling mef as the Cu l lasts
only -real oonscrvativne in the/
race." The spkxs atred morem )l ,l-
than 60 times on Los Angela s p iss o

and San Diego stations in the
campaign's wanint hours, la'[ ing1 a lues
Smith claims the unexpected.
last-minute blitz cost Zschau From beneath the grawing pile
cntical conservative support of -ow to get elected" .n-
and depremed the turnout in formation and advice, former
Orange County. a powerful Iowa Senator John C. Cuiver
Republican bastion, Valles pulled a dusty little word to be
polled a sureisng 110,000 the subject of his speech to the
votes te. Zschau Ict the 19187 graduaing cias of Har-
race by 105,000 vota. yard Universitv's Kennedy

An investiation by the Los School of Government The
AIgeles ime recnay re- word is values."
vealed that several of %sr's -We are training techni-

maexd out" c nibutors et- cans. when we should be pre-
ther had bum... desiiap pring laders and stressing
withGolandorwereactiveima I the fundamental prontv of
pro-Israli armn ofwhich he is values. said Cuver.
an I me Ifr. has r(usd What impied Culver was A
to divulge the sue of hi con- converutics with a young man
tractaq dimL but the Lber- intern am enterin poliucs The
tarmentyi m the mlsys he man had choen to recain in
turned dow the same offer Wadapom. D.C. to culuvate
Barne later nmade to Vallem knowledge of the news media.
after the comusha admit e fund-raisins. and polling .
be really was workizg for Wham Culver questimed him
Goland. about what aspects of the

ValUm was OpU to learn of country or his state he wished
the soum of hi wimiall: The to improve, the young man re-
candidate of a far-ght fringe plied -SIt Senator, that just
party that has bun duwaaced isn't the way yao get elected
as rneo-Na by sme chtics. he anynmre
had made anti-Zo . am of Culva told graduates of his
the phln of his platforu frustration that politics has be-
Goland's tactics &Womigh up- come much more than men
set the FEC. but be is hardly and women with ideals hoping

to serve their country With
candidacy, he said. comes the
"trapping of pollsters. consu,-btants. image makers. cam-

" p paign financing. and the roic
she ~ . of the media' ciwein

kelt ti ltheir Impxt to the poiiticAikept te~ia aslbe sthe 11118tW np . it We* process. Culver said he ques-
bm Ok o tion whether "the rnecans justi-

b 1 A figedk USe the ends then purport to~ serve.
_iI am greatl concerned

that much of what passe for

I : t political educat.on in cur
V-.-

E

0

S

.;s S7717.1,11-- I

ml- iX17)4t- t



Ce IIP~~~tWlNT OFI.lWOI

I i ~ - ~ II I 1 + w'--
5 > I 

A

48/ -,;.o ate,,dAM 0 PIN lot

OlUsAlOI O1 POlIcIPAI. CAip UtT r
's aw ie Stsum CWIw.w.

Iv VO o tna, l,

%MIR T"~i .emwwo #"#At be %W p Ow .qspeow ofhw tome bai

a) - 4 -molw OW strw I

- SSUAT3OM OF OMHER AUTMOSUW CintuuI

7 1 9Iv Iwe t" fol..un me. tommm". mhh t %o ' 9 cmmon c.tgin. to II g l s WW g* Of
- __

Ismtl: Tfamae lle uli!l m0 Im~n

! * ' "_w" " R'"W -

-W-

ISOil: skl~w of %ft w~epawm. o wemom ontwwwoop moy WANM t"~ poens. WIS,~ T1 Stave-*^,' S. Z~

-~~~~~~A SWA IS U. IS: .1. -uu

pea 11mop. Cuwwuw#. bSweom vf low owmmw Cwt o gOo bftww Per %#"No 6ea*. 'Wt 0- 1 CL--
132 K Shia, ft IN11 C slowl %.a.Ia 'SL..weaob'.S o"I

*h Ow'0C MW 0 C 3010 C'~e.0C 25616 A)"in S V 4m



/A40 1004 -~
u. mum., ' .. ~ i~w .44L

~j~webm' " 1 ~
* t

oft*

#4 *qONO

a Y~v or IRON- WWI

o a If) -o O SMIM Omn s - m ? g w sotwm w is~ NO ou v a 'ewow -n 0ow

-
------

T

6 avo--

ow aso- - aw Mo a" lop eg

N

lo 484. smpp pu m*JneSog

~~ se iftv. gl.-

I eUt#Y~ I ~wSwie - ~ e.Or. iL -r Cc,' "W VW. c~.'01"010"4

Yin - - V~P0S~
Ti s yagSSP

.SYS.~ m 0 bin.ve~i~ P ' U~ .g~U'~ ~ S-~ I. mum Y~ SC*'4' 0 f i-O 4 ce s

P.~~~ ~~~~ s t eeefeew P~ O~9O~ '~~

-j___
LILILLmLmmLJ



CRUP
4±/??ppp

/3W ~.

'*4a I I c

1

__ a&I

- ~' (jJ~M t~
&ev eEgE*',

120Isd" io.

o 4044rLf

twcje r a~*o4

O~.

A OAL ~cOw.v

4 ~ LQ

A

it Axokri
*

I! &7c FON4
CA. i-A AAV4

A r ---

TQA.

;;*
ctLta

7LAD

i

V

Ommz 
- 9 

'1

Ea -2
04easdat-j

bz 010 AAJ

/;a

4 40 Ad-

FO r n N 44.>

.I 4&4.vIL. 04. 004&

ce
& 4w-

A.ra4L

)e4a4 M D

I<-swc ,

A Imk & b - - E#.

f

eqww

goo LQ" a C-



i *;

@6.., AAOCAft I

ci4Q-Q,

A44~~Q.

f~a~tWLP

~~'~"-*

)~Ab

(~I.jhhd.. 
K~~) 

A

N

OW , ' -  A ,__._.VA

k-~~4 00.',A~
LL2I

* I ~

A~W4&0
lop 44

0

.~

w

*y)4c

'A

P. 4tAs 21-6&A41

L U441

,4, Oc

0 2079 - 4

410001N...-
IP A L.--.. A

'ba.
t"07

to.-
T

19,1111 dzopAc

Ito 1? 4 gob

4SDeL

#O*W

A -



rQ.,-, ,b(F f V(, - )~8*~S4

f)

~Qxe~ 1

4, "f9z #-" . --

44 ft
WI

WtAQ

D

I'

E~d 94QP EAt

(Z' ~:

£ C--

0e'-

4

7bq

07/,

,-

O'j. &..,, V
I-l"

t oF

eaft f &- I vi

L006 - ,

A

e
A

4 -Ak

7 nKA60w-k,

/s (

loC-a-xA. & kA16870

(11

aAWOft*4ft



v V

P 177 o,4 ,,0
,

1~*

a~.

.% .

.O "ON

r
a 0o

/ 4 A S- i t.

-, I

07,o 'A , 7

Roo

LA)

r_ I

- 7 0 e A-re- A mo



A . 0ai

Ii .4~

coo*fto
tImAws its %4"11%

-.a ftI "mo *W-0

IV i - &ons wowI" r -

*LisWW QaeL
4

M

.4,'400

0,_ 400 ftf f f 0 om 0a

,T wo 4tob Obfof ow4 oo C ~ '~

b~~qf ,'~ u To

efocf eslelsmev 0P of O Illwr



a 4mi

a q ~

"Aafe I m ii~ - pi %49 o"',*

4 boodi*

'a.q,ssftU1S ID'%Aaam%
--at mIn w~goS %We% %.

~ ~4~~u A- .0-

- ~ I
'1

-A44A

,*low 06f

/~4c ',33AAA

4F

t4 Am

a* do 0 m so ew

c mI as f omomWf
do ql b4wa . *4f aw

*'iwsks r 4

,a w mm -=

i, marmw."

~/iTh

=



s~ nipeiiwk
SrrATENT OF CANDIDACY

11wy &A AfPC Ii

~Ehl4hre - (i a-si &

seEt

; ¢ tl,341O.I a F-

PA %rw 1

. - ~ n~omo P"IwviL €cm , ow.,-,N "
ailOl : ~a isnu d I l *mm lmy1 0 wm ow ~ ~

I' O OP-MEOW

y. mWO m. IW "W~ "NOw 00 M9P o oim lodopo

WI ftw of Coyi n m Uus

~~ mLmcr rVAER1.S&
--Sdm W1 al, A 1

i loP' F7A~tx
-is % ft wow coo

9, qj

-mudavia" oe oen opmmn.
to : " e~m ma ON""? a~ tooI sw me - -am9m~ 9

9 0 W
'14 evlf AS

"MR I * u, tm 1% -o t *a um 40 - '4 cm ww eok*

-4 opawe -@ @9 ~I)m A
/,5C7 (4'

JT.E a - at * mSI mm % w4"-.G Iev %O go4 I

cAo~undw o - was 0

'32six Strom uqy
OtEW 'Woo' CMO

I.n w o.C 1o w ,w
Cwt ot o "owe
I 0on qoo oC f a"

po .~ m qltee f - -

I
J

16

i PON"UU "aa o a s-

MM-M.-A-

a

-- -- -- " m - - " ' " --

-A S V -C+

!

(: ty

C-A2trA;aAOA(,IA



=b P. &MMol wmmf
TI4& MQu Vl,.NV

smlmoa 4W VALLI

r- 'r

GPO. 4q5mbJVIA*~

~~~ 
-rLI

~ ~-or*

. -0

O~R2*~ SIM 40,ONE" 40 Q .M a C

em a ft-m t . a (ihIto401028O

WIM

Pre id~wI~M

#mns -_s--ego- - S - ULM" 1"



P,e~CLZWOA-a

,.mind-,e--M"CdbmU0004

omm emmi - SPAi pomp

ColIdklft ar

=iAM&AU4JI

LZ
P .t oo A .

Ak &r,,MJ

-4.

..... -'rVP- - --- /
C~a '-"---A twO t.. ,, ,: '

( 

~,

& ... 1 (7 
~

m

m

IFomN Ce- . . J4

.00.2 E

OTL f ; s -6,0
elk

i 't"



'Y

bmul o farm

CMMM
&~ IW VOLM

"Muma Sa" V

C4

qqF

01 -, -C

a -

f. *II

seem e .b-

SlMOWA @MWQM - 0090Alt to-y

/ k "~fl . L p

p
,° °

,

7N'-4nt r, "€



ft !€ m
Tkl ( m twi

- JI._.r #*AV

€Omd 1

ow-Umfd age som

m

cm

4

(~f).

, I

- _____

toFor-,"



ww -- -- jP A Y O Pwr% I

$vivo iL~iC~

Iim -em "m ap fts WO emm w

p~ OpcmmJ woa

o i "m Tx s m sof 400 go is $Was

asom Imm a SIw - *am onawm nsa a Ima

PI Imm Oka YJMIMISae&rm w Ovlt

amW. - Won-~.in I
co" OE III mom Mo a" soQU

fiSe

0. w SIMOO un 4 W or WSWn -- m Spot, %v" ateso -wo ~mopr qs

ON offt. ebpem. a&n -SM& -AG WA ZPCA

lp * 4 -.

ap W Ov "a' 100 Sa.wM 1"0 UWP we go to a *a f "Vb-. aed O O' W *# -* "f-e A- *~-

,6 goW APIM t O
ANM~le wrqo *#As

Po Ow~ Owww~ mount ?lofpS 0940 T40 I," e -"

7
I ~ J,

- *1 mmm~2hmwdwwwww - - - ----------- z

,* / .'k .0 & 461 1el. e, 4q A Oto (d R



f- -now, TAIVo ISbW

7P~4 ~

own *m -a--

-- ' -f a , I X sjy A. oAA

NmlllOul op Aiocp" -

I"" -mu ft v im~

owns3,o" no owi w www am M-ma

4~~~ T~9 ~ r
4C'in

• - L.. .. '.,,, 7-d' T ,J-

"MV sow" t wa alum smaim wo m maw fs$nm." gt
- wu

b P~s

o

%M s1 I uft a~) ftoo WM ~-oW
______ -- ~- -.. .,~

IOt: 0 tow. " w V AVN 4ipw Os wow afm 1" 0~ tP **" ~1

CDITU P -

fta£m. f.. Is 0 &mt. 16.6. ING ee 0 O,, ft , k.
*NW~ D.C. -36M ofo O. 'US 0%gnrf 016 b..e ~ e.

I ~
- . S.., - _____

- ~.: ." ~

0 anemi a 

/d#z '# Q

0

uq.

0*

("l

r,4

OaRtwe I

I

mm

M

"Wor"W"Www"_ . 8NM "



4 *

o -w to ammw t
o - .. oamp
o3 -me a. -wf a-'

0 a& uwy 31 Vu 6 Ap

0 mr31 ad vow a-t wa~m wa

4

Co. IMC Al"- mmom

Im U"cm" wamum to

P. n apamwe 1e mt
C,

to

0 Toom. -' mm .w A'IC

GNOW40 1O&Aras m ofI

0 "w awtw ww wGw mma

____so____9140 of

0 Aw

Semmeam 0 mane

P--, .

1Mb

40SO *WA~ @em V ls m 49RM tW04 LIM In)

Do a - 1 1 0mwToehfm

fmne on so ct Oum fteak Do . ~bW

a" * Sea a Ifs. aee - esm

1q2W~A &7. RAR Rga RL
fv WOOa W bMfS4PfTOMO

",-,1 0 0

0 n m

wooomesm o) - pa")

'p1 M J 0 ' -t .a)

-A.A idad, bea:re.

NOI Sr*~.r- . I~ PE4W ui a in~s .. 'p,~I.g. ~ *(I.". rn. eDot*'n
4

SN p~rnm sss q P5 P~a:* ~ Dec POSM b.c ebme.. a.~ ~-'e.e *e~. b

~- -. ~a-~.- ~ -~ - -. - - - - - -- -

I j a *~ ~

L~L~.L ~ _

a,



it

U ~............... . . . . .

I* ..... iw mw................ . ..~as Iu@.mMmmi.m

'3. L 4

1*i m l l w m ... ... ... ...... . . . .1i ,
hivqMToe pvWvMIm. . .

0
1

"M*Lmsmw~lIwbow wws

O&I lm i m .. ...... ...........

0,** LOA f*WPAVUSlNI:
hi Of L f w O h mwbf " .......
a) M Om Le. .0. ..................
40 TOTAL LOAN W&PAYNI f IS 40 MW ISO

* .. ,,V., 0hb , g "2.

be 0mw PS .....
hiTTLCO YSTOSmnsn 3...... ... ... Ni

'dI OT"Ill DismaUmffT

22 TOTAL e6SNUIPUNIW I~i 1 1, 19 lul, 30 (1WMI 211

11 i

v11i
A1il

.. iC
-~ U-

6i0

S. a.

lb.

4- - -~1~~~~~

is COA Y~

.1 P'A4 ON "AMID AT U 110WffsG 00 AOaMt1gS NAS

.1 *OTAL Pf fl',? ".

* SI.,*' 'Al, AOYVI "1 71 WL M'1
- S f~,.,.c

IPUI" 6v #t NT 11P ONIf Ps W,9 .0 2o Io J..

~''9t **..Q ~I. ~ flU I* 9~IPOSi.%i'gAIOfl!g...,,.~ .. ~. . C

F - - - -- - - =

EIE

L

-- = - • - - II/A- r

- ,, l idLb

m - 46% AA

1 '10 161 4 wo &6

0% M MWW 31



EwYallm

0o Viavwne
o3 MhvS6INO 

o MMt - m 0%~ san

I.Je wuM 31 Vo goo Non

03M 31 Md Yw RN5I MOMU VIM 4

"a#GMhme"" 140 - 0 tnvWw

to Towe Glws4~ 01106 smLw aM.i

W TO bin 0490~ut

016" a"m OS am e.m TOWO..~k

I "Oft4 obo ns I or 0usd e of 30

I "now ft IA. NoS 0180. Ml wem be er 4011 to Sof Iam Sof 01 om gp
OrA Weae 46 is f". ter" O Sd

jIzil,?se ^#9RWRROgAR
wve* w POf" Agmf e

0 TSw, -

oA0A toIO OP4 9:

S.3. Sumisii Dase Smm

- 4~ '~.U..L.L

~1
L ~
U - U

~'k~kaLiH

99~4.i1

to: a tuw camt-Mu

*n06-ev~'. Ok ptd

Ik MjI I t's 'if,,

AN ss~e "n e @ ftlelowel 3% Nv. wilwc o* tot.~w."~.. *

to

C4I

QIIL A



- AL .-- .h -' .'...

Isa -

it TOTA -1 i P1

is -. - Y. . .

14.

t.

IN *Al OGam L1, ..... .........................

W TOTAL L 6 13 61w 130 ........... ....

OT W 10= 0 411dm . ln a.S ............ ....

Y. OTALl bGmme UL it 1.31. " a"... .............

WIIL

7. CPWkAWS XVM " M ............. ...... . .

) io U1 an 1.~ w 0"a" wam ......... .

' TOTAL LO0AN PFLA Ub W1 .20 '** 3 .. . .. . . . . .. . . . . .

. - ..... . 0:
l :-----" - . ____0111W T~l1 passl asa lml . . . .

'I I1 Q m m...... .....

10 TOTAL CONUW IIm RePum" km a 10. N . No W il

72 TOTAL 01OfSSIMIWI %M 17. 10. 190 . U W1a 211

101. CA mawmnv

7) CASHi 00 4A160 AT 96Q0111100 OP RUPOPIsO NUSQ1,

24 TOTAL AECAITIT Til* "1OO 0e0m Ldw 161

211 CUSOA. H.",.N0AeWZ. -,PM0e

.1 Yrf'lIAE D*iMCW lllTl Tw'S PNllOO *e1, . 4

31 CA3i qNE..AuO AT"LOgI .. ,. ,.bigP.T lqNIQO >..., L.%M , .. 1,5,

: : -. . . . . .m P W

Tk 1e

- -~----- -A--- -

lull 1

........ ... .. .oo
.

41 P. .

' ' " ' ,,w3r

I.--- ~--~

-----4----

4.. -

Zjb.~.... 7

U

I I

~ij

C

C

C

LI

C

C

11 W

11 bi

11I

1S

II &

'1 'b.
9,

T3



# ilft- AO -iMOW*= FM" Ow
I II~ I- I. 7- - - .. -I U.

lo.4 ,Y 1 7/ r a ;I d Ao -

eoa-&4
~ D

9 ~~'#G ~/( OOEJb4

P D , ~, A d.. v W * P IWO

I ~

a
0

4qb

I -~ - - -* - w

jr'~tv
am 6=06.

-~ 7:~~ p ~dB'~7F~~

/ bw lw

S. , TAw . P T

Kr'- i'. o, vsdVi CP IS# ,-.

PIN IM p er; dAM9~ad Aa.7

2 A I C4A # dcl4 e p sp eopg 'Joa m PIAiS I

-c--i"r. -t,- RV V
r-wo r,,viU -, 4~ s : ..

Saw eAVa*in,, oO t6

u Pcw UJ pAy

I. P I MOW IIIti *M a S OIb

S. q,4 a., -.
A/44,rw I4' 044fto

.,a& ,, Am= ad up ag
67 ,gq~rI

e a PC

l. W
,'/, AA

~gs ~.
~9 ~w'

~I!oins >5

tU4',W P - ," 7-'/ T -

A o f I I

q A t

&. p0,it
smw.~ov

%=ON -40W

. . . ..*4

,,4I .. &

I
'4

I

I O I

I IA

mm of ampaw

Aji. Jld
I

dr C: 7- "C-P 44Ago-ce

"m o a~
Aa Atlads 14



~IA

Aa. a N N tp- v = *im So toa wo f o4W * P-4m~~ mn

wagulkb No 0gstoMsv M0eer"O ooaaa moit e&OOMU

PO~v~ A' 4c~ CA 7d . c . $~'

A.JW0"3.. g,4AMAeieu, Ca

par: ~ LJtu' Wii"

A- qm ofIow

PoeOMM&ANN f S-

S. r ufwo I ~ -
SUPER *.'

#la fin: Lf"
n-leril. U60" 

I

U. P~ ~. ~

anw PON.U A "M U.-.o

p. PO MEW. Ow-AMw W d ~.

Ree PrL J '' PVW _______

,r IOP iesit) WY I A._

0. PO4 bn.% MIN MOV ad IV O

^now

.Wol -f.IOOI.

Vinso-~w *>S

Do

A-. -

T@VTb. wt G*A 1- en.hi ',W -MWS.A)

feteo-

0' ,0. * 7-

N1:
40 ~ ~ amo~

ft. Sao

oft ~1t n tfts 00-

--- 1

ludl
RAMM of FW-

ringela WAIS PW W

- I

ft of gooftm

*MWW TWM~ __> 6

sa W&O
Gimbooft0lienes



November 3. Ise le

I spoke with three different this A.M. in regards to the
report that I fled, and was told by one tnat everythieg
WAs fine. by a second that no report had been received,

and by a third that she would check it out and get bef to
so, which she did not. Therefore, I am sending copies of

the report I filied, along with a list of contrilbters (is
kind) that I received this weekend. Please be aware that

-. the enclosed list are the names of the contributors alog

0 with the amounts, but I or the committe did not Imotlve
0 the checks. Therefore, I was told by one of the Pep~l

-tn at the Comission In Washington to list them as cootrilbv-
)qr tions min kind*.

0

,a4 with all rules and regulations, but I r-e, to -... dvised

) as to anything I need to do that I am not dctn .

. Thank you very much.

Sincerely,

Audrj@Y rour

Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to Senate
Treasurer



t ebdbm~1ahm

CONT2ISUTIOS 610 KU10 -- ARE!IIV|e IT N1 OCT. 31 li06

DAVID HULYWIST
22200 TIO4 PLACE
CANOGA PARKS CA. 91304

JERRY HANRAHAN
24663 PIUNA RAD
MALIBU, CA. "MtS

SANER NOSASSALY
P.0.BOX 295
AZJSA, CA. 91702

CLIFTON A. SNERWOW
17531 GARLAI COREI
CASTRO VALLEY, CA. 94546

MAURY N. WHITE
P.O.OX 9002
CARLSBAD, CA. S20

RICHARD N. HOROWITZ
1144 SOUTH BEVERNIL WIVE
LOS ANGELES, CA. 9035

ZVI SPERLING
401 EAST S4TH ST.
LOS ANGELES, CA. 90011

xt ..... ,-G 6416
15751 REGAL MOODS PLACE
SHERMAN OAKS, CA. 91403

JACOB SPERLING
4247 HOLLY KNOLL DRIVE
LOS ANGELES, CA. 90021

OAVIO S. WEISMAN
14,) VENTURA BLVD.
SHEPMAN OAKS, CA. 91423-3558

SHIFRA WFIS14.C
2?0 NO. 'AhUN DRIVE, NO. 1303
RFVEk i ;IILLS. CA. 90210

INDEPENDENT D1V4L0 ;:

$4.000.00

OWNER - ELECTRICAL
COUTACTINS Cu.

$4,000.00

OWNER'- EWINIEEIW CO.

$46100.00

SELFENIPLOTEO

$4,000.00

PRESIDENT OF PROJECTS
FOR PROPERTY NiNT. DEV.
W2000.00

$3,000.00

$4.000.00

$4.000.00

$4,300.

K

7
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to Eect s 1."'o' to

CONTRIIUTIONS Oil II3o *. RIEIVED, Y oE NOV.

MICHAEL JAY 1[21
927 NO KINGS ROAD #216
WEST HOLLYWOOD, CA. 90069

GEORGE ROMAN KORZ
6767 SHOREHAN DRIVE
LOS ANGELES, CA. 90069

MARCEL N. VALDES
5346 VENTURA CANYON
VAh NUTS. CA. 91401

JAMES R. WHITE
P.O.BOX 10334
BEVERLY HILLS. CA. 90213

RITJ SANCHEZ
12S5 NO. KINGS ROAD 0104
LOS ANGELES, CA. 9004$

JOSEPH V. NASH
449 SO. BEVERLY ORIVE
BEVERLY HILLS. CA. 90212

ALAN J. SETLIN, C.L.U.
449 B0. EVEULY ORIVE
3EVr QLY HILLS, CA. 90212

MICHAEL DANIEL
801 1082
PEPPERDINE UNIVERSITY
MALIBU, CA. 90265

,I$SLE A. :.I4DENULATT
,1147 ACAMA 5 1'ET
STUDIO C2'& . CA. 91602

RARY -. SIEBHR
302 KtRWOCD AVENU1F

$2.000.00

$2,000.00

$2,000.00

$2,000.00

$2.000.00

CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACC'.

$2.000.0C

$.IC0.o

s- <. ",

L'iO it sIURA ,L-' N +' I' "

'U

It 1,96

0
CN

0m



NACHMAN SHATZ
320 %0. FORNOSA AVENUE
LOS ANGELES. CA. 90036

ROIERT H. FRANK
10615 ROSE AVENUE 1O
LOS ANGELES, CA. 90034

MARK COHEN
60 NO. ARDEN DRIVE
SEVERLY HILLS. CA. 90210

JUDY S. ALTMAN
MICHAEL B. ALTMAN
3SS ALANA DRIVE
SHERMAN OAKS, CA. 91403

$4.000.00

$2.000.00

$2.000.00

$4.000.00

Z"lloolow - -

4 / ,



= 14rbftt. Treasgomr
tre0 to Elect Ed well" to Slte

At
*e

Ab w

TNE FOLLOWING LIST IS *IN Rings C4TtIlVySWtS RECEIVE g1, MEaNOVENER 4. 1966:

KELLY W. BI18T
449 SOUT S1EVELY 0.
$EVENLY HILLS, CA. 90118

CALVIN T. CIl
S926 WRIGHTCRIST a*
CULVER CITY, CA. 9@230

TODD SILVER
216 NORTH FOOTHILL ROA
lEVERLY HILLS, CA. 90210

JOEY PIENTO
15442 NULHOLLAUS SR.
SEL AIR, CA. 90077

DANIEL NASH
449 50. BEVERLY DR.
BEVERLY HILLS, CA. 90212

087;I C. $RIDGS
No address given.

DAVID ZELON
230 PACIFIC ST.
SANTA NONICA. CA. 9G4ob

MARC A. NASSIORECK
1647 OCEANFRONT WALK 06
SANTA NONICA. CA. 90401

JANA[ E. DEDRICK
ISO 50. MICHIGAN AVE. 01C?
PASADENA* CA. 91106

HELEN[ MN3RI SININS
1@*1t 0OE AiE
Liw.y ELL, CA. 900M

LAER

St.."

$29.0."O

$20".*

$2.oo0.0

S2.000.0

S2, 000.00

$2,000.00

$2.f Ao.o,

$26 000.00

t



-I. ~ -.

SLOANIA RNAOUZ
2201 AtMANA ST 02
MVNTINOTON SIACH, CA. 92647

NILTON ZARACHOFF
10445 WILSHIRE SLVO.
LOS ANGELES, CA. 90024

;-- ,L .

$2. 000. 00

.WI, #o ..



FEDERAL ELECTION COWM4ISSION -.
is;~ o Deembo 17, is6

Audrey X. Sarbour, ?reasurer
Comitte. to .e)ct Rd Vallen
133 Palm
Rialto, Ca 92376

Identification Numbers C00212134

meterence: 30 Day Post-General Report (10/16/06-11/24/6)

Dear Ms. Sarbours

It has mome to the attentioe of the rederal Xlecticm
Commission that you may have failed to file the abov*e referoed
Report of Receipts and Diebrsoomets as required by the 1ederal
slection Campaign Act. You were previously notified of the drm

('N sate for this report.

It Is important that you file this report imsdiately with
. the Clerk of the Mouse, Office of Records and Registration, 1036

Lomqvortb Mouse Of fle luilding, Washingtone DC 20515, oc the
Secretary of the Snates, 232 Bart Senate Office buildiag.
Wabinton, DC 20510. as appropriate. A oopy of the report
should also be filed with the Secretary of State or eqivalent
state officer of your state.

The failure to file this report may result in an audit or
legal enforcement action.

Z voz . ve any questions regaLding this matter, please
:.6...%ppaid on our toll-free number (300) 424-9530. Ourlocal number is (202) 376-2480.

Si ncere ly,

Assistant Staf f Direct
Reports A.ai,,ts Divx ',



O FEDER' ELECTION COMM:SION
w s#Uc To nr no'i2 

I

Audrey N. Berbour, Treasurer
C ltte to Blect Rd Vallen

to Senate
123 Palm
Rialto, CA 92376

ldentificat-on Nuiberx: C00212134

erence: 12 Day Pre-Geherel tport (inception-10/1S/g)

Dear No. Iarbour,

This letter is prompted by the Comison'a prelimimaryreview of the report(s) referenced above. The review raisedquestions concerning certain information contained in thereport(s). An itemisation follows

-ScheSule A of your report (pertinent portion attaobd)-- discloses contributions which appear to eosoe thelimits set forth in the Act. An individal or apolitical comittee other tha a sultiomidatecommittee my not make cotributions to a ceedidete forFederal office in exe8 of $1l00 per electiom. Ifyou have received a contribution which exceeds thelimits, the Commission reommeds that you refund tothe donor the amiut in ex=*as of $1,000. TheComission should be notified in Wri..Aq if a refund isnecessary. In addition, any refund should appear onLine 20 of the Detailed Smmary Page and Schedule a ofyour next report. (2 U.S.C. SS441a(s: and (I)#

The term 6contribution' includes any ,ft4ubscription, loan, advance, or depwsit of money oranything of value made by any person for the purpose ofinfluencing any election for Federal office.

If the contributions in question vwre ompletely
incorrectly reported4, you may vish t 1) sdocumentation for the public record. Please 3---n.
report vith the clarifying information.

Although the Commission may take further eAl t ,concerning the acceptance of e*cessive ,
prompt action by you to refund the exceq v J n,..will hp tAken into consideratiovn.



An3y en~et or clatitIcatIc., so )aid t:! tU'l0d wtt t,.
Skecetary of t00 senate, 232 Wact Senate '):Lic.
Washington, C 20510. f you ee 5su68anese, plea.-
to zontact mw on our toll-free nuMber, 'O0) 424-O53C. my .:,
Rojober is Z202 376-24S0.

Pat Sheppard
Senior Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Divaton

I

N!
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1W t'c.. 00*" h rr a. ;8
Pat ee*hep Sr. Repo mqijl gtROP~rts Analyst, Di,,,,,,IZDE& L j o , I j: OIU4X58QH

• i: .~Z . . O oa0 U 13
A* :l ree y o (neepto: or. )/2/86)On 0004isber at49 19aM6 y'ou wrote to:

L*, AidL4o V. Brbo- ..... to seat Ed Val
U3 Palo Stt-" -ioAn to U.8. 8oateRialto, CA G' .q

£M i'ques Jt h. i -fz~t0 f--. rom hr meally ntrot frher tUorf tlon frogabox .to bvi oloew ca _ in Ifdo
--s s i y O " n t- o f 

UO1 -" *a 
_ _ _ _ _, "

It YOu have had ow - wntrbuslong, v-msm of
res. ma* from that letter of

@ er. _eeo m gg.*- or other foam ot ** am F tu tb m
3. Vaj or h iiat.0 

. -- b e -in---f r i me ooaite o f t t • I d ou b ue s korftwat a OPtj,'1 'ot at ., *.- he lo rt you a r ta-,--- 0 e '- - b . o
"vuUrefent l of0 t-hat 

Or Ot er is
? b 1 " 'r t. 1 0l 0 1 " Y ew"o h

d u'-" a e l e et1 n e e d e d f o r" - i!.hee 
of the betbo listSI

nowl @oh iaj 
i th tate Of

e mak._ 
I the reqaet iOn tt 

j n a of b o tI let' is Ar.e aAzr of bot.h _mmut....to %-,% o n d a
" da 

u r .has 81. i 4th lett*'- What X ne V110 .-2 0,? the Yet "ow t ri.at

V q r '/ t R l y u- *. * y o u .

If' red 8,jarCA State Contra, 0 ,;/roao'rc-la l r m- a n - y r e a m , , ." 
" "; " r . " .

Uon Sernlatdj o jaW~ty jo:I. ra 1 ee

U .. . 6 y

S-94 , Marshali j'14) r." O .n A, ~J4t

mm

3"l"!, 49. El

I



%kl U L ILe.m
% oSw* DA 9

%O '

/4 .

- -.- ~-

- - _____

-
- -* 

-6

P at 8evperid. 11enloir Apoit8 Afllygt
R*pon Jhfl"l7sj1 DlloloV nFlDZRAL MlEoixo.. O0!cix8sxT

~C~i.zbgty~!).C. 30463
ab
co,

(0i

-I

52

Cap
cn

Ulm



: 22i. , : -I ION COMMICSION

f eoruary 25, 1987
Audrey N. Barbour, Treasurer
COMLittee to Elect Ed Vallen
123 Pain
Rialto, CA 92376

Identification Number: C00212134

Reference: Year End Report (through 1:/31/06)

Dear Ms. Barbour:

It has come to tw attention of the Federal ElectionCommission that you may have failed to file the above referenced
SO ( Report of Receipts and Disbursements as required by the FederalElection Campaign Act. You were previously notified of the duedate for this report.

It is important that you file this report immediately withthe Clerk of the House, Office of Records and Registration, 1036L--'oworth House Office Building, Washingt-n, DC 20SIS, or theSecretary of the Senate, 232 Hart Senate Office Building,Washington, DC 20510, as appropriate. A copy of the reportshould also be filed with the Secretary of State or equivalentstato officer of your state.

) The failure to file this report may result in an audit orlegal enforcement action.

If you have any questions regardi. tii3 matter, pleasecontact Pat Sheppard on our toll-free number (800) 424-9530. Our
local number is (202) 376-2480.

Sincerely,

// John D. -
// ssListant St3t:

Reports Anjl,,-".s



VtDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WA M9IOA O h l2117

Audrey X. larbour, Treasurer
Coittee to Elect 3d Vallen
123 Palm
Rialto, CA 92376

Identification Number: C00212134

irence: Mid-Year Report (1/l/87-6/30/97)

)ear Ka. Barbourt

It has come to the attention of the Federal ElectionComeission that you may have failed to file the above referencedReport of Receipts and Disbursements as required by the FederalElection Campaign Act. You were previously notified of the duedate for this report.

It is important that you file this report imwdiately withthe Clerk of the fouse, Office of tecords and Registration, 1036Longworth Rouse Office Building, Washington, DC 20SIS, or theSecretary of the Senate, 232 mart Senate Office Building,Washington, DC 20SlO, as appropriate. A copy of the reportshould also be filed with the Secretary of State or equivalentstate officer of your state.

The failure to file this report may -eslt in an audit orlegal enforcement action.

If ycu have any questions regarding this e-tter, please';nntact Ff on our toll-f:ee number (00) 424-9S30. Our
-,,urbet is :202) 376-z480.

Sincerely,

John D. Gibson
Assistant Staff D~re-..
Reports Analysis Di'

P4.-1
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Audrey X. larbour, TreasuceCmttee to l1ect 3d Vallen
123 Palm
*it to, CA 92376

natification lumber, C0002134
ft ferec Tear 3rad Rtopt (Through 12/31/7)

Co Dear Ms. larboucs

1 t has come to the atteetion of the IPebal, UftcAlonCamission that you ma ha" failed t fe tS abofpoCt of Rtecaipts rM s to as G qtaiA b a t fs wralx tion Campaign Act. Tow were Tooi math eihy 7N date for this repoct, due
It is Important that p file %oths remt i@siiately withthe Clerk of the sowse, o% at of a"- f-e-. ...... 16LoMwocth loose Off ice Set,-g- -_l--m- DC sl5 or theSecretary of the semts 2 ort esa e Of o__.il iWasingtont DC 2051.. a aCOWr1te. A os~of the& rMotshould also be filed with the Secreaty -,e 9tate or eqIUatstate officer of ourt state.

The failure to flle this report May result in an audit orlegal ento-ce*nt action.
If you have My qaetiOns reo-arding this matte., P1 Ast-contact Pat Sbeppard on our toll-free number (00) 424-9530. ,.'local number is (2023 376-2480. ~tc(00 2-SC

Sincerely,

" John D. Gibson

Assistant Staff Directoc
R.orts Analysts DIVIltr'n
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Ataftey H. Berboug Treaueranitte to gloat 3d Valleft
123 Palu
Rialta0 CA 92376
Idsetifioatli Ib"er C"212134

brence s id-Tw Report (/l/S-4/N/n

DOsr Ms. Barbou
I t has or to the ettaletm of the e"dal IJUlastiosco mlfa t 

fay e absd" ~ ~ ~ dW AM dot f •l fll, - - A 9- mw~u It111M
'~% W R pot of oresit e d a1he S s. ge I y th eftralletios n sg Ia~t oe ge s~7 efed by t"adate for ths eomtept cc .Is .

It Is iotast that "eM file thus teort 40Mbed*ay~ withthe Clock of he sse off ic ed Gegitelatea Loug_LipI.rth I ooo Offlm iou Re -- .-tect, .... C M 3 gr the" S._a.y at the ete, 2a3 mn t -aste M-f les .M-e&aambhitond c 2 -1, -eiae. A Vol latthe Gm oshould also be filed with the e t o ta or mwaetstate officr of yor state*
The faillure to file thiset may 'earl in an aedit or

- all legal nforceent action*
cr4' If YO. have any question rogardiMg this alter, pleasentact P4 0M- (out t3ll-f~oe number (600) 424-530. Our-. number Is k202) 376-2480.

Sincerely,

Jchn D. Gibson
C' Assistant Staff DirectorReports Analyss Division,
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Alphabetic Listing - P.Q

PM CONSULTING
CORPORATION
202 E Street,NE
Washington, DC. 20002
202-544-2120

GEOGRAPHIC REGION: National.
SPECIALIZA'riON:Fundraising Con-
sultant, Direct Mail. SERVICES OF-
FERED: Nationd fundraising consult-
ant. Clients include: presidential,
senatorial level campaigns. National
PACs' Republicans only. POLITICS:
60% or less PRINCIPALS: Bradley
O'Leary, Pres.

PMMI INC.
Drawer 567, Cnty Rd. 375
Old Ocean, TX. 77463

,, 409-647-421

GEOGRAPHIC REGION:
Regional(Tx,Gulf Coast).

-SPECIALJZATION-LD. Promo-
tion/silk screen. SERVICES OF-

)tfFEREI. Full service printer & screen
Printer. signs, decals, bumper stickers.

"POLITICS: 10% or less PRIN-
,.CIPALS: Jamie Travis, Sales Mgr.

POUCY CONCEPTS
130 Adelaide St. W #3010
Toronto, Canada, . M5H3V4

(77 416-366-4803

BRANCHES: Rochester, NY.
GEOGRAPHIC REGION: Nat'l/Int'l
(Can,Nrtheast). SPECIALIZA-
TION:General Consultant, Polling Con-
sultant, Candidate Training. SER-
VICES OFFERED: Survey research;
strategic planning, government rela-
tions (lobbying); issues management.
Offices: in Rochester, NYAffiliation
with "The Eisenhower Group", 918 16th
St., NW #401, Washington, DC 20006.
202-223-5790. POLITICS: 100% PRIN-
CIPALS: Peter Regenstreif Pres.
George Boddington, VP Errick Willis,VP.

POLITECH I - SD
ASSOCIATES
1021-418 Asylum Avenue
Hartford, CT. 06105
203-278-3434

GEOGRAPHIC REGION: National.
SPECIALIZATION:Computer Svcs/
Software. SERVICES OFFERED:
POLITECH software system: fundrais-
ing, campaign organization, media rela-
tions, vote contact. Comprehehensive
seven module system--$950.00.
POLITICS: 100% PRINCIPALS:
Steven R. Donen,

POLITICAL ADVERTISING
& CONSULTING
7056 Rarnsgate Avenue
Los Angeles, CA. 90045
213-649-5916

GEOGRAPHIC REGION: NationaL
SPECIAZATIONFU1 Campaign
Services, Media Production, Meda
Placment. SERVICES OFFERED:
Full campaign services. POLITICS:
100% PRINCIPALS: Mark Barnes,
Pres.

POLITICAL AMERICANA
One Oak Plaza-Suite 301A
Asheville, NC. 28801
800-825-9M

GEOGRAPHIC REGION: National.
SPECIALIZATION:I.D. Promo-
tion/Paraphernalia. SERVICES OF-
FERED: Designer and manufacturer
of print packages: including brochures,
posters, buttons, tabloids, etc. Over-
night service. POLITICS: 100% PRIN-
CIPALS: James D. Warlick, Pres.

THE POLITICAL ANIMAL
9920 La Cienega Blvd
Suite 517
Inglewood, CA. 90301
213-649-4400

GEOGRAPHIC REGION: National.
SPECIALIZATION:Newsletter. SER-
VICES OFFERED: Bi-wekly newslet-
ter dealing with the analysis of events
and trends. Subject matter focuses on:
campaigns, policy, personalities and
polls. POLITICS: 100% PRIN-
CIPALS: Joseph Scott, Editor

POLITICAL CAMPAIGN
INSTITUTE
205 Penn Ave,SE
Washington, DC. 20003
800-2434401

GEOGRAPHIC REGION: National
SPECIAUZATION:Study
Program/Franchise. SERVICES OF.
FERED: Political consuling frandse
to assist in building a politil omut-
ing business. POLITICS: 100% PRIN-
CIPALS: John Aristotle Pb'ipis Direc-
tor

POUTICAL CAMPN
MANAGEMENT SOFWARE
P.O. Box 10616
Alexandria, VA. 22310
703-960-4454

GEOGRAPHIC REGION+ NationaL
SPECIALIZATION
Software. SERVICES OFFERED:
Computer campaign software covers
major areas of campaign activity and
needs. Any DOS personal computer
system (IBM compatible). Powerful
and easy to use with support documen-
tation. $300.00. See our ad for addition-
al information. POLITICS: 100%
PRINCIPALS: SJ. Guzzetta, Frank
Flucke.

160



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTO% D(_ 2041

MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JOSHUA MCFADD
COMMISSION SECRETARY

DATE: OCTOBER 6, 1988

SUBJECT: OBJECTION TO INTERNALLY GENERATED MATTER PURSUANT TO
DIRECTIVE 6 MICHAEL GOLAND AND THE COMMITTEE TO ELECT
ED VALLEN TO SENATE.
MEMQRANDUM DATED OCTOBER 4 1988

The above-captioned document was circulat4d to the

Commission on Tuesday, October 4, 1988 at 4:00 p.m.

Objection(s) have been received from the Commissioner(s)

as indicated by the name(s) checked below:

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Aikens

Elliott

Josefiak

McDonald

McGarry

Thomas

This matter will be placed

x

on the meeting agenda

for Vt.;LULL ZI -FO

Please notify us who will represent your Division before the

Commission on this matter.



0

In the Matter o

Internally Gene

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

If )

) :rated Matter Pursuant )/
to Directive 6 -- Michael Goland and
the Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to
Senate

ri~7,C7

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session of October 12,

1988, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a vote

of 6-0 to take the following actions with respect to the

General Counsel's October 4, 1988 report on the above-captioned

matter:

1. Open a Matter Under Review.

2. Refer this matter to the Office of the
General Counsel.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,

McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date 6' Mar jorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commiss ion
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DEC 19 198

Mr. Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission C
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Noble:

Re: Indictment of Miharel R. Goland. et al.

Pursuant to Paragraph Number 4 of the Aomorandum of e
Understanding between the Federal Election Coission and the •
Criminal Division, this is to notify the Commssion that on
Wednesday, December 14, 1986, a federal grand jury in the Cntral
District of California (Los An"Ins) returnd an indictment
charging California b sinemsem"-chas 2. Goland ad thte
others with conspir to defra" the coiiau in a14iuta-
tration and enforc of the Pinral letion q Act
(OECA) (is . $ *1C),, vith caeving ftaudvlemt
financing reports to ! * tt to the Caiso 4# .SC. i
S 371), with causing fr*"*Iet apaipgn fm c, so ots tO
be submitted to the C0i#iom .18 U.S.C. S 1001), sad with
violating the FECA's pvhibitiosn on excessive ad osdu it
contributions (2 U.S.C. SS 441a and 441f respctively). Charged
with Mr. Goland were Lyle R. Weisman, Sandor Z. aabelow and

OKI Michael B. Altman.

A copy of the Indictment returned by the grand jury is
enclosed herewith.

This criminal case is the result of an extensive criminal
investigation conducted by the Federal Bureau of Investigation
and the United States Attorney for the Central District of
California into a scheme to disguise a $120,000 contribution
which Mr. Goland made in the closing days of the 1966 California
Senatorial campaign to benefit Edward Vallen, the candidate of
the American Party.
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I This investigation is continuing, and we shall keep the
Comission informed as future events warrant.

Sincerely,

Gerald E. M owell
Chie Publi . egrity Section
Crimin vis on

Craig C. Donsanto
Director, Election Crimes Branch
Public Integrity Section
Criminal Division

Enclosure
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7w3m 16O0 @tend ju
u of £AsnhcA, ) No. -e.*"

Plaintiff, )
v. ) [37 1.1. 1. conapl,

1 to t.s.c.. 1001: paleeYZEULS a. GOOAND, ) Staeents to a GovernmenLYLE a. wmx|AW, ) Agencyl 180U.S.C. I 2(b):ACIMA 3. eAlSALOW, ) Causing an Act to be Done.NICNAIL 3. ALTKAe, ) 2 U.S.c. 9 4 41a(a)(1)(A).
Making EXeg ve Cntributi.Oefendants. ) to a federal Candidate:) 2 U.S.C. 51 441f, 4379(d):_ Making & Camp&Lgn Cont:jbu-t, :n
S t €e .emae of Another I

The Ocand Jury charges:

0333&r.ALLtATIONS

I

1

l3

22

38

I

1'

x

Ii'

11

23

34

2

24/
2. Balboa Constructon Com a-:. "Ba:zca

was and is a cor.oration orcanzed -:e- .e -;
California.

ATTACHET 1 C1t)

2

S

p

I

A. X eu : c

At all times materIal to eac COUn of this ifndic:t.:-
1. In November, 1960 an election was held in the State :?CalAoCALa to elect a 9aited States Senator. Tho candda:.. :.:hiS federal office LnCluded, among others, Senator Aban

*cnstin, a oemoccat, Rop. 3d :uchau, a Repu lican, and Ecd
e*, for othe PAeican Independant Party.Id1df

,new )600 . 4 a 1
% II 41 1



I3. MICHAEL R. GOLAND, defendant herein, was and is the

2 President and controlling shareholder of Balboa Construction.

3 4. LYLE R. WEISMAN, defendant herein, was a business

4 associate of defendant GOLAND and is a former employee of Balboa

5 Construction.

, 5. SANDOR E. HABALOW, defendant herein, was a business

7 associate of defendant GOLAND and is employed by Wilshire Savings

8 and Loan Association.

9 6. MICHAEL B. ALTMAN, defendant herein, was and is an

10 associate of defendant GOLAND.

11 7. The Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to U.S. Senate (the

12 *Vallen Campaign Committee") was a political committee which

13 supported the candidacy of Edward Vallen for nomination and

14 1 election to the office of U.S. Senator for California in 1986, and

O 15 as such was subject to the reporting provisions and the campaign

1 s financing prohibitions of the Federal Election Campaign Act (the

1T 'Act'), more fully described in paragraphs 8 through 12 below.

IS 8. The Act, in particular Title 2, United States Code,

19 Section 434, requires each political committee that financially

20 supports a candidate for federal office to file periodic reports

21 with the Federal Election Commission, which reports should

22 accurately reflect the identities of all individuals and enti:es

23 who contributed in excess of $200.00 to each such political

ittee in any calendar year. A.. . .. A I( ..
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4

6

'7

10

1

12

14

is1$

17

is

19

21

n

241

25

26

231

.. x

t. fte AetA

conders illegal contributios

ndividual that exceed *1,000 in connection

lection (primary or general election). Poer the puaveo

imitation on campaign contributions# the Act, in part cular 2

.S.C. iS 4414(a)(7) and 441a(a)(S), provides that any and all

payments made by an individual to third parties, If made in

consultation and coordination with agents of a candidate for

federal office or his campaign committee, or on behalf of a

campaign committee or candidate, shall be treated as

;ontributions to that campaign committee and reported as such.

10. The Act, in particular 2 U.S.C. I 441(b), prohibits con-

tributions and expenditures from corporations made in connection

with the nomination or election of candidates to federal office.

11. The Act, in particular 2 .S.C. S 441f, prohibits

:ontributions to the campaigns of federal candidates made in the

3ames of individuals other than the person actually making the

:ontribution.

12. The Federal Election Commission (OECC") was and ts the

pgency of the United States Government entrusted with

responsibility for enforcement of the reporting requirements of

theCt- and for detection, investigation and Institution of

enforcement action against violations of the Act, including the

provisions referred to in paragraphs I through 11 above. In

addition, the FEC is responsible for making available to the

public specific information about the amounts and sources of

:ontributtons to political committees supporting a candidate foc

ederal office.



a COUT OHS

a (16 U.S.C. 1 3713

S I. ObMIe01 O TIZP cOu:aaCT
4 13. Beginning at a time unknown to the Grand Jury, but
$ approximately on or about July 1, 1916 and continuing thereafter
* to on or about January 12, 1987, In Los Angeles County, within

7 the Central District of California, and elsevhere# defendants
S MICHAIL R. GOLAND, LYLE R. WEISMAN and SANDOR 2. HADALOW,
9 unindicted co-conspirator Michael 8. Altman, and others both

10 known and unknown to the grand jury, combined, agreed and

11 conspired together to commit the following crimes against the
12 United States: (1) to defraud the United States, and in
1S particular the FIC, by impairing, impeding and defeating ts

14 lawful function and duties under the Act, in violation of Title
IS 18, United States Code, Section 371; and (2) to knowingly and

14 willfully make, and cause others to make, false statements to the
17 fBC, In violation of Title 16, United States Code, Section 1001.

is 14. It was the plan and purpose of the conspiracy to
19 intentionally obstruct, impair and impede the FEC in the lawful

discharge of its statutory duties, namely:
21 a. The duty imposed on the MiC by the Act to make available

22 to the public accurate information Concerning the
identities of contributors to federal campaigns, and the

34 dates and amounts of such Contributionst and
35 b. The duty imposed on the FEC by the Act to detect
2violations of the limitations on excessive campaign
27 contributions and to seek civil and administrative

a 
, - _ __ _
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S sanotlons against individuals who made 1Ilegal

2 contributions in violation of these limits.

S 15. it was the ultimate objective of the conspiracy to

4 permit defendant Michael 2. Goland to make an illegal

c ontribution to The Committee to Zlect 2d Vallen to 0.s. Senate

i n the amount of $120,000 without detection by the FEC or by the

7 public, to permit this illegal contribution to be received and

a ccepted by the Vallen Campaign Comittee, to which it was made,

0ithout detection by the F&C or by the public, and to cause the

10 Treasurer of the Vallen Campaign Committee to mislead the FEC by

11 filing with the 7EC a list of false and fictitious *contributors"

12 to the Vallen Campaign in lieu of disclosing the unlawful,

1 excessive contribution made by defendant HICRAEL I. GOLAND.

14 Co NzMWU 0_Tu CONSP.l. ?

IS The events underlying and the means and methods used to

16 accomplish this conspiracy were as follows:

17 16. In June, i986, defendant GOLAMD hired Colleen Norrow,

is then based in Washington, D.C., to work for Balboa Construction

It and to rufn a $250,000 campaign against the efforts of Republican

30 2d Sschau to get elected to the United States Senate from

21 califocnia.

22 17. in September, 194, Morrow made at least two trips to

33 California at the request of GOLAND# in order to work on the

4 ampaign against candidate schau. in October, 1966 defendant

2S GOLAND and Norrow decided to publicly promote the candidacy of

31 American Independent Party candidate Ed Vallen, .in an effort to
27 assist the incumbent, Senator Alan Cranston, a Democrat, by

1 diverting votes from his Republican challener, 3d schau.

I



SI "'oov vas assigned the task by GOLAND of arranging with The

2 committee to sleet Rd Vallen to V.8. Senate to produce $120,000

I wotth of te levision commercials promoting Vallen's candidacy and

4 attacking Isohau's candidacy.

S 6. On October 27, 1986 GOLAND caused $120,000 to be

6 delivered to Oreenatripe Media, Inc. ('Oreensripe Media'), for

7 purposes of producing a political television advertisement

* featuring and promoting the candidacy of Ed Vallen. GOLAND

) advanced $90,000 through personal funds held for that purpose by

10 unindicted co-conspirator Michael B. Altman, and sent the

11 remaining $30,000 to Greenstripe in funds drawn on an account of

12 Salboa construction.

13 19. In order to avoid having to report the advance as a

14 contribution from Goland to the Vallen Campaign Committee to the

IS PSC, GOLAND, ABALOW and WVISNA then asked various persons known

16 to the Grand Jury to make political contributions to the Vallen

17 Campaign with the express understanding that said persons

18 (hereafter referred to as "conduits") would be reimbursed for

19 their 'contributions'.

30 20. letween October 31, 1986 and Decemb er 20o 19,6,

21 approximately fifty-six conduits were contacted, directly or

indirectly, and induced by defendants GOLAID, HABALOW, and

WSISHMAN and those working at their request and direction, to

J4 make political contributions to the Vallen campaign. The

2iS conduits wrote personal and/or business checks payable to

6 Greenstripe Media, and such checks were ultimately collected and

27 delivered to Oreenstripe Media on the instructions of defendant

SGOLAND. A
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31. After the conduits wrote the contributlon checks, they

were reimbursed in full, as promised, by funds hld or controlled

ldfemdant GOLAUD.

22. ?t wag part of the conspiracy that the defendants

NZCIA3L R. GOLAUD, IANDOR g. IASALOW and LYLI a. asWSZgSU, would

and did cause illegal contributions made by GOLAND to the Vallen

Campaign to appear to have been made lawfully by the conduits in

whose names the "contributions" were given.

23. Zt Was a further part of the conspiracy that the list of

names Of the conduits would then be provided to the Treasurer of

the Vallen Campaign, who would report them to the rFC as

individual, lawful contributions, instead of the unlawful

*120,000 contribution made by defendant GOLANID to the Vallen

Campaign Committee.

24. in furtherance of the conspiracy* and to accomplish its

objectives, the defendants NICIARL A. GOLAND, SANOR v. EASALOd,

and Zing i. V3SMAN and unindicted co-conspirator Michael b.

Altman, committed various overt acts in the Central District of

California, and elsewhere, among which were the following:

a. On or about July 9, 1986, defendant M!CUA L i. GOLANID

provided Michael 5. Altman with a $100,000 check drawn

on the account of Bateman, lichler, Hill, Richards &

Co.* with the instructions that Altman should deposit

the check and hold the funds for future disbursement at

Goland's direction.



I b. In o about a1d-October. 196o, defendant nzogWL i.

2 "OWW directed Molleen Norrow, then an emloyee of

$ Balboa Construction, to arrange for the production and
4 airing of a toleviion cOorOcial fetuanq candidate fd

Vallen and attacking eopresentative 3d Zsohau.

a . In or about mid-Ootobet, 1966. MICHAEL R. GLAND wrote

7 the script for the television advertisement featuring

£ candidate 3d Vallen.
d. In or about mid-October, 1966, Colleen Morrow met vitta

10 defendant MICHAEL R. GOLAD and informed him that to
produce the commercials for Vallon, it was necessary to

provide $120,000 in cash or cashier's checks gor payment

-1s to Greonstripe Media, the company producing and airing

14 the comnrcials.

s Ie. On October 27, 196, MICKA R. GOLAND contacted Michael

16 3 Altman by telephone and directed him to writs a check
17 to Greenstripe Media, Inc. in the amount of $90,000 from

1 ~funds GOLAND had previously provided.

£f. an October 27# 146, MICKM R. GOLAND caused a

30 corporate check of Balboa Construction to be issued,
1 ayable to Greenstripe Modia, Inc. in the amount of

$30*000.

g. On October 27, 196, XICVA . ,GOLAM caused $120,000,

34 in the form of two cashier's checks, neithor of which
25 revealed the identity of the true donor, to be delivered

36 to Groenstripe Media in payment of the advect iing

7 campaign for 3d Vallon.

U' A*"ur~tI



h. On or about otober-4 U, 1966, miCHAI R. a,@OLAM had a

2 .o eonversation with Colleen Morrow in which OOLUXD was
advised that it would be illegal for a singlea
Contributor to make a $120,000 contribution to the
Vllen Campaign Committee. GOLAND told Morrow that heS
was working on raising Individual contributor# who would0

7 refund the money he had advanced to pay got the ads.
1. On or about October 28, 1986, defendant SANDOR 23.$

HAiALOW approached a Los Angeles certified public

10 accountant and requested his assistance in soliciting a

large number of Individual wcontributora" to the
campaign of 2d Vallen. HABALOW explained that such
Individuals would be reimbursed for their checks by

defendant GOLAND.

is. On or about October 30, 1986, defendant LYL R. WRISMA

1G Contacted the following conduits and obtalnd
.7 "Contributions" to the Vallen Campaign Committee from

18 them, for which he provided reimbursement: Mike Berger
1t ($2,000o, Jules and Renee Burg ($4,000), Richard and

30 Beverly Horowitz ($3,000), Jacob and $helly Sperling
21 (*4,000), Zvi and Niki Sperling ($4,000) and David

32 Weisman ($2,000).

2k. On or about October 31, 1986, defendant LYL R. WESSMAN,

contacted the following conduits and obtained24ontributions' to the Vallen Campaign Committee from

X them for which he provided reimbursement: MaCk Cohen

3/ ($2*,000) and George Rorz ($2,000).

2S.- 9



I 1. On or about "ovebt 1. 19,6o defendant *poon x.
2 NAIDAW asked Michael Kats to make a political

S contribution by writing a check to Greenstripe Media in

4 .the amount of #2,000. NASALOW then provided Katz with a

$ check in the amount of *2#000, drawn at the account of a

O Los kngelee public accounting firm, as compensation for

7 voiting the check.

I t. On o about November 1, 1986, defendant LXLZ R. WEISMAN

met with Colleen Morrow at his office located on
10 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, and accepted from Morrow an

it envelope containing approximately $5,000 to $10,000 in
12 cash. WBIS4AN handed back to Morrow A stack of

. lS approximately ten personal checks in amounts of $1,000,

14 $2,000 and $4,000, all payable to Greenstripe Media.
1s no On or about November 1, 1966, defendant LYL Rs WEISMAN

14 handed $4,000 In cash to Colleen Morrow and instructed

r 17 her to deliver the cash to a residence In Los Angeles
.16l and to collect a $4,000 check from the person in such

I 1residence, payable to @reenstripe Media.

o. On or about November 4, 1986, the Treasurer of The

21 Committee to Blect 34 Vallen to U.S. Senate filed a

32 report of campaign contributions with the FEC, which

report falsely attributed $74,000 in campaign
contributions made by defendant MICHAEL R. GOLAND as

having been made by other individuals.

27/
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I "p., On r about NOV@Sb6C 10# 1916, th Treasurer of The

3 CeIttee to slect d Vallen to u.S. Senate fled a

S report of eampaign contributions with the F&C. which

4 report falsely attributed *34,000 in campaign

S contributions made by defendant MICHAL Rt. GOLAmD as

*J having been made by other individuals.

I q. On or about November 14, 1964, defendant SANDOR g.

* NASALOW asked Monte Morrow to make a political

Contribution by writing a check to Greenstrlpe Medoa. Z1

10 behalf of defendant MZCBA!L R. GOLANID, in the asount :!

11 $2,000. AALOW then provided Norrow with a check 1'

12 the amount of $2,000, drawn on the account of a Los

13 Angeles public accountancy firm, as compensation !or

14 Writing the check.

IS r. On or about 0ovembe 24, 1986v defendant HICUA&L R.

if GOLAND caused Ialboa Construction to wtre transfer
r

17 $6,000 to the account of Collen morro, Washngto.

1S D.C., In exchange for additional contributions to :-e

1,) campaign of 2d Vallen, to be made payable to Greens:::;.

mediae.

21 s. On or about November I8, 19060, Un~ni c:ed co*consp:a:::

3Michael S. Altman received a check !om Ggeenste1pe

nl IMedia, :nc., in the amount of $104,000, which he

promptly remitted to defendant COLAD's coMpany, 21'-&

21 Construction.

27
3



. On Of bou JSaeery 32, 1927?, untndicted *oooUpljCtor

NOeMel D. Altman teOeived 4 Chock from Greonebripe

"Sita, Ino., In the amount of $11,000, whio he

promptly remLtted to defendant GOLAND'Os compny, Dalbo,

Construct ions
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Lu' COUNT TWO

3. (is U.IC. e O01 2(b))

3 25. The grand Jury reallegeo and incorporates by reference

4 herein the allegations *ade in paragraphS 1 through 24 of this

S Indictment, and further alleges as follows:

6 26. On or about November 4. 1984o in LOS Angeles County#

7 within the Central District of California# defendants KICRAUL R.

I GOLAND, ANDOR L. HADALOW and LYLE R. WEISMAN knowingly and

9 willfully caused the Treasurer for The Committee to Elect Ed

10 Vallen to U.S. Senate to mate false and fictitious statements and

11 representations to the Federal Election Commission concerning

12 matters within the jurisdiction of the Federal Election

13 Commissiont to wit, that an illegal contribution of approximately

14 $120,000 which defendant MICRAIEL 1. GOLAND made and caused to be

1 mde to The Committee to Elect 3d Vallen to U.S. Senate, in

1 violation of the contribution limitations imposed by the Federal

17 Eloction Campaign Act and Specifically Title 2, United States

18 Code, I 441A(j)l)A), had been made in part in lawful amounts by

19 the following Individuals: David Hultquist, Jerry Hanrahan.

30 Samir Nobassaly, Clifton A. Sherwood, Naury . White, Richard H.

21 Norowita, Zvi Sperling, Renee Lang Burg, Jacob Sprlin, David S.

SVeVisman, Shifra Weisman, Robert Ives, Michael Jay merger, George

23Roman Kor:, Marcel . Valdes, James R. White, Ruth Sanches,

34 Joseph V. Nash, Alan J. Setlin, Michael Daniel, Leslie A.

25 Lindenblatt, Mary S. Siebuhr, A. Bruce Adams, ahman Shatz,

36 Robert B. Frank, Mark Cohen# Judy S. Altman and Michael 5.

27 Altman, in violation of Sections 1001 and 2(b) of Title 11,

U United States Code. A 4*o
, - 12 -
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2 -map ( .. c. I 1001i 2(b))

$ 27. The Stand jury reallos and incorporates by reference

4 hetein the allegations made in paragraphs I through 24 of this

I ?ndictment, and further alleges as follows:

* 26. On or about November 10, 1986, in Los Angeles County,

7 within the Central District of California, defendants MCNAL R.

* GOLAND, SARDOR 1. IAALOW and LYLE Is W3IESAN, knowingly and

w illfully caused the Treasurer for The Committee To Blet Ed

10 v~~e2n to U.S. Senate to make fatse, fictitious and fraudulent

11 statements and representations to the Federal slection

12 Commission: to wit, that an illegal contribution of $120,000

15 which defendant HICHACL R. GOLAND made and caused to be made to

14 The Committee To Elect Ed Valle" to U.S. Senate in violation of

-- the contribution limitations imposed by the Federal Election

16 Campaign Act, specifically by Title 2, United States Code,

17 9 441a(a)(1)(A), had boon made in part in lawful amounts by the

15 following Individuaals: Kelly W. Bixby, Calvin T. Crove, Todd

Silver, Joey Pento, Daniel Wash, Patti C. Bridges, David Solon,

3 0 Har h. Hisioroeck, James 3. Dedrick, Helene Norris Simma,

21 sloania Raintre and Milton arachoff, in violation of Sections

n 1001 and 2(b) of Title 18# United States Code*

24

26

27 
14
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COUNT OUR

(is 9..C. I 441a(a)(1)(A)i 437g(d))

29. The Grand Jury realeges and Incorporetee by reference

herein the allegatIons made in paragraphs 1 throwgh 24 of this

indictment, and further alleges as follows:

30. in or about October, 196, in Lo Angeles County# within

the Central District of California, defendant MICEABL a. GOLAND

knoWingly and willfully violated the Federal Election Campaign

Act by making a contribution in the approximate amount of

*120,000 to The Committee To Blect 9d Vallen to U.S. Senate, in

violation of Sections 44lata)(1)(A) and 437g(d) of ?itle 2#

United states Code.

- 15S-
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2 (2 U.C.C. 11 441f; 437g(d), iS U.S.. S 2())
1 31. The Grand Jury reallees and incorporates by rater*e
4 herein the allegations made in paragraphs I through 24 of th66s
S indictment, aind further alleges as follos:

* 32. In or about October and November 1986, in Los Angeles
7 County, Within the Central District of California, detenda&t
S MICIAIL R. GOLAND knowingly and v fully violated the radara:

9lectIon Campaign Act by making a contribut'on in the approx;..ae
10 amount of $120,000 to The Committee To Elect Ed Vallan to U.S.
It Senate in the tames of other persons# to wit: A. Bruce Adt-ft,
12 Michael a. and Judy Altman, Michael Dergec, Kelly Bixby, .atte.
Is Bridge, Jules and Renee 2urg, Mark Cohen, Calvin and Emnes-.
14 Crowe, Mike Daniel, Jane Dedrick, Dick .amiglietei, Bob ?:1,

IS Jerry Eansrahan, Susan Herbt, 2ick and Boverly torowits, "v.-!

1 Eultquiae, Maurice Nyman, Paula Mywan. Bob and Ann Ives. . :
17 Sandy Katz, Tom Kindle, Geocge Korz, Herb and Mo1lie Kraiuse,
s Roab*t Krause, Steven Lee, Leslie L.idenblaet, Marc Miss::e:.

it Sair Kobassaly, Monte Maorov, Daniel Nash, "oe Wash, Joe
30 Noviga, Jeff Pandis, Joey Penta, Sloania RamireS, Peter Rotff
1 Ruth Sanchez, Alan Setlin, Tova and Nachiman Shat., Clif:on

2 Sherwood, Mary Slebuhro, Todd Silver, Helene Simma, Warre' S:--i.
23 Jacob and Shelly Sperlin;, :vi and Miki Spering, Marc*! .::'j
U4 Mark Victor, David Weisman, Shifra Weisman, "ares White, !a-

W whiter Gary WL1ie, milt Zarac off and ,avid Selon, i ::..
26of Sections 441.0 anid 4379(d) of Title 2, '4'ted States C,19

28/ A OuArcb4 1/4)
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33. At the bove tioe Ofid Plue defondents SAuuam t.

u~Wvand LYI. 1. WvXIUzs and ICHIcktL a. ALTIi aided, abetete,

eounselede Induced and procured the coumiusion of the offense

allee above.
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I. GmRATIOn OF MATTER

On October 12, 1988, the Commission voted 6-0 to open a RUn

based upon newspaper articles regarding allegations that Michael

Goland funneled over $100,000 to Edward Vallen's Senate campaign,

and upon in-house documents which supported the allegations.

Vallen was the American Independent Party candidate in the 1986

Senate race in California.

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Factual Background

The September 13, 1988 edition of the Washington Post

carried a news account stating that the FBI was investigating

Michael Goland for allegedly funneling money through other

individuals to the Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to Senate ('the

Committee"). The article states that Goland's support of the

Vallen campaign was essentially an effort to attract conservative

voters away from Ed Zschau in a tight race between Representative

Ed Zschau and incumbent Senator Alan Cranston. The article

quotes another newspaper account which states that Goland made

over $100,000 of such contributions to the Committee within two

weeks of the general election. This article, along with two

earlier articles in the Wall Street Journal (June 24, 1987) and

Campaigns and Elections (September/October 1987), indicates that

the contributions were paid to Mark Barnes, a political

consultant and a principal in Political Advertising a
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Consulting,1 to produce and buy time for a television ad for

Vallen. Vallen told reporters that Barnes called him in October

1986 offering $120,000 in television production services from

"conservative Republicans who don't want Zschau." These articles

state that Barnes also contacted the Libertarian Party with a

similar offer but that party turned him down once he revealed

that he was really working for Goland.

The Justice Department recently forwarded a copy of the

December 1988 indictment against Michael R. Goland, Lyle R.

Weisman, Sandor E. Habalow and Michael Altman. 2  (Attachment

-% 1). The indictment alleges that Michael Goland knowingly and

willfully violated 2 U.S.C. 55 441a(a)(1)(A) and 441f by making

an excessive $120,000 contribution to the Committee through the

use of 65 named conduits.3  In addition, the indictment charges

tt that Goland and two other individuals - Habalow and Weisman -

knowingly and willfully caused the treasurer of the Vallen

Committee to make false statements to the Commission in

C

1. The 1988-89 National Edition of the Political Resource
Directory lists mark Barnes as the principal of Political
Advertising & Consulting, a Los Angeles political consulting
firm.

2. The indictment describes Lyle Weisman as a business
associate of Goland and a former employee of Balboa Construc-
tion. Sandor Habalow is described as a business associate of
Goland and an employee of Wilshire Savings and Loan Association
and Michael Altman is also described as an associate of Goland.

3. Although Count 5 of the indictment lists 65 individual
conduits, the indictment also contains a statement that Goland,
Weisman and Habalow and their agents contacted about 56 conduits
between October 31 and December 20, 1986. This discrepancy may
be due to fact that 10 of the 65 individuals listed in Count 5
were married couples and may have been counted as one conduit.
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violation of 18 U.S.C. 5 1001 when the Committee treasurer

reported that the Goland contributions represented lawful

contributions from the conduits. These same three defendants

are also charged with unlawful conspiracy in connection with

the conduit scheme. The grand jury also indicted Michael

Altman, as well as Habalow and Weisman for aiding and abetting

the commission of the offenses alleged above. 4

Specifically, the indictment alleges that the conduit

scheme came about in the following manner. In June 1986,

Goland, as president and controlling shareholder of Balboa

Construction Company, Inc. ("Balboa Construction"), hired

Colleen Morrow to work for Balboa Construction and to run a

$250,000 campaign against Ed Zschau. Morrow made two trips

from Washington D.C. to Los Angeles for this purpose in

September 1986, and in October Goland and Morrow decided to

rpromote the candidacy of American Independent Party candidate,

Ed Vallen, to divert votes from Ed Zschau. Goland directed
C Morrow to arrange for the production and airing of a television

commercial promoting Vallen as the real conservative in the

race and attacking Ed Zschau. Morrow informed Goland that

$120,000 was needed to pay Greenstripe Media, the company

producing and airing the commercials.

4. In January 1989, Altman pled guilty to a misdemeanor count
of assisting Goland in making illegal campaign contributions in
connection with the 1986 Senate race. According to newspaper
articles, Altman has agreed to testify against Goland and the
two other men charged in the case. See Attachment 2(1).
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In July 1986, Goland provided Michael Altman with a

$100,000 check drawn on the account of Bateman, Eichler, Hill,

Richards & Co. with instructions that Altman deposit the check

and hold the funds for disbursement at Goland's direction in

the future. 5 On October 27, 1986, Goland directed Altman to

write a $90,000 check to Greenstripe Media with these funds.

Goland also caused a $30,00 check from Balboa Construction to

be issued to Greenstripe Media. On or about the following day,

Morrow told Goland that it would be illegal for a single

contributor to make a $120,000 contribution to the Vallen

campaign. Goland addressed her concern by stating that he was

seeking individual contributors to refund the money he had

advanced to pay for the ads. Goland, Habalow and Weisman then

contacted approximately 56 conduits to make the payments in

return for promises of reimbursement. The conduits wrote

checks to Greenstripe and were then reimbursed by Goland.

Colleen Morrow assisted Goland in funneling funds from him to

Habalow, Weisman and individual contributors in return for

their checks to Greenstripe. After receiving individual

checks, Greenstripe Media sent two checks totaling $120,000 to

Michael Altman which he remitted to Goland's company, Balboa

Construction.

5. There was no indication in the indictment that Bateman,
Eichler, Hill, Richards & Co. were connected in any way with
Goland's reimbursement scheme. Accordingly, this Office does not
make any recommendations at this time regarding Bateman, Eichler,
Hill & Co. This Office has, however, included a question about
the purpose and the identity of the payee of this check in the
proposed questions to Michael Goland. See Attachment 4(5).
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There is no mention in the indictment of Mark Barnes, the

individual named in the newspapers as the political consultant

who produced and aired the Vallen television ad.

A review of the Committee's 48-Hour Contribution Notices

indicates that forty of the individuals named in the indictment

made a total of $98,000 in "in-kind" contributions to the

Committee between October 31 and November 4, 1986.6 These

individuals are:

David Hultquist, Jerry Hanrahan, Samir Nobassaly,
Clifton Sherwood, Maury White, Richard Horowitz, Zvi
Sperling, Renee Lang Burg, Jacob Sperling, David
Weisman, Shifra Weisman, Robert Ives, Michael Berger,

0% George Korz, Marcel Valdes, James White, Ruth Sanchez,
Joseph Nash, Alan Setlin, Michael Daniel, Leslie

C Lindenblatt, Mary Siebuhr, A. Bruce Adams, Nachman
Shatz, Robert Frank, Mark Cohen, Judy and Michael
Altman, Kelly Bixby, Calvin Crowe, Todd Silver, Joey
Pento, Daniel Nash, Patti Bridges, David Zelon, Marc
Massioreck, Jana* Dedrick, Helene Sims, Sloania

-- Ramirez and Milton Zarachoff.

C, 6. Of the individuals listed by the Committee as contributors,
one individual was specifically mentioned in the newspaper
articles as an individual who may have been reimbursed for his

O. contribution. Edward Zelon told reporters that *an acquaintance"
had asked him and a business associate to sake out checks to the
firm buying television ads for Vallen. He stated that he made a
$2,000 contribution and was reimbursed by this person, whom he
refused to name. He did, however, tell reporters that Goland
did not reimburse him.

Some of the other individuals listed by the Committee as
contributors within two weeks of the election were identified by
newspaper articles as connected to Goland in various ways. Judy
and Michael Altman, who contributed $4,000 to the Committee on
November 1, 1986, lived in a house owned by Goland. Mr. Altman
is also a personal friend of Goland and is the treasurer of
Young Americans Political Action Committee, of which Goland is
assistant treasurer. The Los Angeles Times claims that two of
the other donors worked for--companies controlled by Goland.
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According to the indictment these contributions were reimbursed

in amounts of $1,500 to $4,000. As the Committee did not file

a Post-General Election Report or any subsequent reports, this

Office is unable to determine from the reports the extent of

any further contributions received by the Committee in

connection with this election. 7 However, the indictment lists

25 individuals in addition to those named above who permitted

their names to be used as conduits for Goland and who were

reimbursed. They are:

Jules Burg, Ernestine Crowe, Dick Famiglietti, Susan
Herbst, Beverly Horowitz, Maurice Hyman, Paula Hyman,
Ann Ives, Mike and Sandy Katz, Tom Kindle, Herb and
Mollie Krause, Robert Krause, Steven Lee, Monte Morrow,
Joe Noriega, Jeff Pandin, Peter Roff, Tova Shatz,
Warren Simms, Shelly Sperling, Niki Sperling, Mark
Victor and Gary willet.

a. Legal Analysis

1. Relevant Provisions of the Act

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

("the Act") places a $1,000 limit on the aggregate

contributions which an individual may make to a candidate and

his authorized political committees with respect to any

election for Federal office, 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A), and

places a $25,000 limit on the aggregate contributions that an

individual may make in a calendar year. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(3).

The Act also prohibits committees from knowingly accepting

contributions in excess of these limitations. 2 U.S.C.

7. We note that although the Committee has not filed a 1986
Post-General Election Report or any subsequent reports, the
Committee has not crossed any of the RAD referral thresholds.
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Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, individuals are prohibited

from making contributions in the name of another person or

knowingly permitting their names to be used to effect such

contributions. This section also prohibits the knowing

acceptance by committees of contributions sade by one person in

the name of another person. The Commission has further

interpreted this provision to cover situations where an

individual who neither made a contribution in his own name nor

permitted his name to be used to effect a contribution in the

name of another actively assists in the making of such

contributions. See MURs 1611, 2555, 2575.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441b, corporations are prohibited

from making contributions and expenditures in connection with

federal elections. This provision further prohibits corporate

officers from consenting to such contributions and political

committees from knowingly receiving such contributions.

The Act also imposes reporting requirements on all

political committees. See 2 U.S.C. 5 434. Each report

submitted to the Commission must include an itemization of each

contribution over $200 received during that reporting period.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 434(a)(2)(A)(ii), principal campaign

committees of candidates for the Senate are required to file a

Post-General Election Report no later than the 30th day after

the general election.

2. Analysis

Because the allegations set forth in the newspaper

articles, and supported by reports filed with the Commission
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and by the indictment, indicate that Michael Goland made over

one hundred thousand dollars in contributions in the names of

others, the Office of the General Counsel recommends that the

Commission find reason to believe that Michael Goland knowingly

and willfully violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f. The Office of the

General Counsel further recommends that the Commission find

reason to believe that Goland violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A)

by knowingly and willfully making excessive contributions to

the Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to Senate and reason to

believe that Goland knowingly and willfully violated 2 U.S.C.

5 441a(a)(3) by making aggregate contributions in excess of

$25,000 in 1986.

Information in the indictment indicates that Goland, in

his capacity as president of Balboa Construction, Inc., caused

the corporation to employ an individual for the specific

purpose of running a campaign to defeat Ed Zschau and caused

the company to issue a $30,000 check to pay a portion of the

costs of the Vallen ad. Accordingly, this Office recomends

that the Commission find reason to believe that Michael Goland

knowingly and willfully violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b by consenting

to the use of corporate funds in connection with a federal

election. This Office further recommends that the Commission

find reason to believe that Balboa Construction, Inc. violated

2 U.S.C. 5 441b by using corporate funds for this purpose.
8

8. As there is no indication that the Committee to elect
Ed Vallen to Senate knew that these funds came from a corporate
source, this Office does not make any Section 441b recomenda-
tions against the Committee at this time.
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The indictment further indicates that Sandor Habalow and

Lyle Weisman solicited individuals for contributions to be

reimbursed and arranged for their reimbursement by Goland in

knowing contravention of the Act, and that Colleen Morrow

actively assisted Goland in funneling reimbursement payments to

the individual contributors. Therefore, this Office recommends

that the Commission find reason to believe that Sandor Habalow,

Lyle Weisman and Colleen Morrow violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by

actively assisting Michael Goland to make contributions in the

names of others.

The Office of the General Counsel further recommends that

the Commission find reason to believe that all forty of the

0D"in-kind" contributors listed in the Committee's 48-Hour

tContribution Notices and in the indictment, and the additional

25 individuals listed only in the indictment, violated 2 U.S.C.
LI)

S 441f, and send orders to submit written answers to determine

whether they were, in fact, reimbursed for their contributions

by Goland or other individuals.9 This Office does not

presently know the addresses of Dick Famiglietti, Susan Herbst,

Maurice Hyman, Paula Hyman, Mike and Sandy Katz, Tom Kindle,

Herb and Mollie Krause, Robert Krause, Steven Lee, Monte

9. The Committee's 48-Hour Contribution Notices indicate that
nine of these individuals made contributions to the Committee
which were more than twice the Act's contribution limits. They
are David Hultquist ($4,000), Jerry Hanrahan ($4,000), Samir
Mobassaly ($4,000), Clifton Sherwood ($4,000), Richard Horowitz
($3,000), Zvi Sperling ($4,000), Renee Lang Burg ($4,000),
Jacob Sperling ($4,000) and Nachman Shatz ($4,000). Because
they were made with funds other than the individual's own, no
violation of 5 441a(a)(1)(A) result.
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Morrow, Colleen Morrow, Joe Noriega, Jeff Pandin, Peter Roff,

Warren Siams, Shelly Sperling, Mark Victor, Gary Willet, Sandor

Habalow, Robert and Ann Ives or Patti Bridges.1 0 Therefore,

this Office has included questions to Michael Goland, Lyle

Weisman, Michael Altman and Greenstripe Media in order to

obtain the addresses of these individuals.
1 1

The Committee's reports list Michael Altman as one of the

in-kind contributors to the Vallen campaign and the indictment

alleges that Altman aided and abetted Goland, Weisman and

Habalow in the reimbursement scheme. Therefore, this Office

reconuends that the Commission find reason to believe that

Michael Altman knowingly and willfully violated 2 U.S.C. I 441f

both by permitting his name to be used to effect a contribution

in the names of others and by assisting Goland and others to

make contributions in the names of others.

Whether or not the Comittee knew that the above

contributions were being reimbursed by Goland, it clearly knew

c that it was accepting excessive contributions as it reported

many "in-kind" contributions of over $1,000. Therefore, the

Office of the General Counsel recommends that the Comission

10. The indictment indicates that Renee Burg "contribution" was
assertedly shared with Julia Burg, Richard Horowitz's with
Beverly Horowitz, Jacob Sperling's with Shelly Sperling, and Zvi
Sperling's with Miki Sperling. If these individuals were in fact
reimbursed by Michael Goland, the contributions would be
considered his, not theirs. Therefore, no recommendation
regarding possible excessive contributions by such individuals is
being made at this time.

11. This Office will send notification to the individuals
against whom the Commission makes reason to believe findings
as soon as we obtain their addresses.
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find reason to believe that the Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to

Senate and Audrey Barbour, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f) by knowingly receiving excessive contributions.

The Committee's reports also indicate that it received

less than $104,000 in total contributions ($5,640 reported in

Pre-General Report and $98,000 as in "in-kind" contributions

within two weeks of the election). However, the newspapers

report, and the indictment indicates, that Vallen received

television production services worth $120,000. Therefore, it

appears that the Committee may have failed to report the full

value of the television ad. On this basis this Office also

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that the

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. 5 434(b). And, because the

Committee failed to file the 1986 Post-General Election Report,

this Office further recommends that the Commission find reason

to believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C.

S 434(a)(2)(A)(ii).

It appears that Mark Barnes, the political consultant

named by the newspaper articles as the individual who produced

the Vallen ad, possesses much information relevant to the

proposed investigation. Accordingly, the Office of the General

Counsel recommends that the Commission approve the attached

order to submit written answers and subpoena to produce

documents to Mark Barnes as a non-respondent witness.

Similarly, as it appears that Greenstripe Media possesses

information relevant to this matter, this Office also
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recommends that the Commission approve the attached subpoena

and order to Greenstripe Media as a non-respondent witness.

III. DISCOVURY

This Office is recommending that the Commission approve

numerous subpoenas for documents and orders for answers to

interrogatories. Three of the respondents, Michael Goland,

Lyle Weisman and Sandor Habalow, were defendants in a trial

which commenced on May 17, 1989, in U.S. District Court in Los

Angeles on the charges contained in the indictment discussed

above. A mistrial was declared on July 10, 1989, but the

Department of Justice has announced that it will retry the

defendants. Because of these criminal charges, Michael Goland

has invoked his Fifth Amendment rights against

self-incrimination in response to discovery requests in

uUR 2570 and can be expected to do so again in the present

matter. Mr. Weisman and Mr. Habalow will probably follow suit.

This Office recommends, however, that the Commission go forward

with the proposed discovery at this time. Should respondents

refuse to comply with the subpoenas, this Office will consider

all circumstances of the matter when making appropriate

recommendations as to how to proceed.

IV. RECOUNKNDATIONS

1. Find reason to believe that Michael Goland knowingly
and willfully violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441a(a)(1)(A), 441b,
441a(a)(3) and 441f.

2. Find reason to believe that David Hultquist, Jerry
Hanrahan, Samir Mobassaly, Clifton Sherwood, Maury White, Richard
Horowitz, Zvi Sperling, Renee Lang Burg, Jacob Sperling, David
Weisman, Shifra Weisman, Robert Ives, Michael Berger, George
Korz, Marcel Valdes, James White, Ruth Sanchez, Joseph Mash, Alan
Setlin, Michael Daniel, Leslie Lindenblatt, Mary Siebuhr, A.
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Bruce Adams, Nachman Shatz, Robert Frank, Mark Cohen, Judy and
Michael Altman, Kelly Bixby, Calvin Crowe, Todd Silver, Joey
Pento, Daniel Nash, Patti Bridges, David Zelon, Marc Massioreck,
Janae Dedrick, Helene Sims, Sloania Ramirez, Milton Zarachoff,
Jules Burg, Ernestine Crowe, Dick Famiglietti, Susan Herbst,
Beverly Horowitz, Maurice Hyman, Paula Hyman, Ann rves, Mike
Katz, Sandy Katz, Tom Kindle, Herb Krause, Mollie Krause, Robert
Krause, Steven Lee, Monte Morrow, Joe Noriega, Jeff Pandin, Peter
Roff, Tova Shatz, Warren Simms, Shelly Sperling, Miki Sperling,
Mark Victor and Gary Willet violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

3. Find reason to believe that Balboa Construction, Inc.
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b.

4. Find reason to believe that Lyle R. Weisman violated
2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

5. Find reason to believe that Sandor E. Habalow violated
2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

6. Find reason to believe that Colleen Morrow violated
2 U.S.C. s 441f.

7. Find reason to believe that the Committee to Elect Ed
cVallen to Senate and Audrey Barbour, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. 55 441a(f), 434(a)(2)(A)(ii) and 434(b).

8. Approve the attached order to submit written answers and
subpoena to produce documents to Mark Barnes as a non-respondent

twitness.

9. Approve the attached order to submit written answers and
subpoena to produce documents to Greenstripe Media as a non-
respondent witness.

C
10. Approve the attached orders to submit written answers

tand subpoenas to produce documents to Michael Goland, Lyle
Weisman, Sandor Habalow, Colleen Morrow, the Committee to alect
3d Vallen to Senate and Audrey Barbour, as treasurer, and to the
individuals listed in recommendation 2.

11. Approve the attached letters and Factual and Legal
Analyses.

Dateneral Counsel

Attachments:
1. December 1988 Indictment of Michael Goland, Lyle Weisman,

Michael Altman and Sandor Habalow
2. Recent Newspaper Articles
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3. Propsed Letters and Factual and Legal
Analyses (73)

4. Orders and Subpoenas



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Michael Goland

Balboa Construction, Inc.

Lyle R. Weisman

Sandor E. Habalow

Colleen Morrow

Michael Altman

Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to Senate and
Audrey M. Barbour, as treasurer

Edward Zelon

David Hultquist

Jerry Hanrahan

Samir Mobassaly

Clifton Sherwood

Richard Horowitz

Zvi Sperling

Renee Lang Burg

Jacob Sperling

Nachman Shatz, CJL

MUR 2727

(Continued)



Federal Election Commission Page 2
Certification for MUR 2727
August 3, 1989

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on August 3,

1989, the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take

the following actions in MUR 2727:

1. Find reason to believe that Michael Goland
knowingly and willfully violated 2 U.S.C. SS
441a (a) (1) (A), 441b, 441a(a) (3) and 441f.

2. Find reason to believe that David Hultquist,
O Jerry Hanrahan, Samir Mobassaly, Clifton Sherwood,
CN: Maury White, Richard Horowitz, Zvi Sperling,

Renee Lang Burg, Jacob Sperling, David Weisman,
Cn Shifra Weisman, Robert Ives. Michael Berger, George

Korz, Marcel Valdes, James White, Ruth Sanchez,
7Joseph Nash, Alan Setlin, Michael Daniel,

Leslie Lindenblatt, Mary Siebuhr, A. Bruce Adams,
- Nachman Shatz. Robert Frank, Mark Cohen, Judy
nand Michael Altman, Kelly Bixby, Calvin Crowe*

Todd Silver, Joey Pento, Daniel Nash, Patti
t4' Bridges, David Zelon, Marc Massioreck, Janae

Dedrick, Helene Simms, Sloania Ramirez, Milton
Zarachoff, Jules Burg, Ernestine Crowe, Dick
Famiglietti, Susan Herbst, Beverly Horowitz,

C Maurice Hyman, Paula Hyman, Ann Ives, Mike
Katz, Sandy Katz, Tom Kindle, Herb Krause,
Mollie Krause, Robert Krause, Steven Lee,

0Monte Morrow, Joe Noriega, Jeff Pandin, Peter
Roff, Tova Shatz, Warren Simms, Shelly
Sperling, Miki Sperling, Mark Victor and
Gary Willet violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

3. Find reason to believe that Balboa Construction,
Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b.

4. Find reason to believe that Lyle R. Weisman
violated 2 U.S.C. S441f.

(Continued)
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5. Find reason to believe that Sandor E. Habalow
violated 2 U.S.C. S441f.

6. Find reason to believe that Colleen Morrow
violated 2 U.S.C. S441f.

7. Find reason to believe that the Committee to
Elect Ed Vallen to Senate and Audrey Barbour,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS441a(f),
434(a) (2) (A) (ii) and 434(b).

8. Approve the order to submit written answers and
subpoena to produce documents to Mark Barnes as
a non-respondent witness, as recommended in the
First General Counsel's Report signed July 31,
1989.

cC 9. Approve the order to submit written answers and
subpoena to produce documents to Greenstripe Media
as a non-respondent witness, as recommended in the

._ First General Counsel's Report signed July 31,
1989.

10. Approve the orders to submit written answers and
subpoenas to produce documents to Michael Goland,
Lyle Weisman, Sandor Habalow, Colleen Morrow, the
Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to Senate and Audrey
Barbour, as treasurer, and to the individuals
listed in recommendation 2, as recommended in the
First General Counsel's Report signed July 31, 1989.

(Continued)
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11. Approve the letters and Factual and
as recommended in the First General
signed July 31, 1989.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak,

Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision;

Commissioner McDonald did not vote.

Attest:

Legal Analyses,
Counsel's Report

McGarry and

Date

Secretary of the Commission

C7 Received in the Office of Commission Secretary: 8-1-89 9:35Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: 8-1-89 4:00h e Deadline for vote: 8-3-89 4:00

cmj

9
Page 4



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
'NA'.HIV"ITON DC 2fl4bf

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Michael Goland
5311 Topanga Cyn. Blvd.
woodland Hills, CA 91364

RE: MUR 2727
Michael Goland

Dear Mr. Goland:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you knowingly and willfully
violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441a(a)(1)(A), 441b, 441a(a)(3) and 441f,
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address, and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a
violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



(WI / FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Michael Goland
5311 Topanga Cyn. Blvd.
woodland Hills, CA 91364

RE: MUR 2727
Michael Goland

Dear Mr. Goland:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you knowingly and willfully
violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A), 441b, 441a(a)(3) and 441f,
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address, and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a
violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation.
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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 Of-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be
entertained after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to
the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days

Nr prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description of
the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

C incerely,.

Danny McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )

MUR 2727

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Michael Goland
5311 Topanga Cyn. Blvd.
Woodland Hills, CA 91364

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

CN furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

- -- the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on thetn)
attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

r forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

MUR 2727 has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this

49toe4 day of £ J-t, 1989.

anny . :Donald, Chairman
Federar Election Commission

ATTEST:

•ajo~ W. Emons

Secr*tary to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (8 pages)
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INSTRUCTIONS

In answering these interrogatories and request for
production of documents, furnish all documents and other
information, however obtained, including hearsay, that is in
possession of, known by or otherwise available to you, including
documents and information appearing in your records.

Each answer is to be given separately and independently, and
unless specifically stated in the particular discovery request,
no answer shall be given solely by reference either to another
answer or to an exhibit attached to your response.

The response to each interrogatory propounded herein shall
set forth separately the identification of each person capable of
furnishing testimony concerning the response given, denoting

"N separately those individuals who provided informational,documentary or other input, and those who assisted in drafting
-~ the interrogatory response.

If you cannot answer the following interrogatories in full
after exercising due diligence to secure the full information to
do so, answer to the extent possible and indicate your inability

Ul) to answer the remainder, stating whatever information or
knowledge you have concerning the unanswered portion and

V'11 detailing what you did in attempting to secure the unknown
information.

Should you claim a privilege with respect to any documents,
C communications, or other items about which information is

requested by any of the following interrogatories and requests
for production of documents, describe such items in sufficient
detail to provide justification for the claim. Each claim of
privilege must specify in detail all the grounds on which it
rests.

Unless otherwise indicated, the discovery request shall
refer to the time period from January 1, 1985 to the present.

The following interrogatories and requests for production of
documents are continuing in nature so as to require you to file
supplementary responses or amendments during the course of this
investigation if you obtain further or different information
prior to or during the pendency of this matter. include in any
supplemental answers the date upon which and the manner in which
such further or different information came to your attention.
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DEFINITIONS

For the purpose of these discovery requests, including the
instructions thereto, the terms listed below are defined as
follows:

"You" shall mean the named respondent in this action to whom
these discovery requests are addressed.

"Persons" shall be deemed to include both singular and
plural, and shall mean any natural person, partnership,
committee, association, corporation, or any other type of
organization or entity.

CO "Document" shall mean the original and all non-identical
copies, including drafts, of all papers and records of every type

C11.1iin your possession, custody, or control, or known by you to
exist. The term document includes, but is not limited to books,

Cc' letters, contracts, notes, diaries, log sheets, records of
telephone communications, transcripts, vouchers, accounting
statements, ledgers, checks, money orders or other commercial
paper, telegrams, telexes, pamphlets, circulars, leaflets,
reports, memoranda, correspondence, surveys, tabulations, audio

U") and video recordings, drawings, photographs, graphs, charts,
diagrams, lists, computer print-outs, and all other writings and
other data compilations from which information can be obtained.

"Identify" with respect to a document shall mean state the
nature or type of document (e.g., letter, memorandum), the date,

C if any, appearing thereon, the date on which the document was
t~o prepared, the title of the document, the general subject matter

of the document, the location of the document, the number of
n. pages comprising the document.

"Identify" with respect to a person shall mean state the
full name, the most recent business and residence addresses and
the telephone numbers, the present occupation or position of such
person, the nature of the connection or association that person
has to any party in this proceeding. If the person to be
identified is not a natural person, provide the legal and trade
names, the address and telephone number, and the full names of
both the chief executive officer and the agent designated to
receive service of process for such person.

"And" as well as "or" shall be construed disjunctively or
conjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of these
interrogatories and requests for the production of documents any
documents and materials which may otherwise be construed to be
out of their scope.
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INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR DOCUMENS

1. State whether you wrote one or more checks on a personal
account or caused a check to be issued from Balboa Construction
Company to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or Political
Advertising and Consulting in 1986 to pay for a television
advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. If so, please provide a copy
of both sides of each such check and copies of all documents
pertaining to the authorization of each corporate check.

2. Explain the circumstances under which you wrote or issued the
check(s) identified in response to Question 1.

3. State the maker and the payee of the $100,000 check which you
provided to Michael Altman on or about July 9, 1986, and the
purpose of the check, e.g., whether it was received in payment
for work done by Balboa Construction and/or work done by
yourself. Provide a copy of the $100,000 check and all invoices
which were sent out from or by Balboa Construction in connection
with any debt(s) which were paid or partially paid with this
check.

U-)4. Provide a copy of the employment contract between Balboa
Construction and Colleen Morrow, all documents pertaining to her
duties and responsibilities at Balboa Construction and all
documents pertaining to her responsibility to conduct a campaign
against the efforts of Ed Zschau to win election to the United

C States Senate from California.

5. Provide copies of all invoices paid by Balboa Construction in
connection with Colleen Morrow's trips to California in 1986 and
copies of all checks issued to pay for or reimburse Morrow for
these expenses.

6. State the total funds spent by yourself and the total funds
spent by Balboa Construction in 1985 through 1987 to prevent Ed
Zschau from being elected to the United State Senate from
California.

7. State whether you solicited any person(s) to make payments to
Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or Political Advertising and
Consulting in 1986 for the production and airing of a television
commercial featuring Ed Vallen. Please identify these people,
state whether you promised them reimbursement for their payments
and whether you reimbursed them, and explain the way in which you
provided such reimbursement to them.
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8. State whether you solicited any person(s) in 1986 to help you
find people to make the payments for the production and airing of
a television commercial featuring Ed Vallen. Please identify
these individuals; state whether they solicited any persons to
make such payments, whether you provided them with funds to
reimburse others for their payments, whether these funds were
provided with Balboa Construction funds; and explain how the
reimbursements were executed.

9. Explain the roles of Michael Altman, Sandor Habalow, Lyle
Weisman and Colleen Morrow with respect to the solicitation and
reimbursement of people who made payments for the production and
airing of a television commercial featuring Ed Vallen in 1986.

10. Provide the addresses of the following individuals:
a) Dick Famiglietti,

rb) Susan Herbst,
c) Maurice Hyman,
d) Paula Hyman,
e) Mike and Sandy Katz,
f) Tom Kindle,
g) Herb and Mollie Krause,
h) Robert Krause,

X i) Steven Lee,
j) Monte Morrow,
k) Colleen Morrow,
1) Joe Noriega,

C a) Jeff Pandin,
n) Peter- Roff,
o) Warren Simms,
p) Shelly Sperling,
q) Mark Victor,
r) Gary Willet,
s) Sandor Habalow,
t) Robert and Ann Ives, and
u) Patti Bridges.

11). State your relationship to the following individuals in 1986
(e.g. employer, employee, business associate, relative, co-member
of an association or political committee, etc.).

a) A. Bruce Adams,
b) Michael and Judy Altman,
c) Michael Berger,
d) Kelly Bixby,
e) Patti C. Bridges,
f) Jules and Renee Burg,
g) Mark Cohen,
h) Calvin and Ernestine Crowe,
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11) State your relationship to the following individuals in 1986
(continued).

i) Mike Daniel,
j) Jane Dedrick,
k) Dick Famiglietti,
1) Bob Frank,
m) Jerry Hanrahan,
n) Susan Herbst,
o) Dick and Beverly Horowitz,
p) David Hultquist,
q) Maurice Hyman,
r) Paula Hyman,
s) Bob and Ann Ives,
t) Mike and Sandy Katz,
u) Tom Kindle,
v) George Korz,

CO w) Herb and Mollie Krause,
x) Robert Krause,
y) Steven Lee,
z) Leslie Lindenblatt,

- aa) Mark Massioreck,
bb) Samir Mobassaly,
cc) Monte Morrow,
dd) Daniel Nash,
ee) Joe Nash,
ff) Joe Noriega,
gg) Jeff Pandin,

C hh) Joey Pento,
ii) Slosnia Ramirez,
jj) Peter Roff,

e, kk) Ruth Snachez,
11) Alan Setlin,
m) Tova and Nachman Shatz,
nn) Clifton Sherwood,
oo) Mary Siebuhr,
pp) Todd Silver,
qq) Helene Simms,
rr) Warren Simms,
ss) Jacob and Shelly Sperling,
tt) Zvi and Miki Sperling,
uu) Marcel Valles,
vv) Mark Victor,
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11) State your relationship with the following individuals in
1986 (continued).

ww) David Weisman,
xx) Shifra Weisman,
yy) James White,
zz) Maury White,
aaa) Gary Willett,
bbb) Milt Zarachoff,
ccc) Lyle Weisman,
ddd) Sandor Habalow, and
eee) David Zelon.

So.

C
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FEDERAL ZLDCIOWCOUIISSIO

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Michael Goland MUR: 2727

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), places a $1,000 limit on the aggregate contributions which

an individual may make to a candidate and his authorized

political committee with respect to any election for Federal

office, 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (1)(A), and places a $25,000 limit on

the aggregate contributions that an individual may make in a

calendar year. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(3). Furthermore, pursuant to

2 U.S.C. 3 441f, individuals are prohibited from making

contributions in the name of another person or knowingly

permitting their names to be used to effect such contributions.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441b, corporations are prohibited

from making contributions and expenditures in connection with

federal elections. This provision further prohibits corporate

officers from consenting to such contributions and political

committees from knowingly receiving such contributions.
Information obtained by the Committee in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December 1988.

The September 13, 1988 edition of the Washington Post

carried a news account stating that the FBI was investigating

Michael Goland for allegedly funneling money through other
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individuals to the Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to Senate (*the

Committee'). The article states that Goland's support of the

Vallen campaign was essentially an effort to attract conservative

voters away from Ed Zschau in a tight race between Representative

Ed Zschau and incumbent Senator Alan Cranston. The article

quotes another newspaper account which states that Goland made

over $100,000 of such contributions to the Committee within two

weeks of the general election. This article, along with two

earlier articles in the Wall Street Journal (June 24, 1987) and

Campaigns and Elections (September/October 1987), indicates that

the contributions were paid to Mark Barnes, a political

consultant and a principal in Political Advertising and

Consulting, to produce and buy time for a television ad for

Vallen. Vallen told reporters that Barnes called him in October

1986 offering $120,000 in television production services from

"conservative Republicans who don't want Zschau." These articles

state that Barnes also contacted the Libertarian Party with a

similar offer but that party turned him down once he revealed

that he was really working for Goland.

The Justice Department recently forwarded a copy of the

December 1988 indictment against Michael R. Goland, Lyle R.

Weisman and Sandor E. Habalow to the Commission. The indictment

alleges that Michael Goland knowingly and willfully violated

2 U.S.C. SS 441a(a) (1) (A) and 441f by making an excessive

$120,000 contributions to the Committee through the use of 65
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named conduits. In addition, the indictment charges that Goland

and two other individuals - Habalow and Weisman - knowingly and

willfully caused the treasurer of the Vallen Committee to make

false statements to the Commission in violation of 18 U.S.C.

5 1001 when the Committee treasurer reported that the Goland

contributions represented lawful contributions from the conduits.

These same three defendants are also charged with unlawful

conspiracy in connection with the conduit scheme.

Specifically, the indictment alleges that the conduit scheme

came about in the following manner: In June 1986, Goland, as

president and controlling shareholder of Balboa Construction

Company, Inc. ("Balboa Construction"), hired Colleen Morrow to

work for Balboa Construction and to run a $250,000 campaign

against Ed Zschau. Morrow made two trips from Washington, D.C.

to Los Angeles for this purpose in September 1986, and in October

Goland and Morrow decided to promote the candidacy of American

C. Independent Party candidate Ed Vallen, to divert votes from Ed

n Zschau. Goland directed Morrow to arrange for the production and

CIN airing of a television commercial promoting Vallen as the real

conservative in the race and attacking Ed Zschau. Morrow

informed Goland that $120,000 was needed to pay Greenstripe

Media, the company producing and airing the commercials.

On or about July 9, 1986, Goland provided Michael Altman

with a $100,000 check drawn on the account of Bateman, Eichler,

Hill, Richards & Co. with instructions that Altman deposit the
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check and hold the funds for disbursement at Goland's direction

in the future. On October 27, 1986, Goland directed Michael

kltman to write a $90,000 check to Greenstripe Media with these

funds. Goland also caused a $30,000 check from Balboa

Construction to be issued to Greenstripe Media. On or about the

following day, Morrow told Goland that it would be illegal for a

single contributor to make a $120,000 contribution to the Vallen

campaign. Goland addressed her concern by stating that he was

seeking individual contributors to refund the money he had

advanced to pay for the ads. Goland, Habalow and Weisman then

contacted over 50 conduits to make the payments in return for

promises of reimbursement. The conduits wrote checks to

Greenstripe and were then reimbursed by Goland. Colleen Morrow

assisted Goland in funneling funds from him to Habalow, Weisman
if)

and individual contributors in return for their checks to

Greenstripe. After receiving individual checks, Greenstripe

C Media sent two checks totaling $120,000 to Michael Altman which

nhe remitted to Goland's company, Balboa Construction.

ri- As the allegations set forth in the newspaper articles and

the December 1988 indictment, and supported by reports filed with

the Commission, indicate that Michael Goland made one hundred and

twenty thousand dollars in contributions in the names of others,

there is reason to believe that Michael Goland knowingly and

willfully violated 2 U.S.C. I 441f. There is also reason to
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believe that Goland knowingly and willfully violated 2 U.S.c.

5 441a(a)(1)(A) by making excessive contributions to the

Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to Senate with knowledge of the

Act's limitations. Furthermore, there is reason to believe that

Goland knowingly and willfully violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a) (3) by

making aggregate contributions in excess of $25,000 in 1986.

Information in the indictment also indicates that Goland, in

his capacity as president of Balboa Construction, Inc., caused

the corporation to employ an individual for the specific purpose

of running a campaign to defeat Ed Zschau and caused the company

to issue a $30,000 check to pay a portion of the costs of the

cO Vallen ad. Accordingly, there is reason to believe that Michael

Goland also knowingly and willfully violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b by

consenting to the use of corporate funds in connection with a
LO

federal election.

C-



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D C 20461I

October 10, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Colleen Morrow
c/o Balboa Construction Company, Inc.
20221 Prairie Street
Chastworthe CA 91311

RE: MUR 2727

Colleen Morrow

cc Dear Ms. Morrow:

on August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found

that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f, a

provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

tr~ 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order to

C, Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must 
be

C submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. -Any additional materials or statements you wish to

submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist

you in the preparation of your responses to this order and

subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address, and telephone number of such counsel, and

authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

in the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,

the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a
violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Colleen Morrow
Page 2

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 OffT-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be
entertained after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to
the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days

CK prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. In addition, the office of the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations
of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

C- Sincerely,

Danny L. McDonald
f~%. Chairman

Enclosures
order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)

MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Colleen Morrow
c/o Balboa Construction Company, Inc.
20221 Prairie Street
Chastworth, CA 91311

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

as hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this (04day of

Danny L. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjor W. Emmons
Secre t ky to the Commission

Attachments

Order and Subpoena (6 pages)

MT)
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INTrE RROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR DOCURMETS

1. State the nature of your relationship with Michael Goland,

Sandor Habalow, Mark Barnes, Michael Altman and Lyle Weisman in

1986, (e.g. employer, employee, partner, business associate,

relative, co-member of association or political committee).

2. State whether you were employed by Balboa Construction
company or Michael Goland in 1986. If so, state the duties and

responsibilities of the position and your monthly salary. Please

provide a copy of your job description and a copy of all salary

checks received from Balboa Construction and Michael Goland in
IN 1985, 1986 and 1987. Please also provide copies of all expenses

paid for or reimbursed by Balboa and Michael Goland in 1985, 1986

and 1987.

3. State whether one of your responsibilities or duties for
Balboa Construction or Michael Goland in 1986 was to organize a
campaign against Ed Zschau's efforts to win election to the

United States Senate from California. If so, please explain how
you carried out this responsibility or duty, state the total

U) amount spent by Balboa Construction on the campaign and provide

Ie copies of all documents relating to these expenditures.

N4. State whether you contacted Mark Barnes, Political
Advertising & Consulting, or Greenstripe Media to make

C arrangements for the production and airing of a television

commercial featuring Ed Vallen.

5. State whether Michael Goland or Balboa Construction paid

$120,000 to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or Political
Advertising & Consulting in 1986 to produce and air a television

advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. Please provide copies of all

documentation relating to such payments.

6. State whether Michael Goland solicited any person to make

payments to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or Political
Advertising & Consulting in 1986 for the production and airing of
the advertisement referred to in Question 5. State whether he
promised these persons reimbursement for such payments, whether

he provided reimbursement, and whether you assisted him in

reimbursing these persons. If so, please explain your part in

the execution of the reimbursement.

7. Explain the roles of Michael Altman, Sandor Habalow, and Lyle

Weisman with respect to the solicitation and reimbursement of

persons who made payments for the production and airing of a

television advertisement featuring Ed Vallen in 1986.



MUR 2727
Colleen Morrow
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8. State whether you solicited any person to make payments to
Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or Political Advertising and
consulting in 1986 for the production and airing of a television
commercial featuring Ed Vallen. Please identify these people,
state whether you promised them reimbursement for their payments,
whether you reimbursed them and explain the way in which you
provided such reimbursement to them.

9. State the total funds spent by Balboa Construction in 1985
through 1987 to prevent Ed Zschau from being elected to the
United State Senate from California.

10. Provide the addresses of the following individuals:
a) Dick Famiglietti,
b) Susan Herbst,

c) Maurice Hyman,
d) Paula Hyman,

re) Mike and Sandy Katz,
f) Ton Kindle,
g) Herb and Mollie Krause,
h) Robert Krause,

tf i) Steven Lee,
j) Monte Morrow,
k) Joe Noriega,
1) Jeff Pandin,
m) Peter Roff,
n) Warren Simms,
o) Shelly Sperling,
p) Mark Victor,
q) Gary Willet,
r) Sandor Habalow,
s) Robert and Ann Ives, and
t) Patti Bridges.
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FATUAL AND LUGAL ANALYSIS

R3SPOUID3T: Colleen Morrow MUR: 2727

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the

name of another person or knowingly permitting their names to be

used to effect such contributions. This section also prohibits

the knowing acceptance by committees of contributions made by one

person in the name of another person. The Commission has further

interpreted this provision to cover situations where an

individual who neither made a contribution in his own name nor

permitted his name to be used to effect a contribution in the

name of another actively assists in the making of such

contributions.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate (*the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December 1988.

The September 13, 1988 edition of the Washington Post

carried a news account stating that the FBI was investigating

Michael Goland for allegedly funneling money through other

individuals to the Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to Senate ("the

Committee"). The article states that Goland's support of the

Vallen campaign was essentially an effort to attract conservative
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voters away from Ed Zschau in a tight race between Representative

Ed Zschau and incumbent Senator Alan Cranston. The article

quotes another newspaper account which states that Goland made

over $100,000 of such contributions to the Committee within two

weeks of the general election. This article, along with two

earlier articles in the Wall Street Journal (June 24, 1987) and

Campaigns and Elections (September/October 1987), indicates that

the contributions were paid to Mark Barnes, a political

consultant and a principal in Political Advertising and

Consulting, to produce and buy time for a television ad for

Vallen. Vallen told reporters that Barnes called him in October

1986 offering $120,000 in television production services from

*conservative Republicans who don't want Zschau." These articles

state that Barnes also contacted the Libertarian Party with a

similar offer but that party turned him down once he revealed

that he was really working for Goland.

The Justice Department recently forwarded a copy of the

December 1988 indictment against Michael Goland and others.

The indictment alleges that Michael Goland knowingly and

willfully violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441a(a) (1) (A) and 441f by making

an excessive $120,000 contribution to the Committee through the

use of 65 named conduits. The indictment alleges that the

conduit scheme came about in the following manner: In June 1986,

Goland, as president and controlling shareholder of Balboa

Construction Company, Inc. ("Balboa Construction"), hired Colleen

Morrow to work for Balboa Construction and to run a $250,000

campaign against Ed Zschau. Morrow made two trips from

1 4
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Washington, D.C. to Los Angeles for this purpose in September

1986, and in October Goland and Morrow decided to promote the

candidacy of American Independent Party candidate Ed Vallen to

divert votes from Ed Zschau. Goland directed Morrow to arrange

for the production and airing of a television commercial

promoting Vallen as the real conservative in the race and

attacking Ed Zschau. Morrow informed Goland that $120,000 was

needed to pay Greenstripe Media, the company producing and airing

the commercials.

In July 1986, Goland provided Michael Altman with a $100,000

check drawn on the account of Bateman, Eichler, Hill, Richards &'0

Co. with instructions that Altman deposit the check and hold the

CD_ funds for Goland's future direction. On October 27, 1986, Goland

Ndirected Michael Altman, who was holding $100,000 of Goland's

personal funds, to write a $90,000 check to Greenstripe Media

with these funds. Goland also caused a $30,000 check from Balboa

Construction to be issued to Greenstripe Media. On or about the

following day, Morrow told Goland that it would be illegal for a

single contributor to make a $120,000 contribution to the Vallen

campaign. Goland addressed her concern by stating that he was

seeking individual contributors to refund the money he had

advanced to pay for the ads. Goland, Habalow and Weisman then

contacted approximately 56 conduits to make the payments in

return for promises of reimbursement. The conduits wrote checks

to Greenstripe and were then reimbursed by Goland. Colleen

Morrow assisted Goland in funneling funds from him to Habalow,

Weisman and individual contributors in return for their checks to
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Greenstripe. After receiving individual checks, Greenstripe Media

sent two checks totaling $120,000 to Michael Altman which he

remitted to Goland's company, Balboa Construction.

The indictment indicates that Colleen Morrow actively

assisted Goland in funneling reimbursement payments to individual

contributors. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Colleen

Morrow violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by actively assisting Michael

Goland in making contributions in the names of others.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D) ( 20463

III October 10, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Ann Ives

Ann Ives
DSJ Investment Company
9454 wilshire Boulevard
Beverly Hills, California 90212

Dear ms. Ives:

on August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found

that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
co 5 441fe a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the

Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to

Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and

subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to

C- submit should accompany the response to the 
order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist

you in the preparation of your responses to this order and

r~. subpoena. if you intend to be represented by counsel, please

advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and

authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other

communications from the Commission.

in the absence of any additional information which

demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,

the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation

has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Ann Ives
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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 OflC-e of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
00 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
4made 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 Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

I;

Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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In the Matter of ) HUR 2727

SUBIPO A TO IPRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITYZEH ANSWERSS

TO: Ann Ives
DSJ investment Company
9454 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 800
Los Angeles, California 90212

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.
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WHEREFOR, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this (lZday of

. 1989.

Danny L. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

or W. Emmons
Secrethky to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)
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INT RROGATOR3!S AND R33URST FOR DOCUKUSYS

1. State whether you wrote one or more checks or caused a check

to be issued to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or Political

Advertising and Consulting in 1986 to pay for a television

advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. If so, please provide a copy

of both sides of each such check.

2. State whether you received reimbursement for the check(s)

identified in response to Question 1. If so, state the date you

received such reimbursement, the identity of the individual(s)

who provided the reimbursement to you and the form of

reimbursement.

3. Provide a copy of both sides of each check received as

reimbursement for the check(s) identified in response to

Question 1.

4. Explain the circumstances under which you wrote'or issued

the check(s) identified in response to Question 1, identify who

'p suggested that you write or issue such a check and state whether

that individual told you that you would receive reimbursement for

CO that check.

5. State whether you know of any other individuals who wrote or

issued checks to Greenstripe media, Mark Barnes or Political

Advertising and Consulting in 1986 to pay for a television

t") advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. Please identify those
individuals and state whether they received reimbursement for

rVf their checks and, if so, from whom.

qW 6. Provide copies of your bank statements for the months of

October, November and December 1986 and identify the deposit of
V any cash reimbursement received for the checks identified in

response to Question 1.

0' 7. State the nature of your relationship with Michael Goland in

1986 (e.g., employer, employee, business associate, partner,

relative, co-member of an organization or political committee).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Ann Ives

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory res 3ibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Ann Ives made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Ann Ives received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Ann Ives

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting her name to be used to

effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 2046

October 10, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Judy S. Altman

Judy S. Altman
3585 Alana Drive
Sherman Oaks, California 91403

Dear Mrs. Altman:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
7that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
-- information.

Ln
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatrl no action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

or legal materials that you believe are relevant to theCommission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
C, submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order toAnswer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be

submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order andsubpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish tosubmit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, pleaseadvise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating thename, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.
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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 OfITr"ce of the
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 the General Counsel may recommend that pro-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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days

t ) prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause must
be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel

Ir ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

CThis matter will remain confidential in accordance with
r2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

tL) 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 Anthony

ITT Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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BEFORE '133 FEDElRL ELECTIOI COISSIO

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMNMTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Judy S. Altman
3585 Alana Drive
Sherman Oaks, California 91403

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to producetr
the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

C- be substituted for originals.

re, Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded
to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cpmmission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this .~day of

, 1989.
Oct./

Danny L. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

ry to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION CONMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
RESPONDENT: Judy Altman

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

-- approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

trn for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

V states that Tova Shatz made an "in-kind" contribution to the

W r Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

C, production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.
The indictment further indicates that Judy Altmanreceived

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Judy

Altman violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting her name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D C 210463

October 10, 1989

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Michael B. Altman

Michael B. Altman
3585 Alana Drive
Sherman Oaks, California 91403

Dear Mr. Altman:

On August 3, 1989p the Federal Election commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
I 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to theCommission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order toC, Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. if you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating thename, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

in the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Michael B. Altman
Page 2

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 OfTire of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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

C: be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
C

Danny L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE TE F EDERAL ELE I COU N183I

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCM.NTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRIZTTN AaWMW S

TO: Michael B. Altman
3585 Alana Drive
Sherman Oaks, California 91403

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(l) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



MUR 2727
Michael B. Altman
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cmission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 4 day of

1989. /

Danny L McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

>MA Ai

Marjo(e W. Emmons
Secretb ry to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

C.rwl



PEDERAL ELECTION C ISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
R=SPONDUET: Michael B. Altman

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

pe Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

-- Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

tI) approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Michael B. Altman made an "in-kind" contribution to

thee Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring 'allen.

The indictment further indicates that Michael B. Altman received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Michael

B. Altman violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WSHtNCTO',. 1)( 2)461

October 10, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Mollie Krause

Mollie Krause
120 South Clark Road
Beverly Hills, California 90211

Dear Ms. Krause:

qzz On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission foundthat there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,0as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, whichformed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should besubmitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order toAnswer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish tosubmit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, pleaseadvise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



S 0

Mollie Krause
Page 2

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 Offire of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel

Iordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

U') the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C

Danny L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



* 0
BEFORE TE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMEN!TS
ORDER TO SUBNIT WRITTEN ANSERS

TO: Mollie Krause
120 South Clark Road
Beverly Hills, California 90211

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

1forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election
*Commission, 999 9 Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this
C_

Order and Subpoena.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this day of

t., 1989.

Danny/L. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Secre try to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
RESPONDENT: Mollie Krause

The Federal Election, Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Mollie Krause made an "in-kind" contribution to the

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Mollie Krause received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Mollie

Krause violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting her name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONS WAHINTON B 2~b~October 10, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Mark Victor

Mark Victor
c/o Pacific Rim Equities, Inc.
1880 Century Park East
Suite 811
Los Angeles, California 90067

Dear Mr. Victor:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
cc that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 u.s.C.

S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
tJ~ Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to

c- submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Mark Victor
Page 2

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 Offli-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

C) This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C-'

Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



* 0
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Mark Victor
c/o Pacific Rim Equities, Inc.
1880 Century Park East
Suite 811
Los Angeles, California 90067

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in
furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,
the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit
written answers to the questions attached to this Order and
subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the
attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where
applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted
for originals.

0D Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be
forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election
Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along
with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of thisOrder and Subpoena.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commjsion
has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this Ta.day of

4t~t. ,1989.

Danny,1. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

to

Mar e W. Emmons
Secre ry to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)
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FEDERAL ELECTION CONISSION

FACTUAL AD LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
RESPONDENT: Mark Victor

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Mark Victor made an "in-kind" contribution to the

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Mark Victor received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Mark

Victor violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D C 10463

October 10, 1989

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Sandy Katz

Sandy Katz
11645 Wilshire Blvd.
Suite 800
Los Angeles, California 90025

Dear Ms. Katz:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U..c.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

U-) submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order toAnswer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

C- You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
Vyou in the preparation of your responses to this order and

subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
rcw advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the

name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Sandy Katz
Page 2

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 Offil-Fe of the
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. Tho
Office of the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

_ made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

tn the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

. // /I

Danny L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Sandy Katz
11645 Wilshire Blvd.
Suite 800
Los Angeles, California 90025

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in
furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,
the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit
written answers to the questions attached to this Order and
subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the
attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where
applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted
for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be
forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election
Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along
with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this
Order and Subpoena.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cornsusion
has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 6/ day of

1989. • /
UDanny Id. McDonald, Chairman

Federal Election Commission
V) ATTEST:

toI ajjeW. Emmons
Secrelh ry to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
RESPONDENT: Sandy Katz

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland vas indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Sandy Katz made an "in-kind" contribution to the

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Sandy Katz received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Sandy

Katz violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting her name to be used to

effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONU '.%ASHIN(GTO%' DC 2046,1

October 10, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Robert Krause

Robert Krause
120 South Clark Road
Beverly Hills, California 90211

Dear Mr. Krause:

NO On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.

N S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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

U-) or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and

c subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
Ile) submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

r~t'. .You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Robert Krause
Page 2

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 OflTce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

__ For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

in the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Robert Krause
120 South Clark Road
Beverly Hills, California 90211

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

cO copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.

C_ WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this e day of

1989.

Danny,/. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjo iW. Emmons
Secretvry to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Robert Krause

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

0Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

vVallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

- approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

tO) for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Robert Krause made an "in-kind" contribution to the

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Robert Krause received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Robert

Krause violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.

0 & .



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCToN DC 2043

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Marcel Valdez

Marcel Valdez
5348 Ventura Canyon
Van Nuys, California 91401

Dear Mr. Valdez:
0

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

NT submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be

C submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to

V) submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Marcel Valdez
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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 Offi-ce of the
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 the leneral 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel-- ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

tn the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
nBuckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
C "

Dann L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



82VOE TEE FUDURAL ELECUCKM COMMISSIO

In the Matter of- ) MUR 2727
)

SUsPORMA TO PAocM DOCUMNUTS
oRDE TO" SURUT wAIIS ti'

TO: Marcel Valdez
5348 Ventura Boulevard
Sherman Oaks, California 91401

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and nust be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 5 Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.



MM 2727
Narcel Valdes
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WHIRZrORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 4,1dday of

£ ..Z, 1989.

Danny . McDonald, Chairman
Federa Election Commission

ATTEST:

Secre ary tothe Cm iss ion

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)
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FEDERAL ELECTION CO8NISS ION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANAYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Marcel Valdez

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Marcel Valdez made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Marcel Valdez received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, thete is reason to believe that Marcel

Valdez violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO 1) ('20461

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUCESTED

MUR: 2727
Zvi Sperling

Zvi Sperling
999 South Hatcher Avenue
City of Industry, California 91744

Dear Mr. Sperling:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Actw). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to

C Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must besubmitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Zvi Sperling
Page 2

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 OfT-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

CC) 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

cIary L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



B33F0 T=Z FUMAL 3LCTIOU COMImssIOn

In the Matter of ) NUR 2727
)

SU3POl A TO PRODUC EDOCUNDMTS
ORDER TO SUMlIT WRITTUI JMSW3R1

TO: Zvi Sperling
999 South Hatcher Avenue
City of Industry, California

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.



MM 2727
Zvi sperling
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WHEZEFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 2 fltday of
, , 1989.

Danny . McDonald, C aruan
Federal Election Commission

CO ATTEST:

cnl

31cr y to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

C-
ro



FEDERAL ELECTION COMIISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Zvi Sperling

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions 
in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their 
name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. $ 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the 
normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates 
that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions 
to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Zvi Sperling made an "in-kind" contribution 
to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for 
the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring 
Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Zvi Sperling 
received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Zvi

Sperling violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name 
to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. 0 C w-461

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Jerry Hanrahan

Jerry Hanrahan
24883 Piuma Road
Malibu, California 90255

Dear Mr. Hanrahan:
C

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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

S or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

q submitted under oath. All responsrs to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be

C submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and

subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Jerry Hanrahan
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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 OfIT-ce of the
General Counsel will make recommenda*ions 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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel

-- -rdinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony

rl Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
S/ 7

Danw L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOOA TO RODCUNDTS
ORDER TO SUDRIT WRIfEE ANSWERS

TO: Jerry Hanrahan
24883 Piuma Road
Malibu, California 90255

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



MUR 2727
Jerry Hanrahan
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Electip C mission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington D.C. on this 49ay of

1989.

Danny L./McDonald, Chairsman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Secre ry to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

cO

rr :

Lfl



FEDERAL ELE'TION COHNISSION

FACTURL AND LEGL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Jerry Hanrahan

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

0Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Jerry Hanrahan made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

C Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

r) production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Jerry Hanrahan received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Jerry

Hanrahan violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



IM FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Calvin T. Crowe

Calvin T. Crave
5926 Wrightcrest Drive
Culver City, California 90232

Dear Mr. Crowe:

IN On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission foundthat there is reason to believe that you violated 2 u.S.c.
co 5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, whichformed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against you. You may submit any factualor legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should besubmitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must beC, submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order andsubpoena. if you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating thename, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violationhas occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Calvin T. Crowe
Page 2

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause

conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.r.R.

5 111.18(D). Upon receipt of the request, the Of ce of the

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 the 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 will not be entertained after

briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel

ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

O2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

tn of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony

Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

r7 anny2 .'McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE TEE FRDERAL LUCTON COI8ga

In the Matter of ) NUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCURDJTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTER

TO: Calvin T. Crowe
5926 Wrightcrest Drive
Culver City, California 90232

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federalco

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

'1) the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

tcopies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.
C",

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

1 to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



HXU 2727
Calvin T. Crowe
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election mission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington D.C. on this ,day of

1989. 1'

McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjor W. Emmons
Secretaty to the Commission

co Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

C10

tn

Vr7



FEDERAL ELECTION CONMISSIOn

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
RESPONDENT: Calvin T. Crowe

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that
co Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

Nr states that Calvin T. Crowe made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

C Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Calvin T. Crowe received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Calvin

T. Crowe violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D( .1463

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Richard M. Horowitz

Richard M. Horowitz
9301 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 206
Beverly Hills, California 90212

Dear Mr. Horowitz:

01-On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.

Pr) 5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

rr Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against vou. You may submit any factual

Nr or legal materials that you belie-e are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of thi • matter. Statements should be

C submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and

r>. subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Richard M. Horowitz
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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 Offi-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel

C:' ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
C'

Dazny L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BFORE THE FDRAL E ECTION C11NS0

In the Matter of ) NUR 2727
)

SUBPOENMA TO PRODUCE DOCWENMTS
ORDER TO SUBNIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Richard M. Horowitz
9301 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 206
Beverly Hills, California 90212

C_
O% Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

rof its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to
Lfl the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



NUR 2727
Richard M. Horowitz
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cgmission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 4lday of

1A~it 1989.

anny L. cDbonald,' Chairman
Federal "lection Commission

ATTEST:

Marj ze W. Emmons

Secr ary to the Commission

C' Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION CONMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDDNT: Richard M. Horowitz

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Richard M. Horowitz made an "in-kind" contribution to

thee Comittee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Richard H. Horowitz received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Richard

M. Horowitz violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 2046-

October 5, 1989

cERTirxED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Marc A. Missioreck

Marc A. Missioreck
Promuscle
202 Main Street
Venice, California 93001

Dear Mr. Missioreck:

0On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act" . The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Marc A. Missioreck
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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 Of r-e of the
General Counsel will make -ecommendations 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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commissionts procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

0\
/ (

Danny,./t. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



NUR 2727
Marc A. Missioreck
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election mission has
he " set his hand in Washington, C. on this day of

1989.

Danny-- L/. MDonaI d, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Mrjoge W. Emmons
N. Secre ry to the Commission

C- Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



331Q3 ?3 FAL ELECICE COIMMOIZSOU

In the Matter of ) MU 2727
)

SU5POUA TO PRODUCE OUUT
ORDER To SUD~III WRITTEN A5MM

TO: Marc A. Missioreck
Promuscle
202 Main Street
Venice, California 93001

CO

011 Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

" of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

KSuch answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.V., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



FEDEMAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUL AND LEG L ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Marc A. Missioreck

The Federal El. tion Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. $ 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Marc A. Missioreck made an "in-kind' contribution to

thee Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Marc A. Missioreck received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Marc A.

Missioreck violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC - 43

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Samir Modaggaly

Samir Modaggaly
P.O. Box 295
Azusa, California 91702

C Dear Mr. Modaggly:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
Cthat there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,as amended ("the Act"). The 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 thatno action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should besubmitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order toAnswer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Samir Modaggaly
Page 2

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 Ofrice of the

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 the 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 will not be entertained after

briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel

-- ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(S) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

_ made public.

If) 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 Anthony

Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny t. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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In the Matter of ) NUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUWETS
ORDER TO SUMlIT WRITTM ANSWIS

TO: Samir Modaggaly
P.O. Box 295
Azusa, California 91702

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3)o and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers maust be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Comission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



-'7- - . 1 'I1 -1 .

MR 2727
Sami r Rodaggaly
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election C mission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 4b4ay of., 1989. - _

Danyny L.icDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

ifejo eW. Emmons
Secreery to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)
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FEDZAL ELECTION COIISSON

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDUNT: Samir Modaggaly

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Samir Modaggaly made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Samir Modaggaly received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Samir

Modaggaly violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASI4INCTON. D C 20463

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Monte Morrow

Monte Morrow
13900 Panay Way
Marina Del Rey, California 90292

t") Dear Mr. Morrow:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission foundthat there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
tas amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, whichformed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

information.

LO) Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against you. You may submit any factualor legal materials that you believe are relevant to theComUmission's consideration of this matter. Statements should besubmitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
C Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must besubmitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order andV) subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish toKsubmit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to this order andsubpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, pleaseadvise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating thename, address and telephone number of such counsel, andauthorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information whichdemonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violationhas occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Monte Morrow
Page 2

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable causeconciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(D). Upon receipt of the request, the OfIrT"e of theGeneral Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission eitherproposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommendingdeclining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. TheOffice of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it maycomplete its investigation of the matter. Further, requests forpre-probable cause conciliation will not be entertained afterbriefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 4 37g(a)(12)(A), unless you notifythe 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 ofthe Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

16anny/. McDonald '
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BgORa TM3 FEDlRAL ILECTIIE COIMISSION

In the Matter of ) UR 2727
)

SUBPOEN TO PROoUCE DOCUU"S
ORDE TO SUMIT WRITT ANmSWER

TO: Monte Morrow
13900 Panay Way
Marina Del Rey, California 90292

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



SUB 2727
Monte Morrow
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cpmission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this ;AV day of

2aei..1989.

Danny Lman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjor~ffW. Emmons -

Secret ty to the Commission
co

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

rIN
N71
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FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RSPONDENT: Monte Morrow

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of
Lr,
n9 approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

41Q_ for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

C states that Monte Morrow made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Monte Morrow received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Monte

Morrow violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D( .N0463

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
David Hultquist

David Hultquist
4702 Baywind Drive
Pensacola, Florida 32514

0 Dear Mr. Hultquist:

C-4 On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f, a provision of the Federal ,lection Campaign Act of 1971,as amended ("the Act"). The Factu- and Legal Analysis, whichformed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

-- information.

tf 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 that you believ^ are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should besubmitted under oath. All responst, to the enclosed Order to

C Answer Questions and Subpoena to PLoduce Documents must besubmitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an atto'ney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your resinnses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be rep,-sented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additilial information which
demonstrates that no further actio,, should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable c.,use to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



David Hultquist
Page 2

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 OfTIre of the
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 the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
fise conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may
cImplete its investigation of the matter. Further, requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

CN

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
tn of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
Cz

7' /

Panny . McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BIFORE T=E F DAL ELECTIO COI 88ION

In the Matter of ) HUR 2727
)

SU1POmA TO PRODUCE DOCWRWNTS
ORDER TO SUB IT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: David Hultquist
4702 Baywind Drive
Pensacola, Florida 32514

CN Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

0O1 of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

l r copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

C be substituted for originals.

n Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



MR 2727
David I3ultquist
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election C ission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this ZJday of

AIAVI1989.

Danny LMc6nald.jehai raan
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

MarjoAe W. mmons _

Secretary to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

marn



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: David Hultquist

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

C\ Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

4. of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that David Hultquist made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that David Hultquist received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to belie, that David

Hultquist violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C Ymb46

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Steven J. Lee

Steven J. Lee
The Mortgage Capital Group
9701 Wilshire Boulevard
suite 1010
Beverly Hills, California 90035

CN Dear Mr. Lee:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441fe a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

- as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
Ln 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 --hould be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

C Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you vish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. if you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Steven 3. Lee
Page 2

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 request, the OfIT~e of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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

110 be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

C!
This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

C"K 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
N the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
11) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

/,

Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BSROBE TH2 FNDnAL LUTIC COUZSIW

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOKNA TO PRODUCE DOCUNWS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTN ANWERS

TO: Steven J. Lee
The Mortgage Capital Group
9701 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1010
Beverly Hills, California 90035

04

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

C" copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



XUR 2727
Steven J. Lee
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal ElectionCamission hashe "set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this day ofheuto 1989.

Daniny conald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Secre Ury to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

Ir)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
RESPONDENT: Steven 3. Lee

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

11, Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate (*the Committee") in 1986 through the use of
tf) approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Steven J. Lee made an "in-kind" contribution to theeC

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Steven 3. Lee received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Steven

J. Lee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC 2046)

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Michael Katz

Michael Katz
Spectrum Realty
11645 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 800
Los Angeles, California 90025

Dear Mr. Katz:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Comission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
- 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended (*the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

tO formed a basis for the Couission's finding, is attached for your
information.

to
no actUnder the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Comission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



77

Michael Katz
Page 2

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 the

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 the 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 will not be entertained after

briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel

ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

LO 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 Anthony

Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

C- Sincerely,

/0,

Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



33V03E TUE F3DEAL ELECN COUISUH

In the Matter of ) RUR 2727
)

SUDPOU TO PRUCE DCUNTS
ORDER TO SUDMIT WRITTE ANSWERS

TO: Michael Katz
Spectrum Realty
11645 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 800
Los Angeles, California 90025

CN

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

LI Election Commission hereby orders you 3 submit written answers to

pe the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



HU 2727
Michael Katz
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cpmission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this efg2&day of

L9*t1989./
annyV. McDonald, Chairman

Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjori . EmmonsSecretary to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION COISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDI'T: Michael Katz

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.c. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

napproximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Michael Katz made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Michael Katz received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Michael

Katz violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used to

effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D C 204*3

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Tc Kindle

Tom Kiadle
1127 1/2 Kenmore Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90004

Dear Mr. Kindle:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

V)
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

rno action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

C"1 submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Tom Kindle
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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 OffI-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel

N ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

C . This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

t ) For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

r"", the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny/L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE THE FEDER AL ELETIO COMUISSIO

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Tom Kindle
1127 1/2 Kenmore Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90004

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

Vthe documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



Pm 2727
Ton Kindle
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cpomission has

hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 1p.day of

4T 1,r ,1989.C-I

Danny V. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

r W. Wtwmons
cSecret~ty to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

C>,

, O



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Tom Kindle

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

-- Vallen for Senate (*the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Tom Kindle made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

Of, production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Tom Kindle received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Tom

Kindle violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



Voa FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASRINGTON ()C 20ft3

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Richard R. Famiglietti

Richard R. Famiglietti
18836 Tulsa Street
Northridge, California 91326

Dear Mr. Famiglietti:
0

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Couission'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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

"gr submitted under oath. All responsps to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be

C submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Richard R. Famiglietti
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If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S lll.19(D). Upon receipt of the request, the Offi-e of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
pr -r to the due date of the response and specific good cause must

__ be Jemonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
01 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
U*) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C'
7,../, l.. //

Danny/L. McDonald -
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUNT
ORDER TO SUDNIT WRITTEN ANWRS

TO: Richard R. Famiglietti
18836 Tulsa Street
Northridge, California 91326

04

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

011 of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

oElection Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce
tfO

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

r') Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



MUR 2727
Richard R. Famiglietti
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cpmmission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this o~day of

11989.

Danny McDonald, Chairman
Feder Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjo0i W. Emmons
Secret ry to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

Cx

rlf

C-



FEMRAL ELECTION COSIISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
RESPONDENT: Richard R. Famiglietti

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

U") approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

Pfor these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

qT states that P hard R. Famiglietti made an "in-kind' contribution

C- to thee Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

nproduction and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

pisf
The indictment further indicates that Richard R. Famiglietti

received reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for

this contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that

Richard R. Famiglietti violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his

name to be used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASMNCTON, 0 ( 204613

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Renee Burg

Renee Burg
5445 Laurel Canyon Boulevard
North Hollywood, California 91607

Dear Ms. Burg:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission foundthat there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.01 S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,as amended ("the Act"). The 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 thatno action should be taken against you. You may submit any factualor legal materials that you believe are relevant to theCommission's consileration of this matter. Statements should beqr submitted under oach. All responses to the enclosed Order toC"1 Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must besubmitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order andsubpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish tosubmit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to this order andsubpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, pleaseadvise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating thename, address and telephone number of such counsel, andauthorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information whichdemonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violationhas occurred and proceed with conciliation.



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

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
011 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
LI) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-6200.

Sincerely,

C (

Danny ~.McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMNISSION

In the matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Renee Burg
5445 Laurel Canyon Boulevard
North Hollywood, California 91607

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federalok
Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

t" the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

n copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

V, be substituted for originals.

C Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



NUR 2727
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cqission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this J.;pday of

1&tt J1989. r

FederaElection Commission

ATTEST:

Marj e W. Emmons
Secrvary to the Commission

co Attachments

Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

ON)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Renee Burg

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

0% Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that
Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

LO approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

p for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

Nr states that Renee Burg made an *in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Renee Burg received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Renee

lurg violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used to

effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON (C .0461

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Daniel Nash

Daniel Nash
429 South Beverly Drive
8th Floor
Beverly Hills, California 90212

C) Dear Mr. Nash:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found011 that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,. as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, whichformed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your-- information.

tn Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatrl no action should be taken against you. You may submit any factualor legal materials that you believe are relevant to the111 Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should besubmitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order toC Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must besubmitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order andsubpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish tosubmit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to this order andsubpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, pleaseadvise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating thename, address and telephone number of such counsel, andauthorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or othercommunications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information whichdemonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violationhas occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Daniel Nash
Page 2

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 Ofi-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

r This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

C11 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
t") of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

V Sincerely,

C /

Danny L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



B3POm TEE FEDEIAL E1LEC1TO COMISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUDPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCWUNT
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEM AMR1_SI

TO: Daniel Nash
429 South Beverly Drive
8th Floor
Beverly Hills, California 90212

CN

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

V) the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

C- be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cmission has

hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 9 Aay of

# r 1989.
anny La

Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

arjoriM W. Emons
Secretary to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

t0.

r"IN



FEDERAL ELECTION CON3ISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RBSPONDDNT: Daniel Nash

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to 3d

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

napproximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

rr for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Daniel Nash made an "in-kind" contribution to thee
C

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

_production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Daniel Nash received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Daniel

Nash violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used to

effect a contribution in the name of another.



0 0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIWGTON, DiC 20463

October 5, 1989

C3R3'FXED MAIL
RETUMN RDCK1T REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Maurice Hyman

Maurice Hyman
10415 Ravenwood Court
Los Angeles, California 90077

Dear Mr. Hyman:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission foundthat there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.c.CY, 5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.as amended ('the Act'). The Factual and Legal Analysis, whichformed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for yourinformation.

U") Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against you. You may submit any factualrn or legal materials that you believe are relevant to theCommission's consideration of this matter. Statements should besubmitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must besubmitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order andsubpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish tosubmit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to this order andsubpooea. :If you intend to be represented by counsel, pleaseadvibe tA4!b Wssion by completing the enclosed form stating thename, MHime and telephone number of such counsel, andauthorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information whichdemonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violationhas occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Maurice Iya
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If you are interested in pursuing pro-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(D). Upon receipt of the request, the Offl-ce of the
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 the General Counsel may recommend that pro-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may
complete its investigation of the matter. Further, requests for
pro-probable cause conciliation will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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

0be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

0This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

Mthe Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Chairman

anclosureit
order and a
Factual amMywax Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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B33V0E TEE FEDEUAL LCVION efUUSMUM

In the Matter of ) XR 2727
)

oU3FOA To MGM=FnUC DOIn

TO: Maurice Hyman
10415 Ravenwood Court
Los Angeles, California 90077

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

C be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.V., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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WHIRSFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election ission has
set his hand in Washington D.C. on this day of
1989.

Fedora Election Commission
ATTEST:

Marjortt w. g=ons
Secretary to the Comission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

C'

C-
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FKDWAM ELECTION CO1ISON

FACTUL AND LEGRL ANLYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESIOfDIfT: Maurice Hyman

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (Othe

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

_W Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to 9d

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

U") approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Maurice Hyman made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Coittee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television comercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Maurice Hyman received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Maurice

Hyman violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% D 20461

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Robert Krause

Robert Krause
1222 South Hayworth Avenue
Los Angeles, California

Q Dear Mr. Krause:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act*). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

tn Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
re) no action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to

C"' Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Robert Krause
Page 2

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 Offir-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEOE THE FEEAL ELECTION CONISSIK0H

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUN TS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Robert Krause
1222 South Hayworth Avenue
LOS Angeles, California

CN

\_7 Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

0O, of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

Nr copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents 
may

C" be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

r '. to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



HUR 2727
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election gomission has

hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this IUZ day of

1989. -

anny McDonad, Chairman
Federa1 Election Commission

ATTEST:

farjorpf W. Emmons

Secretify to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

C



FEDERAL ELECTION COHNIISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

NUR: 2727

RESPD : Robert Krause

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

-_ Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

LO approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

e for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

Nr states that Robert Krause made an "in-kind" contribution to thee
C Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Robert Krause received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Robert

Krause violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



* FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% DC 2046i

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
George Korz

George Korz
Crestview Financial Group
Suite 201
Beverly Hills, California 90212

Dear Mr. Korz:

on August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
C11- that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 u.s.c.

5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended (*the Act'). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

C7, submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order toAnswer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



George Korz
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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 Offi'ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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

111 be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
011 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
tf) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny ".. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BIFORE TE FEDERAL ELECTIO COISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUSPOENA TO PROUC DCNTS

ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSER

TO: George Korz
Crestview Financial Group
Suite 201
Beverly Hills, California 90212

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(l) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

-- Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

to the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

rthe documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commi ion,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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George Korz
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election C mission has
he set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this ;fZday of

1989.

Danny . McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjo e W. Emmons

Secret ry to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION COIUISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: George Korz

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.
OK

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

-- Vallen for Senate ('the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also
Iwr states that George Korz made an "in-kind* contribution to thee
C

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

rck production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that George Korz received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that George

Korz violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used to

effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAWINCTO% DC 20463

October 5, 1989

CEUT! VID MAIL
3.. RZCEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Tova Shatz

Tova Shatz
Schauii's Zarbide
9745 Washburn Road
Downey, California 90241

Dear Mrs. Shatz:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amnde- (athe Act*). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Comissiom's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
subsitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoen. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Tova Shatz
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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 OfTi-e of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in wri-ing at least five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause must

-- be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
ti) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
C

P ~ ,/

Danny'L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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In the Matter of ) U 717
)

SUSPODIA TO PRODC
ORDR TO SUBMIT WRT P

TO: Tova Shatz
Schaull's Carbide
9745 Washburn Road
Downey, California 90241

c'4

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(l and (3,. and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captimed matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submat written answers to

the questions attached to this Order ad s you to produceLO)
the documents requested on the attacbmint to this Su e. Legible

Nr copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the docusents my

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under vatb and mst be forvarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, FedIraS lectiom Cmmission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receapt of this Order and

Subpoena.



m 2727
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WIMRFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this J44day of

1989. i

Danny/'. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election CommissionA.7"TE.-S 7

Sere ry to the Comission

At.ta-hments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Tova Shatz

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Tova Shatz made an "in-kind" contribution to the

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Tova Shatz received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Tova

Shatz violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting her name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, 0 C 2043

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Miki Sperling

Miki Sperling
999 South Hatcher Avenue
City of Industry, California 91744

Dear Mrs. Sperling:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f, i provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Miki Sperling
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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 OfTi-e of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission eithe:
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommendin;
declining that pre-prcbable cause conciliation be pursued. The
Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause conc:liation not be entered into at this time so that it Way
complete Aits investiga:icn of the matter. Further, requests for
pre-probab.e cause conziliation will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(41(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Comission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny . McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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In the Matter of ) M 2727
)

SUVBPOM TO OOU a BCul3
0D3TO IMURT WRI AMSU1=

TO: Miki Sperling
999 South Hatcher Avenue
City of Industry, California

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Comission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Comssion, 999 a Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.



NUR 2727
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Comission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 6 day of

1989.

Danny LMcDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Comission

ATTEST:

S r*r o y to the Comiss ion

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FAC40L A LWGAL A YSIS

PM : 2727
RlSPONDMT: Miki Sperlinq

The Federal Electic- Campaign Act zf 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individ-a:zs from maki:--- :sntributions in the name

of another person :r knpv; =..- ermitt.--- their namets to be used

to effect such :on'ribut:-.s. 2 U.S.:. I 441f.

Information cbtaine- v the Com.ss:zn in the normal course

of carrying out its super-ris:=y responsizzlities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,.DD .n excess;re :ontributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate "'the Cu:m teeO) in '986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five _nC-its. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in Dere r, 1968- The indictment also

states that Miki Sperling ine an *in--kind" contribution to the

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television tomercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Riki Sperling received

reimbursement from Michbe. Gcland or bis associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Riki

Sperling violated 2 u.S.:.. j 441f by pertting her name to be

used to effect a contrib:;tiro in the mame of another.



FEDIERAL ELECTW COMMISSION

October 5, 1989

CETIFIRED NAIL
RZYU3M RECEIPT GUESTD ':R : 2727

Nachman Shatz

Nachman Shatz
Schaull's Carbide
9745 Washburn Road
Downey, California 9024:-

O Dear Mr. Shatz:

On August 3. 1989, the Federal Election Commission found

Othat there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.s.C.
£ 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

re. as amended (the Acte). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Comi-ssion's finding, is attached for your
information.

t" Under the Act, you hav an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be takes ajinst you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

"Commission's consideraties of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to

C Answer Questions and Suea to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to

nsubmit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend t* be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel tv receive any notifications or other
communications from the Comission.

In the absence cf any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed v.th conciliation.



0 0

Nachman Shatz
Page 2

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 OfE ce of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Cimission either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommending
declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. The
Office of the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

cThis matter will remain confidential in accordance with

01 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your informdtion, we have attached a brief description

Lf) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny £. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFoRE 1E R l ELECTIONUCOlU10ZI

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOE1A TOPROCUCEDOCUNNUTS
ORDER TO SUDRIT WRITTN

TO: Nachman Shatz
Schaull's Carbide
9745 Washburn Road
Downey, California 90241

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



MR 2727
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WMEMEFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cpmission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.Z- on this o/gday of

1989.

DnyJ9. Mcz~onald ,h-ir
Federal Election Comission

AT!EST:

R'arjori W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



rED33AL 3LUCT1OU COMISSZOU

FACTUAL AND L3GAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
RKSPONDENT: Nachman Shatz

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to ad

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Nachman Shatz made an "in-kind" contribution to the

Comittee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Nachman Shatz received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Nachman

Shatz violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 0463

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Michael Daniel

Michael Daniel
Box 1082 Pepperdine University
Malibu, California 90265

Lrn Dear Mr. Daniel:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found0% that there is reason to believe that You violated 2 U.S.C.S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, whichformed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your-- information.

L) Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against you. You may submit any factualor legal materials that you believe are relevant to theCommission's consideration of this matter. Statements should besubmitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order toAnswer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must besubmitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order andsubpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish tosubmit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.
You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to this order andsubpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, pleaseadvise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating thename, address and telephone number of such counsel, andauthorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or othercommunications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information whichdemonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violationhas occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Michael Daniel
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If you are interested in pursuing pro-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
5 111.18(D). Upon receipt of the request, the Offi-ce of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommending
declining that pre-probable cauR4 conciliation be pursued. The
office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may
complete its investigaticn of the matter. Further, requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

011 This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

Lt 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 Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

//1

Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



straw "a K I eOU cn zn

in the Matter of ) MUR 2727
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TO: Michael Danie.
Box 1082 Pepperdine University
Malibu, Califcornia 90265

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigatios in the above-captioned matter, the Federal
Election Comission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce
the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may
be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents vithin 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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UMgMFMRo, the Chairman of the Federal
hereunto set his hand in Washington D.C. oi

*1989.

Danny E7

Federal
ATTEST:

lar or . Emmons
Secretaty to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

.ssion has

Election Commission



FEDE3AL 3L3CTIGS COKNISSION

FACTUAL AND LWAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RSPONDENT: Michael 
Daniel

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (Othe

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to 3d

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indictd

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Michael Daniel made an "in-kind" contribution to tbe.

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Michael Daniel received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Michael

Daniel violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTtO% COAMISSION
WASH IN TC^ CC Vft3

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURM RECEIPT REQUNSTED

2: 2727
Robert Ives

Robert Ives
DSJ Investment Company
9454 Wilshire Boulevard
Beverly Bills, California 902:

0%, Dear Mr. Ives:

0.1 On August 3, 1989. the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
j 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ('the Act'). tIe Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Coiission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Under the Act, you bae a opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

q or legal materials that Tom believe are relevant to the
Comission's cosidoratiom of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Suboema to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of Four receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additiomal materials or statements you wish to
submit should acc any7 the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult vith an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephome number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed vi:h conciliation.



Robert Ives
Page 2

if you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F..
S 111.18(D). Upon receipt of the request, the OfT-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Daniy L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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In the Matter of ) M 2727
)
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TO: Robert Ives
DSJ Investment Company
9454 Wilshire Boulevard
Beverly Hills, California 90212

CNI

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

nof its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

__ Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written anaers to

Ln the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the dowmeote may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Coumieon,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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WMEKrORE, the Chairman of the Federal Electiog Cision has
hA ot set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this fdray of

".. , 1989. Carn

Federal Election Coimission
ATTEST:

P1r orim w. Emons
Secreta&Y to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

m



FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDNT: Robert Ives

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Robert Ives made an "in-kind* contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Robert Ives received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Robert

Ives violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used to

effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RTURN RZCZIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Kelly W. Bixby

Kelly W. Bixby
421 South Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, California 90212

14) Dear Mr. Bixby:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission foundthat there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, whichformed a basis for the Coumission's finding, is attached for your-- information.

t) Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against you. You may submit any factualor legal materials that you believe are relevant to theCommission's consideration of this matter. Statements should besubmitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order toAnswer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must besubmitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order andsubpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish tosubmit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to this order andsubpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, pleaseadvise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating thename, address and telephone number of such counsel, andauthorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information whichdemonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violationhas occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Kelly W. Bixby
Page 2

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 OfTrie of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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

010 be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
O2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
LO) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

,' D~ /. l~

a Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



DEFORE T=E FNDZL E LETIN COINSISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUSPODIA TO POUC DOCIITS
ORDER TO SUMIT WRITT ARIWES

TO: Kelly W. Bixby
421 South Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, California 90212

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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Kelly W. Bixby
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal glection mission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this ay of,44t .1989.

anny .MonlCard
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Secreta y to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)
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FEDERAL IELECTIQS CONISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RUR: 2727

RESPONDUNT: Kelly W. Bixby

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate (Othe Committee*) in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Kelly W. Bixby made an 'in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Kelly W. Bixby received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Kelly W.

Bixby violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIOY
A SHINCTOf. DC 204j

:ctober 5. 1989

CelTIIED NAIL
RETURMN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2"
:_e : . Berger

Michael J. Berger
9454 Wilsh:re Boulevard
Suite 302
Beverly Hills, California

Dear Mr. Berger:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 u.S.C.I 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,as amended ('the Act'). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportmity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against you. You may submit any fctual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should besubmitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order toAnswer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Docmments must be
submitted within 1S days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, andauthorizina such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action sbould be taken against you,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Michael J. Berger
Page 2

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 Ofi-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

c- This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
C 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
Vmade 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 Anthony
to Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

TSincerely,

C'
p

Danny -i. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PROUCE DOCmENTS
ORD R TO SUMIT WRITT 5fiAM

TO: Michael J. Berger
9454 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 302
Beverly Hills, California

C1

C' Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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Michael J. Di er
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WEKIEVOS, the Chairan of the Federal Electiop omuission has

se,&t his hand in 11ashingtncC1989. day of/
1999.

hnny L/ McDonald, C'hairmain
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Secreg ry to the Coission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



URAL EL ION COISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESP ODENT: Michael J. Berger

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. s 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that
C

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Michael J. Berger made an "in-kind" contribution to
thee Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Michael J. Berger received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Michael

J. Berger violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 2461

Ocotber 5, 1989

CrTIFIEzD RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
A. Bruce Adams

A. Bruce Adams
16055 Ventura Boulevard
Suite 433
Encino, California 91436

Dear Mr. Adams:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

c as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



A. Bruce Adams
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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 OfTI-"e of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recosmendir:
declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. The
Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it say
complete its investigation of the matter. Further, requests f:"
pre-probable cause conciliation will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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

NO be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
_'" 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptiom
LO of the Comission's procedures for handling possible violations -f

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
r~)Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny4.c'd d
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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TO: A. Brz:e Adams
1E' 5 ventura Bouleva:d
Su::e 433
En:nz. ifrn: 9.436

Pursuant to 2 U.S.J. S 437d(a)(. and (3), and in furtherance

cf its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order amd subpoenas you to produce

the doements requested on the at---t to this Subpoena. Legible

=oVies which, where applicable., show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such atswers must be sumitted umder oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the Gemeral Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

9199 E Street, N.V., ashinqton D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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WHERZFORZ, the Chairman of the Federal Election omission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this a ay of

1989.

DannyW ftonad, Chai-man
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marj ie W. Emons
Secr a ry to the Commission

CO Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

1-

C-

C



FEDERAL ELECTIONCONISSIOK

FACTUAL AND LWAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

REsPOEN T: A. Bruce Adams

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that A. Bruce Adams made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that A. Bruce Adams received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that A. Bruce

Adams violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEfIA4L f IECTION COMMISSION
'A 4 Al" )~ ." J

October 5, 1989

CE3TIFI ED NIL
RETURN RZVIPT T3D

MUR: 2727
Todd Ailver

Todd Sil'er
216 Nort. Fowk:th.-. ~ad
Beverly R:ils, :alf:rnia 90210

Dear Rr. Sil-ver:

On Aug-usqt 3. >989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reasoz to believe that you violated 2 u.s.c.o S 441f, a provas:on of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,as amended i'the Lct'* ,. The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

- formed a basas .'r the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Under the At, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action sbonlw be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to theCommission's csideration of this matter. Statements should besubmitted under oat. All responses to the enclosed Order toAnswer Questions stud Subpoena to Produce Documents must besubmitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any itional materials or statements you wish to
submit should arcmy the response to the order and subpoema.

You say cosult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If yve intend to be represented by counsel, pleaseadvise the Cam ssi by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, andauthorizing such ccmsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,the Comaiss.on may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and pr=-eed with conciliation.
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Todd Silver -
Page 2

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable causeconciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.S 111.18(D). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTi-e of theGeneral Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission eitherproposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommendingdeclining that pre-probable =ause conciliation be pursued. TheOffice of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probablecause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it maycomplete its investigation :f the matter. Further, requests forpre-probable cause concilia:tcn will not be entertained afterbriefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 cause mustbe demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counselordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(e) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptiont" of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Dan; L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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SUBPOENA TO PROnDUCE DOUET
ORDER To SUMT WRITTM

TO: Todd Silver
216 North Foothill Road
Beverly Hills, California 90210

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 a Street, N.N., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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WHZRFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this oa?4Iday of

* 1989.
• .I ,I

Ow' 'L,

banny L/ MCDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Secrt ary to the Commission

Attachments
Itfl Order and Subpoena (5 pages)
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V1 CTIOM 01SSION

7TW L Am LVAL AILYSIS

XUR: 2727

RBSPOUDWIT: Todd S.ier

The Federa. Ele:tin Caspa:gn Act .f 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits :nd id-ais fr:z making contributions in the name

of another persc- 6: knoving .y perm:tting their name's to be used

to effect such --- tr:but:=ns. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Informatio- obtained bv the Coinission in the normal course

of carrying out :ts supervis=ry responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("te Cemnitteeo) in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Richael Goland was indicted

for these activities in Dewcer, 1988. The indictment also

states that Todd Silver made an Oin-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by vri-tin a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and a:rin; of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Todd Silver received

reimbursement f.rm Richael G oland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, t"here is reason to believe that Todd

Silver violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by pernitting his name to be used

to effect a con-ribt ticn in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASMINCTON. DC 20463

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Mark H. Cohen

Mark H. Cohen
9454 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 201
Beverly Hills, California 90212
Dear Mr. Cohen:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
C that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

L0)
Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that

d no action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

C- submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Mark H. Cohen
Page 2

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable causeconciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.$ 111.18(D). Upon receipt of the request, the Offlr'e of theGeneral Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission eitherproposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommendingdeclining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. TheOffice of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probablecause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it maycomplete its investigation of the matter. Further, requests forpre-probable cause conciliation will not be entertained afterbriefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 cause mustNO be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counselordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance withC 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notifythe Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to bemade public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
€L of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations ofthe Act. If you have any questions, please contact AnthonyBuckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Dann,' L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



*

B3FOE T= FEDRL L TION CWUU 88101

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUSPOEMA TO PRXDUCE D-WI
ORDER TO SUBMT wMrTTM

TO: .Wrk H. Cohen
9454 Wilshire Boulevard
5--ite 201
_-everly Hills, California 90212

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the doc ments requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Comission,

999 a Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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1UR 2727
Mark H. Cohen
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election imission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this t day of

1989.

DannyjMcDonaldj Chaiiran
Federal Election CommissionATTEST:

Marjorr W. mofs
Secret ry to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

7 7



FEDHUAL UCTION COISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RZSFOUD3NT: Mark H. Cohen

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

- Vallen for Senate ("the Committee*) in 1986 through the use of

t) approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

efor these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

VO states that Mark H. Cohen made an "in-kind" contribution to thet
C-

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Mark H. Cohen received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Mark H.

Cohen violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 
5. 198?

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Jules Burg

Jules Burg
5445 Laurel Canyon Boulevard
North Hollywood, California 91607

0 Dear Mr. Burg:

C" On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Comission foundthat there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.C5 S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Cam~ailn Aact of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analrysis. whichformed a basis for the Commission's finding, is atta hed for your
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to dkMnstrate thatno action should be taken against you. You may subunt any factualor legal materials that you believe are relevant to theCommission's consideration of this matter. Statensets should besubmitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order toC, Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents gat besubmitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order andsubpoena. Any additional materials or statements yo wish tor*1 submit should accompany the response to the order ad subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have am attorney assistyou in the preparation of your responses to this order andsubpoena. If you intend to be represented by couIe, pleaseadvise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating thename, address and telephone number of such counsel, adauthorizing such counsel to receive any notification5 cr other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information W-ic1demonstrates that no further action should be taken gainst you,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violationhas occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Jules Burg
Page 2

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 OfTirce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ON. ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

4the 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 Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

/
" 

/ 3

//

Danny L/ McDonai
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE TUe FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUWIEITS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Jules Burg
5445 Laurel Canyon Boulevard
North Hollywood, California 91607

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



tw 2727
Jules Burg
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cpmission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 62pidday of4t , 1989.

DannyLVMCDonald, Chairman
Federal o Commission

ATTEST:

RarFo36 *W. immons
Secreg ry to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDR3AL ELECTION COISS ION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

3SPONDENT: Jules Burg

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ('the

Act'), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

cf another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ('the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Jules Burg made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Comittee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

Tbe indictment further indicates that Jules Burg received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Jules

Burg violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used to

effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASMNPCTON. D C 2046)

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Robert H. Frank

Robert H. Frank
Willowtree Data Systems
421 South Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, California 90212

tJ) Dear Mr. Frank:

On August 3. 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
I 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ('the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

- information.

tJ~) 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Comission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

C' submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to

a submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Robert H. Frank
Page 2

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 Off-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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

Ibe demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
C 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
tI) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please -ontact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C/

Danny/L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFMORE TEE FEDM.L ELuCTIn CWUISSIO

In the matter of ) 4UR 2727)

SUBPOENA TO ?rOOCE DOCURDUTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTM A-M--Uf

TO: Robert H. Frank
Willowtree Data Systems
421 South Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, California 90212

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(l) and (3), and in ftrtberance
C

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the lderal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written awswers to

L5~) the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas yu to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Suhpa. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the doinnts my

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and mst be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Comission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Crder and

Subpoena.



EI 2727
mobert H. Frank
Ptye 2

WHEREFORE0 the Chaim cf the Federal Election C mmission has
hereunto set his hand in Uash:nqton, D.C. on this 4tday of
Alat" 1989. / ('

Manny L. c~ona-ld, Chsirvri
Federal Eliection Commission

ATTEST:

Secre ry to the Commissz=,

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 paes)



FEDERAL ELECTION COrnNSSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Robert H. Frank

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Robert H. Frank made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Robert H. Frank received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Robert

H. Frank violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% 

DC 20463Oc 
o e . 1 8

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Jacob Sperling

Jacob Sperling
999 South Hatcher Avenue
City of Industry, California 91744

0 Dear Mr. Sperling:

on August 3. 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.s.c.
5 44lfo a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

IRT as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis* which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

V.) Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
tf'.;no action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Nzr Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order to
C- Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be

submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. if you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Jacob Sperling
Page 2

If ycu are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliati=n. you shcuId so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(D. Upon rezeipt of the request, the Office of the
General Ccunse" will ake recommendations to the Commission either
proposing a. a-:eement in settlement of the matter or recommending
declining :hat pre-p:-tatle cause conciliation be pursued. The
Office of the :ene:a" :unsel may recommend that pre-probable
=ause conc:iat:-n n=,: be entered into at this time so that it may
.omplete ::s :yvest=a::n of the matter. Further, requests for
pre-probable :ause ....- :'ation will not be entertained after
briefs on z::barJie ca-.se -ave been mailed tc the respondent.

Requests fcr.- ex:ens:ons of time will not be routinely
granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days
prior to the due date :f :he response and specific good cause must

- be demonstrated. -n addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily wil" no= i:ve extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

o 2 U.S.C. 55 4377ga)(4 iB) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
LO of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. .f you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
C

Danny A. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Farm



Bron0 TME FEDERAL ELc'0 CWUU SIN

In the matter of ) HR 2727
)

SU3O TO PRIOCE DOCM TS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTYN USNE1B

TO: Jacob Sperling
999 South Hatcher Avenue
City of Industry, California

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

C written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where
L()

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

C Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

V)forwarded to-the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.



HRU 2727
Jacob Sperling
Page 2

WHRIEPORZ, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this o24day of

&Jdt 1989.

Danny . McDonald, Chairman
Feder 1 Election Commission

ATTEST:

Secretty to the Comission

Attachments
t~)Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

IqI3

c -



FEDERAL ELECTION CORNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Jacob Sperling

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that
C,

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

If) approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Jacob Sperling made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Jacob Sperling received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Jacob

Sperling violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH1I%CTO% D)C 204i

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Peter Roff

Peter Roff
2120 South 2nd
Apartment 4
Arlington, Virginia 22204

tr
Dear Mr. Roff:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Actn). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

tf)

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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Peter Roff
Page 2

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 Offi-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
t of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
rwe Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

/ /A

Dany L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



In the Matter of ) 4UR 2727
)

SUSPOENA TO PRODUCE O US
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Peter Roff
2120 South 2nd
Apartment 4
Arlington, Virginia 22204

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance
C

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

C be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



MM 2727
Peter Ioff
Page 2

the c hairman of the Federal £iection c ssion has
herento set his tand in Washington, D.C. an this 2 day of

Danny L. = M ald, Cha---an
Federal Ele::tin Conmsssi.a

ATTEST:

marjori W. m-.s
Secretry t= 'the "_-mission

Attachments
Order and Sbpe a (5 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION CONISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDUIT: Peter Roff

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Peter Roff made an win-kind" contribution to thee

C
Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Peter Roff received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Peter

Roff violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used to

effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W'ASHINCTO% )(

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
David Zelon

David Zelon
Promuscle
202 Main Street
Venice, California 902910
Dear Mr. Zelon:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.to

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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

C- submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



David Zelon
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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 Offi-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
Ln of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
C

Dan L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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In the Ratter of I RUR 2727

-mmL To m m aCCinn AS

To: David Zelon
Promuscle
202 Main Street
Venice, Calif!r..:a 90291

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431da)(1) and (3). and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Coission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted
Nr

for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 E Street, N.V., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.



NUR 2727
David Zelon
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this c01fWday of

1989.

Danny/L. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

C.

Secretary to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: David Zelon

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

V) approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that David Zelon made an "in-kind" contribution to thee
C71
04" Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that David Zelon received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that David

Zelon violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION,

Octcber 5, 1989

CERTIFIED 1ML
RETURN RECEIPT

MUR: 2
C-ary .

Gary Willi-
222 Parker Street, N.E.
Washingto. = .. 2 2

LI) Dear Mr. will-tt:

On Axgust 3, 1989, the Federal Elect:on =omission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campagn Act of 1971,
as amended ('the Act" ). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Comission's finding. is attached for your

- information.

D 0Under the Act, you have an opportunity tz demnstrate that
no action sbould be taken against you. You a 7 subit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevamt to the
CoMMission's consideration of this matter. Statemets should be
submitted uder oath. All responses to the enniosed Order to

C Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce DD Mmts must be
submitted within 1S days of your receipt cf ths order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statempt.s you wish to
submit should accopqany the response to the or.der and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and hare an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to ths :rder and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by =vusei. please
advise the CoMissicn by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such coumte.. and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notif:=a.:ons or other
communications from the Commission.

In t-e absence of any additional infrvj.-:- which
demonstrates that no further action should be taten against you,
the Comissicn may find probable cause to bei-eve that a violation
has occurred and prcceed with conciliation.



Gary willitt
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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 offi-ce of the

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 the 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 will not be entertained after

briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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

'C be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A). unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
tf) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony

Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C:

Danny 'L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



SWOE TU= 1ERA EL CTIGN CCOUtISKON

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOIM TO guOrC u DOCKNINTS
ORM TO SUDRIT WRITT= M1SEMS

TO: Gary Willitt
222 Parker Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

rN. furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

C" written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, wheretn

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

C Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.



HUR 2727
Gary Willitt
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election =omnwssion

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on th:s ;e .day of

1989.

Danny X. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election :=m--ssion

ATTEST:

Maro aN. ftoons
L0 Secretqry to the Comission

; Attachments
• . Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

C



FEDERAL ELECTION COIISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Gary Willitt

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

C Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Gary Willitt made an "in-kind' contribution to thee

C Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

110 production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Gary Willitt received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Gary

Willitt violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.
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AMP& FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WAS NGT N DC 2 461O ctober 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
James white

James White
P.O. Box 10334
Beverly Hills, California 90213

Dear Mr. White:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.

C- 5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the

Nr Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



James White
Page 2

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 Of!TE'e of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
U') of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Ie) Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Dan4'y L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



In the Matter of ) M11t 27-

BSUPOm& TO ?mDUC3 Ca8 TS
ORD TO SUMEIT WRX= S

TO: James lh:te
P.O. Box 10334
Beverly Eills, California

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and 3 , and in

furtherance of its investigation in the abcz'e-aptioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orde:s yYu to submit

written answrs to the questions attached -:_ this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible coptes which, where

applicable, show both sides of the doits may be substituted

for originals.

Such aswers nust be submitted under oamb and must be

forwarded to the Office of the General Coul, Federal Election

Commission, 999 £ Street, N.W., WashingtS. 3.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 day s-:f receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.



2727
ims White
Pa". 2

WHERZFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this JOX4.day of

&&-., 01989.

I
Ki 7
Danny L{ McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

S~cWt t o t heComssion

AttaIt--ts
Ordet and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: James White

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

C Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that James White made an win-kind" contribution to thee

C Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

oproduction and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.
The indictment further indicates that James White received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that James

White violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
A bkSH1%(* TO% D C 20)461

October 5, 1989

CEN3'ITD MAIL
RZIUWSCEI PT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Joseph R. Noriega

Jcsepr F. Noriega
90: West: Whittier Boulevard
Mcr:e-el:. California 90640

Dear R:. N!riega:

M August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that ttere is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.c.
5 441f. a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amned A'the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Dmder the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no actic should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or le3a1 materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answr Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be

C submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

Ymu may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise t-he Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name. address and telephone number of such counsel, and
author;:.n= such counsel to receive any notifications or other
commn:.ati ns from the Commission.

=t--e absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Zozoassion may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has z=vrre and proceed with conciliation.



Joseph R. Noriega
Page 2

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 OffiTe of the

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 the 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 will not be entertained after

briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel

ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

C" 2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

to of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations 
of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
rBuckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Nr Sincerely,

C 7

Da'. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BrORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONI8sIOn

In the Matter of ) 1U 2727

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Joseph R. Noriega
901 West Whittier Boulevard
Montebello, California 90640

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

C. of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce
U-) the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

NSuch answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

r1N to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



NUR 2727
Joseph R. Noriega
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Comaissicm bas
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 444fday of

1989. (

rfanny Lk McDonald, Chai iman

Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

mlarjoq'e W. mmons

Secret ry to the Commission

00 Attachments

r Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

C?

Lr

r.1



A L1M CONIlSSION

FACTUAL AND L3&L ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESpoNDUIT: Joseph R. N,2r-ega

The Federal Election -anpa:--- Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits indiv:ua's f:cm xaking contributions in the name

of another person cr kpw:ry peraitting their name's to be used

to effect such contrib-ztions. Z U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtai:ed by the zoumission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,0ZO in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate (Othe Comittee'w in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Joseph R. Norieg made an "in-kind" contribution to

C thee Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing cf a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Joseph R. Noriega received

reimbursement from Michael :oland -r his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, t.here is reason to believe that Joseph

R. Noriega violated 2 U.S.:. 5 441f by permitting his name to be

used to effect a contrbut:n -n the name of another.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20461

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Patti C. Bridges

Patti C. Bridges
Revel Travel Service
449 South Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, California 90212

0D Dear Ns. Bridges:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 u.s.C.
S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to

C- Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
rw submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and

subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
CIN submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. if you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

in the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Patti C. Bridges
Page 2

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 OfTF-e of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
Lr) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. if you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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BEFORE THE rEDEUAL IErCTION COSISSIO

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727)

SUBPOENA TO PROWCE DO- S
ORDER TO SUBMIT WITTE- ANSWERS

TO: Patti C. Bridges
Revel Travel Service
449 South Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, California 90212

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

V of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

I-- copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

C be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



MIR 2727
Patti C. Bridges
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election C mission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this day of

,A~c~ 1989. TAI f

D-anny .McDona d, Char wn
Federar Election Commission

ATTEST:

ajori W. Emmons
SecretaYy to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

C

Tf



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Patti C. Bridges

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's 
to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates 
that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of
Nr

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

rstates that Patti C. Bridges made an "in-kind" contribution to

thee Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

C production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Patti C. Bridges 
received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Patti C.

Bridges violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting her name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIO%
WASHINGTON. D C XU6 1

Oc=.oe= 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2"1-
Errnes: .-- e

Ernestine Crowe
5926 Wrightcrest Drive
Culver City, California 90232

Dear Mrs. Crowe:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Elect.:= Ciission found
that there is reason to believe that you vizlated 2 U.S.C.

C S 441f0 a provision of the Federal Election Casqwign Act of 1971,
as amended (*the Act"). The Factual and Levl Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Ln Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against you. You a subait any factual
or legal materials that you believe are rele-vant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the encised Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Do-eamp must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and

to3 subpoena. Any additional materials or statments you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and narve an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented -y c'unsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such :vtsnel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any not;fi-ations or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional infc-mnat::n which
demonstrates that no further action should boe talten against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to beliere that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Ernestine Crove
Page 2

If you are :nterested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, ysu should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(D). Upcn receipt of the request, the OfFli-ce of the
General Counsel w'.1 make recommendations to the Commission either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommending
declining that p:e-;robable cause conciliation be pursued. The
Office of the lene:al Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause concilat:--:n ct be entered into at this time so that it may
complete its :- ..*es.e_::ation of the matter. Further, requests for
pre-probable =ause :onciliation will not be entertained after
briefs on protate :ause have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests f=: 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. :n addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily vim. .t give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
0 2 U.S.C. 55 437q~a! 4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C"

ODanny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Lecal Analysis
Procedures
Designation cf :-Ansel Form



BsFORE TE FEZDERAL LECT1IO COUUISION

In the Matter of ) xUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PROCE DOCURNMTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Ernestine Crowe
5926 Wrightcrest Drive
Culver City, California 90232

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

-- the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

Lr) the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.C

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.

. - ; 1. 1 t I I I z .1- 1 _ I . ; . I I I 1-Z -



MUR 2727
Ernestine Crowe
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election qmmission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington D.C. on this day of

.1989. /-

Vanny . McDonald, Chairman
Feder 1 Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjo W. Emmons
Secretvry to the Commission

co Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

op
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
RESPONDENT: Ernestine Crowe

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ''the

Art"), prohibits individuals from making ccntritutions in the name

:f another person or knowingly permitting their name's to te '..sed

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal z=.:se

--f carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates tha:

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland vas indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

Ustates that Ernestine Crove made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.
C

The indictment further indicates that Ernestine Crove received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that

Ernestine Crowe violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting her name t:

be used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1UY~~J WASHINGTO% D C N

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Paula Hyman

Paula Hyman
10415 Ravenwood Court
Los Angeles, California 90077

Dear Mrs. Hyman:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

LO Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against you. You say submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be

C'1 submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Paula Hyman
Page 2

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 Offi-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

rDany L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE THE FZDE3AL ELECTIZ Ow

In the Matter of ) NUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PrOIJ ,E D0!
ORDER TO SUImIT WRITTEN

TO: Paula Hyman
10415 Ravenwood Court
Los Angeles, California 90077

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3 . and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter. the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to smit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and syoeuas you to produce

Lr) the documents requested on the attachnent to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the docmenats my

be substituted for originals.
C"

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

rto the Office of the General Counsel. Federal Election Comssion,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463. along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt f this Order and

Subpoena.



MUB 2727
Paula Hyman
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election C umission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this #Lday of

14_1t 1989.

Dann~a1 McDonaffd0 Chairman

Federal Election Commission
ATTEST:

Marjo e W. Emmons
Secreary to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

C"

C--



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Paula Hyman

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed
C"

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Paula Hyman made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Paula Hyman received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Paula

Hyman violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting her name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Ito WASHINC7% DC 20461

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Ruth Sanchez

Ruth Sanchez
1255 North Kings Road
Number 104
Los Angeles, California 90048

Dear Ms. Sanchez:

On August 3, 1989. the Federal Election Commission found
C that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.

5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.
as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. if you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Ruth Sanchez
Page 2

rf you are :nte:ested :-.n p-suing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you sh.=zd so req'2est in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 1I1.:(D). Upcn re:e,;- cf the request, the Of i-ce of the
General Counsel m2il iake re=zamendations to the Commission either
proposing an agreemeri :n settlenent of the matter or recommending
declining that p:e-p::-.a'e :a'se :znciliation be pursued. The
Office sf the Genera: :,:;se" ma-. rezommend that pre-probable
cause :.nciliaticn . :. . = en:er: :to at this time so that i: maycomplete its inves .... mat er. Further, requests ar
pre-prstable cause a:: - not be entertained afte:
briefs :n probable za:se nave teen -ailed to the respondent.

.equests fz- ex-ens:-,.s :- :me will not be routinely
grante:. Requests z7s: te ma-e - "writing at least five days
prior to the due date :f the :es;znse and specific good cause must
be demonstrated. in d::ion. t:e Office of the General Counsel

Nordinarily will n- =:-we extems::ns beyond 20 days.

This matter w,: remain :onfidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437ga)v4 ;BE and 43-ga)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in wri-:ng that y: wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your infornatai-n, ve have attached a brief description
of the Commission's ;:ocedures f!r handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questizns, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned :r_ this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
C /

Danny L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and LeQaL A!avis~s
Procedures
Designation of : unse. 7or
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELZCTION COmUSSIO

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Ruth Sanchez
1255 North Kings Road
Number 104
Los Angeles, California 90048

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

rr the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

C be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



S 9

R 2727
Ruth Sanchez
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cgmission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this,ZLday of

1989.

Danny L/McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

6arjor5 W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

coC Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

C"

Vf)

II -1



NL CTu COISSION

FACIL AND LEL ANALTS IS

MLTR: 2727
RESPONDMT: Ruth Sanche:

The Federal Elec - a.a- A:-- of 1971, as amended ('.:e

Act"'. :oh.bits indfv=ua s .: .ng contributions in thle -ame

of anc--er person c k- - -no their name's to e

to effe:- such cont:i&u-.--_. S 441f.

nfzrmation zta-mee- -y : -- - :ssion in the normal ::ue

of carry:ng out its sur:erv: sr-.- e p:-sibilities indicates tha:

Michael C-oland made n, eizess:ve contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ('the Coymittee' in 1986 through the use of
C_ approximately sixty-fi-'e condjvts. .:chael Goland was indicted

for these activities De:ember. '988. The indictment also

states that Ruth Sanchez made an "in-kindo contribution to thee

Committee by writing a =heck to 1:e'nstripe Media for the

production and airing :f a telev:s:on commercial featuring Valles.

C The indictment further ind:cates -- at Ruth Sanchez received

reimbursement from Mictel Goland =r his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there :s reason to believe that Rut±

Sanchez violated 2 U.S.-Z. f 441f --. permitting her name to be =sed

to effect a contribut::= n the na-ve ::f another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Mary Siebuhr

Mary Siebuhr
2002 Kerwood Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90025

Dear Ms. Siebuhr:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.

C: S 441f, a prnvision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be

C" submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to he represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and

authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,

the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Mary Siebuhr
Page 2

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 OfiT-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
C2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description

Lr) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony

nBuckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C'F

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE THE FEDEAL ! m C FISSION

In the Matter of ) M 2727

SUBPOENA TO I 0McrMaMrs
ORDER TO SUBMIT =ZT= IRS

TO: Mary Siebuhr
2002 Kerwood Avenue
Los Angeles, California 9002

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(s1l) and (3 o and in furtherance

C of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

qr Election Commission hereby orders you to suiit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachbmt to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents my

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitt d under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



K
MIR 2727
Mary Siebuhr
Page 2

HMREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election C mmission has

hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this APtday of

C4-t IF1989.

Danny V. McDonrld, C-airman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Raro o W. EinoZns
Secret'ary :o the Zommission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

mm



FEDERAL ELECTION CONISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Mary Siebuhr

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of
C'

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Mary Siebuhr made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Mary Siebuhr received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Mary

Siebuhr violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting her name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.

117



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI%GTO% 0 C 2(bl

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Helene Simms

Helene Simms
10615 Rose Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90034

Dear Ms. Simms:

- , On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.

C S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questionsand Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.

............



Selene Sinms
Page 2

If you are interested in -rsuing pre-pr: able cause
con=iliation. y-.u should so req=est in vrit-ng. See 11 C.F.R.
5 :1.I8(V . -pon receipt of t.e request. the offi-ce of the
General Ccunse" wil make recoumndations t-e Coumission either
prcposing an a:-eement in settleent of the matter or recommending
decl.ning tha: pre-probable ca_-e z:nciia::z-n . :e pursued. The
Off!:e of the -eneral Counsel nay recomaen- t=: pre-probable
cause con l-a-:c.. not be entoe:e :nto at :---s -::me so that it may
,oleplete :its -nvestigaticn cf -- r natter. rur:_ner, requests for
pre-prcbab'-e :3se zcnciliatic- ' nst ze en:ertained after
br:e*.s on cl- cause have =en mailed .. -e respondent.

Requests f:: extensions :-; -:me win n't =e routinely
gra-ted. Re-.,-ests must be made -n wri.in= at least five days
pr:-r to the -.le date of the :e=_cnse and spec:' - - good cause must
be demonstrate- d. In addition, -:_;e Office =f t!.e General Counsel
ordi-narily v:: not give extens-.-ns beyond ZO days.

This matter will remain :=nfidentia. in accordance with
c" 2 .S.C. 43-gia)(4)(8) and 4".-la(l2)'A), unless you notify

the Commissicm in writing that --,u wish the in-,-estigation to be
made public.

For you: information, we nave attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If y-ou have any ques::ons, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned tz this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny L. McDonald
Chai rman

En:losures
:rder and S,;pcena

Factual and :egal Analysis
Frocedures
esicnat-cn :f :ounsel Form



my= TE FEDERAL ELCTON coin 8ON

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727)

suBPOma TO PRODUCE DocuuurTS
ORDER TO SUSRIT WITTNSE

TO: Helene Sims
10615 Rose Avenue
Los Angeles, California 90034

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

CN
subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

Ur) applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

r4" for originals.

Ir Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

C" forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 3 Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.

I
-7T IRIM ......



HUH 2727
Helene Sins
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WVEMEFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this ZtL day of

~t. , 1989.

Ao

Danny ji. McDonald, Chairman
FederAl Election Commission

ATTEST:

Mar a V. Eons
Secre ry to the Commission
Attachments

n Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

Nr



FEDERAL ELECTION CORNISSION

FACTUAL AND LGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Helene Simms

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, 3s amended "the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contribu-::ons in the naze

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal c-urse

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities :ndicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland vas indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Helene Simms made an 'in-kind" contribution to thee

NZ" Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

C production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Helene Sims received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Belene

Simms violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting her name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
VASHt%4.TO' CDC 10461

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Shelly Sperling

Shelly Sperling
999 South Hatcher Avenue
City of Industry, California 91744

Dear Ms. Sperling:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.c S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act*). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

Ut) Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must besubmitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Ahy additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Shelly Sperling
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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 the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

C This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
U-) of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. if you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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In the Matter of ) XM 2727

SUOp & TO 1rWCE TS
ORDER TO SumKIT IWRt

TO: Shelly Sperling
999 South Hatcher Avenue
City of Industry, California

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)kl
1 and 3 , and in

furtherance of its investigation in the abcnae-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached tz this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents reqw-ted on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

applicable, show both sides of the doc-nts may be substituted

for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be
C

forwarded to the Office of the General Coumsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washingtoz. D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.
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Melly Sperling
page 2

mornE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hor to set his hand in Washington, D.C. on thisoZ44 day of

1989.

//"f
/ (

Danny L I NDonald, Chairman
Federa Election Commission

ATTEST:

C-

~ e N. ns
- Seer to the Cosmission

tn At -re---s
*Order d Subpoena (5 pages)

Nr



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Shelly Sperling

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Shelly Sperling made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe media for theC
production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Shelly Sperling received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Shelly

Sperling violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting her name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION5A SIC0 C 06 October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Shifra Weisman Hastings

Shifra Weisman Hastings
270 North Canon Drive
Number 1303
Beverly Hills, California 90212

Dear Ms. Hastings:

on August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

C 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

in or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order to

Nr Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and

C, subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to

submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. if you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Shifra Weisman Hastings
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If you are interested in pursuing pre-proba:.-e =ause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
5 111.18(D). Upon receipt of the request, the Cffice of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the :cmv:sslon either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matte: cr recomnending
declining that pre-probable cause zonciliaticn .e te sued. The
Office of the General Counsel may recommend ta: :re-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at th:s :-:e that ;t may
complete its investigation of the matter. Furthe: :equests fcr
pre-probable cause conciliation wi'! not be ente:ai-ed afte:
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the es::ndent.

Requests for extensions of time will no: te r:.:uinel.y
granted. Requests must be made in writing at leas: f:ve days
prior to the due date of the response and specif-.. gtc d cause must
be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the :-eneral Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in acc.rdance with
2 U.S.C. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437gia)(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 brzef description
Ln of the Commission's procedures for handling possi:ble violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contaCt Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

'"7

Danny 1. MJ-:onald
Chairnan

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
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In the Ratter of ) HUR 2727

SUDP OI& TO PRODUCE DOCITS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTUN A8SWERS

TO: Shifra Weisman Hastings
270 North Canon Drive
Numbe r 1303
Beverly Hills, California

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit
ci

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

U") attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

rv- applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

C Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.
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XUR 2727
Shifra Weisman Hastings
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 02W day of

4 ., 11989.

7
~ /4 LA,

Danny L./McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

X~rjosfe W. Emmons
Secre'ary to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDK3AL ELECTION ISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL AMLYS IS

u/1F: :Z27

RESPONDENT: Shifra Weisman Hastings

The Federal Election Cazpa;n .;-- -. '71, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals fro= ma-.:.. ::ntributions in the name

of another person or knowingly perz:.--:n: tneir name's to be used

to effect such contributicns. " 3.. j 441f.

Information obtained by the C:m:ss;: in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory res=:zs:.:'ties indicates that

C Michael Goland made $120.000 in excessive =ontributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee') "m ! through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Fchel Goland was indicted

t for these activities in December, 19M. The indictment also

r.0 states that Shifra Weisman Hastings made an "in-kind" contribution

to thee Committee by writing a check --o 'eenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a televisi=- comrcial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Shi:fra Weisman Hastings

received reimbursement from Michael :,azl zr his associates for

this contribution. Therefore, there :s -eason to believe that

Shifra Weisman Hastings violated 5."" : - 441f by permitting her

name to be used to effect a contri:f-r:o:-- the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
A" "-%CT0% 0 C -N04%1

October 5, 1989

CERTFIEID RAIL
RETU3N RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Beverly Horowitz

Beverly Horovitz
9301 W:sh;re Boulevard
Suite 26E
Beverly H:2s. California 90212

Dear X:S. Horowitz:

Cn Auqrust 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ('the Actw). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be

submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You way consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
author-zing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
commun::ations from the Commission.

:m the absence of any additional information which

demons:rates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Comission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occ-urred and proceed with conciliation.



Beverly Horowitz
Page 2

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 OfTT"e of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

C
This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

-- 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-6200.

Sincerely,

C

c Dhnny .,"McDonald

Chairfan

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COUIlXSSON

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUIENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Beverly Horowitz
9301 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 206
Beverly Hills, California 90212

CN

C'
Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may
be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



HUR 2727
Beverly Horowitz
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WHEREFORE, the Cha-iraan of the Federal Electin Zmission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, ., on this lp day of

., a1989.

Danny ti M nald, laran
Federal" Elect-:sn Czamission

ATTEST:

Marjor W. Emmons
Secretaty to the Commission

Attachments
C Order and Subpoena t5 pages)

to



FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Beverly Horowitz

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

Iapproximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

to states that Beverly Horowitz made an "in-kind" contribution to

thee Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Beverly Horowitz received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Beverly

Horowitz violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting her name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN(;TO% DC 20463

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Janae Dedrick

Janae Dedrick
Nash and Company
420 South Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, California 90212

Dear Ms. Dedrick:C
On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found

that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended (*the Act"). The 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 thatno action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
lz- or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
C submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to

Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Janae Dedrick
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:f you are :nte---sed in pursu: g pre-Frcbable cause

conciliation. y=u s-. __- ss request = wr:t,:nz. See 11 C.F.R.

S 111.i DI. u~ o :ere- of the re--est, t'e OfiT-ce of the

General _-ounse" w-.:: zre recomaer-da:--r.s to the Commission either

propos:n= an ac:eve -: sett'emen- :f the rat er or recommending

declinir=. that -re-o:-- ° oause .... aZ-= be pursued. The

Office :f the -ene:at: :-se' may :e::=end --a- pre-probable

cause z a-e entere ... : at t.s time so that it ma-.. .... ." . requests "":r

complete its :n'ves :.- . . t".he -a:.e:. -:ner, r e x

pre-pr==sfrle oa-se -:-:; - -n w- :_ e entertained after

briefs :n F-ba- .e -ave teen a .. respondent.

=.e=--ests f=r x s :f :-e w:'" --t _e routinely

granted. !:equests wmzs: :e made :n : t r at east five days

prior t the d.e ---- -- e response and s=e_-fi. c good cause must
be demonstrated. a-_3:::on, the -- "f te General Counsel
ordinar:.y will no: =extensicns :,eyond days.

7'"s matter -:U- :e2ain confident:al _n acordance with
2 U.S.C. S5 437=1a 4 _ and 43. a .2!'AK unless you notify
the Cvixzssion :n w-_- that you w:sh the :nvestigation to be

made pumlic.

For your infzrma ":::, we have attached a brief description

of the Zmmission's p:redures for hamdlina p-ossible violations of
the Act. If you have zy questions, please :ontact Anthony
Buckley. the attorey ass;-gned to th-s matter, at (202) 376-8200.

SJncerely,

Danny . McDonald
'ha i -rman

Enclos.:fes
Order and Sub-voena
Factua: and Lena A_--aT2ss
Procedzres
Desicrnat O orCx --- Sf .. -:-



BEFORE THE FEDRUAL E[ECIMO COX!SIO

In :-e Matter of ) MUR 2727)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUNENTS
ORDER TO SUBRIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: :anae Dedrick
Sash and Company
422 South Beverly Drive
Beverly Hills, California 90212

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of :-s investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Ele=-±on Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the Tuestions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the 3ocuments requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

cop:es which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be s-bstituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to -_e Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

reazes:ed documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Sut-.:=e na.



HUR 2727
Janae Dedrick
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this of94day of

1989.

anny . cDona, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

'Rarjorf W. Emmons

Secret y to the Commission

Attachments
C Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

to)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
RESPONDENT: Janae Dedrick

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal cc:se

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use cf

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

LC states that Janae Dedrick made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Janae Dedrick received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Janae

Dedrick violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting her name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERA L ELECTION COMIS5O.0
% SH , "- C 04h I

Dctober 5, 1989

CErTIFIED RAIL
RETUr RECEIPT REQESTED w-": 2 7"

Solania Ramirez

solan: Ramirez
22A1 Aabama Street
Numbe : r
Hunt:-.;tCn" Beach Californfa -4-

Dear ?:. Ramirez:

.n August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found

C that :here is reason to believe that you 
violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441f. a provis:on of the Federal Election Campaign 
Act of 1971,

as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

formed a basis f:r 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 that you believe are relevant to the

L0 Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

submitted under oath. All respanses to the enclosed Order 
to

. Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents 
mast be

submit-ted within 15 days of your receipt 
of this order and

subpoena. Any additional materials or statements 
you wish to

C submit should accompany the response to the 
order and subpoena.

You tay consult with an attorney and have 
an attorney assist

you :n the preparation of your responses to 
this order and

subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, 
please

advise the Commission by completing the 
enclosed form stating the

name, address and telephone number 
of such counsel, and

authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other

communications from the Commission-

In the absence of any additional information 
which

demonstrates that no further a-tiln should be taken 
against you,

the :,muission may find probable cause to believe 
that a violation

has ::curred and proceed with :onciliation.



Solania Ramirez
Page 2

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 the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. SS 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C /

Danny, L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



337033Z THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUETS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Solania Ramirez
2201 Alabama Street
Number 2
Huntington Beach, California 92647

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. s 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce
tn

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

rc. to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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Page Z

MEvP ORE, the Chairman of the FTderal E_--7ticn Cginission has
here-z: set his hand in Washington, D.C. on tkxz y lay of
G-2 .1989.

'any. L. a-d , Chairman
Federal Elez:;: Commission

ATS":

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secre-t-y to the Comsussi:=

Attaca-,nt s
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Solania Ramirez

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Solania Ramirez made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

C_ The indictment further indicates that Solania Ramirez received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Solania

Ramirez violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting her name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
VVAsHIN(;TON D C .10443

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Susan Herbst

Susan Herbst
104 Howard Street
Apartment M
Fredonia, New York 10463

L0, Dear Ms. Herbst:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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
fW) no action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Nr Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
C- submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
C Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be

submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to

'Y~. submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. if you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.
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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 OfTi7rie of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission eithe:
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recoamendin=
declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. .he
Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that -t may
complete its investigation of the matter. Further, requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 musi
be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with-- 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations cf
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C/
/

Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form

F - 7 r ,W; - I _ V_,. . - I I . 1 1 '.1 I~ - - - I I I _... 1. ', ---- I- .. .- I



BEFOR IME FEDRAL LC COMIUSSIOR

In the Matter of ) MU 2727
)

SUfPONA TO PROCK DOCIUmUTS
ORDER TO SMMIT WRTTM ANSWERS

TO: Susan Herbst
104 Howard Street
Apartment M
Fredonia, New York 10463

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1 and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this SuIloema. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

C be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and mast be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Electico Camission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days cf receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cpmmission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this day of

1 . 1989. ro

Danny L. IcDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjo e W. Emmons

Secre ry to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



FEDERAL ELECTION CORNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Susan Herbst

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Susan Herbst made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

tCommittee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Susan Herbst received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Susan

Herbst violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting her name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTb, ( AMI.SK'%
%ASHICIO% DC ").

)ctPer 5, 1989

CEETITIED RAIL
RVEU RVCEIPT REQUESTED

- 3P - Sherwood

f -erwood
--3 - Sa:iand Court

CSast:: Va2.1ey, California 3,454--

Dear !r. Sherwood:

- on August 3, 1989, the Federal r-e:-ion Commission found
that t-here is reason to believe that . 7iolated 2 U.S.C.

-- 44.f. a provision of the ?ederal Eiert:z Campaign Act of 1971,
as ameaded (Othe Act*). The Factual amd Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commiss:on's , is attached for your
informat:on.

Under the Act, you have an _-j=ctr. .ty to demonstrate that
no acition should be taken against ja. Yzu may submit any factual
or legal materials that you belie a:e relevant to the
Cainssica's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submittel under oath. All responses tz :e enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Prmdie Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of ymr rece:t :f this order and
subpoena. Any additional materia.s c: statements you wish to
submazt should accompany the respose -_±-te order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorne aerd have an attorney assist
yvu := tte preparation of yaur resperses :2 this order and
subpcena. if you intend to be represewted by counsel, please
avise tne Commission by czmpIetirm tne enclosed form stating the
name, ad-:ess and telephone number cf su:n counsel, and
auth:-:z::: such counsel to re-oe- -e n-ot :tifications or other
:-Mcaicaions from the Commissi-_.

In -.he absence of any additr:na, a--formation which
desorstra-es that no further a-:ztz s u--d be taken against you,
:te - a:ssion may find probat.ie :aus* :: believe that a violation
has :=-:u:red and proceed with :n.it:-.

'7'T .7 , " ;-, 1. -7'- 11,Tgltwl - -mv",-,-!"R", 1-7w!7vTrv,,,v" rl-- -71" -IZIqWq_' " . I -- -- -7*17ww Ir-47,
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Clifton Sherwood
Page 2

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 Of ie of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
br:efs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel

- ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

CNI: This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Nr Sincerely,

Danny/L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE TE FEDERAL ELECTION COXBMSION

In the Matter of ) NUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUM-TS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTUI ANkRtS

TO: Clifton Sherwood
17531 Garland Court
Castro valley, California 94546

C\! Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible
copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

be substituted for originals.
C"

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election C~mission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on thisfdw day of

1989.

Danny . McDonald,"hairman

Federal Election Comiission
ATTEST:

Karr W. Emmon

Secretry to the Commission

r') Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

0-

1qo



FiA LTIO SSOM

FACTUAL AID LML AMLYSIS

T 2727

RESPONDENT: - - eo

The Federa. EIe-t:cn Capaz =. zf 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohi-ts n.-_i:duais fr- ̂xg --: contributions in the name

of another person c:r tncwingly perx. L:..g their name's to be used

to effect such c-nt:'utions. .E-. S 441f.

Information obtained by the :-m ssion in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory resocs:bilities indicates that

Michael Goland made 5:20,000 in exz=rs:ve contributions to Ed

__ Vallen for Senate (Ctbe Committeew -n 1986 through the use of

ut, approximately sixt-y-five conduits- Iichael Goland was indicted

for these activities -n December, :3M. The indictment also

states that Cliftc Sberwood made am ":n-kind' contribution to

thee Committee by writing a check -z .--eenstripe Media for the

production and airing cf a televis_:z :omercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates ttat :lifton Sherwood received

reimbursement frcm IF.:-hael Goland :-..;s associates for this

contribution. Therezre, there is :eascn to believe that Clifton

Sherwood violate -.S.C. S 44-If r ;ermitting his name to be

used to effect a cno-:r.bution in t=t -ame of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
%'ASHINGTON. D C :046 4

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Alan Setlin

Alan Setlin
449 South Beverly Drive
Suite 206
Beverly Hills, California 90212

L0 Dear Mr. Setlin:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act*). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



~-t - -~

Alan Setlin
Page 2

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 Of iT'ce of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel

'0 ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

C\: This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

lr: 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 Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

DannyA• cDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



I= tl.e Matter cf ) ~ 22

STO m mm a cc
OIDUTO SIUNT 1=1 h998

Z'*: AIlan Set::.
f49 Sc-tn ave-'Y -1ive
Suite 2Sf
meveriy-= ra-frnia .OZ

CI-_ Pursuant t: 2 U.S.:. 5 437dfa . and (3), and in furtherance

-f its investigaticn the abcve-cat;zned matter, the Federal

Erection Commission hereby orders yam = sulmit written answers to

be auestions attached to this Order amd subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attmc t to this Subpoena. Legible

=-pies which, where applicable, sbm tcmt sides of the documents may

C e substituted f'r originals.

Such answers must be submitted u~r oath and must be forwarded

tz the Office of the General Counsel, Pederal Election Commission,

z9 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.- 2C463, along with the

:e.ested dc-unents within 15 days cf re:eipt of this Order and

5-abp:*ena.

MP F -77777
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Comission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this4 4 tsAday of

1989.

anny t/ MCDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjor W. Emons
SecretaYy to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

tr



FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL AlALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDUNT: Alan Setlin

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

Lo approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

114 for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Alan Setlin made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Alan Setlin received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Alan

Setlin violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D C 20463

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Jeffrey Pandin

Jeffrey Pandin
220 G Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

Dear Mr. Pandin:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

L. Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

t". or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be

C submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to

submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and

subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and

authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

:n the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Jeffrey Pandin
Page 2

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 Ofice of the

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 the 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 will not be entertained 
after

briefs on probable cause have been mailed to 
the respondent.

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 the General Counsel

ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 5S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description

LO of the Commission's procedures for handling possible 
violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony

Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C-

Danny'L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COISSION

In the Matter of ) HUR 2727)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOC S
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Jeffrey Pandin
220 G Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3). and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Comission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

f the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may

C be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Electioc Cssion has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this day of

62 .C. 1989.

nahnyL. McDonald. M:rzan
Federal Election -.:=mss::n

ATTEST:

Marjor* W. Emmon
Secretary to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

rIN



MI ELECTION C~SISSION

F&AVCZL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

IZsPDinT: Jeffrey 

The Federal EC- ..... ampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act' ,rohibits i ~d:- °as from making contributions in the name

zf ancther person :r ;:n=-%gly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such cantr :::ns. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

:nformation owm-.aed by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its Lupesvisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made .000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate (=me Comitteeu) in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixt'-ffre conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities :z December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Jeffrey i'nd n made an min-kind" contribution to thee

Ccmittee by writing a :eck to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airi-; :f a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment furtL e indicates that Jeffrey Pandin received

reimbursement from T:r--ael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Thezef::e, there is reason to believe that Jeffrey

Pandin violated 2 -§5.. S 441f by permitting his name to be used

-. effect a contrzz::n in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W~ASHINGTO% D(C 2461b

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Joey Pento

Joey Pento
15442 Mulholland Drive
Bel Air, California 90077

Dear Mr. Pento:

On August 3. 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 u.S.c.
S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commissionvs finding, is attached for your

- information.

U') 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order to

C Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Joey Pento
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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 OfflT-e of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

tO ~ 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 Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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In the matte: =f RU 2727
)

OID TO SMIT MITT= A

TO: Ioey Pen::
14 :2 !=-an-4 --rive

Pursua=: 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and B and in -'-therance

of Its investi:ati4n in the above-captioned t:er, the Federal

Election Comission hereby orders you to t writte, Awers to

the questimns attached to this Order and subpoeas Y~f t produce

the documents :equested on the attachment tz t-.s Sube. Legible

cop:es which, vtere applicable, show both si:Is of the documents may

be substituted for originals.

Such azsvers must be submitted under o-_k and t be forwarded

to the Of f:=e :f the General Counsel, Feder~a Electio mission,

999 E Street. . .W., Washington, D.C. 20462', aong vit. the

re~uested -oc-:Aen:s within 15 days of recei.- :f this =_'-3er and

Subpoena.

F MW
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Joey Pento
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WHZREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cguission has
hereunto set his hand ;n Washington, D.C. on this a4V'day of

Danny . McDonald, Charman
Federl Election Commission

ATTEST:

Harjor W. Emons
Secretuy to the Comnission

Attachments
* Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

If



FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Joey Pento

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

-- of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Joey Pento made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Joey Pento received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Joey

Pento violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION CM.MISSION
AiH;%CTO% DC .046)

Octobe- 5, 19F?

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

W2p : 2727

Milton Zarachoff
10445 Wilshire Boulevard
Apartment 306
Los Angeles, California 9021:

Dear Mr. Zarachoff:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Electicn Coanssion found
that there is reason to believe that you vic:atei 2 U.S.C.

"T 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Canpaqn Act of 1971,
as amended (*the Act*). The Factual and Leqal Amtlysis, which

- formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attac-hed for your
information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to Iostrate that
no action should be taken agaznst you. You my sudmit any factual

Nr or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. tatements should be

C submitted under oath. All responses to the caclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Doc, rts mst be
submitted within 15 days of yc'ur receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the ozder a d subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have am attorney assist
you in the preparation of yoau: responses to this orter and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented y c-msel, please
advise the Commission by comuiet:ng the enc.oset fcrm stating the
name, address and telephone =nmber of such -=un-e2, and
authorizing such counsel to recelve any not:fiations zr other
communications from the Corssicn.

In the absence of any atditional informatm:rn which
demonstrates that no further action should !>e taken against you,
the Commission may find probamle cause to belie-e tiat a violation
has occurred and proceed wit: conciliation.
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If you are :nterested in pursuing pre-probable cause

on::l:iation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.

S1 " -J8(D) - Upcn receip- of the request, the Office of the

re.eral Counse" w:.l make recommendations to the Commission either

an a-:reezent i.- settlement of the matter or recommending
4ec,n:noig tha- pre-probat.e cause conciliation be pursued. The

f.-:e -f the renerai C:usel may recommend that pre-probable
.a~se =ncil:a-- znct be entered into at this time so that it may

:ozrete its -nves::aat:-n of the matter. Further, requests for

pre-probable -ause cnciliation will not be entertained after

WWr:ef s -n p- r e cause have been mailed to the respondent.

Requests f:: exte,s:cns of time will not be routinely

granted. Requests must .e made in writing at least five days

pr:-r t- the due date cf the response and specific good cause must

be demonstrated. :n add,&tion, the Office of the General Counsel

ord:narily wi' n:t give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 u.S.C. 5S 437 g a)(4)(B' and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Comaissicn's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony

Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C .

Dann7L. McDonald

Chairman

En-lcsures
Zrder and Subp:ena
Factual and Lezal Analysis
Pro:edures
-'es:inaticn -f Counsel Form



8E14R TEE RAML N.CUOGN CONsUISSION

In the Matter of ) NUR 2727
)

-agPOM TO PROUCE DOCWIDTS
ORDER TO SUMT WRITTEM ANS

TO: Milton Zarachoff
10445 Wilshire Boulevard
Apartment 306
Los Angeles 90212

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in
CVt

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

Lr) attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted
Nr

for originals.
C7.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be
r,)

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.
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W M EFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this &4(Z'day of

cat , 1989.

/
/

/
Vanny L. AcDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

HarJor W. Eimons
Secretly to the Comission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



PEZKR&L fLBCION COUIXSSIE

ACUAL AWD LEL ARLTS1S

NUR: 27:-

I DT: Milton Zarachcff

The Federal Elect:zr -aipa:on Act cf .:- as azended 'the

A=Z Pprohibits individ-a._: f.:z zaking con=-:b:--s the name

=f another person or knwin=;y pernitting the-: r_e' = be used

t: effect such contributions. US.C $ 44:!.

Information obtained ty ,=e Commission -, te normal course

=f carrying out its superv:sory responsibilit:es :ndicates that

-Z Richael Goland made $120,OCO in excessive contributimcs to Ed

- allen for Senate ('the Committee') in 1986 tiough the use of

Q-1 aqroximately sixty-five comduits. Michael Gcland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The zmdictment also

states that Milton Zarachoff made an "in-kindw ceatribution to

thee Committee by writing a check to Greenstr-.pe NedLa for the

production and airing of a television comercial featuring Vallen.

the indictment further ind:cates that Milton Zarachoff received

reimbursement from Michae. Goland or his ass :=iaes fzr this

=ontribution. Therefore, -he.e is reason tz zel-eve that Milton

zarachoff violated 2 U.S.:. 5 44.f by perxit::n= his name to be

used to effect a contribu::c'n in the name c! ancter.



i FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN TOn, 0 C 20463

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Warren Simms

Warren Simms
1326 G Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

Dear Mr. Simms:

NT On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ('the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

SUnder the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate thatno action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual
wor legal materials that you believe are relevant to the

Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Warren Simms
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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 OfTice of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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

110 be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
-- 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
C,

4,,
Danny/L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



Vr0 TME IF RAL ELECOM COUISSI

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727

SUSPOM& TO PRODUC Doc-------
O3DIR TO SUMKIT WRITTN ANSWERS

TO: Warren Siams
216 North Foothill Road
Beverly Hills, California 90210

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matte:

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to subit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where
applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituteed

for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and mast be

t)forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal alecti-

rCommission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463. alo1c

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.
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WE E3pORE, the Chairman -! the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in wts.sngton, D.C. on this./W day of

1989.

-oanfy/L. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (S pages!



FEDERAL ELECTION ONISSION4

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727

RESPONDENT: Warren Simms

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

Ul) approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

11 for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that Warren Sims made an "in-kind" contribution to thee

C Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Warren Simms received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Warren

Simms violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permitting his name to be used

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI%(TON DC 20- 1b

october 5, 19 89

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Joseph Nash

Joseph Nash
429 South Beverly Drive
8th Floor
Beverly Hills, California 90212

c0
Dear Mr. Nash:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
-- that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

C' submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order toAnswer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
Nsubmitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and

subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
01- submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Joseph Nash
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If you are interested in pursuing pre- :rbable cause
conciliation, you should so request :n ':i:: . See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(D). Upon receipt of the request, :-e Offi-ce of the
General Counsel will make recommendaticns : - e Commission either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the za:ter or recommending
declining that pre-probable zause .cnc: :a:-:= be pursued. The
office of the General Counsel ma-, reoc e :-t t pre-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at time so that it may
complete its investigation cf the matte:. '::her, requests for
pre-probable cause conciliatron il' n ... :e _:ertained after
briefs on probable cause have been ma:ed . : e respondent.

Requests for extensions cf time vi:" be routinely
granted. Requests must be made :n 4r:-'n: -east five days
prior to the due date of the response and z=::fic good cause must
be demonstrated. In addition, the Off-=e :he General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensiOns beyn m : days.

This matter will remain confidential -: accordance with
- 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)i12) 'A . unless you notify

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

For your information, we have attac± t a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handlin; possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please :3ntact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this mate:, at (202) 376-8200.

=:i=erely,

a=.ny-"L. McDonald
=a i rman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEOrE TE rEDEAL ELECTION COUISSION

In the Matter of ) HUR 2727)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUDITS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN

TO: Joseph Nash
429 South Beverly Drive
8th Floor
Beverly Hills, California 90212

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the documents may
C

be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



NUR 2727
Joseph Nash
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this APL46 day of

1989. ( (

DannyA. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjor W. Emons
Secretary to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

Uf)



FAMC L AM LUGAL mYSIS

101T: Joseph Nash

7-e Federal Elect:-- Capa:- A: -f : " -as amended ("the

Ac," ', :::hibits individz;ais fr-z mt::on in the name

of az:t.ne: person or knCw'n-y per::t:-: t: -.: maze's to be used

to effe-:: such contribut:ons. "UL7.. I 44:f

:---frmation obtained by the Cmis-siamr -!e normal course

of ca==y_-ing out its supervisory respcns:-i;.ties indicates that

Ricbie Goland made $120,000 in excessive r- -t::=tions to Ed

-- Vallam for Senate (Mthe Comittee') In 1956 thr=mph the use of

apptrcx-= tely sixty-five conduits. Mictoe. roisd was indicted

for te" activities in December. 1948. The iidictaent also

states that Joseph Nash made an "in-kird" =out:rbItion to thee
C,

Cmo- =e by writing a check to Greens:zipe Merza for the

, prwd =tion and airing cf a televis:i -rri&. featuring Vallen.

The m:dictnent further indicates that Zzsep As received

reimtmrsenent from Michael 'Oland :r h:s .: .es for this

com:::_b tion. Therefore, ttere is reason :-z r-elieve that Joseph

Xas-t -'-=:ated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f t-y peruzti:;; h;s name to be used to

effe- a contribution : tte name :f anotier.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI1N(T % DC 2o4b

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Leslie Lindenblatt

Leslie Lindenblatt
Adams-Linden Public Relations
17003 Ventura Boulevard
Encino, California 91436

tr
Dear Ms. Lindenblatt:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
-- that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act"). The 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

C submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order toAnswer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Leslie Lindenblatt
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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 Of!iT-e of the
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 the 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 will not be entertained after
briefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
- 2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

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

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

V Sincerely,

C
/- ~ S

O.Dany L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BErORE THE rEDERAL ELECTION COISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN AN S

TO: Leslie Lindenblatt
Adams-Linden Public Relations
17003 Ventura Boulevard
Encino, California 91436

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby orders you to submit written answers to

the questions attached to this Order and subpoenas you to produce

the documents requested on the attachment to this Subpoena. Legible

copies which, where applicable, show both sides of the docuMnts may

C' be substituted for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be forwarded

to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election Cmission,

999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along with the

requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this Order and

Subpoena.



MUR 2727
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WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election C omission has
hereunto set his hand in Washington,-D.C. on this U day of

1989.

Uann,. McDonald, Chairman-
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

marjd'ie . Eons
Secretary to the Commission

Attachments

Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

C



FEDERAL ELECTION COMIRSSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
RESPONDENT: Leslie Lindenblatt

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their name's to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.s.c. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

_Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

Ln approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

.W for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also
11T states that Leslie Lindenblatt made an "in-kind" contribution to
C, thee Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Media for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Vallen.

The indictment further indicates that Leslie Lindenblatt received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his associates for this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to believe that Leslie

Lindenblatt violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by permitting his name to be

used to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WhASHINCTO% DC 20461I

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
David Weisman

David Weisman
14001 Ventura Boulevard
Sherman Oaks, California 91403

Q: Dear Mr. Weisman:

On August 3. 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.s.c.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act*). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Comission's finding, is attached for your

- information.

IfO Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that
pr; no action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual

or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
1q, Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order to
C- Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be

submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. if you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

in the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



David Weisman
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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). Upcn receipt of the request, the OffiF-ce of the
General Counsel w-ll 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 the 5eneral Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause conzilia::=n not be entered into at this time so that it may
complete :ts ":vestigation of the matter. Further, requests for
pre-probatie :ause conciliation will not be entertained after
briefs on pr:tate cause have been mailed to the respondent.

Req-es.s fr 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 the General Counsel
ordinarily viUJ not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 55 437g~aH(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of

the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C /

DannyCL. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual an. Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designaticn cf Counsel Form



3= TIE FRDERAL ELECTIO C010UISSIO

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727)

Suoa n TO PRODUCz DocsuTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTfN

TO: David Weisman
14001 Ventura Boulevard
Sherman Oaks, California

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

C: Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.
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WHEREFORE, the chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this Zt,(day of

edt- , 1989.

Manny L/McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Secretary to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

rj L=21n&



FEDERAL ELEMION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2-f

RESPONDENT: David Weisman

The Federal Election Campaign Act of :. as aended 'the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making c:r:: zns :n :he na

of another person or knowingly permitting thei: ae's : te used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. S 441f.

Information obtained by the Commissicn in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that

Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to ad

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits. Michael Goland was indicted

for these activities in December, 1988. The indictment also

states that David Weisman made an "in-kind" contributicn to thee

Committee by writing a check to Greenstripe Hedia for the

production and airing of a television commercial featuring Valler.

The indictment further indicates that David Weisnan received

reimbursement from Michael Goland or his asso,:ates fcr this

contribution. Therefore, there is reason to 'elieve t-hat David

Weisman violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f by permittin his name to be uset

to effect a contribution in the name of another.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI; ION. 1)( Aft

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RVTUR RECEIPT REQUESTED

Audrey M. Barbour, Treasurer
Committee to Elect Ed Vallen
123 Palm
Rialto, CA 92376

RE: MUR 2727tn Committee to Elect Ed
1 Vallen and Audrey M.Barbour, as treasurer

Dear Ms. Barbour:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found that
- there is reason to believe the Committee to Elect Ed Vallen ("the

Committee") and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441a(f),
434(a)(2)(A)(ii) and 434(b), provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Act"). The Factual and
Legal Analysis, which formed a basis for the Commissions
finding, is attached for your information.

C Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against the Committee and you. You may
submit any factual or legal materials that you believe are

rrelevant to the Commission's consideration of this matter.
Statements should be submitted under oath. All responses to the
enclosed Order to Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce
Documents must be submitted within 15 days of your receipt of
this order and subpoena. Any additional materials or statements
you wish to submit should accompany the response to the order and
subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address, and telephone number of such counsel, and



Audrey Barbour, Treasurer
Page 2

authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or othercommunications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information whichdemonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,the Commission may find probable cause to believe that aviolation has occurred and proceed with conciliation.
If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable causeconciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.S 111.18(D). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTce of theGeneral Counsel will make recommendations to the Commissioneither proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter orNO recommending declining that pre-probable cause conciliation bepursued. The Office of the General Counsel may recommend thatpre-probable cause conciliation not be entered into at this timeso that it may complete its investigation of the matter.-- Further, requests for pre-probable cause conciliation will not beentertained after briefs on probable cause have been mailed tothe respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinelytr, granted. 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 the GeneralCounsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.
C This matter will remain confidential in accordance with2 U.S.C. SS 4 37g(a)(4)(B) and 4 37g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify) the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be

made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief descriptionof the Commissions procedures for handling possible violationsof the Act. If you have any questions, please contact AnthonyBuckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny t. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFOM FERAL NLETI CIS3O

In the Matter of )
)

)NUR 2727

SUBPOMNA TO PRODUCE DOC
ORDER TO SUDNIT WRITTEN ANSW-ff

TO: Audrey Barbour, Treasurer
Committee to Elect Ed Vallen
123 Palm
Rialto, CA 92376

Pursuant to 2 U.S.c. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,
the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit
written answers to the questions attached to this Order and
subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where
applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be
forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Comission, 999 1 Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along
with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.



MR 2727
Audrey Sarbour, Treasurer
Page 2

WDE'IrORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this 44 ay of

,t 1989.

/ /
/

, a .0

D-anny L/McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marlq VW. ons
Sect ary to the Commission

Attacbents
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



MUR 2727
Audrey Barbour, Treasurer
Page 5

INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

1. State whether Ed Vallen was featured in a television
advertisement in October or November 1986.

2. Explain how the advertisement referred to in Question 1 came
about.

3. Identify the persons who produced and aired the advertisement
referred to in Question 1.

4. Identify the persons who paid for the production and airing

of the advertisement referred to in Question 1 and state the
amount paid by each person identified.

5. State the dates on which the advertisement referred to in

Question 1 was aired on television.

6. State the total cost of the production and airing of the
advertisement referred to in Question 1 and provide copies of all
documents regarding the financing of this advertisement.

7. Provide the addresses of the following individuals:
a) Dick Famiglietti,
b) Susan Herbst,
c) Maurice Hyman,
d) Paula Hyman,
e) Mike and Sandy Katz,
f) Tom Kindle,
g) Herb and Mollie Krause,
h) Robert Krause,
i) Steven Lee,
j) Monte Morrow,
k) Colleen Morrow,
1) Joe Noriega,
a) Jeff Pandin,
n) Peter Roff,
o) Warren Sims,
p) Shelly Sperling,
q) Mark Victor,
r) Gary Willet,
s) Sandor Habalow,
t) Robert and Ann Ives, and
u) Patti Bridges.



FEDERA ELCZOW CISSIO

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS: Comittee to Elect Ed Vallen to MUR 2727
Senate and Audrey Barbour, as
treasurer

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act") places a $1,000 limit on the aggregate contributions which

an individual may make to a candidate and his authorized

political committees with respect to any election for Federal

office, 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). The Act also prohibits

committees from knowingly accepting contributions in excess of

these limitations. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).
C:

The Act also imposes reporting requirements on all political

committees. See 2 U.S.C. S 434. Each report submitted to the

Commission must include an itemization of each contribution of

over $200 received during that reporting period. 2 U.S.C.
LI)

S 434(b).

Information obtained by the Federal Election Commission in

the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities indicates that Ed Vallen for Senate (Mthe

oIN Committee") may have failed to report the full value of a

television ad which was produced and aired in late October and

early November 1986, accepted excessive contributions and failed

to file a Post-General Election Report.

Newspaper articles, including the September 13, 1988 edition

of the Washington Post, the June 24, 1987 edition of the Wall

Street Journal and the September/October 1987 edition of

Campaigns and Elections indicate that the Committee received
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approximately $120,000 in 'in-tinde contributioms in the form of

a television ad featuring Ed Tallen which was a::ed toward the

end of Vallen's 19S6 campaign for the United States Senate. A

December 1988 indictment aa:--st Michael Goland and others for

soliciting individal n:i..:rs to opayw fo: -te ad and for

reimbursing those t:o x-.:tc:. also states tha- a t'-tal of

$120,000 was paid for :he zrof::-t:on for the a- -' air time.

The Committee's 4--H - " ibution Not: -Ii . dcates that

the following forty inivamas .- med in the i4-_z:tment made a

- total of $98,000 in "in-kind" =-- otributions tc t-:e Zommittee

between October 31. an.d Novenber 4, 1986:

David Hu.tcuist, Jerry anrahan, Sa::
Mobassaly, Clifton sserwood, Maury
White, Richard gorowitz, Zvi Sperlit%,,
Renee Lang ftrg, Jacob Sperling, Davzd
WeiSman, Sbifra Miaown, Robert Ives.
Michael Berger, George Korz, Marcel
Valdes, iames White, Ruth Sanchez,
Joseph wash, Alan Setlin, Michael
Daniel, Leslie Limdemblatt, Mary
Siebubr, A. Bruce AdLms, Nachman Shatz,

CT' Robert Frank, Mark Cohen, Judy and
Michael altman, Key 3ixby, Calvin
Crowe, 0Wodd Silver, Joey Pento, Danil.
Nash, Patti Brikies, David Zelon, Xa:=
Massiorck, Janae Dedrick, Helene Sims,
Sloania Ramire2 anI Milton Zarachoff.

According to the indictwmet, their contributi_--v.s were made in

amounts of $1,500 to S4,%'C. 'Afte Committee d:! not file a Post-

General Election Report -r azy subsequent re_:r-s.

The Committee apparentj1 knew that it va-z ac:epting excessive

contributions for in evi.s because it repc--.e many *in-kind"

contributions of over S,C . Therefore, the:e :s
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reason to believe that the Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to Senate

and Audrey Barbour, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f) by

knowingly receiving excessive contributions.

The Committee's reports indicate that it had received less

than $104,000 in total contributions ($5,640 reported in Pre-

General Report and $98,000 as "in-kind" contributions within two

weeks of the election). However, the newspaper reports and the

indictment indicate that Vallen received television production

services worth $120,000. Therefore, it appears that the

Committee may have failed to report the full value of the ad.

There is reason to believe that the Committee and Audrey Barbour,

as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 434(b). Further, because the

Committee failed to file the 1986 Post-General Report, there is

also reason to believe that the Committee and Audrey Barbour, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 434(a)(2) (A) (ii).

C-M

011



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINC ION 1) C Zf1b)

October 5, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Joe Winkelmann, President
Greenstripe Media, Inc.
901 Dove Street, Suite 220
Newport Beach, CA 92660

RE: MUR 2727

Dear Mr. Winkelmann:

The Federal Election Commission has the statutory duty of
enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code. The
Commission has issued the attached order and ubpoena which
requires you to provide certain information in connection with an
investigation it is conducting. The Commission does not consider

)you a respondent in this matter, but rather a witness only.

Because this information is being sought as part of an
investigation being conducted by the Commission, the
confidentiality provision of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) applies.
That section prohibits making public any investigation conducted
by the Commission without the express written consent of the
person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You are
advised that no such consent has been given in this case.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this subpoena and
order. However, you are required to submit the information with
15 days of your receipt of this subpoena and order. All answers
to questions must be submitted under oath.



Joe WinkelMMan
Page 2

If you have amy q=estions, please contact Anthony Buckley,

the attorney asigd m to this matter, at (000) 424-9530.

Sincer ly, /

nce M. Noble
General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena and Order

LI)



MORE THR IEDERAgL LCTION CWXSSIOU

In the Matter of )

MUR 2727

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCWTS
ORDER TO SURIT WREITTN

TO: Joe Winkelmann, President
Greenstripe Media
901 Dove Street, Suite 220
Newport Beach, CA 92660

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

Nthe Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 999 £ Street, U.N., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.

WRT



uMu 2727
Grenstripe Media
Page 2

WHERFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this I14,day

of &9 't, 1989.

/

Danny L. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:
N0

r . wons

Beer ry to the Commission

Attachments
t1) Order and Subpoena (6 pages)

r )



MUR 2727
Greenstripe Media
Page 5

INTERROGAT'ORIES AND REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS

1. State whether Greenstripe Media was hired in 1986 to produce
and air a television advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. 'f so,please provide a copy of any such contract and all documents
relating to this contract.

2. Identify all persons who contacted Greenstripe Media t
arrange for the production of the advertisement referred w I.
Question 1 and identify the person at Greenstripe Media vho was
responsible for handling the production of this advertisement.

3. State generally how Greenstripe Media determines the aaount
to charge for the production and airing of a television
advertisement.

4. State how much Greenstripe Media charged to produce or
arrange for the production and airing of the advertisement
referred to in Question 1 and state the basis for that charge.

5. Provide copies of all documents relating to the financiag of
the advertisement referred to in Question 1 and copies of both

- sides of all checks received in payment for the advertis.it.

6. State whether Greenstripe Media returned any funds revoved
for the production and airing of the advertisement referred to in
Question 1. If so, please identify to whom such funds were
remitted and provide a copy of both sides of each such eck.

C 7. Provide the addresses of the following individuals:

a) Dick Famiglietti,
b) Susan Herbst,
c) Maurice Hyman,
d) Paula Hyman,
e) Mike and Sandy Katz,
f) Tom Kindle,
g) Herb and Mollie Krause,
h) Robert Krause,
i) Steven Lee,
j) Monte Morrow,
k) Colleen Morrow,
1) Joe Noriega,
m) Jeff Pandin,
n) Peter Roff,
o) Warren Simms,



RUm 2727 --

Greenstripe Nea
Page 6

7. Provide the addtesses of the following individuals
(continued):

p) Shelly Sperl:ng,
q) Mark Victor,
r) Gary Willet,
s) Sandor Habalcv,
t) Robert and Ann :ves, and
u) Patti Bridges.

CO
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON DC 204 3

Ocotber 5, 1989

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Michael Goland
Balboa Construction Company, Inc.
20221 Prairie Street
Chastworth, CA 91311

RE: MUR 2727
Balboa Construction

01 Company, Inc.

Dear Mr. Goland:

On August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you knowingly and willfully
violated 2 U.S.C. 5S 441a(a)(1)(A), 441b, 441a(a)(31 and 441f,
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971r as
amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which

Sformed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your
information.

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

factual or legal materials that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be

osubmitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to
submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address, and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a
violation has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Michael Goland
Balboa Construction Company, Inc.
Page 2

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 Offi-ce of the
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 the 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 will not be
entertained after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to
the respondent.

0D 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 the General
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations

C of the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

Danny V. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



HUFORE TR F8DERUL ELECTION CONNI 81O

I the Matter of )
) UR 2727

)

1SBPOMA TO PRODUCE DOCUNTS
OnU TO SUMIT WRITE '3 sw6

TO: Richael Goland, President
Balboa Construction Company, Inc.
20:&l Prairie Street
Cha:svorth, CA 91311

P...:suant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in

furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,

the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the

.ttacbant to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

L' applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted

n. for orig-inals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

Comission, 999 9 Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

UP "7
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MIR 2727
Balboa Construct-ion Company# Inc.
Page 2

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this a"46

610, 1989.

'Fj*/c

day of

/ A

~
Danny 1/. McDonald, ChMirman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

" MarJor W. Emmons
SecretMry to the Commission

-- Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)

UO)

r1V)

"w, , - ' - i I lm

A, /'. U4% n '%
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HUR 2727
Balboa Construction Company# Inc.
Page 5

INT3RROGATORIES AND REQUST FOR DOCIMENTS

1. State the nature of the relationships of Michael Goland,
Sandor Habalow, Mark Barnes, Michael Altman and Lyle Weisman to
Balboa Construction Company, Inc. in 1986, (e.g. officer,
employee, consultant).

2. State whether Colleen Morrow and Lyle Weisman were employed
by Balboa Construction Company in 1986. If so, state the duties
and responsibilities of their positions and their monthly
salaries. Please provide copies of their job descriptions and
of all salary and expense payments made by Balboa Construction to
these individuals in 1986.

3. State whether one of the responsibilities or duties of
Colleen Morrow or Lyle Weisman for Balboa Construction in 1986
was to organize a campaign against Ed Zschau's efforts to win
election to the United States Senate from California. If so,
please explain how they carried out this responsibility or duty,

-- state the total amount spent by Balboa Construction on the
campaign, and provide copies of all documents relating to these
expenditures.

4. State whether Balboa Construction paid $120,000 or less to
Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or Political Advertising &
Consulting in 1986 to produce and air a television advertisement
featuring Ed Vallen. Please provide copies of all documentation
relating to such payments.

C- 5. State the total funds spent by Balboa Construction in 1985
through 1987 to prevent Ed Zschau from being elected to the

V). United State Senate from California.
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FACTUAL AM LDGAL AR1ASIS

RESPONDENT: Balboa Construlction Company, T=. MUR: 2727

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (6the

Act"), prohibits corporations from making cont-ributions and

expenditures in connection with federal electi-nns. 2 U.S.C.

S 441b. For purposes of Section 441b, the Ac: defi.nes

"contributions" and "expenditures" to include an, direct or

indirect payment, distribution, loan, advance, deposit, or gift

of money, or any services, or anything of va:.e. 2 7XS.C.

S 441b(b) (2).

Information obtained by the Federal Election Commission in

the normal course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities indicates that Michael Goland made $120,000 in

- "in-kind" contributions to Ed Vallen for Senate '"tbe Committee'v

Lfl in 1986 through the use of approximately sixty-five conduits.

Michael Goland was indicted for these activities in December

1988.
C

The Justice Department recently forwarded to the Comnission

a copy of the December 1988 indictment against Michael Goland and

others. The indictment alleges that the conduit scheme arose in

the following manner: In June 1986, Goland, as president and

controlling shareholder of Balboa Constructicn Coipany, Inc.

(*Balboa Construction"), hired Colleen Morrow to work for Balboa

Construction and to run a $250,000 campaign against Ed Zschau.

Morrow made two trips from Washington, D.C. to Los Angeles for

this purpose in September 1986, and in October Goland and Morrcov
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decided to promete the candidacy of American Independent Party

candidate Ed Vallen, to divert votes from Ed Zschau. Goland

directed Morrow to arrange for the production and airing of a

television commercial promoting Vallen as the real conservative

in the race and attacking Ed Zschau. Morrow informed Goland that

$120,000 was needed to pay Greenstripe Media, the company

producing and airing the commercials. On October 27, 1986,

Goland directed Michael Altman, who was holding $100,000 of

Goland's personal funds, to write a $90,000 check to Greenstripe

U") Media with the money he had previously given him. Goland also

caused a $30,000 check from Balboa Construction to be issued to

Greenstripe Media. On or about the following day, Morrow told

Goland that it would be illegal for a single contributor to make

a $120,000 contribution to the Vallen campaign. Goland addressed

her concern by stating that he was seeking individual

contributorm to refund the money he had advanced to pay for the

C- ads. Goland, Sandor Babalow and Lyle R. Weisman then contacted

n over 50 conduits to make the payments in return for promises of

reimbursement. The conduits wrote checks to Greenstripe and were

then reimbursed by Goland. Colleen Morrow assisted Goland in

funneling funds from him to Habalow, Weisman and individual

contributors in return for their checks to Greenstripe. After

receiving individual checks, Greenstripe Media sent two checks

totaling $120,000 to Michael Altman which he remitted to Balboa

Construction.
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Information in the indictment indicates that Balboa

Construction Company, Inc. employed an individual, Colleen

Morrow, for the specific purpose of running a campaign to defeat

Ed Zschau and issued a $30,000 check to pay a portion of the

costs of the Vallen ad. Therefore, there is reason to believe

that Balboa Construction Company, Inc. violated 2 u.S.C. $ 441b

by using corporate funds for these purposes.

LO

tr)

C-



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO% D( C.Itb

October 10, 1989
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MUR: 2727
Sandor Habalow

Sandor Habalow
11645 Wilshire Blvd.
Suite 800
Los Angeles, California 90025

Dear Mr. Habalow:

On August 3, 1989, the Federa. Election Commis~ion foundN, that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 U.S.c.
S 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Comissionts 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 that you believe are relevant to the
Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should besubmitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish toC submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. If you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Sandor Habalow
Page 2

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause

conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.

5 lll.8fD). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the

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 the General Counsel may recommend that

pre-pr:bable cause conciliation nct be entered into at this time
so that it may complete its investigation of the matter.

Furthe=. requests for pre-probable cause conciliation will not be

entertained after briefs on probable cause have been mailed to

the respondent.

Requests for extensions of time will not be routinely

granted. Requests must be made in writing at least five days

pricr to the due date of the response and specific good cause

must be demonstrated. In addition, the Office of the General

Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

Fcr 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 Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

/
Danny L. McDonald

Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMiISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Sandor Habalow
11645 Wilshire Blvd
Suite 800
Los Angeles, California 90025

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in
furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,
the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit
written answers to the questions attached to this Order and
subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the
attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where
applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted
for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be
forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election
Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along
with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this
Order and Subpoena.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Cors asion
has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this day of

Or' , 1989.

DannyA. McDonald, airman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

C

Cx Marjo-e W. Emmons
Secregry to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)



MUR 2727
Sandor Habalow
Page 4

INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS

1. State the nature of your relationships with Michael Goland,
Lyle Weisman, Mark Barnes, Michael Altman and Colleen Morrow in
1986, (e.g. employer, employee, co-worker, business associate,
relative, co-member of association or political committee).

2. State whether you solicited any persons to make payments to
Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or Political Advertising and
Consulting in 1986 for the production and airing of a television
commercial featuring Ed Vallen. Please identify these people,
state whether you promised them reimbursement for their payments,
whether you reimbursed them and explain the way in which you

C:) provided such reimbursement to them. Please provide copies of
all documents relating to these reimbursement payments.

3. State whether Michael Goland solicited any persons to make
payments to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or Political
Advertising & Consulting in 1986 for the production and airing of
the advertisement referred to in Question 2. State whether he
promised these persons reimbursement for such payments, whether
he provided reimbursement, and whether you assisted him in

LO reimbursing these persons. If so, please explain your part in
the execution of the reimbursement.

4. Explain the roles of Michael Altman, Colleen Morrow and Lyle
Weisman with respect to the solicitation and reimbursement of
persons who made payments for the production and airing of a
television advertisement featuring Ed Vallen in 1986.

5. State the total funds spent by Michael Goland to prevent Ed
Zschau from being elected to the United State Senate from
California.

6. Provide the addresses of the following individuals:
a) Dick Famiglietti,
b) Susan Herbst,
c) Maurice Hyman,
d) Paula Hyman,
e) Mike and Sandy Katz,
f) Tom Kindle,
g) Herb and Mollie Krause,
h) Robert Krause,
i) Steven Lee,
j) Monte Morrow,
k) Colleen Morrow,



MUR 2727
Sandor Habalow
Page 5

6. Provide the addresses of the follcerwng individuals
(continued):

1) Joe Noriega,
m) Jeff Pandin,
n) Peter Roff,
o) Warren Simms,
p) Shelly Sperling,
q) Mark Victor,
r) Gary Willet,
s) Robert and Ann Ives, and
t) Patti Bridges.

Cf)

nV-



FAl~L ELECTION COMRISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
It--oUST: Sandor Habaow

The Federal Elec::cn Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

A:t". proh: its indiv:dJa.s from making contributions in the name

sf another perscn zr n: wgly permitting their names to be used

t: effect s-:n -:n:r:b,::zns. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f. This section

also prohib:-s :he knvi~nz acceptance by committees of

c:ntr:buticns made by :-e person in the name of another person.

The Coumiss::n has furtner interpreted this provision to cover

s:tuations vtere an individual who neither made a contribution in

h:s own name nor permitted his name to be used to effect a

contribution in the name of another actively assists in the making

of such contributions.

ninformation obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates thatNr

Michael Goland made 512=,000 in excessive contributions to Ed
C_
Ile) Vallen for Senate ("the Comittee") in 1986 through the use of

Capproximately sixty-five conduits and that Sandor Habalow was

involved in this condu:: reimbursement scheme. The September 13,

1988, edition of the Washington Post carried a news account

stating that the FBI was investigating Michael Goland for

alegedly funnel:ng money through other individuals to the

Committee to Elect Ed va3.en to Senate ("the Committee"). The

artic'.e states that GcLand's support of the Vallen campaign was

essent:ally an effort :: attract conservative voters away from Ed
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Zschau in a tight race between Representative Ed Zschau and

incumbent Senator Alan Cranston. The article quotes another

newspaper account which states that Goland made over $100,000 of

such contributions to the Committee within two weeks of the

general election. This article, along with two earlier articles

in the Wall Street Journal (June 24, 1987) and Campaigns and

elections (September/October 1987), indicates that the

contributions were paid to Mark Barnes, a political consultant

and a principal in Political Advertising and Consulting, to

produce and buy time for a television ad for Vallen. Vallen told
reporters that Barnes called him in October 1986 offering

$120,000 in television production services from "conservative

Republicans who don't want Zschau." These articles state that

Barnes also contacted the Libertarian Party with a similar offer

but that party turned him down once he revealed that he was really

working for Goland.

The Justice Department recently forwarded a copy of the
December 1988 indictment against Michael Goland, Lyle R.

Weisman, Michael Altman and Sandor E. Habalow. The indictment

alleges that Michael Goland knowingly and willfully violated

2 U.S.C. 55 441a(a)(1)(A) and 441f by making an excessive

$120,000 contribution to the Committee through the use of 65

named conduits. In addition, the indictment charges that Goland

and two other individuals - Habalow and Weisman - knowingly and

willfully caused the treasurer of the Vallen Committee to make
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false statements to the Commission in violation of 18 U.S.C.

$ 1001 when the Committee treasurer reported that the Goland

contributions represented lawful contributions from the conduits.

These same three defendents are also charged with unlawful

conspiracy in connection with the conduit scheme. Michael Altman

is charged, along with Habalow and Weisman, with aiding and

abetting Goland to make contributions in the names of others.

Specifically, the indictment alleges that the conduit scheme

came about in the following manner. In June 1986, Goland, as

president and controlling shareholder of Balboa Construction

Company, Inc. ("Balboa Construction"), hired Colleen Morrow to

work for Balboa Construction and to run a $250,000 campaign

against Ed Zschau. Morrow made two trips from Washington, D.C. to

Los Angeles for this purpose in September 1986, and in October

Goland and Morrow decided to promote the candidacy of American

Independent Party candidate, Ed Vallen, to divert votes from Ed

Zshau. Goland directed Morrow to arrange for the production and

airing of a television commercial promoting Vallen as the real

conservative in the race and attacking Ed Zschau. Morrow informed

Goland that $120,000 was needed to pay Greenstripe Media, the

company producing and airing the commercials.

In July 1986, Goland provided Michael Altman with a $100,000

check drawn on the account of Bateman, Eichler, Hill, Richards &

Co. with instructions that Altman deposit the check and hold the



-4-

funds for disbursement at Goland's direction in the future. on

October 27, 1986, Goland directed Altman to write a $90,000 check to

Greenstripe Media with these funds. Goland also caused a $30,00

check from Balboa Construction to be issued to Greenstripe Weia. On

or about the following day, Morrow told Goland that it would be

illegal fcr a single contributor to make a $120,000 contribution to

the Vallen campaign. Goland addressed her concern by stating that he

was seeking individual contributors to refund the money he had

advance to pay for the ads. Goland, Habalow and Weisman then

contacted approximately 56 conduits to make the payments in return

for promises of reimbursement. The conduits wrote checks to

Greenstripe and were then reimbursed by Goland. Colleen Morrow

assisted Goland in funneling funds from him to Habalow, Ueiimn and

individual contributors in return for their checks to Greemstripe.

U1) After receiving individual checks, Greenstripe Media sent two checks

totaling $120,000 to Michael Altman which he remitted to Goland's

company, Balboa Construction.
C

The indictment indicates that Sandor Habalow solicited

individuals for contributions to the Vallen campaign with promises

that they would be reimbursed and arranged for their reinbursemet by

Goland in knowing contravention of the Act. Therefore, there is

reason to believe that Sandor Habalow violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441f by

actively assisting Michael Goland in making contributions in the

names of others.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
wASHINCION. OC 20.!1l

October 5, 1989

C£RTirFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Mark Barnes
political Advertising & Consulting
7056 Ramsgate Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90045

RE: MUR 2727

Dear Mr. Barnes:

The Federal Election Commission has the statutory duty of

enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code. The
Commission has issued the attached order and subpoena which
requires you to provide certain information in connection with an
investigation it is conducting. The Commission does not consider
you a respondent in this matter, but rather a witness only.

Because this information is being sought as part of an

investigation being conducted by the Commission, the

confidentiality provision of 2 U.S.C. I 437g(a)(12)(A) applies.

That section prohibits making public any investigation conducted
by the Commission without the express written consent of the

person with respect to whom the investigation is made. You are

advised that no such consent has been given in this case.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist

you in the preparation of your responses to this subpoena and

order. However, you are required to submit the information with

15 days of your receipt of this subpoena and order. All answers

to questions must be submitted under oath.



Mark Barnes.
Page 2

if you have any questions, please contact Anthony Buckley,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (800) 424-9530.

Since ly, /

c t.Nbl e
6Lwrence X ol

General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena and Order

C
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In the Matter of )
)

MUR 2727
)

SUPOUIA TO PRODIr3 CTMOM
ODIM TO SUBMIT WnTITM

TO: Mark Barnes
Political Consulting & Advertising
7056 Raasgate Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90045

CO

0 Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3). and in

--- furtherance of its investigation in the above-ctemd matter.

lrthe Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to sit

written answers to the questions attached to this er ad

subpoenas you to produce the documents reoested am the

attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies vhiack, tubre
Nr

C- applicable, show both sides of the do nts oy be substituted

V) for originals.

r>1 Such answers must be submitted udr oath most be

forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Teftral Election

Commission, 999 a Street, N.W., Washington. D.Z. 21463, along

with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

Order and Subpoena.
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irk Barnes
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BKZFORI, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this dday of

, 1989.

/

Danny L. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

to the Commission

&tta~uts
Oeder and Subpoena (5 pages)

rC
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INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS

1. State whether you were employed by or contracted with

Greenstripe Media in 1986. If so, please state your title and

responsibilities and provide a copy of your contract with

Greenstripe Media.

2. State whether you were employed by or contracted with
political Advertising & Consulting in 1986. If so, please state

your title and responsibilities and provide a copy of your

contract with Political Advertising and Consulting.

3. Explain the nature of your relationship with Michael Goland

in 1986 (e.g., employer, employee, partner, consultant,
relative).

4. State whether Political Advertising & Consulting contracted

Cwith Greenstripe Media in 1986 to produce and air a television

advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. If so, please provide a copy

of any such contract and all documents relating to this contract.

5. State generally how Political Advertising & Consulting
determines the amount to charge to produce and/or arrange for the

airing of a television advertisement.

6. State how much Political Advertising & Consulting charged to

produce and/or arrange for the production and airing of the

advertisement referred to in Question 4 and state the basis for

that charge.

7. Provide copies of all documents relating to the financing of

the advertisement referred to in Question 4 and copies of both

sides of all checks received to pay for the advertisement.

8. Identify all persons that made payments in connection with

the advertisement referred to in Question 4.

9. State whether the persons identified in response to

Question 8 were reimbursed for their payments and whether you

assisted with such reimbursement.

10. State whether your personally paid for any portion of the

advertisement referred to in Question 4.

11. State whether you solicited funds from anyone to pay for the

advertisement referred to in Question 4. If so, identify whom

you solicited.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~ WASHINCTO% DC 104463

October 10, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

tIUR: 2727
Lyle Weisman

Lyle Weisman
220 North Canyon Drive
Suite 1303
Beverly Hills, California 90210

Dear Mr. Weisman:

on August 3, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe that you violated 2 LU.S.C.
5 441f, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

c as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis, which
formed a basis for the Commission's finding, is attached for your

c~q 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 that you believe are relevant to the

to Commission's consideration of this matter. Statements should be
submitted under oath. All responses to the enclosed order to

fled Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents must be
submitted within 15 days of your receipt of this order and
subpoena. Any additional materials or statements you wish to

submit should accompany the response to the order and subpoena.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist
you in the preparation of your responses to this order and
subpoena. if you intend to be represented by counsel, please
advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the
name, address and telephone number of such counsel, and
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications or other
communications from the Commission.

In the absence of any additional information which
demonstrates that no further action should be taken against you,
the Commission may find probable cause to believe that a violation
has occurred and proceed with conciliation.



Lyle Weisman
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If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
:onciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(D). Upon receipt of the request, the OfTi-ce of the
Seneral 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
:ffice of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
--&use conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may

momplete its investigation of the matter. Further, requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation will not be entertained after
=riefs on probable cause have been mailed to the respondent.

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 the General Counsel
:rdinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling possible violations of
the Act. If you have any questions, please contact Anthony
Buckley, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
C

~/

Danny L. McDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Order and Subpoena
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Lyle Weisman
220 North Canyon Drive
Suite 1303
Beverly Hills, California 90210

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in
furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter,
the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit
written answers to the questions attached to this Order and
subpoenas you to produce the documents requested on the
attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where
applicable, show both sides of the documents may be substituted
for originals.

Such answers must be submitted under oath and must be
forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, Federal Election

( Commission, 999 E Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, along
with the requested documents within 15 days of receipt of this

CII' Order and Subpoena.
WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Com-s sion

"CT has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this Grday of
1989.

Danny/L. McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

pr

Marjor W. Emmons
Secreta*y to the Commission

Attachments
Order and Subpoena (5 pages)
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INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS

1. State the nature of your relationships with Michael Goland,Sandor Habalow, Mark Barnes, Michael Altman and Colleen Morrow in1986, (e.g. employer, employee, co-worker, business associate,relative, co-member of association or political committee).

2. State whether you were employed by Balboa Construction
Company or Michael Goland in 1986. If so, state the duties andresponsibilities of the position and your monthly salary. Pleaseprovide copies of your job description and salary and expensepayments from Balboa Construction and Michael Goland in 1986.

3. State whether one of your responsibilities or duties forBalboa Construction or Michael Goland in 1986 was to organize orassist in organizing a campaign against Ed Zschau's efforts towin election to the United States Senate from California. Ifso, please explain how you carried out this responsibility or
C duty, state the total amount spent by Balboa Construction on thecampaign and provide copies of all documents relating to these
C14 expenditures.

4. State whether you contacted Mark Barnes, PoliticalAdvertising & Consulting, or Greenstripe Media to makearrangements for the production and airing of a television
. commercial featuring Ed Vallen.

tlr 5. State whether Michael Goland or Balboa Construction paid$120,000 to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or PoliticalNr Advertising & Consulting in 1986 to produce and air a televisionadvertisement featuring Ed Vallen. Please provide copies of allC" documentation relating to such payments.

6. State whether Michael Goland solicited any persons to makepayments to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or PoliticalAdvertising & Consulting in 1986 for the production and airing ofthe advertisement referred to in Question 5. State whether hepromised these persons reimbursement for such payments, whetherhe provided reimbursement, and whether you assisted him inreimbursing these persons. If so, please explain your part inthe execution of the reimbursement.



MUR 2727
Lyle R. Weisman
Page 5

7. State whether you so2-cited any persns t- make payments toGreenstripe Media, Ma: Barnes or P:-t:-a- Advert-sing and
Consulting in 1986 for the product4: and a r:.q- " a television
commercial featuring Ed Vallen. Pease -dent:!. t-ese people,
state whether you pr-z:sed them re-z=,r smer f:r t:!eir payments.
whether you reimburse! then and ex:" -: 'te way :n wh::h you
provided such reimburseme:t to them

8. Explain the roles :f F .hael Ai:-man Sand: a:al:w, and Lyle
Weisman with respect -- *. soliz---..... a-i --&:-- =-.senent of
persons who made payxents for the -- an:.... an :-:no~g of a
television advertisexent featuring 1 v---en :n

9. State the total funds spent by ==-=:t -:nst : n." in 1985
through 1987 to prevent E4 Zschau f-: r e.rn e'ected to the
United State Senate f:zm -alifornia.

10. Provide the addresses ,f the f-Lw ":
a) Dick Famigliet:..,
b) Susan Herbst,
c) Maurice Hyman,
d) Paula Hyman,
e) Mike and Sandy Katz,
f) Tom Kindle,
g) Herb and Mollie Krause,
h) Robert Krause,
i) Steven Lee,
j) Monte Morrow,
k) Colleen Morrow,
1) Joe Noriega,

C, m) Jeff Pandin,
n) Peter Roff,
o) Warren Sims,
p) Shelly Sperling.
q) Mark Victor,
r) Gary Willet,
s) Sandor Habalow,
t) Robert and Ann :es, and
u) Patti Bridges.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

MUR: 2727
RESPONDENT: Lyle Weisman

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"), prohibits individuals from making contributions in the name

of another person or knowingly permitting their names to be used

to effect such contributions. 2 U.S.C. 5 441f. This section

also prohibits the knowing acceptance by committees of

contributions made by one person in the name of another person.

The Commission has further interpreted this provision to cover
situations where an individual who neither made a contribution in

his own name nor permitted his name to be used to effect a

contribution in the name of another actively assists in the making

of such contributions.

Information obtained by the Commission in the normal course

of carrying out its supervisory responsibilities indicates that
C' Michael Goland made $120,000 in excessive contributions to Ed

Vallen for Senate ("the Committee") in 1986 through the use of

approximately sixty-five conduits and that Sandor Habalow was

involved in this conduit reimbursement scheme. The September 13,

1988, edition of the Washington Post carried a news account

stating that the FBI was investigating Michael Goland for

allegedly funneling money through other individuals to the

Committee to Elect Ed Vallen to Senate ("the Committee"). The

article states that Goland's support of the Vallen campaign was

essentially an effort to attract conservative voters away from Ed
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Zschau in a tight race between Representative Ed Zschau and

incumbent Senator Alan Cranston. The article quotes another

newspaper account which states that Goland made over $100,000 of

such contributions to the Committee within two weeks of the

general election. This article, along with two earlier articles

in the Wall Street Journal (June 24, 1987) and Campaigns and

Elections (September/October 1987), indicates that the

contributions were paid to Mark Barnes, a political consultant

and a principal in Political Advertising and Consulting, to

produce and buy time for a television ad for Vallen. Vallen told

Creporters that Barnes called him in October 1986 offering

Nz_ $120,000 in television production services from "conservative

- Republicans who don't want Zschau." These articles state that

t-) Barnes also contacted the Libertarian Party with a similar offer

but that party turned him down once he revealed that he was really

working for Goland.

C,
The Justice Department recently forwarded a copy of the

December 1988 indictment against Michael Goland, Lyle R.

Weisman, Michael Altman and Sandor E. Habalow. The indictment

alleges that Michael Goland knowingly and willfully violated

2 U.S.C. S5 441a(a)(1)(A) and 441f by making an excessive

$120,000 contribution to the Committee through the use of 65

named conduits. In addition, the indictment charges that Goland

and two other individuals - Habalow and Weisman - knowingly and

willfully caused the treasurer of the Vallen Committee to make
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false statements to the Commissic- :- violation of 18 U.S.C.

5 1001 when the Committee treasurer reported that the Goland

contributions represented lavfu7 :t-:ributions from the conduits.

These same three defendants are as: charged with unlawful

conspiracy in connection wit- the ::duit scheme. Michael Altman

is charged, along with Haba :v anf We:sman, with aiding and

abetting Goland to make ccntr'b:.=.:s in the names of others.

Specifically, the indictuer-: alleges that the conduit scheme
co

came about in the following avye-. In June 1986, Goland, as

cli president and controlling sharehc:er of Balboa Construction

Company, Inc. ("Balboa Constrvcti: "n, hired Colleen Morrow to

work for Balboa Construction and ro run a $250,000 campaign

against Ed Zschau. Morrow made t trips from Washington, D.C. to

Los Angeles for this purpose in September 1986, and in October

Goland and Morrow decided to pronane the candidacy of American

Independent Party candidate, Ed Vallen, to divert votes from Ed

Zshau. Goland directed Morrov t- arrange for the production and

airing of a television commercial promoting Vallen as the real

conservative in the race and att:rk:ng Ed Zschau. Morrow informed

Goland that $120,000 was needed -: ,ay Greenstripe Media, the

company producing and airing the :omercials.

In July 1986, Goland M: v=e_ Michael Altman with a $100,000

check drawn on the account cf Ba:ezan, Eichler, Hill, Richards &

Co. with instructions that Alta: deposit the check and hold the
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fimds for disbursement at Goland's direction in the future. On

tcober 27, 1986, Goland directed Altman to write a $90,000 check

tz Greenstripe Media with these funds. Goland also caused a

$30,000 check from Balboa Construction to be issued to Greenstripe

Re-dia. On or about the following day, Morrow told Goland that it

wt-di be illegal for a single contributor to make a $120,000

cc"tribution to the Vallen campaign. Goland addressed her

cncern by stating that he was seeking individual contributors to

refund the money he had advanced to pay for the ads. Goland,

salov and Weisman then contacted approximately 56 conduits to

IWI make the payments in return for promises of reimbursement. The

ceafuits wrote checks to Greenstripe and were then reimbursed by

Goland. Colleen Morrow assisted Goland in funneling funds from

his to Habalow, Weisman and individual contributors in return for

their checks to Greenstripe. After receiving individual checks,
C..

Greenstripe Media sent two checks totaling $120,000 to Michael

Altman which he remitted to Goland's company, Balboa Construction.

The indictment indicates that Lyle Weisman solicited

individuals for contributions to the Vallen campaign with

promises that they would be reimbursed and arranged for their

reimbursement by Goland in knowing contravention of the Act.

wherefore, there is reason to believe that Lyle Weisman violated

U.S.C. 5 441f by actively assisting Michael Goland in making

.ntributions in the names of others.
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90067

October 20, 1989

Anthony Buckley, Esq. , -
Office of the General Counsel 1 . " -'Y)
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463 -4

Re: Michael Goland InvestiQation
z

Dear Mr. Buckley:

This letter is to confirm the fact that I will be
representing the following persons in the above

C\ captioned investigation: 1) Robert Ives, 2) Ann Ives,
3) Richard Horowitz, 4) Beverly Horowitz, 5) Michael
Altman, and 6) Judy Altman.

I am in the process of obtaining designation ofcounsel forms from each client and must discuss with
each the ramifications of any conflict of interest. I
should be able to get these to you within the next 10
days.

With respect to the order to answer questions and
produce documents, as you probably understand we will
need at least several weeks to get the documents and
answer the questions.

Each of the clients wishes to avail themselves of
conciliation and hopefully we'll be able to settle the
matter with the Commission.

Harland W. Braun

HWB/j j k
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(213) 274.8875

October 17, 1989 Via Certified Mail-
Return Receipt Req'd

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20463

HE: t#U[2: 2727 - Alan 1 . S c Iin

Gentlemen:

On or about November 4th 1986, 1 wrote a check for $2000.00 to a
-_ company called Greenstripe Media. I did not know what the check

was for. I did it as a favor which I will explain later.

I do not have a copy of the check. It's my understanding that the
CN FBI have it since when I gave my statement to the agent, he had a

copy of the check and it was then that I realized he had it and it
had never been returned.

I am enclosing my bank statement for the month of October andir, November 1986. As you can see, a check of $2000.00 was paid on
November 4th and a check of $2000.00 was deposited on November 4th.

The reimbursement was given to me by my friend and client, Joseph
Nash. On November 4th 1986, Joe Nash who owned the building my

cz, office was in and had offices on the third floor of the building,
came down to my office and asked me to write a check for $2000.00
to Greenstripe Media and he said he would give me a check of $2000.00
to cover it. I asked him why and he said he needed it as a favor fora friend. Since Joe is not only a friend but through the businesses
he controls a large clientele. Doing a favor like this did not seem
extraordinary.

I do not know of any other individuals who wrote or issued checks to
Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or Political Advertising and Consult-
ing in 1986 to pay for television advertising fees featuring Ed Vallen.

OFFICE:s Roodlad Hills * 4'essmlod * Long Beach * Ptasde 0 LoS A.en * Los Ga • .Sam A.a Irawn



October 17, 1989
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Page Two

I have never met nor had any knowjedze -- ne: : an that which
read in the paper when this came up .a-:- e: about Mr. Michae-i
Goland. I am not familiar with a. r.: :.-r, L which he
belongs nor any political committee.

Had I known the circumstances about the -ss.Lace of my check fzr
Mr. Nash, I would not have done it. S-:.id vou wish any informationother than which I had explained, I ' be happy to render a%.

Sincerely,

C44

"T

Ut) ALAN 3. SETLIN, CLU

AJS:mt

I declare and state as follows: 3nder the penalty of perjury,
all my statementw are true and correct.

Signed:ALA TLIN

Dated: October 17th 1989



GREENS TRIPS U0W ' ' :'7"r2;srt AL

MEDIA, INC. 89 OCT 5 F1 2:147

PLANNING 9 PL4CEMENT 9 SYNDICATION sa ts w l

Mr. Anthony Buckley October 23, 1989
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
999 E. Street, NW
WashingtonD.C. 20463

RE: MUR 2727

Dear Mr. Buckley,

As requested in the FCC. *Order and Subpoena' dated October 5, 1989 the
following, to the best of my knowledge, answers the INTERROGATORIES AND
REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS. As you know, the information has been previously
provided to George B. Newhouse Jr., the U.S. Attorney, who is handling the related
case in United States District Court. George can be reached at (213) 894-3542.

Per, page 5, MUR 2727, the following answers your request by item number:
1. Greenstripe Media was hired to handle broadcast media placement for Ed

Vallen in 1986. It should be noted that Greenstripe Media was not involved in
any "production," of said campaign, but served only as a 'media buying
service'. (See Enclosure #1. Letter of Authorization.)

C14
2. Again, Greentripe Media was not involved in any 'production' only airtime

placement. All communications on said placement was between Joe
Winkelmann of Greenstnpe Media and Mr. Mark Barnes of P.A.C. who handled
the actual production. You will note on the enclosed Greenstripe Piical
BW= dated 10/27/86 'Special Comment 1,' a $5,500 check to P.A.C. for
production. This reimbursement was at the request and direction of Mr. Mark
Barnes of P.A.C. (See Enclosure #2a)

3. Again, we do not do production. Placement or as you call it "airing" is at 5%.

(See Enclosure #2 "GSM Commission £b 5%).

4. Same answer as question 3 above.

5. See Enclosure #3 which are checks initially received from campaign committee.
Also, See Enclosure #4 checks received, unlsii1aa from individual parties.
Also included in both Enclosure #3 and #4 are copies of Greenstripe Media's
"Certified Letter' returning said funds at the instruction of Mr. Mark Barnes of
P.A.C. This particular letter, should be studied closely, since it clearly covers
the most pertinent information on your investigation.

6. Yes, Greestripe Media Inc. returned funds. (See Enclosure #5) this includes a
letter from Mr. Mark Barnes instructing us to take such action. Note we do not
have copies of the cancelled or 'backride' of said checks. You will need to
obtain these copies from the banks in question.

901 Do ve Street * Suite 220 * Newport Beach, California 92660-3060
Telephone(714) 752-9277 * TWX 910-595-2478
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7. Addresses for all of the listed persons are included in Mneiaro 3 and #4 on
the checks. Note this is the only record available on these addresses...snoe we
had no dealings with the listed donors. Furthermore, we d1o W have any record
of addresses for:

HERB AND MOLLIE KRAUSE
COLLEEN MORROW

Nor did we have any dealings with these parties.

8. Same answer as question 7 above. Also we show no address for:

SANDOR HABALOW

To the best of my knowledge the above answers all of the requested items.

Sincerely,

Winkelmann
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GREENS'
MEDIA, IN

PC @ RACU W * 1YNDIAT'I'ON DATE 10.,/2=/86

RADIO TV XX

POLITICAL RECAP

A=UNT Omi ttee o Elect Ed Vallen to U.S. Senate

DATE FUNDS RECEIVED AT OSM 10/27/86

AMOUNT RECEIVED . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

BANK CAL FED/ SEC PACFIC - Cashiers Cecks

LESS: NON-COMMISSIONABLE ITEMS .

AGENCY P. A.C., Inc.

AGENCY COMMINION t 10% S

OW COMMIUION 0 5% S

TOTAL NET PURCHASES S

UWrINT FUNDS $

$120,0.00.

* 5,598.00

SPECIAL COMMENTS:
1. P i Production - $5,500.00
2. Cashiers Ck fees - 6.00
3. Fed Express - 92.00

11,440.20

5,720.10

97,241.70

.00

PATON g R N0T .,K .. AT. N Moss NIT 00,0 cK.
.. ... I I NI

r. KTLA $16,950 $14,407.50 8 5
Km 6,000 5,100. 9 259
KNBC 45,950 39,057.50 253
Km 7,000 5,950. 52 260

CKABC 20,000 17,000. 51 2M
KCST 5,200 4,420. 53 12261

170 144.50 54 12262
K- IV 13,000 11,050. 55 2263
M= 132 112.20 58 12266

- -,, i-

901 Doe Stre * Suit# 220 * Nmpe Bmh, Calfmnia 92660 Tetphx . (714) 752.92 77
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MEDI,C
PL4..;I.\'G PL-IE.T SY'DIC. TIO.V

Ncv~.ter 15, 1986

Li--e. Cutr, Sui:e 4CC
1-53:5, YMa~~ia Bld
She_.a Carks, CA 90"o'2

Dear .r. .2. a- -:

- i-stzc-_crs fr,= Yar:k Barn-es (see attachd letter
a--ed I/18/6), e -.ccsei is a ca--qher's Check for $!04,OCG.

s -a'= 'wa =c-Pved by C-hedks !'onrwardeed to -,V offce fr=
sErters of the Cc nit-_ee to -lec E2 Vallen to the U.S
Se- a.e. For yc -ece Ihave e rlosed c=pies of said
chec-.s.='o. t.e re=ord, neither myself nor aL-y of - empcyees

C) ~~ever reusted or :L- " 4em, thazt these checaks be seent to Greernser4e
Media, :-c. It was cr u.ers-ta di.- that the cerz-tified checks
(co-ies attached):

C1 Secxrity Pacific Natioal Bank, Brea Dated 10/27/86
$30 *CCO .%O0

__ 4 ornia Federal, She=w-n Oak.s Office Dated 10/27/86
$90,000.00

which we received on Octcber 27tch we.e ea result of ritd -
tiOrns to the COnittee to Elect Ed Vallen and these fus were
used to pay for all a= ti chased for the caq an. Gren-
ster-e Meia, Lnc. is no-thi- more than a modia h bzi Service

C" and does nct collect caaign funds. Ekever, our only Cotet
on thi.s aa= t has been Mr. Mark Barnes of P A.C.,, tux we are
reactimx to his is -uc-oa_.s si e we never sxl- have received
the donor checks and we do not want the money sizo all evendi-
tres on this camaign wete cvered by the original, previsly
menticred, cashier's checks.

T7rough this letter I a advisLr Audrey Barbr, rm O
of the Ccwxittee to Elecwt Ed Vallen, of this entire transactiom
for her recorting needs. I am sure that the Ca=mttee is aware
of this situation. Ha _ver, as a precaution I feel obligated to
pass all information o. to the Campaign s ... since it is
her respcrnsibility to report any loans and/or con--iutis.

901 Dove Street * Suite 220 * Newport Beach California 92660-3060
Telephone (714) 752-9277 * TWAX910-595-2478



1*. Michel . Altzmn
Page -to

If ym should have any questions on this situation, please
feel free to contact my office.

Sinerely,

Joe Winkelmann

President

JW/sab

cc: Mark Barnes
Aurey larbo
Ed Vallen

Originlal sent cress mail; all copies sent certified umil.
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GREENS TRIG
MEDIA, INC.
Pt4A'NXI.VG 0 PLACEMENT * SYNDICATION

January 12, 1987

.' .'ichael B. Alt-mn
.-__". Court, Saite 400

15315 X-clia Blvd.
S-.e=_r. Oaks, CA 91403

Dear Mr. Altman:

Th.e enclosed check is being sent to you at the reqest of
M_-. Yark Barnes. This transacti is on the same basis as our

-- mzaication of Nowverbe 18th, 1986 (copy atta hd).

f vou s:uld have any questis, please ccmtact my office.

Sincerely,

Joe Inkezmann
President

c: Mark Barnes
Audrey Barbour
Ed Vallen

901 Dove Street e Suite 220 * Newport Beach, California 92660-3060
Telephone(714) 752-9277 * TWX 910-595-2478
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Gronstip.Wdae Inc.

901, tve Str..t,.Rtte 220

Newport kath, Ca 026

Dear loa:

A p~er. our phwe ftaverutaion pl.ase refund 0104,O000#00 of tba $12O,000.00*
- ~ - OceivdQtobinr 27, 1986 Lo guarmaii tht parchass of Tt tiw for tb*e

C=0 ittee to z1ct~ W Vallea 1o the V.8, $mahte&
CN~

*'* -Pleae send a absehier a chek In that s3omnt to

LI) -* -Hr. JahihsoLAlta

9 inaeft (brt1 site 400

C, sh=mn Caks, CA 91403

~" ~ Thank r .*

882 Sepulveda Blvd, Suite 1OB/Los Ag CololbWO 04
Telephone 213/69..5916.
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ACCOUNT 015!±tee to Elect Ed Valen to the US Seate

DATE FUNDS RECEIVED AT GSM
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BANK

LESS: NO'*-COMMISSIONABLE ITEMS

AGENCY

s

P.A.C., Inc.

AGENCY COMISSION @ 10% $

GSM COMMISSN @ 5%

TOTAL NET PURCHASES

UNSPENT FUNDS 14,747.50*

SPECIAL COWIN-
*CAsbiergs chc rEiWte ZM

cnDec. 11, 1986:

Cashiers ak.#23542
iSSmd by: Pacific 3 .-------- Bank,
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PURCHASES
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0 Suite 220 * Newport Beach, California 92660
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1740 BROADWAY, 24th ILOOI -NEW YORK. N. Y. 10019

(212) 247-2521

October 24, 1989

Anthony Buckley, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N. W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2727

Dear Mr. Buckley,

I would like to thank you again for your courtesy during our
conversation yesterday.

Enclosed find DESIGNATION OF COUSEL forms that I hope will
be satisfactory.

As I have been newly assigned to the case (by my son) I
would request a twenty(20) day extension so that I might
gather the facts.

Enc. 4
AHZ/na

-r-

"-4 .,'

r%) _
--. r*)(l

a, vl
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The above-namied Individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

coaincatonm from the Commission and to act on my behalf Wore

the .aoission.

MPODMW 0 S NAM:

AD~rn2

NW.-.

imirns ~.

&. ( -L

ture

,A'id A. Zelon

13- Fraser .

5auta Monica, CA 90405

(213) 396 6568
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Tbo above-namod "ndivLdual is hereby designated an sy

conwel and is author4z d to receive any notification* and other

cw 1 Icetions from tbw Caisson and to act on "p bebaef 6eroe

tm Camleion,
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PRO MUSCLE

MANAGEMENT. WNC.

________202 MAIN STREET, SUITE 8, VENICE, CA 90291 (2133398-8568 '

Mr. Allen H.
1740 Broadway,
New York, N.Y.

Zelon
24th floor
10019

October 23, 1989

Dear Mr. Zelon:

This letter will hereby authorize you to represent me as my legal
counsel with regards to the enclosed documents from the Federal
Elections Commission.

Please contact me after you have reviewed the matter.

tn Sincerely,

Ma Miss*rk



eS
PRO MUSCLE

MANAGEMENT. INC.

----202 MAIN STREET. SUITE B. VENICE. CA 90291 (213 398-8588

Mr. Allen H. Zelon
1740 Broadway, 24th floor
New York, N.Y. 10019

October 23, 1989

Dear Mr. Zelon:

This letter will hereby authorize you to represent me as my legal
counsel with regards to the enclosed documents from the Federal
Elections Commission.

Please contact me after you have reviewed the matter.

vid A.



IqEDRAL E.IENV 1Ot 3 ?..3MAIL 406
CARLSMITH. WICHMAN. CASE. MUxAI AND ICHIKI

INONOLULU ATTORNEYS AT LAw WOCT 26 M4 19 ".LO
.BSSOP STREE[T 2Z WAIa,.%Jl[Ih,, &£"

A Sr: TOWER. SUT aE A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING LAW CORPORATIONS 4 " AlA W*' AVE

- .ULU. HAWAII 96809 515 SOUTH FIGUEROA STREET '808; 93S-4646
.SOS S23-2SOO

MANULIPE BUILDING. NINTH FLOOR

Los ANGELES, CALIrORNIA 90071
GUAM 75-5742- - ,*LA.A. .

, SOLEDAD AVE.. SUITE 40' TELEPHONE (213) 955-1200 A,.A-MoNA HA, ,--:
AGANA. GUAM 96910 4080 S 654

(67) 472-6613 TELECOPIER (213) 623-0032

October 23, 1989 2 5
SA.PAN 2 WES S, 5 .

rv E ERRACE OFFICE BLDG e~e i-ZLS9
SJ:TE 300

SLaPA%. MP 96950 crur I
1570' 322-3455 030985-*

Anthony Buckley, Esq.
OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL
Federal Election Commission
999 East Street, N.W.
Washington D.C. 20463 R

Re: HIM 2727

Dear Mr. Buckley:

This letter will confirm our telephone discussion o1 V
October 17, 1989 wherein the undersigned advised you that our -s
firm has been retained to represent the interests of Michael 2

Katz in regards to the above-referenced matter. We enclose
for your files an executed Statement of Designation of Counsel
designating the undersigned to act on behalf of Michael Katz
before the Commossion.

Mr. Katz gave testimony about his donation on June
2, 1989 in the United States District Court, Central District
of California, in a case entitled United States v. Xichael
Goland, CR88-1009 (A-RSWL). We are in the process of obtain-
ing the transcript from this trial and, upon its receipt, will
prepare a complete response to the Request for Interrogatories
and Request for Documents ("Requests"). We are confident that
once you obtain all the information from Mr. Katz, you will
realize that Mr. Katz honestly believed that he was making a
donation for the Alan Cranston relection campaign and was com-
pletely ignorant of Ed Valen or Michael Goland.

This letter will further confirm that you have
granted Michael Katz an extension of an additional twenty (20t
days to prepare and serve our response to Requests. Michael
Katz received the Requests on October 16, 1989 by certified



Anthony Buckley, Esq.
October 23, 1989
Page Two

mail. Accordingly, we will calendar our response to the
Requests for November 20, 1989. We will do our best to get
our responses to you well before that date, but appreciate the
additional extension of time.

We would appreciate your contacting the undersigned
immediately if your recollection of our telephone discussion
differs in any material fashion. Please feel free to give me
a call if, upon receipt of all information, you have any
questions concerning the facts surrounding my client's dona-
tion to the Alan Cranston relection campaign.

Your cooperation in this matter is greatly appre-
ciated.

Very truly yours,

R~chard Lloyd Sherman

RLS/ts
L8909424

cc: Mr. Michael Katz

' z
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Richard Lloyd Sherman, Esq.
SUM P CARL TH. WICHMAN, CASE. MKAI AND ICHIKI

am S:lml 515 So. Figueroa Street

Ninth Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90071

(213) 955-1200

The above-naaed individual is hereby designated an my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and. otber

co aicatons from the Comission and to act on sy behalt Sefore

the Comission.

/a t //71p

NEWO Tg5 -

DM~ISMmomm iruo.,IWI

Signature

//6 , .. r (S# e f 4_
Cd9e& 9ooo"4f

(K /i'/ .2o7- j5.3c
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Richard Lloyd Sherman, Esq.
D~U~_~E 4 ~ 3 CARLITTI_ UHA-N KA. X A. 15 TCHIKI

S... A-- W imr rrpr

Ninth Flnnr

Los Anaeles. CA 90071

V S (213) 955-1200

The abovo-named individual is hereby desagnated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any iotifications and other

oai nications from the Comission and to act o my bebalt Before

te Commiesion.

Dat# iqnature
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MAIL OOM

9OCT27 ANt1I
I AW OFFICES OF

N|FL\'IN D. HONOWITZ
4)'. I MHAR(ADERO CENTER

.- 1"II FLOOR
' %\ FRA\(1'S (). CAIIFORNIA 94IH

(41" .421 6110

"li"

October 23, 1989 Oil

C-)

Off:ze :f the General Counsel
Feff~er , Election Commission . ,
9 .Street, NW
Wash.-..-_on, D.C. 20463 .. .
At:en-_n: Anthony Buckley, Esq.

.e : MUR 2727 - Clifton Sherwood Z

Dear ?!r. Buckley:

-hank you for your thoughts and understanding in light of
the earthquake. As we discussed last week I needed theaddit-tonal few days to respond to your subpena requests.

Azcordingly, please find enclosed a Statement of Designation
of Ccunsel, Answers to Interrogatories and Production of
Documents and Verification by Mr. Sherwood.

While I see no violations of 2 U.S.C. Section 441(f) or any
other violation of law by me client, I do hereby request
conciliation pursuant to 11 C.F.R. Section 111.18 D. Please

c direct all further inquiries and documents to my office.

:f there are any problems or questions please call me at
once.

Sincerely,

LAW OFFICES OF MELVIN D. HONOWITZ

Melvin D. Honowitz

cz:: :_ffton Sherwood



2

3 In the matter of ) 3M 2727
Clifton Sherwood

4

5 ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR DOCUMENTS

6 1. Yes, copies enclosed (both sides of each check as
Exhibit A). However, I did not know the specific use

7 of the monies as asked in this interrogatory.

8 2. No

9 3. Not applicable

10 4. Michael Goland asked me to contribute to Edward B.
Vallen and Larry Homer (See Exhibit A). I did not know

11 either candidate. I did not receive reimbursement for
-% either contribution.

12
C4 5. No.

13IZ 6. See Exhibit B. Since I received no re mbursement I
14 cannot identify any deposit as requested. However, I

did receive a refund of $2,000 from Mr. Vallen's
LO 15 campaign in February of 1987. See the attached Vallen

correospondenco Exhibit C.
16

7. In 1986, I was a geeral partner with Balboa
17 Construction Company, Inc. which is ovned by Michael Goland.

Our partnership was known as S.B. Development Company, a
C 18 California General Partnership. I was also hired as an

independent contractor (conmltant) by Balboa Construction,
19 Company, Inc. during 1986 and advised Mr. Goland and Balboa

regarding certain real estate and financing problems they
20 were experiencing.

21 Dated: October 1989

22 _ _ _ _

23 hl fton v She ood

24

25

26

27

-II



1

2 VERIFICATION

4
I, Clifton Sherwood declare:

5
I have read the foregoing Answers to

6
Interrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents and

7
the same are true of my own knowledge, except as to the

8
matters which are therein stated as information and belief,

9
and as to those matters, I believe it to be true.

10
I declare under penalty of perjury the foregoing is

true and correct.
12

CN is Executed at AariA'A California, on the071IVT 14
day of (Q'I-.-, 1989.

15LI)

16

17 Clifton Shee

c 18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28



1

2 PROOF OF SERVICE

3

4 I, the undersigned, declare that I am a citizen of the United

5 tates; employed in the City and County of San Francisco, State of

6 :alifornia; over the age of 18 years; not a party to t-he within

7 ntitled cause; and my business address is One Embarcadero Center,

8 27th Floor, Francisco, CA 94111. I am readily familiar with the

9 irm's business practice for collection and processing of

10 .orrespondence/documents for mailing with the United States Postal

11 Service.

12 On October § . , 1989, I served the foregoing MN TO

N 13 OIES AM RBMESTS FOR DOCUWIWS and VERIFIT on the

14 nnterested parties in this action by placing a true copy thereof,

15 nclosed in a sealed envelope, postage prepaid, in the United

16 tates mail at San Francisco, California addressed as follows:

17 Office of the General Counsel

C 18 Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, NW

to 19 Washington, D.C. 20463
Attention: Anthony Buckley, Esq.

~20

21 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State

22 f California that the above is true and correct, and that this

23 eclaration was executed on October J2 /, 1989, at San Francisco,

24 alifornia.

25 1

26
Autherin Canada

27

28-1
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a
°3M. ool. Melv~in W.$r.%w-,

One Embarade- - : e-

27t- F1 l.r

Sar 1 c "

f41-- :-t2" - -

The above-named individual :s hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

c€maIcations from the C iseiom and to act on my behalt efore

the Caileaion.

10/16/39
Date

iam~~v, Is

- 3 . .... !

Clifton A. Su:

17531 Garlwir :

Castro Va!, a - . 94546

'415: 8- -umm game

S11"lmtuce"-
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LAW OFFICE OFOC 30na Ali 95S
VICTOR B. KENTON O7UC13

2 -. 8HO'. r2400 IP ^ AY T E-Ex C ' -n

SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA 9040A

October 25, 1989

Anthony Buckley, Esq.
Federal Election Commission C0
999 E. Street, NW -

Washington, D.C. 20463 C.-)

RE: Shelly Sperling
NUR: #2727 F3

.. )

Dear Mr. Buckley:

I represent Shelly Sperling, who received a letter and
enclosures from the Federal Election Commission concerning this
matter. Enclosed with this letter is the Statement of
Designation of Counsel.

I understand from reviewing the douments contained in the
enclosures with the letter sent to Shelly Sperling that she is
named in the indictment filed against Michael Goland and others
in the Central District of California. Of course, as you know,
neither Zvi, Jacob, Shelly or Miri Sperling, all of whom are my
clients in this matter, were named as defendants in that case.

n,

Shelly Sperling is the wife of Jacob Sperling. Shelly
Sperling had absolutely no knowledge or involvement whatsoever in
making any campaign contribution which is the subject of this
MUR. I am enclosing signed Declarations of Jacob and Shelly
Sperling which indicate that Shelly Sperling had no such
involvement. Jacob Sperling, also, was the signator on the
check which constituted the contribution.

Based on this information, and the declarations of Jacob and
Shelly Sperling attached hereto, it is requested that the Federal
Election Commmission dismiss any proceedings it now has or it may
have concerning Shelly Sperling's involvement in MUR #2727.



October 25, 1989
Re: Shelly Sperling
Page Two:

If additional information is required, please notify this

office and we will attempt to comply.

Sincerely,

LAW OFFICE OF VICTOR B. KENTON

VICtOR B. KENTON

VBK: cg
Encl: Declaration of Jacob Sperling

Declaration of Shelly Sperling
Statement of Designation of Counsel

SPRI019.LTR



I, Zvi Sperling, declare, and state that:

1. r an over the age of 21, and I have personal knowledge

of the followinq facts, and if sworn, could competently testify

thereto.

2. r am married to Miri Sperling. There is no individual

known to me as Niki Sperling.

3. On or about October 29, 1986, 1 drew up and signed a

check payable to Green Stripe Media, Inc., in the amount of four
C'~i

thousand dollars ($4,000.00). A true and correct copy of that

check, drawn on the acocunt of City National Bank, and bearing

U-) number 164, on account No. is attached hereto end is

fl- incorporated herein by reference.

4. My wife, MKri Sperling, had no involvement, whwter

directly or indirectly, with this check or with this

contribution* The check Vas written, and the contribution was

made, solely by me.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the

State of California that the foregoing, executed on October ___

1969 at City of Industry, California, is true and correct to the

best of my knowledge.

ZVI UP =LfN



0 RECEIVED
FEDERAL ELECTION '.DMtiSSION

D AIL CUO
LAW OFFICE OF

VICTOR B. KENTON 89CT30 AN H958
(2 3 .1 284E 2400 BPOAD A TELEX 4508;!a

2 31 828-4 3 TEECOPIER (213) 829-58,1

SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA 90404

October 25, 1989

Anthony Buckley, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Miki S~erlina
MUR: #2727 -)

Dear Mr. Buckley: M- XM

A letter and enclosures, dated October 5, 1989 and addresed-:x
to "Miki Sperling" was received at the offices of Maxim Lighti"
Company, 999 South Hatcher Avenue, City of Industry, California -d
91744. Please be advised that there is no such individual as
"Miki Sperling."

I understand from reviewing the documents contained in the
enclosures with your October 5, 1989 letter that Miki Sperling's
name is mentioned in the indictment filed against Michael Goland
and others in the Central District of California. As I discussed
with you by telephone on October 16, it would appear that "Miki
Sperling," in fact, refers to Miri Sperling, the wife of
respondent Zvi Sperling, whom I also represent.

At your suggestion, I am enclosing a Declaration of Zvi
* Sperling stating that his wife, Miri Sperling, had no involvement

whatsoever in any contributions made to the "Ed Vallen for
Senate" campaign, whether directly or indirectly.

As noted in the Declaration of Zvi Sperling, the check for
four thousand dollars ($4,000.00) dated October 29, 1986 written
to Green Stripe Media, Inc., is signed by Zvi Sperling.

Based on this information, and the Declaration of Zvi
Sperling, it is requested that the Federal Election Commission
dismiss any proceedings it now has or it may have concerning
Miri Sperling's involvement with MUR #2727.



October 20, 1989
Miki Sperling
Page Two:

If additional information is required by the Federal
Election Commission, please notify this office and we will
attempt to comply.

Sincerely,

LAW OFFICE OF VICTOR B. KENTON

VBK: cg
Encl: Declaration of Zvi Sperling



DERCARATTON OF S1L.Y SPERLING

I, Shelly Sperling, declare and state: that

1. I have personal knowledge of the following facts, and if

sworn as a witness, could competently testify thereto.

2. I am married to Jacob Sperling.

3. My husband and I maintain a joint checking account

drawn on Burbank National Bank, Account No. I have

seen check number 257 drawn on this account, which is payable to

Green Stripe Media, Inc., in the amount of four thousand dollars

($4,000.00), and is signed by Jacob Sperling. My recollection is
that on or about October 30, 1986, my husband asked me to write a

check for four thousand dollars ($4,000.00); and I complied,
C

writing the date, the amount, and the numerical amount of four

thousand dollars ($4,000.00). I did not write the payee, the

LO memo portion of the check, nor did I sign it. My husband did

6' not explain to me the purpose of the check, and I did not know
the purpose of the check at that time. It was only at a much

later time, when I learned of the indictment against Michael

Goland, that I became apprised of the purpose of this check.

4. I have never knowingly made a political contribution to

the "Vallen for Senate" campaign, whether directly or indirectly.

I declare, under enalty of perjury, that the

foregoing, executed at ETbL.L aLPY, California, this

ay of 1989 is true and correct he best of my ge.



DECIARATION OF JACOB BPKRLING

I, Jacob Sperling, declare and state: that

1. I have personal knowledge of the following facts, and

if sworn, could competently testify thereto.

2. On or about October 30, 1986, I endorsed check #257

dravn cn the account of Burbank National Bank, Account No, (

in the amount of four thousand dollars ($4,000.00). I

siqnwed this check, a true and correct copy of which is attached

to this declaration. This check was drawn on the joint account

of msyself and my wife, Shelly Sperling. However, my wife had no

knowledge whatsoever of the purpose of this check. My wife

typically writes checks which are needed on this account. On

this occasion, I asked her to write a check for four thousand

dollars ($4,000.00), and to the best of my recollection, she

rot* the date, the amount, and the numerical amount of the

cbeE. She did not write the payee, the memo, nor did she sign

the check. As indicated, I did not discuss this check with her,

otbe than to request that she write the amounts. The decision

to write this check was my sole decision.

I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing,

executed at City of Industry, California, this 4L2 - day of

196- is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

Jacob Sperlin+
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3113 r a8 LAW OFFICE OF Victor B. Kenton

ADmin IZ 2400 Broadway

Fifth Floor

ganta Monica. CA 90404

TW , (2 1 928-1413

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

cinications from the Comission and to act on my bebalt 6efoce

th* coIssion.

Date a '

In

Pe' M M 'S 3 $ Shellv SDerling

g 9QQ Snth flAt rh~r Street

C
City of Industry. CA 91744

• 1(RIRI 964-7500

swl i mum (RIAI 964-7500
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MAl. OCM"

LAW O FeCE OF

VICTOR B. KENTON 890CT 30 AN 9:58
Z400 BROADWAY TELEX 458?,8

a 3 e2e- 4 3
'r'r- rL~-) ECO0IER I3i 8L,9,58_

SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA 9040A

October 20, 1989

Anthony Buckley, Esq.
Federal Elections Commission
999 E. Street, NW 00
Washington, D.C. 20463

C-)

RE: Jacob and Zvi Sperling
MUR: #2727

:o x

Dear Mr. Buckley: C--

Pursuant to letters sent by the Federal Election Commission
to my clients, Jacob and Zvi Sperling, please be advised that I
will be acting as counsel for both of these individuals with
regard to this matter. A completed Statement of Designation of

-- Counsel is enclosed with this letter for each of my clients.

Pursuant to the authority of the Federal Election
.. Commission, and under 11 C.F.R. section 111.18(d), this

constitutes a request by Jacob and Zvi Sperling to pursue pre-
probable cause conciliation.

Please contact this office with regard to any additional
information required with regard to the conciliation request
contained herein.

Sincerely,

LAW OFFICE OF VICTOR B. KENTON

VICTOR B. KENTON

VBK: cg
Encl.: Stmt. of Dsgn. of Counsel
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~2727

M m W am T.AW WWTCF OF VTCTOR B. KEMON

8n3 9AnnA ru=Jy

-38

Santa Monica, CA 90404

(213) 828-1413

The above-namd individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and in authorized to receive any notifications and otler

cainnications from the Comission and to act on my behalt 6e.oe

the Comlssion.

SignatureDate

If's SUE

CT

r)

Mai low$
mwml 3~ls

Jacob Sperling

999 S. Hatcher Street

City of Industry, CA

91744

(818) 964-7500

I= M_

-7]I] [ . 1
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2727

LAW OFFICE OF VICTOR B. KENTON

2400 Broadwav

Fifth Floor

Santa Monica, CA 90404

(213) 828-1413

The above-naned individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

c ications from the Commission and to act on my bebalt eom.

tbe Comission.

/-17- gg

IM m- n0S M$ Zvi Sperling

999 South

n laws

City of Industry, CA

91744

(818) 964-7500

0

C)4

C

(ym

Signature

Hatcher Street

240 B 
IIwa



MARGOLIS. HERTZBERG & MORIN
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

3550 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD

SUITE 1418

Or COUNSEL LOS ANGELES. CALIFORNIA 90010-2415 CABLE "HERTZLAw

KAREN MOSKOWITZ TELEPHONE (213) 381-1121 FACSIMILE (213) 381 1986

VIA FAX TRANSMISSION

October 23, 1989

Mr. Anthony Buckley
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 "E" Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 G2 -

Re: Todd Silver .
MUR No.: 2727

Dear Mr. Buckley:

I am writing to confirm our telephone conversation in which I indicated to
you that I am an attorney for Mr. Todd Silver. As I explained, although I have

- had experience in Washington at both Capital Hill and the White House, I am not
familiar with your recent regulations. As such, I am requesting an extension of
time to and including November 20, 1989 for which Mr. Silver and I to obtain and
consult with a local Washington, D.C. attorney who specializes in FEC matters.
Please be advised that Mr. Silver received your letter on October 15, 1989 and
pursuant to the terms of your letter, would have until October 30, 1989 to
respond.

As you suggested, I am enclosing with this letter a statement of designa-
tion of counsel indicating that, at least for the present time, my office will be
counsel of record until such time as we can be substituted with local counsel.

I would appreciate it if you would confirm an extension to me in writing
at your earliest convenience.

Veryt u, y S,

ROBERT M. HERTZBERG

RMH:sdj
cc. Mr. Silver
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Anthony Buckley, Staff Counsel SENT VIA EXPRES 7M-6
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N.W. c -
washington, D.C. 20463 -

Re: MUR 2727
Renee and Jules Bera

Dear Mr. Buckley:

Thank you for taking the time on October 24, 1989 to discuss
your agency and the background of the Goland type cases you are
handling.

At your request, this is to confirm the following
representations which I made to you by telephone:

1. I have represented Renee and Jules Berg, with respect to
events related to the subject, for over one year.

2. They each have received your "HORM notification on or
about October 15, 1989 and have requested that I
represent them with respect thereto and respond on their
behalf.

3. On October 13, 1989 1 underwent minor surgery and I was
scheduled to return to the office following recuperation
on October 30, 1989.

4. I have requested an extension to respond until November
30, 1989.

To the foregoing, I add that I will be in Washington D.C.
during the period of November 7th through 14th and would like an
opportunity to review with you the basis for the belief of the
Cxwission, on August 3, 1989, that 2 U.S.C. S 441f may have been
violated by each of my clients. Tuesday, the 8th of November,
anytime before 3 p.m. would be best.



Anthony Buckley, Staff Counsel
October 30, 1989
Page Two

Please advise me, at your convenience, regarding the requested
extension and the requested appointment to review the matter with
you on Novemabr 8, 1989.

In closing, I emphasize the Berg's desire that the matter
remain confidential as provided by statute. Their respective
designation of counsel form, fully executed, are returned
herewith.

Your cooperation is appreciated.

Ve trul urs,

CONRAD LEE KJURX

CN CLI/kee
cc: Jules and Renee Berg
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CRES V1E\~N~~r UP___
CcRWSTVIEW LENDING ON

MORIAGE A<NKERKROKERS

October 30, 1989 3

Mr. Anthony Buckley
Federal Election Committee
999 f. Street Northwest V
Washington, DC 2G403

RE: GREEHSTRIPE MEDIA

Dear Mr. Buckley:

Pursuant to our conversation, I have enclosed the responses to the

interrogation on the following pages. Once again, I have no relation-

ship with any of the parties mentioned in this subpoena. Z an totally

innocent and am extremely frustrated and upset by being Implicated

with these people. I apologize to being late in returning this to you

but I have been ill for the past two weeks. Please contact me if

there are any further questions or coments.

Very truly yours,

Mark H. Cohen

II

Ip.I-

1m

9454 Wdslihi Blvd. Ste. 201. BeVerly Hi~e. CA 90212 213MR73-88



* •

1. Z did write a check for $20W to Greenstrip Media in
1986 for the Ed Vallen Campaign. Unfortunately, I don't have the
check as I have moved two times in the past few years.

2. I did receive reimbursement for the check. I don't

recall the date that this occurred.

3. I don't have the copies of the check.

4. In late 1986, Lyle Weisman who was a friend of an asso-
ciate (Josh Weinberg) in my office approached me and asked if I could

do him a favor and write a check to a local political campaign. I was
not friendly with Mr. Weisman and initially said no. After his re-
peated pressuring, I gave him a $2W" check payable to Greenstrip
Media and be immediately gave me the $2"0 back In cash. I asked what
this was for and he stated that "he was over his limit" and that by
doing this I would be doing him a big favor. I don't even know what
office Ed Vallen was running for.

5. The only other person who I know that write a check to

Greenstripe Media is George Zorz who also works In my office. As a
matter of fact, Mr. Weisman approached us at the same tine.

6. Once again, I don't have copies of my bank statements as

Z have moved twice in the past few years and have been unable to
locate the records.

7. I have never met Michael Golan and have no relationship

whatsoever with him. I also don't know the first thing about his
political background or how he is Involved with the Ed Vallen
campaign.

Mark Cohen

I U
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

November 1, 1989

Ri'-ar '-:yd Sherman, Esq.
Ca:.srt-t , Wichman, Case,
Mukei ,"..k

51: Sch .:gue rca Street
Ma n-e E -:lding, Ninth Floor
Lcs Anr:ee. :A 90071

RE: MUR 2727
Michael Katz

Dear ?:. Sheman:

Tn:s :s In response to your letter dated October 23, 1989,
CN wh:=h we received on October 26, 1989, requesting an extension

of ZD days to respond to our Order to Answer Questions and
1Z- Subpoena t: Produce Documents on behalf of your client, Michael

Katz. Afte: considering the circumstances presented in your
letter. I 'tave granted the requested extension. Accordingly,
your response is due by the close of business on November 20,
198-.

f you have any questions, please contact Anthony Buckley,
the attzrne. assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

n . Noble
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 204bl

Novem~ber 1, 1989

Harland W. Braun, Esq.
2049 Century Park East
LOS Angeles, CA 90067

RE: MUR 2727
Beverly Horowitz

Dear Mr. Braun:

This is in response to your letter dated October 20, 1989,
which we received on October 23, 1989, requesting an extension
of several weeks to respond to our order to Answer Questions and
Subpoena to Produce Documents on behalf of your client, Beverly
Horowitz. After considering the circumstances presented in your

,TIT letter, I have granted an extension of 20 days. Accordingly,
your response is due by the close of business on November 20,

- 1989.

tX) If you have any questions, please contact Anthony Buckley,

the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

N7 ~Sincerely

C-

Lawrence

General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WAS NNC 0% C 20Wk Novem ber 1, 1989

Harland W. Braun, Esq.
2049 Century Park East
Los Angeles, CA 90067

RE: MUR 2727
Ann Ives

Dear Mr. Braun:

This is in response to your letter dated October 20, 1989.
which we received on October 23, 1989, requesting an extension
of several weeks to respond to our Order to Answer Questions and
Subpoena to Produce Documents on behalf of your client, Ann

04 Ives. After considering the circumstances presented in your
letter, I have granted an extension of 20 days. Accordingly,
your response is due by the close of business on November 20,
1989.

if you have any questions, please contact Anthony Buckley,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

sin 59ely,



-~ -, ~

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D C 2046-1

November 1, 1989

Allen H. Zelon, Esq.
1740 Broadway, 24th Floor
New York, NY 10019

RE: MUR 2727
David Zelcn

Dear Mr. Zelon:

This is in response to your letter dated October 24, 1989,
which we received on October 25, 1989, requesting an extension
of 20 days to respond to our Order to Answer Questions and

Subpoena to Produce Documents on behalf of your client. David

SZelon. After considering the circumstances presented in your
letter, I have granted an extension of 20 days. Accordingly,

1your response is due by the close of business on November 20,
1989.

If you have any questions, please contact Anthony Buckley,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-6200.

Sin, ely,

Lawrence H. Noble
-- General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHICTO% D( 20463

November 1, 1989

Allen H. Zelon, Esq.
1740 Broadway, 24th Floor
New York, NY 10019

RE: MUR 2727
Marc Missioreck

Dear Mr. Zelon:

This is in response to your letter dated October 24, 1989,

Nwhich we received on October 25, 1989, requesting an extension

of 20 days to respond to our Order to Answer 
Questions and

Subpoena to Produce Documents on behalf 
of your client, Marc

Missioreck. After considering the circumstances presented 
in

your letter, I have granted an extension of 20 days.

Accordingly, your response is due by the close of business on

November 16, 1989.

If you have any questions, please contact 
Anthony Buckley,

the attorney assigned to this matter, at 
(202) 376-8200.

ITT Sincere y,

.e 0

General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W ASHINGTO% D C 204 6

November 71, )1989

Harland W. Braun, Esq.
2049 Century Park East
Los Angeles, CA 90067

RE: MUR 2727
Richard M. Horowitz

Dear Mr. Braun:

This is in response to your letter dated October 20, 1989,
which we received on October 23, 1989, requesting an extension
of several weeks to respond to our Order to Answer Questions and
Subpoena to Produce Documents on behalf of your client,

C1 Richard M. Horowitz. After considering the circumstances
presented in your letter, I have granted an extension of 20

Ndays. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on November 17, 1989.

tn If you have any questions, please contact Anthony Buckley,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincere r,

-Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI 

NCTO\ DC 20463 
N v m e , 1 8

Harland W. Braun, Esq.
2049 Century Park East
Los Angeles, CA 90067

RE: MUR 2727
Robert Ives

Dear Mr. Braun:

This is in response to your letter dated October 20, 1989,

0% which we received on October 23, 1989, requesting an extension
of several weeks to respond to our order to Answer Questions and
Subpoena to Produce Documents on behalf of your client, Robert

CN Ives. After considering the circumstances presented in your
letter, I have granted an extension of 20 days. Accordingly,
your response is due by the close of business on November 17,
1989.

LO If you have any questions, please contact Anthony Buckley,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincer yo

Lawrence K.Nobl
GenralCounsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Ito WASHINCTOS DC 20463

November 1, 1989

Robert M. Hertzberg, Esq.
Margolis, Hertzberg & Morin
3550 Wilshire Boulevard
Suite 1418
Los Angeles, CA 90010-1121

RE: MUR 2727
Todd Silver

Dear Mr. Hertzberg:

This is in response to your letter dated October 23, 1989,
which we received on October 30, 1989, requesting an extension

CI- of 20 days to respond to our Order to Answer Questions and
Subpoena to Produce Documents on behalf of your client, Todd

IZ- Silver. After considering the circumstances presented in your
letter, I have granted the requested extension. Accordingly,
your response is due by the close of business on November 20,
1989.

If you have any questions, please contact Anthony Buckley,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincer y,

- Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 20463

November 3, 1989

Conrad Lee Klein, Esq.
14001 Ventura Boulevard
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423

RE: MUR 2727
Renee and Jules Berg

Dear Mr. Klein:

This is in response to your letter dated October 30, 1989,
requesting an extension until November 30 , 1989 to respond to
our Order to Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents
on behalf of your clients, Renee and Jules Berg. Although

01- unable to grant your full request, after considering the
circumstances presented in your letter, I have granted an

"Z extension of 20 days. Accordingly, your response is due by the
close of business on November 20, 1989.

OIf you have any questions, please contact Anthony Buckley,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,

C -

nAnne A. Weissenborn
rAssistant General Counsel



MAIL IOOM

89NOV-3 N1029

October 30, 1989

Federal Election Commission 71

Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: David Hultquist

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

Please allow this letter to serve as a written request for an extension of time
in response to your MUR #2727. The documents and information that you are
requesting, are in the possession of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. If

C\1 you have any questions in this matter, please call.

01-1 Sincerely,

(N

,vdHu 1 &uili

Sn
1644
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October 27th, 1989.

Federal Election Commisiion
999 E. StreetN.W.
Washington,DC 20463.

Att: Mr. Danny L. McDonald./ Mr. Anthony Buckley.

Re: MUR 2727

James White. 0

Dear Mr. McDonald / Mr. Buckley.

Pursuant to your request in your letter of October

5th, 1989, recieved October 16th, please find following and attached
the information and document copies that you require.

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORIES

1. Yes, I wrote one check in the amount of $2,000.00 made payable
0to Green Stripe Media, Inc and dated October 319t, 1986.

2. Yes, I received a check in the amount of $2,000.00 in exchange
for my check on October 31st,1986. This check was given to me
by Mr. Joseph Nash of Nash & Company, South Beverly Dr,Beverly

In Hills, California 90212.

11 3. I did not copy the check given to me in exchange for mine.

4. The circumstances surrounding my issuance of the check are as

C follows:

I was dining one evening with some friends (October 30th, 1986
to my recollection) and Mr. Joseph Nash arrived at the restaurant
and joined our table for a few drinks. During the ensuing
conversation Mr. Nash asked me if I could do him a small favor.
I asked what it was and he replied that he had made some sort
of committment to raise some funds for a charity that were
going to make a movie or some sort of commercial, and I seem
to recall that the Green Peace conservation group was mentioned.
I wasnt really paying a great deal of attention, as I was more

interested in finding a gracious way of saying no to what I
considered to be the expected request for a donation.
Mr. Nash went on to say that he would immediately exchange his
check for mine and it would not cost me anything, and it would
save him some embarrassment to the point that he had not had the
time to get around and collect donations from all of his friends
and aquaintences. I was relieved and saved from an embarrassing
situation of having to say no to a request for a donation, and
seeing nothing at all wrong in his request, I agreed to do him
the small favour he requested. At no time did he ever mention
that this was a political contribution or that there was anything



Federal Election Commission
page 2 contd. 10.27.89.

Illegal about his request, if he had mentioned anything
at all to the point that my favour to him was in any way
illegal, I would not have accomodated his request. The
next morning I spoke to him and he told me how to write
the check explaining that Valen was the spokesman being
represented by the movie/commercial.

Up until that day I had never even heard of Valen, however
I was aware of the efforts of the Green Peace Conservation
group. I have never seen the movie or commercial that
resulted from this, and I was never interested in doing so
in the first place.

5. I do not know of any other individuals who wrote or issued
checks.

6. Copies of my bank statements for the months requested are
attached.

7. 1 have no relationship with Michael Goland. I have never met
him, or even heard of him, nor am I a member of any political
committee or organization connected with him or anyone else

CN mentioned in your letter, and with the exception of the
reference to Valen on one occasion outlined in paragraph 4,
I had up until the receipt of your letter not been aware of

- the existence of anyone mentioned in your correspondence.

I trust that this may be of some assistance to you, and that the
contents be reviewed without prejudice and with complete confidentiality.

c I Hereby make this statement under oath this 27th Day of October
1989.

Yours

Jamal( White.
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The above-named indlvidmal Is heteby designated as my

counsel and If authorited to reelve any notifications an&. other

ammulctions trm tbe Cmm salon and to act. on my bebalt 6efowe

the Ceisione.

November 1. 1989
Dat*
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LAW OFFIC6S OFSHELDON I. LODMUR
A P03OPqtS4OAL COPOAT#ON

2 TwO C ul, P AZA. lUn 500
2040 QtTW P~ft IrfArr

LOS ANGEL.[. CALIORNIA 900473 TIns.v.owa (21S) 552-1670
VAX (213) 552-2536

4

5 Attornqs for

6

7

8 BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COUNISSION

9

10 In the Matter of ) MUR2727)
11 I PATTI C. BRIDGES,)

) RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORIES
12 AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF

Respondent. ) DOCUMNTS
4 13 ))

14

15
tn 16 RESPONDENT, PATTI C. BRIDGES, responds to the Interrogatories

17 and requests for documents as follows:

18 1. I wrote a total of two checks to Greenstripe Nedia. Both

19 checks were for $2,000.00. The first check was returned as a result

20 of non-sufficient funds and the second check was written, to replace

21 the first. I never wrote a check to Mark Barnes or Political

22 Advertising and Consulting. I never wrote any checks, including the

23 ones to Greenstripe Media, with any knowledge that the funds were

24 to be used for a television advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. I

25 do not have the original checks in my possession. I have ordered

26 a copy of my bank statement for the period covered and I assume that

27 I will be able to identify the checks from the statement. At that

28 time I will order copies of said checks. However, an FBI agent

-1-



1 interviewed me some time ago and had copies of each of the indicated

2 checks.

3 2. I did receive a check for $2,000.00 at or about the time
4 1 provided the first check of $2,000.00 payable to Greenstripe

5 Media. I do not recall the exact date but I believe it was, as
6 indicated, on or about the date that I wrote the first check. The

7 individual that provided the check to me was Joe Nash and the amount

8 was $2,000.00.

9 3. I have ordered a copy of my bank statement covering the
10 period in Question No. 1. As soon as I receive said bank statement

11 1 will be able to identify the check numbers and I will order copies

12 of the same. I do not have the original checks in my possession.

13 4. Sometime in October or November of 1986 I was asked if

14 I would write a check for $2,000.00 payable to Greenstripe Media.

- 15 I was told the money was to be used for advertising of some sort but

16 1 did not know, nor was I told, exactly what it was for. I was new

17 in California and needed some help in establishing my credit. I was

18 told that if I would write a check to Greenstripe Media, as

19 aforementioned, I would receive back immediately a check for the

20 same amount of money. I was also told that the check of $2,000.00

21 that I wrote would not be utilized immediately although I could use

22 the return check of $2,000.00 for instant credit. I was told that

23 my check would not be cashed for two to three weeks. I was further
24 told that the individual who wanted me to write the check could help

25 me establilsh the credit previously mentioned. All of the
26 information provided herein came from the offices of Joe Nash

27 through his secretary, Jennette. Joe Nash had an office in the

28 building in which I worked. My recollection is that the replacement

-2-



check came directly from Joe Nash but I do not know upon what

2 account it was drawn. As it turned out, the check that I had given

3 to Mr. Nash, and which was to be held for three weeks, was actually

4 deposited immediately by Mr. Nash or whomever he gave it to.

Obviously, this check did not clear my bank and I was asked by
6 Jennette to supply a replacement check. Not only did I have to

7 supply the replacement check for the $2,000.00 but I also had to pay
8 bank fees for the returned check.

At no time did I have any understanding or inclination that
10 the money I was providing had anything to do with an election or

11 campaign contribution. In fact, the first time I had any indication
12 of this was when an FBI agent showed up at my office and questioned

13 me about the funds. At this time the FBI agent mentioned the names

14 of Ed Vallen and Michael Goland. I had never heard of these

15 individuals before. On one of the checks shown to me by the FBI

n 16 agent the words "Vallen for Senate" were written. I did not write

r" 17 these words on the check.

18 5. I know of no other person who wrote any checks to

19 Greenstripe Media or any of the other entitites or individuals
20 mentioned in this Question No. 5.

21 6. I have requested copies of my October, November and

22 December, 1986, statements and will provide the same upon receipt.

23 7. I have never had a relationship with Michael Goland.

24 DATED: November 2, 1989 LAW OFFICES OF SHELDON I. LODMER

25! A Professional Corporation

26

27 By:
SHELDON I. LODMER

28

--3-



VERIFICATION
STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I have read the foregoing RESPONSETO INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS . and know its contents.

] CHECK APPLICABLE PARAGRAPH
I am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as to

those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I believe thrm to be true.
L I am 0 an Officer a partner ..... "a .......... _ ...

party to this action. and am authorited to make this ,erification for and on it behalf, and I make this verification for that
reason. 7 1 am informed and hcv and on that ground allge that the mattets stated in the foregoing document are
true. C The matters siaed in the toregoing document arc true of mv own knowledge except as to those matters which are
stated on information and belief. and as to those matters I believe them to he true

I am one of the attorneys for . ...
a party to this action. Such party is absent from the count% of aforesaid where such attornc\- hac their offices, and I make
this rCrification for and on behalf of that party tbr that reason I am informed and belicsc and on that ground allege that
the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.
Executed on 19_ . at ai. afornia.
I declare under penalty of perrur\ under the la, of the State of California th.,t th otcgcoini i s true and correct,

PATTI C. BRIDGES
Tspe or Print Name Signature

PRO()F OF SERVIC-

STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
I am employed in the count\ of Los Angeles

I am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within action; my buiness address is:
2049 Century Park East, #3080, Los Angeles, CA 90067

. State of California.

On 11,1 . 8 9 , I served the foregoing document described as
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF

uDOCUMENTS
on the interested parties in ths aCMo

2. by placing the true copies thereof enclosed in sealed envelopes addressed as stated on the attached mailing list:
by placing E the original C a true copy thereof enclosed in sealed envelopes addressed as follows:

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

,- BY MAIL

O *1 deposited such envelope in the mail at Los Angeles , California.
The envelope was mailed with postage thereon fully prepaid.
C3 I caused such envelope to be deposited in the mail at , California.
The envelope was mailed with postage thereon fully prepaid.

I am "readihl familiar" with firm's practice of collection and prxessing correspondence for mailing. It is deposited with U.S.
postal service on that same day in the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on motion of party served. service is presumed
invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than I day after date of deposit for mailing In affidavit.
Executed on November 1 . 1m89hat- Los Angeles California.

[ **(BY PFRSONAL SERVICE) I delivered such envelope by hand to the offices of the addressee.
Executed on- ._ 19_. at _. California.
(State) I declare under penalt of perjur. under the laws of the State of California that the above is true and correct.
(Federal) I declare that I am emnloved in the office of a member of the bar of this couart at whose .iirertinn ti ^0 1-..

PAME

made.

LA M. JOSEPH

tP O&ZA S Cf S<OSM'J~ WISE 81f. '",' 01F U5S%3R)

l'pe or Print Name

,Me be. rwc C awy
"

a ' e a.-,.

:, ..- f ; -_ _ , , ,
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KEITH C. MONROE, INC.
A PWOirrSSIONAL COAPORATION

ATTORNEY AT LAW

0428 NORTH SROADWAY

SANTA ANA. CALIFORNIA 92706

TELEPrHONE (7t4) 635-3603

November 1, 1989

Anthony Buckley. Esq.
Office of the Ge'neral Counsel
Federal Election Commission
')49 E Street. N.W.
Washington. D.C. 20463

4DE CEIRECEIVES ,C
TO(ERAL ELECTION 1",Ot1miIlo

MA? IOOM

'-3

04

9) z

Re: SLOANIA RAMIREZ

Dear Mr. Buckles:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation of yesterday, enclosed
is a statement of designation of counsel which has been ex-
ecuted by my client, Ms. Sloania Ramirez, and a request for
additional time to respond to subpoena. Copies of these docu-
ments were sent to your office via FAX this morning at 9:35
Pacific Standard Time.

Yours tr

eith C. Monioe
KCM:s
Enclosures

• " fU

•8 INOV -6 AN 113 21



0 0

2727

uaain t -

llgl2ll

Keith C. Monroe

1428 North Broadway

Santa Ana, California 92706

(714) 835-3883

The above-named Individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

cciMnucations from the Comision and to act on my behalt 6efore

the CatInssion.

October 31, 1989

Date

inminins 3m.:
AD-:

Ms. Sloania Ramirez

2201 Alabama Street, #2

Huntington Beach, California 92648

(714) 547-6077

C

S Lgnat-u~e .... * '

3

VIEW$
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BEFORE TE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727

)

REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL TIME TO RESPOND TO SUBPOENA

The underso-e. counsel for Sloania Hoebeke (described in the

subpoena hereafter mer 'cre as Sloania Ramirez, her name prior to marriage),

does hereby resoecfjlK :est an extension of time for a period of 20 days in

which to respono to a suoena issued by the Commission and transmitted by a

letter bearing date of Octoew 5, 1989. The subpoena requires a response to ac-

C. companying interIogatories ardn the submission of certain described documents.

Counsel has reviewed the interrogatories and the requests for docu-

ments co rtied theein ax has concluded that his duty to his client and the cur-

rent state of the law virlcahe thereto would require him to advise his client to
LO decline to respond to the rorrogatories and to make the same response to the

request for proucto of the described documents because of a risk of self-

incrimination..

It is the *tYton of counsel and his client to give full cooperation to

the Comrmssion if, and ^ if, that cooperation does not entail a risk of self-

incrimination on the part of the client. This problem has been discussed by

telephone with Goverrwret counsel, Anthony Buckley, who has suggested that

inquiry should be made of Craig Donsanto, Government counsel in the Justice

Department as to where immunity from criminal prosecution may be obtained

for the client if she waves her privilege against self-incrimination and cooperates

with the Commission in * onvestigation. A telephone call was placed to the Jus-

-1-



tice Department for Mr. Donsanto on October 31, 1989, but he was apparently not

in his office at the time thereof and no contact was made.

The time requested is necessary, in the opinion of counsel, to at-

tempt or to achieve a resolution of the problem explained above.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

KEITH C. MONROE, Inc.

ByI
Attoney for Sloania Hoebeke
1428 North Broadway
Santa Ana, California 92706

Telephone (714) 835-3883

l)

V0

-2-
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MIcHAEL .TJy BaRCzER

Ml ea . Dbmoa 9454 WhImax DOuLYvADn
9S8mu R. SiOzi.a Sum 302 FAZ: (213) 275-1312COmtNA L. ORaImU BvzLY Hzu..a, C., oawu, 90212-2904
Omr R. LzmaoN*- Tzr.x.oxz (213) 271-6223

.. aminm . ., --mA

October 23, 1989

Lawrence M. Noble a % ,999 E Street Northwest 
-3-ZWashington D.C. 20463

RE: Our File: Berger Adv. F.E.C.
Your File Reference Number: MUR 2727

Dear Mr. Noble:

This letter is my official request for conciliation ofthe above referenced matter. I will be sending answers toyour interrogatories and document requests under separate
cover.

Please note that I have already discussed this matterfully with U.S. Attorney George New.ose. I have alsoprovided a statement to the F.B.I. on this matter for use inthe case of the United States vs. Goland. Mr. Newhouse'stf number is (213) 894-3542. Also, on October 16, 1989, I had
_ a brief discussion of this matter with Tony Barcley, Esq.

I am eager to proceed with conciliation on this matterat your earliest possible convenience.

Very truly yours,

MICHAEL J. BERGER

MJB: hv



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
'. kSHCTO % D(" 204h

November 6, 1989

David Hultquist
4702 Baywind Drive
Pensacola, Florida 32514

RE: MUR 2727
David Hultquist

Dear Mr. Hultquist:

This is in response to your letter dated October 30, 1989,
which we received on November 3, 1989, requesting an extension

C: of time to respond to our Order to Answer Questions and Subpoena
to Produce Documents. After considering the circumstances

Kpresented in your letter, I have granted an extension of 20

days. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on November 21, 1989.

If you have any questions, please contact Anthony Buckley,
tr) the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Sincerely,
' ,, 2~~.~.. - •-"

r4) Anne A. Weissenborn
Assistant General Counsel

- 1. .. , -- 17WORT902frfY - '7 - I . 11 -- - - - '. - I ' -' ' n., '' , , , -' ' 1 - .
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Pacific Rim Equities

....

Answers to Interrogatories J , I. .

1. This question is confusing. Nonetheless.
did write a check to Greenstripe Media in 1986
for television advertisement featuring Ed Vallen.
(see statement regarmng documents below).

I will answer it to the best of my ability. I
However. I did not write it in order to pay

I have not been able to locate the check

2. (Yes) To the best of my recollection, I received the reimbursement on November 10.
or 11. 1986. Sandy Habalow. who is a business acquaintance oi mine. providei me with
the reimbursement It was in the form of a check on the account of Joe Nash (Accountant).

3. 1 do not have a copy of the reimbursement check.

4. Sandy Habalow came to my office November 7. 1986, and asked to borrow $2,000
from me. He told me that he would bring me a check for reimbursement the followingC week. I wrote him a check for $2.000. made out to cash. Then he requested that I make it
out to 'Greenstripe Media" instead. I scratched out the word "cash" and wrote in
"Greenstripe Media" and initialed the change. I had never heard of Greenstripe Media, ard
asked Sandy what the check was for. He told me that it was for some kind of campaign.
tut 6hd not e!aborate.

Lr 5. I have no personal knowledge or independent information about any other
individuals. I am only aware that there were other such individuals from the U.S. Attorney
and F.B.I., who were involved in the prosecution of Michael Goland.

6. See statement regarding documents below.

7. None.

' Dq, ,rnents

I spoke with the F.B.I. I told him that I couldn't find the
check that I wrote, and asked him for a copy of it. He said that he and the government
have all documents, and that you could obtain the documents you requested from them.

I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the answers set forth above are true to the
best of my recollection.

,//
//Ma. Cu 2014r Z

1880 Century Park East Suite 811 Los Angeles/ ( 0 213) 286-0592 FAX (213) 286-1142

P R
RIDERAL i.LEC~ ,ON

89NOV -7 Fl;. 25
Real Esk* xta~telrn



LAW OfFICES

MAOINNIS & ERWIN
11973 SAN VICCNTE *OULCVAD-SUI'C RI9

ROUEft? P [fWtN

RUSSELL F MAOINNIS LOS ANGELES. CALIFORNIA 90049

(213) 472-1033 1&13) 476-5444

November 3, 1989

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463
Att: Mr. Anthony Buckley

In re the matter of ROBERT KRAUSE and

MOLLIE KRAUSE MUR 2727

Dear Mr. Buckley:

ROBERT KRAUSE, in response to Interrogatories numbered 1 - 7
P" served on him by Federal Election Commission, states as follows:

ITT 1. It appearing to the respondent that the acts charged have
a criminal as well as a civil penalty, respondent respectfully
declines to answer the subject interrogatory on the grounds that
such answer might tend to incriminate him In violation of his
rights under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the
Constitution of the United States. (See Curcio v. United States
(1957) 354 U.S. 118; United States v. DoeT194) 465 U.S. 605)
and In re Leavitt (1959) 174 Cal.App.2U-35.

2. It appearing to the respondent that the acts charged have

a criminal as well as a civil penalty, respondent respectfully
declines to answer the subject interrogatory on the grounds that

r* such answer might tend to incriminate him in violation of his
rights under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the
Constitution of the United States. (See Curcio v. United States
(1957) 354 U.S. 118; United States v. DoeT(184) 465 U.S. 605)
and In re Leavitt (1959) 174 Ca1.App.2U-535.

3. It appearing to the respondent that the acts charged have
a criminal as well as a civil penalty, respondent respectfully
declines to answer the subject interrogatory on the grounds that
such answer might tend to incriminate him in violation of his
rights under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the
Constitution of the United States. (See Curcio v. United States
(1957) 354 U.S. 118; United States v. DoIe-TT"4) 465 U.S. 605)
and In re Leavitt (1959) 174 Cal.App.23--35.

(1)



MAGINNIS & ERWIN
November 3, 1989

(2)

5. It appearing to the respondent that the acts charged have

a criminal as well as a civil penalty, respondent respectfully
declines to answer the subject interrogatory on the grounds that

such answer might tend to incriminate him in violation of his

rights under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the
Constitution of the United States. (See Curcio v. United States
(1957) 354 U.S. 118; United States v. DoTe-T 4) 465 U.S. 605)
and In re Leavitt (1959) 174 Cal.App.2a-535.

6. It appearing to the respondent that the acts charged have
a criminal as well as a civil penalty, respondent respectfully

0.1 declines to answer the subject interrogatory on the grounds that
such answer might tend to incriminate him in violation of his
rights under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the
Constitution of the United States. (See Curcio v. United States
(1957) 354 U.S. 118; United States v. Do1e-T 4) 465 U.S. 605)
and In re Leavitt (1959) 174 CaI.App.2U--535.

- 7. It appearing to the respondent that the acts charged have
a criminal as well as a civil penalty, respondent respectfully
declines to answer the subject interrogatory on the grounds that
such answer might tend to incriminate him in violation of his
rights under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the

ITT Constitution of the United States. (See Curcio v. United States
(1957) 354 U.S. 118; United States v. Do-1TM4) 465 U.S. 505)

C and In re Leavitt (1959) 174 Cal.App.2W-535.



LAW OrPICES

MAGINNIS & ERWIN
IlO73 SAN VICENTC DOULtvA0O-SUIT 2 9

Spoetfs V wwlod
sU$S[E L u . LOS ANGELES. CALIPOR NIA 90049

1213I 472-1033 R1231 470-%44

November 3, 1989

Federal E1ecti_ n o-nmmission
Washington, D).C. 2C463
Att: mr. Anrh':nv Buckley

In re t .e matter of ROBERT KRAUSE and

MOLLIE KRAUSE MUR 2727

0 Dear Hr. Buckley:

MOLLIE KRAUSE, in response to Interrogatories numbered 1 - 7
served on him by Federal Election Commission, states as follows:

1. It appearing to the respondent that the acts charged have
a criminal as well as a civil penalty, respondent respectfully
declines to answer the subject interrogatory on the grounds that
such ansver might tend to incriminate him in violation of his
rights under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the
Constitution of the United States. (See Curcio v. United States
(1957) 354 U.S. 118; United States v. DoeTQ94) 465 U.S. 6051
and In re Leavitt (1959) 114 Cal.App.2a335.

C 2. It appearing to the respondent that the acts charged have
a criminal as vel as a civil penalty, respondent respectfully
declines to answer the subject interrogatory on the grounds that
such answer might tend to incriminate him in violation of his
rights under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the
Constitution of the United States. (See Curcio v. United States
(1957) 354 U.S. 118; United States v. DoeT94) 465 U.S. 6U51
and In re Leavitt (1959) 114 Ua1.App.2T335.

3. It appearing to the respondent that the acts charged have
a criminal as well as a civil penalty, respondent respectfully
declines to answer the subject interrogatory on the grounds that
such answer might tend to incriminate him in violation of his
rights under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the
Constitution of the United States. (See Curcio v. United States
(1957) 354 U.S. 118; United States v. DoeTT94) 465 U.S. 605)
and In re Leavitt f1959) 174 Ca1.App.2a-535.

(1)



MACINNIS & ERWIN
November 3, 1989

(2)

5. It appearing to the respondent that the acts charged have
a criminal as well as a civil penalty, respondent respectfully
declines to nnswer the subject Interrogatory on the grounds that
such answer might tend to incriminate him in violation of his
rights under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the
Constitution of the United States. (See Curcio v. United States
(1957) 354 U.S. 118; United States v. DoUe--4) 465 U.S. 605)
and In re Leavitt (1959) 174 Cal.App.2a--535.

6. It appearing to the respondent that the acts charged have
a criminal as well as a civil penalty, respondent respectfully
declines to answer the subject interrogatory on the grounds that
such answer might tend to incriminate him in violation of his
rights under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the
Constitution of the United States. (See Curcio v. United States

rv' (1957) 354 U.S. 118; United States v. Doe--94) 465 U.S. 605)
and In re Leavitt (195 T74 l-- pp.2-535.

7. It appearing to the respondent that the acts charged have
a criminal as well as a civil penalty, respondent respectfully
declines to answer the subject interrogatory on the grounds that
such answer might tend to incriminate him in violation of his
rights under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the
Constitution of the United States. (See Curcio v. United States
(1957) 354 U.S. 118; United States v. DoeTT4) 465s U.S. 50
and In re Leavitt (1959) 174 Cal.App.23-W335.



I (VERIFIAATION- 44 aW 2015.5 C.C.P)

2 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

3 1. theu . Ie: l Iam the respondent_

4

5 in the ato .. nttd action. I have re theforeoing RESPONSE TO __1NT TORiS .......

6

7 and know the contents thereof, and the same is true of my own Anowledge. except as to the matters which are therein

8 stated upon my information and belief, and as to those matters, I helieve it to be true.

9 Iceffufy (or declar under penalty of perjury under the lows of the St of aliff ia tha stu and correct.

SDate gnat ure of IF larat

11 Robert Krause
( W7 1t oX Prom Ft" Nam of DdCwaiM amd T i.f it a tie

- 12 PROOF OF SER VICE BY MA IL - 1013a. 2015.5 C.C.P)

fV) 13 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS A,GE]RS

14 I on a re~ of/ewployed in the qfontsd county. State of Califorw: I am over the ae of e4oghew Ai d Not a

15 pwtytotke St*asm.ybu m resd/ 1 1tys 9 7 3. San Vicente Blvd.,.

16 Suite 219, Los Angel , C.A. 90049

17 on Noyember 10 .199.,Iwwderfoe rf oin RESPONSE TO

15 INTERROGATORIES ot fM'6 Mle, raw' Mir 01 the 6mlt m wt )

19 ___________

20 on the parties

21 in this action by plecing a true copy thereof, enclosed in a aledenvelope with postage thereo. fully prepa, in the United

22 States mail at- - Angees- _... Calforni, addnd foloWs:

23 Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C., 20463

24 Att: Mr. Anthony Buckley

25

26 I certify (or declare), under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California, that the foresoins is tre tlnd correct.

27 November 10, 1989 ..............Date swwwe ofI kra"

28 -_Nick P_ MautnniS
Type oinmFul Now of Dwtmrm

WO.COTTS FO d SIP-Re 642
-WOLCOTT& INC. -M



Ff OERAL LCM-TO
LAW OFFICES MAIL &OZM

0/ NO-8 Milt Is
MAGINNIS & ERWIN

S 973 SAN VICCNTE SOULEVAQD-SUiTE 219
0SEAT F ERWIN

USSELL O MAGiNNiS LOS ANGELES. CALIFORNiA 90049

(2;3) 472-1033 213l 476-5444

November 3, 198 =

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463
Att: Mr. Anthony Buckley

In re the matter of ROBERT KRAUSE and

MOLLIE KRAUSE MUR 2727

Dear Mr. Buckley:

Enclosed are Statements of Designation of Counsel. As I
informed you, my clients object to the interrogatories on the
grounds that to answer might tend to violate their rights agais:

11Z. self-incrimination under the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments t-:
the Constitution of the United States. I enclose drafts of C -g
objections to the interrogatories. They have not yet had an z
opportunity to review and verify those responses. I will forward -

their verified objections when received. There was no "attachimen:';
:1 to your subpena. All papers are loose except two pages of -.

Description of Preliminary Procedures. Please clarify or reissue
the subpena.

No action should be taken against my clients. As I understa :-
it, at no time did my clients agree or expect that their names -

would be used for any purpose, much less to make a contributic-
-,, in someone else's name. In fact, we can't figure out how that

could be done. You must agree the wording of the section is vE-,
awkward.

You may treat this letter both as a request that no acti--
be taken and as a request for "pre-probable cause conciliation" .

I look forward to your reply.

Very trul vours.

R sse 11 F Magi--

RFM:nm
Encl.



mtuinor mmatiou or coinu.

-)0
RPJ - W3 MAGINNIS & ERWIN

.....-i 11973 San Vicente Rlvd,

Suite 219

Los An2eles, CA. 90049

Snot (213) 472-1033

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and iI authorized to receive any notifications an4. other

comIications from the Comission and to act on my behalf Before

- teb Caission.

Date' Signature

tIs

Cn.

uminl~ans ____________________

wmII~ II__ ____



,, lor m u or w

RE Wc m MAGINNTS & FHRWtN

.... f11973 San Vicente Blvd,

Suite 219

Los An2eles, CA. 90049

(213) 472-1033

The above-named Individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications an4. other

U"mmicatons from the Comission and to act on my behalf Before

- the Cinmision.

Date 8.ature

C
ni

SWIM MOMuwmin iun ______________



SULLVAN, WALSH, ROSBACHER & wool ! *0 is
LAWYlRtS

DILT4ORC TOWER. HCIO CNTE FLOOR COWLNS&L
300 SOUT, GRAND AVENUE LAWRENCE 0. WILLIAMS

N. VANCE NgmScNI

LOS ANOILES, CALIFORNIA 90071

TCLEPwo#& MIS) 4841-0800

TICLSCOPIUM IRM 4000 4

November 4, 1989

r I L E N

4206.001

Anthony Buckley, Esq. -,,

Federal Election Commission 0 .
Washington D.C. 20463 .

Re: Election Commission: HUR 2727

Dear Mr. Buckley:'0 -t

It was a pleasure to speak with you. As I have confirmed, I
- have been retained by Mr. Samir Mobassaly.

As I told you, I will be out of the country and will not
return until November 18th. Consequently, I have asked that you
extend the time for me to respond on behalf of Mr. Mobassaly until

- December 1. I appreciate greatly your courtesy in this matter.
I look forward to contacting you when I return. I have attached

tf a signed statement of designation of counsel for your files. I

look forward to talking to you when I return.

Sincerely yours,

Henry H. R ssbacher of
Sullivan, alsh, Rossbacher & Wood

HHR:yl

yt\4206.000\buck1104.ttr

I



i w

m2727
-op-I S

- S l~l

Henry H. Rossbacher. Esq.

Sullivan. Walsh. Rossbacher & Wood
Biltmore Tower
500 f. Grand Avenue. Suite 500

Tns Anaeles, California 90071

ML11 498-92AA

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and. other

coinaiations from the Comission and to act on my behalt efore

e 0omssion.

Signature

IS iies
- 3.. .. "I

i lll

Mir. Samir Hkbassaj_

P. 0. Box 295

Azusa& California 91702

(818) 969-6066

10- 424- kiDate. ..



JAMES A. TV~ffTY

9533~ %on % Way

•

Beverly Hfb. Cdbwi 90210

November 13, 1989 0

SNr By TELECOPIER gI a.Z u 2..

Anthony Buckley, Esq. o -Office of the General Counsel 
CAFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: ML2727

Dear Mr. Buckley:
This confirms our telephone conversation on November 9. 1989 as follows:

told you I had been trying to reach you for some time; I had been in tria for weksand I represent a gop of Persons who receved jenen rom the commison concerning aMfatter Under Review as to Michael Goland (MUM 2727).
I also told you the peol reqie an xs skiO of time to respond to the Order andSu~na-.l told you Assitant United Statesa re egeewoe Central Districtof alforda(Los Angeles) sewued an indictt oM-sr i,,w iRIi (Frial ended in a mistrial. a

q (Almost all the persom wh received she blUR letershave bee@ interviewed by theFederal Bureau of I nrvsa ond/orhe tes,,fied before a federal Ian Anry. Anystatement made to the 6mimon now Would have to be produ d a o any wtess whoNO testifies at the new triaL The prucu doe no appar anxious for these persons to be.gin answering your questons)
A partial list of the pe-m whom I rpreent indudes: Kelly W. Bxby; Robert H.Frank; Ernestine Crowe; and Mr. Crowe.
I am stil in trial in the District Court her ad am a sole Practitioner. These listedpersons require twenty days from today's date to l t- o the Commison because of itrial schedule. There are others as well but these are the ones that I can remember. I willfurmish the balance of the names by Wednesday, November 15, 1989.
Yo u agreed those whom l represent may have the additional twenty days. Ipromised to telecopy the request to you for receipt Monday morning, November 13.
Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

- , 31a. oft 4 P'. ' a ; T 711 "1 ",



YfVERAtL *A0 rOMfiSZt-0%4c&MAll RK-fM
HANSON & EGERS

EAQ. ATTORNCYS AT LAW "NOV 13 Me: 13 TEL-"0'OE
I' ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o -E.ym A.EG"5 'QSr U *R~uA-, SUIT U UF .w61631

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA O012

I)n

or'-
CD ;-'"

November 6, 1989 -

CERTIFIED MAI P330733708 o

Anthony B'i- ley, Esqj.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Collection Commission
999 E Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: David Weisman
Your Reference 2727
Response to Interrogatories & Request for Documents

Dear Mr. Buckley:

Please be informed that this office represents David Weisman in
connection with your inquiry concerning the Cranston/Zschau
Election of 1986.

David Weisman respectfully declines to answer any interrogatories
and asserts his right to refuse to answer pursuant to the Fifth
Amendment to the United States Constitution in the absence of a
grant of immunity from the United States Government.

Although Mr. Weisman asserts his Fifth Amendment privilege in not
complying with the inquiries, I will take this opportunity to
answer the questions you posed from my memory based on the
evidence given at the criminal trial referred to above. It
should be noted that David Weisman's involvement was so
insignificant that the government did not bother to call him as a
witness at the trial.

I. Mr. David Weisman wrote a check in late October 1986 with the
payee blank. It is his understanding that the payee may later
have been filled in to show "Greenstripe Media". This check
represented $1,000 from David Weisman and $1,000 from his wife
Michele Weisman. It was David Weisman's understanding and
intention that the check be used for advertising (which was part
of an INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURE involving Mr. Michael Goland). He
did not know that the $2,000 was to be for an advertisement
featuring Ed Vallen. Mr. David Weisman never issued a check to
Mark Barnes or Political Advertising and Consulting.

2. Mr. David Weisman did not specifically receive any
reimbursement for the check referred to in question number 1. On



the date of the giving of the check however, or shcr-iy
thereafter, Mr. David Weisman recei:eo a cashier's _:eck in the
amount of $2,000 from his son Lyle We:sman, who he: him money
from a previous business transaction. It was Dav.i Weisman's
understanding at the time of the reoe-pt of the :as-n'er's check
for $2,000 that it was a partial rep-a.ment for s r:: money owed.

3. The cashier's check is not ava-" :-:Ie and its 7-.w=_eaDouts are
unknown to Mr. David Weisman.

4. Mr. David Weisman was approacne -," n son Weisman and
asked to make a contribution in t _> i-e o: av" _±:,E-an and his
wife, Michele, whion was to go t- :.ertlsin: a-:a:Tn (which
was part of an independent expend- .... . Mr. M. -. I oiand
wanted Senator Cranston re-elected _- :he w': ..... as to
assist in the reelection. David we: -an was -'-.at he
would receive reinbursement for e -- e:k an: 4 - .. ing of the
details of the advertising campa.z a-.

D. David Weisman does not know cf own kn o,-.z; ;: any other
individuals who wrote or issued che 1s to Gree s. -- Media, Mark

C) Barnes, or Political Advertising an- Thnsultin: - "3. He has

read about others who wrote checks -- Sreenstri.:e Me:a but this
knowledge is hearsay gained primari">- from a reado:n: of newspaper
accounts of the trial of United States v. Michael_ c-:7and.

6. No cash reimbursement as such was received -r -he $2,000
check given by David and Michele Weis.rcan.

7. In 1986 the nature of therelaticnship with Mizhe Goland was
a casual acquaintance. At that time he had met -i7 only once or
twice.

"--" Most importantly, you should keep in m ind that %r. -vid Weisman

and all the other contributors beli-eve they were ccn-ributing to
an advertising campaign (that was part of an indeperzdent election

*YIN expenditure effort). Mr. David Weis-7an believed tn-a what he was
doing was perfectly legal and proper. Nothing .at .as happened
after the giving of the check can possiolyaffeot -s thinking at

the time that the check was written.

If I may be of assistance, please za -

Very truly yours,

HANSON & EGERS

MITCHELL W. EGERS

MWE/ 1 e
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DAVID WEISMAN

14001 Ventura Boulevard
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(818) 739-0919
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November 6, 1989 a

CERTIFIED MAIL P330733707 0

Anthony Buckley, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel - .

Federal Collection Commission
999 E Street N.W. ca

Washington, D.C. 20463 CA

Re: Shifra Weisman Hastings
Your Reference 2727

Response to Interrogatories & Request for Documents

Dear Mr. Buckley:

C\ Please be informed that this office represents Shifra Weisman
Hastings in connection with this inquiry concerning the
Cranston/Zchau Election of 1986.

Mrs. Hastings respectfully declines to answer any interrogatories
and asserts her right to refuse to answer pursuant to the Fifth
Amendment to the United States Constitution in the absence of a
grant of immunity from the United States Government.

As I indicated on the telephone, I believe answers from Mrs.
Hastings would be of little value to you. There was a lengthy
criminal trial in Los Angeles in which Mr. Michael Goland, Mr.
Sandor Habalow, and Mr. Lyle Weisman were defendants. Although
the trial resulted in a hung jury for Mr. Goland and Mr. Habalow,

M) Mr. Lyle Weisman was acquitted.

The various contributors to the advertising campaign in which Mr.
Goland may have taken part were asked to testify by the
government. However, Mrs. Hastings' role was deemed so
insignificant she was not called to the stand. Although, as
stated above, Mrs. Hastings asserts her Fifth Amendment privilege
in not complying with the inquiries, I will take this opportunity
to answer the questions you posed from my memory based on the
evidence given at the criminal trial referred to above.

1. Mrs. Hastings wrote one check for $1,500 which was issued to
Greenstripe Media.



Anthony Buckley, Esq.
Page 2
October 24, 1989

2. Mrs. Hastings never received reimbursement for the $1,500

check mentioned above.

3. Not applicable.

4. The check was written in response to a request from her
brother Lyle Weisman. Mr. Lyle Weisman, and Shifra Weisman
Hastings understood the check was to go to an advertising
campaign (which was part of an independent expenditure by Mr.
Goland) and that it was legal to give such check (for advertising
in an independent expenditure campaign).

5. Of her own knowledge Mrs. Hastings does not know of any other
individual that wrote checks to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or
Political Advertising and Consulting. Mrs. Hastings only
knowledge is through hearsay which reached her primarily through

I" the newspaper articles of the trial.

6. Mrs. Hastings received no reimbursement in any form and bank

statements, if they existed, would be unproductive.

7. Mrs. Hastings had no relationship with Mr. Goland in 1986.

-- Most importantly, you should keep in mind that Mrs. Hastings and
all the other contributors believe they were contributing to an
advertising campaign (that was part of an independent election
expenditdure effort). Mrs. Hastings believed that what she was
doing was perfectly legal and proper. Nothing that has happened
after the giving of the check can possibly effect her thinking at
the time that the check was written.

If I may be of assistance, please call me.

Very truly yours,

HANSON & EGERS

MITCHELL W. EGERS

MWE/le
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FEDERAL ILECIION rOMMiSS:1N

MAIL 4f6M
HANSON & EGERS

ATTONeYS AT LAW 89 NOV 13 P 2: 9rPMONE
CARLL. NANSON 2OS SOUTH S30OADWAlf SUITE 902
MtC,[L W. £GCMS. :NC. 66e3

LOS ANGELES. CALIFORNIA 90012

November 7, 1989
-

CERTIFIED MAIL P330733706

Anthony Buckley, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Collection Commission
999 E Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 n

Re: Your Reference 2727

Response to Interrogatories & Request for Documents

Dear Mr. Buckley:

The undersigned, Lyle Weisman, states that he asserts each and
every privilege available to him in response to the inquiry
contained in the Interrogatories and Requests for Documents
transmitted by the Federal Election Commission including, but not
limited to, an assertion of the right to remain silent pursuant
to the Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution.

Additionally, it should be noted that the undersigned Lyle
Weisman was charged in a criminal case in the Central District of
the United States District Court with charges relating to the
subject matter of the present inquiry and was found "not guilty"
of said charges in 1989.

Despite the assertion of all available privileges, and without

C waiving said privileges in any manner, the undersigned answers

the interrogatories as follows:

i. I am and have been at times in the past an employee of
Michael Goland and an acquaintance of Sandor Habalow. I know
Michael Altman and on one occasion met Colleen Morrow in 1986.
To the best of my knowledge I never met Mark Barnes in 1986.

2. I was employed by Balboa Construction Company in 1986. My
duties were general in nature (usually I looked up documents, ran
errands, etc.) and for most of the year was compensated at the
rate of $1,000 per month. I had no job description as such and I
have no copies of salary and expense payments from Balboa
Construction in 1986.



3. I had no responsibility or duty to organize or assist in
organizing a campaign against Ed Zschau's efforts to win election
to the United States Senate from California.

4. I did not contact Mark Barnes, Political Advertising and
Consulting or Greenstripe Media to make arrangements for the
production and airing of a television commercial featuring Ed
Vallen.

5. I do not know of my own knowledge whether Michael Goland or
Balboa Construction paid $120,000 to Greenstripe Media or Mark
Barnes or Political Advertising and Consulting in 1986 to produce
and air a television advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. That was
the nature of the allegation against Mr. Goland in a criminal
trial in which the jury could not reach a decision and was
dismissed. Any information that I would have concerning this
interrogatory would be hearsay based upon evidence heard at the
trial. I do not have and cannot provide any documentation
relating to such payments.

6. I have no personal knowledge of whether Michael Goland
personally solicited any persons to make payments to Greenstripe
Media, Mark Barnes or Political Advertising and Consulting in
1986 for the production and airing of the advertisement referred
to in question 5. The evidence at the trial showed that through
intermediaries Mr. Goland provided reimbursement to those
contributors who made out checks payable to Greenstripe Media for
an advertising campaign. I was one of several intermediaries who
obtained checks for the advertising campaign and facilitated the
reimbursement. AT ALL TIMES I BELIEVED THAT MR. GOLAND'S
ACTIVITIES WERE LEGAL AND LAWFUL AND THAT THE CONTRIBUTIONS WERE
LEGALLY MADE FOR AN ADVERTISING CAMPAIGN AND THE REIMBURSEMENTS
WERE ALSO LAWFUL. THESE MATTERS WERE ADJUDICATED AT THE TRIAL IN
WHICH I WAS NAMED A DEFENDANT AND I WAS FOUND NOT GUILTY.

7. I did solicit some persons to make payments to Greenstrip
Media but not to Mark Barnes or Political Advertising Consulting
Network in 1986. I did not know how the money would be spent
that was going to Greenstripe Media other than it was for
advertising in connection with the campaign. The following
people were solicited by and reimbursed by me with money that
originated from Michael Goland. As far as I was concerned, I had
no knowledge of any improper activity and the jury so found when
they acquitted me at the time of the trial in which I was
accused. The names are as follows: Renee Berg, Michael Berger,
Mark Cohen, Shifra Weisman Hastings, Richard Horowitz. Bob Ives,
George Korz, Nachman Schatz, Zvi Sperling, Jacob Sperling.

8. I have no personal knowledge of the roles of Michael Altman
or Sandor Habalow with respect to the solicitation or
reimbursement of persons who made payments for the production and



airing of a television advertising featuring Ed Vallen in 1986.
From the testimony at trial, I heard from others that Sandor
Habalow was one, among others, who was asked to solicit money for
an advertising campaign.

9. I do not know the total funds spent by Balboa Construction in
1985 through 1987 to prevent Ed Zschaz from being elected to the
United States Senate from California. I know that Mr. Goland is
accused of raising $120,000 in the ca-paign. His guilt or
innocence has not been deternined by a jury and I always believed
from the limited knowledge I had of Mr. 3oland's activities that
what he did was lawfl.

10. I do not know the addresses -f a-." %f the individuals
specified in this interrogatory other than the following: Robert
Ann Ives, 9454 Wilsnire Boulevard, Beverl. Hills, California.
At all times pertinent herein I beTe;e I was acting within the

law and a jury has so found. I trs- the above answers have been
helpful to you.

IXLE WEISM4AN
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November 15, 1989

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463
ATTN: Anthony Buckley

RE: MUR 2727 CO

Dear Mr. Buckley:

Please allow this letter to serve as a formal request for an extension of time

in responding to the requested information regarding involvment with Michael
C Goland.

As I have stated to you, all of the information that I would be able to provide

r"1 you is in the hands of the U.S. Attorney in Los Angeles, California. I have
talked with him regarding your request. He is indicating to me that until this

"Z matter comes to trial, I would not have access to any of the material. He further

indicated, that a new trial date had been set for January 2, 1990. Again, as I

have told you over the telephone, I would be happy to provide you with the

tr) information that I have as soon as it becomes available to me.

v) If I can be of any further assistance to you, please feel free to give me a call.

S Sincerely,

C.
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November 17, 1989

Anthony Buckley, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Room 657
Washington, D.C. 20463

FOUR EMBARCADERO
SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA 94111-S9S4

1415) 398-3500

12201 MERIT DRIVE
DALLAS. TEXAS 752SI-1213i

(214) 490-3143
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'703) 684-;204
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RE: M 2727: Respondent Todd Silver

Dear Mr. Buckley:

This letter serves as a follow-up to my conversation of today
with Anne Weissenborn regarding 4UR 2727. Specifically, on behalf
of Todd Silver, I would like to request an extension of time until
December 15, 1989 in which to respond to the Commission's Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents in this matter.

As you are aware, Robert M. Hertzberg of Los Angeles, Mr.
Silver's attorney, was granted an extension until November 20, 1989
to respond to the Commission's interrogatories and request for
documents, and to show that no action should be taken by the
Commission on its reason-to-believe determination. In his letter
dated October 23, 1989, which requested the extension, Mr. Hertzberg
also indicated that he was looking for local D.C. counsel to
represent Mr. Silver in this matter. I was retained yesterday to
serve in this capacity. A formal designation of counsel notification
will be forwarded to your office by Mr. Silver shortly.

-- ' 4 1 I I 11;; _ 1 1- 1 . I , , , .. . - , , - - , 7 , - 7-,' i -W-1!,T- , - I - I . I I - - -- . -m
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Anthony Buckley, Esquire
November 17, 1989
Page 2

Because Mr. Silver is a new client, an additional extension
of time is necessary for me to consult with him, familiarize myself
with the case and to accumulate the necessary information to respond
to the Commission's request. Due to a previous commitment, I will
be out of the country from November 21 through November 27. Thus,
in order for me to adequately represent the interests of my client
in this matter, I request an additional extension until December
15, 1989.

Therefore, for the reasons set forth herein, I respectfully
request that the requested extension of time be granted. If you
have questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to
contact me at 202/861-1877.

Sincerely,

Respondn' ~ne
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.,4fRY R SCHScE (202) 82-0240"
REID PEYTON C.4AMBERS 9:. w -- *-:E:jE
*)LLAM 0 PERR TELECOPIER (202) 682-0249 : - .
LLOYO SENTON MILLER

DON~ALD -1SIM%'"N P f

DOUGLAS B rNOPESO* - ":: - i-. ;" 8332

UAR- V SAQN1

AN C , -- November 20, 1989 .
SA%4.,r' 

-

,Or % E EKE.

*' .ASCON4SI

Anthony Buckley, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.

' Washington, D.C. 20463

NRe: MUR 2727 (Richard R. Faul~uie~ti)

Dear Mr. Buckley:

As I indicated in our telephone conversation today, I have
just been retained to represent Richard R. Famiglietti, a
respondent in the above-captioned MUR. I an enclosing a
Designation of Counsel signed by Mr. Famiglietti.

* I am requesting an extension of time until December S to
respond to the interrogatories and document requests propo.nded
to Mr. Famiglietti. An extension until December 8 is warr..-ted
given the need to familiarize myself with the complex
transactions at issue in this matter, to consult with ffy client
regarding these transactions, and to prepare appropriate
responses to the Commission's requests.

I appreciate your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Donald J. Simon

cc: Richard R. Famiglietti
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conald J. Simon
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CARLSMITH. WICHAN, CASE. MUKAI AND ICHIKI
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 9 j 21.An AVE
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KAILUA-KONA. HAWAII 96745
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Cc

Anthony Buckley, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
999 E. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: mU 2727

Dear Mr. Buckley:

Pursuant to our earlier telephone discussion, we
enclose Michael Katz's Responses to Interrogatories and Request
for Documents ("Responses"), which includes a copy of the pages
of the June 2, 1989 Reporter's Transcript, which contains
Michael Katz's testimony given on June 2, 1989 in the United
States District Court, Central District in a case entitled
United States of America v. Michael S. CGoland. Lyle R. Weisman
and Sandor E. Habalow, CR 88-1009(a)-RSWL.

We trust that once you review all this information
you will concur that no further action should be taken against
Michael Katz, since there has been no violation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971.

If you have any further questions regarding this
matter, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Very truly yours,

ichard Lloyd heian

RLS/ts/encl.
cc: Mr. Michael Katz
L8911266

A
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1 CARLSITH, WICHDAN, CASE,
MUKAi AND ICHIKI

2 Richard Lloyd Sherman
515 South Figueroa Street

3 Ninth Floor
Los Angeles, California 90071

4 (213) 955-1200

5 Attorneys for Respondent Michael Katz

6

7

8
IN THE MATTER OF MICHAEL KATZ ) MUR9 )

)

10
12

f~J

13 Respondent, MICHAEL KATZ, h,

14 Responses to the Interrogatories and

15 ( "Response" ):

16 1. I have never knowingly

17 for a television advertisement featur

18 October 30, 1989, Mr. Sandor HabalowCT

19 to the Senator Alan Cranston Re-Elect

20 Campaign"). Mr. Habalow represented

21 pay for media time for the Cranston C

22 that the check was to be made payable

23 directly because it was late in the c

24 mention of Ed Valen, nor did I even k

25 the election. On November 1, 1986,

26 Greenstripe Media in the amount of $2

27 Cranston Campaign. A true and correc

28 attached to this Response as Exhibit

2727

Mi To _0E
ET FORnDT

ereby submits the following

Requests for Documents

written any checks to pay

ing Ed Valen. On or about

requested I make a donation

ion Campaign ("Cranston

to me that my donation was to

ampaign. Mr. Habalow stated

to Greenstripe Media

ampaign. There was never any

now of Ed Valen until after

I wrote a check payable to

,000 (the "Check") for the

t copy of the Check is

"Ae



1 2. I now believe that I did receive a reimbursment

2 for the Check. On or about November 7, 1986, I received a check

3 from Mr. Habalow in the amount of $2,000. I do not recall if the

4 check was for reimbursement, for funds not used, or for some other

5 business reason.

6 3. I have attached a copy of this check as Exhibit "BN

7 to this Response. I am not sure if it was given for reimburse-

8 ment.

9 4. Mr. Habalow, a business associate, asked me in

10 person for a donation for the Cranston Campaign. I routinely give

11 donations when asked by business associates because it is good
12 business and they generally respond in kind when asked to donate

13 to causes with which I am directly or indirectly associated. At

14 the time of the request, I did not give the donation much thought,

15 as the amount and circumstances were reasonable and the cause was

16 one to which I would normally consider donating. I do not recall

17 if there was any mention of reimbursement of any funds. I do

N18 specifically recall that Mr. Habalow said the money was for

19 Senator Alan Cranston, but since it was so late in the campaign,

20 the media would only run ads if they were paid directly. I made

21 the check payable to Greenstripe Media based on Mr. Habalow' s

22 representation.

23 5. On June 2, 1989, I testified under penalty of

24 perjury at the trial of Sandor E. Habalow in a case entitled

25 United States of America v. Michael S. Goland. Lyle R. Wels-an and

26 Sandor E. Habalow, CR 88-1009(a)-RSWL. A true and correct copy of

27 the pertinent pages of the Reporter's Transcript of Daily Proceed-

28

-2-



0 S
1 ings which contain my testimony are attached as Exhibit "CO to

2 this Response.

3 6. At the tim I made the $2,000 donation to the

4 Cranston Campaign, I was unaware of any other individuals who had

5 made similar donations. I learned at the time I testified on June

6 2, 1989, that Monte Morrow, a business associate of Mr. Habalow,

7 also wrote a check per Mr. Habalow's request. I do not know to

8 whom Mr. Morrow wrote the check nor the amount of the check.

9 7. I have enclosed copies of my bank statements from

10 the Manufacturers Bank for the months of October, November and

11 December, 1986. I have also enclosed the first page of my Merrill
co

12 Lynch Cash Management ("CMA") Account. I have been unable to

13 obtain my statements for the months of October through December,

14 1986 for this CIA Account. I have attached a copy of all these

15 documents as Exhibit "D" to this Response. I do not recall if any

If 16 amounts in the statements were for reimbursement.

17 8. I have never had any form of relationship with
INT 18 Michael Goland. I have met Mr. Goland on one occasion. Sometime
C

19 in 1986-1987, I went to a business breakfast which was attended by

o 20 numerous business people, including Mr. Goland. I have never

21

22 I

23 !

24I

25

26

27

28
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spkn or corresponded with Michael Goland and have never done any

business with him.

DATED: November 20, 1989 Respectfully submitted,

CARLSNITH, WICHMAN, CASE, MUKAI
AND ICHIKI

By: '(
''RICHARD L1AYB;'SH3RMAN
Attorneys for Respondent

MICHAEL KATZ

United

tories

I swear under penalty of perjury under the laws of the

States of America that the above Responses to Interroga-

and Requests for Documents are true and correct.

DATED: November 20, 1989

-4-
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VERIFICATION
STATE OF CAL IFORNIA. COl' p ses to Interrogatories and Request for Docuznents

I have read the foregoing
........................... and know its tontents.

CHECK APPLICABLE PARAGRAPH
I am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing doc-ument are true of m, own 0iowledge except as to

those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to rn-',e matters I behese them it, be true.
I 1 am 0 an Officer 0 a partner ... a. _f

a party to this action. and am authori/ed to make this veritication tor ar. .-n its I halt. and I rakz" ,crification for that
reason. El_ I am informed and hcliese and t that ground allege that c .s o-iied ,-le "',ng document are
true. - I he matters stated in the totegoing d,,,-umcnt are true oit n ,- k, , '0. ii tters whk h are
stated on information and beliet. and as to -hose matters I belicoe ':- -

I am one of the attorneys for

a part\ to this a(tb1)n Such part? is absent frc.r, the county of aforesa: - -'T 7 , ;ces. and I make
tnir verification t1,, and on behalf of that par' for that reason I in - -- '' "round allege that
,he matters stated in the foregoing documen- are true.

November 20
. _ecuted on-. at-_-ls Am 'elec . California.

I declare under pt'naty -f per.,u.' under - a-xs of the Stat , C.; - " , fr . - " an)i correct.

Michael Katz_- --. -
T 0e, Pr~rit N.m e c''2ue ..

TPROOF 
OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNI-\. COUNTY OF
I am employed in the county of -State of California.

I am over the age of 1g and not a party to the within action: my bustxn, airess is.

On 19-. I served the foregoing document des--'nbed as__

on - - -- - in this action
* ]bv placing the true copies thereof enclosed in sealed envelopes addressed as itated on the attached mailing list:

by placing 2 the original C a true copy thereof enclosed in scaled envelopes addres.sed as fot'o

Is-

BY MAIl
'- *I deposited such envelope in the mail at .California.

The envelope was mailed with postage thereon fully prepaid.
El As follows : I am "readily familiar" with the firm's practice of coiect-,or and prc essin g ,.--:.nndence for mailing.

U nder that practice it would be deposited with U S. postal service on that s-arre :a', vAth istae thereon fully prepaid at
California in the ordinary cours-e. '.., I am .a.art hat on motion of the

part% sered. ser-ice is presumed invalid if pstal cancellation date or ostage r,-'-6 date , i,rne tria ,ne day after date of

dep,4pit tor mailing in affidas it
U xecured -n a........... . .... .......... . ....... . C alifornia.

'-(BY P tIRSO N-\[ SFRVICF) I del ,ered such envelope b% han.: C.... .'.e ,. t i(

Executed on ... 1,_ _ at ... . . . .California.
iState) I declare under penalt\ of pertiur' under the laws ot the S.toe " -n r'.i t, " .". true and correct.
iFederal I declare that I am employed in the otfice of a member of the 'a4 .' - t i" a c,.rec:,n the ser ice was

remadc.

Ikpe or Print Name .... ..
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1 41rTH A. 3xCRE U,,L'N (M) S01 1306
MARY PRAcmM McHUGH

VAI..E VANMAN

Anthony Buckley, Staff Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Jules Burg-- MUR 2727

Dear Mr. Buckley:

With respect to the above-referenced matter, and pursuant to
our several prior communications regarding it, Jules Burg's
response to the Federal Election Commission's subpoena and order
for answers is enclosed.

In the unlikely event that any of his answers do not comport
with other information gathered by your investigation, I trust you

TV will so advise me so that any apparent discrepancy may be addressed
and/or rebutted. Otherwise, we expect that the F.E.C. will close

% this matter in favor of Jules Burg as soon as possible. Thn
concern and expense caused Mr. r- by the F.sE.C.* 's _rture and
unfounded findin of "reason to believe" a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441f occurred should be mliorated wLth all possMble sMped.

CONRAD LEE KLEIN

CLK/kee

cc: Jules Burg
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COMDM LEE L EIN
Attorney at Law
14001 Ventura Blvd.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
(818) 986-8600

Attorney for Respondent, JULES BURG

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of: )
)

JULES BURG, )
)Respondent.)
)

MUR 2727

ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES

I, Jules Burg, submit the following written Answers to

Interrogatories, under oath, propounded by the Federal Election

Couission by its Order dated September 29, 1989.

. TO 13~ W). I

I did not write, issue or cause any such check to be written
or issued.

39 TO 13GUMR 30. 2

Not Applicable.

ISPOE TO 1]N2G&TOAMM N), 3

Not Applicable.

ZSPOE TO IZER3GRAORY O, 4

Not Applicable.



I,

I have e-comm advised that Ase Bur wrote or amed a check
to Greenstripe Media. I cannot state under oath of own
knowledge that such event took place and did not Hecomeln ord
about it until after it had occurred. I am also advised that the
said check was intended to be an advance on account of Lyle
Weisman and that, at some time thereafter, that advance was
reimbursed. This, too, is based upon information supplied by
others.

Not Applicable.

RxSPOin TO IMR8mGA!M. no. 7

I did not have any relationship whatsoever with Michael Goland
and I was not familiar with him or his name.

DATED: November 20, 1989

State of California

County of Los Angeles

Jules Burg being first
foregoing Answers to
correct. /

Subscribed and
this ,L"'day of

be has read the
bay are true and

notary public

C

20

P! r n14'.1 - _
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HANSON & EGERS
EARL Ote ATTONN7YS AT LAW N 7V7 t, 14MON

EARL . NO N 205 SOUTP' *OADWAY, SUITE 902 626-6631CeTc~r E. RS, NC. 6e-e..s

LOS ANOrLCS, CALItORNIA 90OIZ

November 20, 1989

CERTIFIED MAIL P330733714 -

Anthony Buckley, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission I :
999 E Street N.W. -

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Sandor Habalow
Your Reference 2727
Response to Interrogatories & Request for Documents

Dear Mr. Buckley:

The undersigned, Sandor Habalow, states that he asserts each and
every privilege available to him in response to the inquiry
contained in the Interrogatories and Requests for Documents
transmitted by the Federal Election Commission including, but not
limited to, an assertion of the right to remain silent pursuant
to the Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution. Mr.
Habalow was named as a codefendant in United States v. Goland, et

- al., (at which time he was found *not guiltym on two of three
felony charges; 10-2 on the misdemeanor and 10-2 for acquittal on
the third felony count), and asserts a claim of once in jeopardy

* concerning the present inquiry.

Despite the assertion of all available privileges, and without
waiving said privileges in any manner, the undersigned answers

C the interrogatories as follows:

1. Michael Goland: I knew Michael Goland because I worked as an
independent loan broker and I, together with other brokers,
competed for Mr. Goland's business whenever he wished to raise
funds. When I succeeded in obtaining a loan for Mr. Goland, I
would receive a commission out of the proceeds of the loan. I
also knew Mr. Goland on a social basis.

Lyle Weisman: I am an acquaintance of Lyle Weisman.

Mark Barnes: I never met or talked to Mark Barnes.
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Michael Altman: I knew him only as a a acquaintance. I
met him perhaps three times.

Colleen Morrow: I never met or talked - colleen Morrow.

2. I never knew or solicited anyone tc --ney to Mark Barnes
or Political Advertising and ConsultInz. ___17 ask Monte Morrow,
Michael Katz, Mark Victor and Richard Fa .. 't- to give money
to an advertising cai1paign (which was :-i. . . independent
expenditure). I also asked an accc:--a--, . e ';3sh, to help
Michael GolancA anri he asked several :ecrK . . a check for anadvertising campaign. I never knew t-a - owid be a
television advertisement feat crinZ E a" le-, an'" knew the
money would go towards an aA7,vrtisU. a-.:-. - wich was part of
an independent expenditure) which e ei -. : oompletely
legal in every way.

I did promise reimbursement to the ffcr :-_orle mentioned in
this response and reimbursement was made th-o-o.-. Joe Nash and
from his account. I cannot provide t:he rez~eteJ documents to
show the reimbursements since payment was -a_. tnrough Mr. Nash's
account and I have no access to these do-u- en.s. I have no
direct personal knowledge of how the money :r the reimbursement
went into Joe Nash's account. However, --e -estimony at the
trial of the United States v. Michael Goland, et al., indicated

- Michael Goland caused cashier's checks to :,e sent to Joe Nash.

3. I have no knowledge of whether Michael ;oland solicited any
persons to make payments to Greenstripe Med:a, Mark Barnes or
Political Advertising and Consulting in .195E for the production
and airing of the advertisement referred to question
number 2. My participation was as stated in response to question
number 2.

4. I have no personal knowledge of the roles of Michael Altman,
Colleen Morrow and Lyle Weisman with respez- to the solicitation
and reimbursement of persons who made payments for the production
and airing of a television advertise ment featur-ng Ed Vallen in
1986. The information I have was hearz -y ve a- the trial of
United States v. Michael Goland, et a.

5. I have no personal knowledge of :he f.i_- _-ent by Michael
Goland to prevent Ed Zschau from bei.., elez-ed -o the United
States Senate from California. The on -- :or-aion I have is
derived from the trial of United States v. Y:=.ael Goland, et
al. It is my understanding from that .- al It was Mr.
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Goland's intention to run a legal independe..it expenditurecampaign in order to help Senator Cranston 'in reelection. Itwould appear from the testimony that the tc:al funds spent by Mr.Goland was in the sum of $120,000.
6. I do not personally know any of the individuals in quesricnnumber 6 nor can I provide their addresses with the follow-ing
exceptions.

Dick Famiglietti. 18836 Tolsa Street, Northrdge, CA 91324.Mike and Sandy Katz. 4821 Encino Terr E, Fncino, CA 91316.Monte Morrow. P.O. Box 141, Beverly H 11s, CA 90210.Mark Victor. 4520 Noeline Way, Encino CA 91436.
It should be noted that T, as well as otheri;, who contrbuJtedmoney or were asked to obtain contributions, from differentpeople at all times believed that what Michael Goland was doingwas legal. I would never have asked my friends and acquaintancesto give money to an advertising campaign, nor would I havepersonally participated in anything that I believed was contraryto the law. At ri;y trial I was found "not guilty" on two of threefelony counts (10-2 on the misdemeanor and ]0-2 for acquittal onthe third felony count). I was in fact "not guilty" which wasobvious from all of the evidence. The jury could not unanimouslydecide on my guilt or innocence for the one nisdemeanor charge inthe indictment but the foreman announced to the court that tenLO) jurors were in favor my acquittal and only t'-o for conviction onthe misdemeanor count.

V)D SANDOR HABALOW
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Anthony Buckley, Staff Counsel
Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

•- .-.

Re: Renee Burg - MUR 2727

Dear Mr. Buckley:

I appreciate your explanation regarding the referenced matter
at our meeting on November 8, 1989. An understanding of your
position is most helpful. Hopefully, you too will find value in
the meeting.

As I suggested at that time, Mrs. Burg accepted my advice and
respectfully declines to answer the questions postulated to her by

- the Federal Election Conimssion (OFECP) under cover of its letter
dated October 5, 1989.

This position is pursuant to her various constitutional rights
(e.g. self-incrimination) as well as to promises and
representations made to her by our government's representative,
George Newhouse, in the Department of Justice. As both he and I

r- have informed your agency, representations of no punishment were
exchanged for free and frank testimony.

The government received the testimony it sought, it should now
honor its commitments. As was stated by one of our justices many
years ago... if the government expects its citizens to cut square
corners, it too should engage in rectangular rectitude.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, and in an effort to add to the
body of information you are in the process of accumulating, I
proffer the following responses to your agencies interrogatories
from information gleamed from various reliable sources. (This is
without prejudice to Mrs. Burg's previously expressed objections
to the interrogatories and without any waiver by her of her
"attorney-client" privilege.)
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Anthony Buckley
Noymber 20, 1989
Page Two

1. Mrs. Burg wrote a check for $4,000 in favor of
Greenstripe Media in about October of 1986.

2. Although it was initially believed that Mrs. Burg was
reimbursed the entire $4,000 by Lyle Weisman it is
indicated that $2,000 came from Lyle Weisman and $2,000
from the Ed Vallens Senatorial Campaign committee.

3. If any of the $4,000 referred to in answer to question
No. 2 was paid by check, that check should be in the
possession of the maker or the bank on which it was
drawn, not in Mrs. Burg's possession.

4. Lyle Weisman, a long time friend of Mr. Burg since he
was a child, and an occasional business advisor asked
Mrs. Burg to write a check to Greenstripe Media for
$4,000 and told her that he would reimburse her for thatpromptly. She was also told that by her advancing the
funds she would be advancing the cause of Senator ALan
Cranston's re-election campaign.

There was no discussion of whether the event should be
reported, to whom it should be reported, by whom it
should be reported and, whether it would be falsely
reported. There is nothing whatsoever to evidnce a
contention that Mrs. Burg knew the event should or would
be reported and/or that she should have kwn tat the
event would be falsely reported. She did not *knowingly"
permit her name to be used to effect a contribution in
the name of another.

C
5. Mrs. Burg was unaware of anyone who did any of acts

enumerated in Interrogatory No. 5.
6. Those bank statements are not in her possession. Copies

are probably available.

7. No relationship. Mrs. Burg did not know that he existed.

In connection with the foregoing, you might be interested to
know that Lyle Weisman was acquitted of any wrongdoing in
connection with the conduct described in this letter in the Federal
District Court a few months ago.
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We trust that your investigation will confirm the information
I have oumarized for you in this letter and that based thereon you
Will secomnd, and the FEC will determine, not to proceed further
against Mrs. Burg. (If this expectation turns out to be
inaccurate, I assume you will so advise me so that our opportunity
for further response or comunication will be available).

Very truly yours,,

CONRAD LEE KLEIN

CLK/kee

ccs Renee Burg
je\



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN.CTO% OC .04b

November 29, 1989

Leslie Kerman, Esq.
Epstein, Becker & Green, P.C.
1140 19th Street, N.W.
Ninth Floor
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 2727
Todd Silver

(N
Dear Ms. Kerman:

This is in response to your request for an extension of
tine to respond to our Order to Answer Questions and Subpoena to
Produce Documents on behalf of your client, Todd Silver. After
considering the circumstances presented by you, I have granted
the requested extension. Accordingly, your response is due by
the close of business on December 15, 1989.

If you have any questions, please contact Anthony Buckley,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

Nr

Sincerely,
C

/7

Anne A. Weissenborn
Assistant General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHI%CTO% OC V 3

November 29, 1989

Donald J. Simon, Esq.
Sonosky, Chambers & Sasche
Suite 1000
1250 Eye Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 2727
Richard R. Famiglietti

Dear Mr. Simon:

This is in response to your letter dated November 20, 1989.
requesting an extension of time to respond to our Order to
Answer Questions and Subpoena to Produce Documents on behalf of

Vyour client, Richard R. Famiglietti. After considering the
circumstances presented in your letter, I have granted the
requested extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the

Lt close of business on December 8, 19.9.

n If you have any questions, please contact Anthony Buckley,

N3 the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-8200.

C- Sincerely,

Anne A. Weissenborn
Assistant General Counsel
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KEITH C. MONROE, INC.
A PO.SIo.SOAL COROAON 89 DEC-4 AN 4

ATTORNEY AT LAW

142 NOORTm OROADWAY

SANTA ANA. CALIFORNIA 92706

TCLEP"ONE (7141 635-3083

November 20, 1989

Anthony Bucic..II Es. rn
Counsel for FEC C"')
999 E Street
Washington. D "

Re: S --.a n:. Hoe-_ke

Dear Mr. Bue-'k -

Enclosed herreu-w pie ase find the response of my above-named client to the inter-
rogatories prcTm ndei :1 the Commission. As I indicated to you in our telephone conver-
sation of this daze. e resonse consists simply of Fifth Amendment privilege claims.

I wanted to -xnf i-' it letter of transmittal that my client is anxious to, and I am quite
in agreemen:. cvperaze with the Commission in such manner as may be desired.
However, as I v-id vou I had done, I spoke with Assistant U. S. Attorney George
Newhouse. and be diied to consider seeking any kind of immunity for my client from
criminal p He did indicate that the Justice Department, so far as he knew, had
no intentof _ any prosecution against a person such as my client, assuming that
she was nothg =re l=n a conduit for a campaign contribution. Nevertheless, he was
not willing to r reduce that opinion to letter form.

Nonetheless. I a'id probably justify advising my client to waive her claim of privilege and
answer the *em " ories. simply on the basis of what I believe to be the candid and reli-
able statement b% Mr. Sembouse that the Justice Department, in effect, had no real inter-
est in her.

However, in m cmve.-ation with you of this date, you suggested a real possibility that the
Commiion M r-eek to impose a civil fine or other penul4t if it should determine tbht
my client had iidoed improperly served as a conduit. In view of the fact, as you told me,
that you cannot rrt'wide me or my client any assurance that such action would not be taken,
I reallv have no &*oice twit to advise her to claim her Fifth Amendment privilege.

Despite that. I w-zi. al concerned to be aware that Ms. Hoebeke will, with my concurrence,
be quite happ. : ccoorate in the Commission's investigation in any manner that may be
desired proidec se i assured that her cooperation will not result in any fine or penalty
being adjud ia 4 aa her.

Yours T>iv,

Keith C. Monro

KCM /me



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of ) MUR 2727

)

RESPONSE (PRIVILEGE CLAIM) TO INTERROGATORIES

Sloania Hoebeke, the person who is designated Solania Ramirez1

in the FEC subpoena hereinafter referred to, does hereby respond to the Inter-

rogatories and Request for Documents heretofore served upon her together with

the undated subpoena apparently issued on or about October 5, 1989, as

LO follows:2

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: On the ground that an answer to this in-

terrogatory would tend to incriminate me, I respectfully decline to provide an

answer thereto in accordance with my privilege under the Fifth Amendment to the

federal Constitution.
LO

INTERROGATORY NO. 2: On the ground that an answer to this in-

terrogatory would tend to incriminate me, I respectfully decline to provide an

C answer thereto in accordance with my privilege under the Fifth Amendment to the

POj federal Constitution.

r\INTERROGATORY NO. 3: On the ground that compliance with this

request would tend to incriminate me, I respectfully decline to respond thereto in

accordance with my privilege under the Fifth Amendment to the federal Constitu-

tion.

1. The correct name of the respondent was Sloania Ramirez, but having since married, the
correct name is now, as indicated, Sloania Hoebeke.

2. A copy of the Interrogatories and Request for Documents is attached hereto. The
responses herein provided will be numbered in accordance with the numbering of the In-
terrogatories.

-1-



INTERROGATORY NO. 4: On the ground that an answer to this In-

terrogatory would tend to incriminate me, I respectfully decline to provide an

answer thereto in accordance with my privilege under the Fifth Amendment to the

federal Constitution.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5: On the ground that an answer to this in-

terrogatory would tend to incriminate me, I respectfully decline to provide an

answer thereto in accordance with my privilege under the Fifth Amendment to the

federal Constitution.

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: On the ground that compliance with this

request would tend to incriminate me, I respectfully decline to respond thereto in

accordance with my privilege under the Fifth Amendment to the federal Constitu-

',0 tion.

INTERROGATORY NO. 7: To my knowledge I have never met

Michael Goland and I know of his name and existence only through his having

been mentioned in the papers received in this proceeding from the FEC.

Dated: November 20, 1989.

RESPONSE DRAFTED BY:

KEITH C. MONROE,Inc.

Attoliey for Respohdent

-2-
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November 30, 1989

Mr. Anthony Buckley
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Susan G. Herbst

Dear Mr. Buckley:

This will confirm our past telephone conferences in the above
entitled matter.

As discussed, I am awaiting confirmation from the Justice
Department that they will not seek criminal sanctions against
Ms. Herbst.

Also, I am seeking ,aapurances from the New York StaE
Department of Education ttat professional sanctions will not s
sought.

I shall advise upon receipt.

Enclosed please find executed Statement of Designation of
Counsel for your records.

If your position requires a deadline, please advise.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely,

ANTHONY J. SPANN, P.C.

K. Civilette

DMC/cam
Enc.

4
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as ny
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

comnications from the Comission and to act on my behal? Before
CC) the Cineision.

hi 7fr ~
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Anthony Buckley, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 2727 (Famialiettil

Dear Mr. Buckley:

On behalf of Richard R. Famiglietti, I am submitting
Responses to the interrogatories previously served on him in the
above-captioned MUR.

We were not able to file these responses on December 8
due to the closing of the federal government because of adverse
weather.

Sincerely,

DJS/cut
Enclosure

S
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BEFORE THE

FEDERAL ELECTION U0S -S ION

)
In the Matter of )
MIR 2727 ))

RESPONSES OF RICHARD R. FAMIGLIET'. TO -NTERROGATORIES

1. State whether you wrote one or more checks or caused a
check to be issued to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or Political
Advertising and Consulting in 1986 to pay for a television
advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. If sc, please provide a copy
of both sides of each such check.

1. At the request of Mr. Sandy Habalow, a close friend

of mine, I wrote one check to Greenstripe Media on November 5,

1986 for $2,000.00. I did not know the purpose of the check or

that it would be used to pay for a telvision ad for Ed Vallen.

I do not presently have a copy of my check. It was

introduced as evidence in Michael Goland's criminal trial.

2. State whether you received reidursent for the
check(s) identified in response to Questio 1. If so, state the
date you received such reimbursement, the identity of the
individual(s) who provided the reimburseimt to you and the form
of reimbursement.

2. A few days after I wrote my check, I received

reimbursement by a check dated November 7. 1966 on the account of

Nash & Co. for $2,000.00.

3. Provide a copy of both sides of each check received as



S
reimbursements for the check(s) identified in response to
Question 1.

3. 1 do not presently have a copy of the reimbursement

check. It was introduced as evidence in Michael Goland's criminal

trial.

4. Explain the circumstances under which you wrote or
issued the check(s) identified in response to Question 1,
identify who suggested that you write or issue such a check and
state whether that individual told you that you would receive
reimbursement for that check.

4. Sandy Habalow, a close friend of mine, requested

that I write a check for $2,000 for an advertising campaign to be

conducted by Michael Goland. Habalow told me that he would get

the money back to me. I did not know at the time that my check

would be used for, or considered to be, a contribution to the

Vallen campaign, the Cranston campaign or any other political

campaign.

5. State whether you know of any other individuals who
C" wrote or issued checks to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or
C Political Advertising and Consulting in 1986 to pay for a

television advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. Please identify
those individuals and state whether they received reimbursement
for their checks and, if so, from whom.

5. 1 do not of my own knowledge know of other

individuals who wrote such checks, other than what I have learned

as part of the legal proceedings against Michael Goland.

6. Provide copies of your bank statements for the months of
October, November and December 1986 and identify the deposit of
any cash reimbursement received for the checks identified in
response to Question 1.

-2-
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6. I ab 73 te requested documents.p 4 ,

7. State the nature of your relationship with Michael
Goland in 1986 (e.g., employer, employee, business associate,
partner, relative, co-member of an organization or political
committee).

7. I knew Michael Goland by virtue of real estate

business transactions in which we were both involved.

1, migl iett i

Subscribed to and sworn before me this day of December, 1989

OFICIALSEL" " N AC.~ L! E L L

!J- 636 LCoY Notary V lic

7- Fab 16,

C.

-3-
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONNISSION

In the Matter of ) UR22sE

Michael Goland, et al. )

COMPREHENSIVE INVESTIGATIVE REPORT

On August 3, 1989, the Commission found reason to believe

that Michael Goland knowingly and willfully violated 2 U.S.C.

SS 441a(a)(1)(A), 441a(a)(3), 441b and 441f, that Balboa

Construction, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b, that the Committee

to Elect Ed Vallen to Senate and Audrey Barbour, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. 55 434(a)(2)(A)(ii), 434(b) and 441a(f), and

that 68 individuals violated 2 U.S.C. S 441f. At that time the

Commission approved orders to submit written answers and

subpoenas to produce documents, as well as letters, for each of

the respondents.
Wn

Notification of the Commission's action was delayed pending

the receipt of the addresses for all of the respondents from the

Department of Justice. Notifications of the Commission's action

were sent out by certified mail on October 5, 1989.

In many instances, this Office has run into difficulty in

reaching respondents. In some cases, the respondents are no

longer at the addresses to which notification was originally

sent. In these cases, requests have been sent out to the

various postmasters requesting the current addresses for these

individuals. Some of these inquires have resulted in new

addresses being obtained and in notifications being re-sent;

other inquiries resulted in the postmasters being unable to
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inform this Office of correct addresses.

In other instances, the respondents either refused to

accept the certified mail or simply did not claim it, presumably

so as to avoid notification of the Commission's determination.

In these instances, this Office is re-sending these

notifications by first class mail.

In many other instances, the respondents have been notified

and have retained counsel who have requested extensions of time

in which to research any potential liability of their clients

and to formulate responses to the Commission's orders and

subpoenas. In some instances, the respondents have declined to

answer the Commission's questions, citing their Fifth Amendment

privilege against self-incrimination. It appears that the

-- Assistant U.S. Attorney who is in charge of the criminal aspect

of this case has refused to give assurances that certain

individuals will not be subject to criminal liability, in spite

of what appears to be a lack of inclination to try those

particular individuals. Other respondents have provided

oinformation regarding their own and others' potential liability

which this Office is in the process of evaluating. This Office

will keep the Commission informed as to developments in the

investigation.

Lawrence C. nob
General Counsel

Staff assigned: A. Buckley

Vate 1 0(
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December 11, 1989

Anthony Buckley, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

Re: Michael Goland Investiaation

Dear Mr. Buckley:

This letter is a follow up of my letter of August
20, 1989, in which I indicated that I represented the
six people I listed.

For the time being, I will be asserting the
privilege against self incrimination on behalf of all
those clients.

The Goland criminal matter is still pending and
Assistant U.S. Attorney Newhouse still has the option of
bringing criminal charges.

As soon as the matter of the constitutional
rights can be finally concluded, my clients wish to
avail themselves of the conciliation offer extended by
the commission.

l~ v t. Braun
HWB/j j k
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FRED F. FIELDING December 20, 1989 (202),4&-70"

(202) 429-7320 TELEX 246349 WtRN URn

Lawrence M. Noble, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

%C Attn: Anthony Buckley

Re: KUR 2727-,Peter Roff Z

Dear Mr. Noble:

This response is submitted on behalf of Peter Roff in
reply to the interrogatories and request for documents issued

If> by the Federal Election Commission to Mr. Roff on October 5,
1989, and received by Mr. Roff on December 8, 1989. In
addition, please find enclosed an executed Statement of

'Vr Designation of Counsel in this matter.

C Enclosed are Mr. Rof's sworn answers to these
interrogatories and requests. We trust this responds fully
to your request for information on this matter.

At this time, having answered all of the
interrogatories, we respectfully request that the Federal
Election Commission enter into pre-probable cause
conciliation with Mr. Roff concerning this matter.

Sincerely,

Fred F. Fielding
Enclosures
cc: Peter Roff
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RESPONSE OF PETER ROFF TO THE IITEROGATORIES
OF THE FEDERAL ELECTION COP(ISSIOV IN MUR 2727

Ouestion I

State whether you wrote one cr vzre checks or caused a
check to be issued to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or
Political Advertising and Consultin in 1986 to pay for a
television advertisement featuring. Ed 7alen. If so, please
provide a copy of both sides of ea=h s uch check.

Response

I wrote one check to Greenstripe Media in the amount of

$1,000 at the request of Colleen norrv, who was in charge of

the Washington Office of the Balboa Cz-nstruction Company

which is owned by Michael Goland. To the best of my

recollection, I wrote this check an ry personal account after

the 1986 election had taken place- I have been unable to

locate a copy of this check, however.

C- Ouesition 2

State whether you received re4mbrsenent for the
check(s) identified in response to Question 1. If so, state

,>. the date you received such reisburset, the identity of the
individual(s) who provided the reimbursement to you and the
form of reimbursement.

Response

I did receive a $1,000 cash reinursement in the

following fashion. Colleen Mor.w- issued a check, payable to

cash, in the amount of $5,000 cn Balboa Construction

Company's bank account, which she gave to me and asked that I



cash. After cashing the check at her request, I retained

$1,000 at her direction, and gave the remaining $4,000 in

cash to Ms. Morrow for distribution. These funds were

distributed as explained in response to Question 5 below. I

do not recall the date of this transaction, but believe that

it was ,n late November or early December, 1986. See

Response to Question 4 below for further information.

Question 3

co Provide a copy of both sides of each check received as
reimnbu.-sement for the check(s) identified in response to
Question 1.

Response

I do not have a copy of the check issued to cash

referred to in Response to Question 2, above.

Ouealion 4

Explain the circumstances under which you wrote or
issued the check(s) identified in response to Question 1,
identify who suggested that you write or issue such a check
and state whether that individual told you that you would
receive reimbursement for that check.

.Ms. Morrow, who was a friend and former colleague of

mine, and, as stated above, had been hired by Michael Goland

to ru-n the Washington Office of the Balboa Construction

Company, called me into her office and told me that the

Vallen Campaign had some debts and asked whether I would be

willing to issue a personal check to Greenstripe Media for

$1,0S3. Ms. Morrow asked me to do this as a favor to her,
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and informed me that I would be reimbursed by Michael Goland,

her employer, for making this contribution to help the Vallen

Campaign get out of debt. To the best of my recollection,

this conversation occurred after the November, 1986 election.

Ms. Morrow was also the Founding Executive Director, and a

Member of the Board of Directors, for the Foundation to which

I was acting as a consultant at that time.

Ouestion 5

State whether you know of any other individuals who
wrote or issued checks to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes or
Political Advertising and Consulting in 1986 to pay for a
television advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. Please
identify those individuals and state whether they received

'q- reimbursement for their checks and, if so, from whom.

-- ResRonse

LO To my knowledge, in addition to me the following four

individuals issued checks to Greenstripe Media: Susan

Herbst, Colleen Morrow, Jeff Pandin, and Warren Simms. To

the best of my knowledge each individual received $1,000 in

OKI cash from the $5,000 check issued to cash on the Balboa

Construction Company bank account referred to in Response to

Question 2 above.

Susan Herbst: I spoke with Susan Herbst, a close friend

of mine at that time, about whether she would be willing to

issue a check to Greenstripe Media. Although I made the

initial contact with Ms. Herbst, she also conferred with

Colleen Morrow about issuing a check to Greenstripe Media,
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and at some point did in fact decide to issue a check for

$1,000 to Greenstripe Media.

Colleen Morrow: Ms. Morrow informed me that she had

also written a check to Greenstripe Media which was

reimbursed.

Jeff Pandin and Warren Simms: Jeff Pandin and Warren

Simms were also former colleagues of Ms. Morrow. I am aware

that they issued checks to Greenstripe Media because Ms.

Morrow asked that I deliver to each of them $1,000 in cash
C

which was a payment for the $1,000 checks which they had

issued.

Ouestion

Provide copies of your bank statements for the months of
October, November and December 1986 and identify the deposit

Nof any cash reimbursement received for the checks identified
in response to Question 1.

Nr

MD I have not retained copies of the bank statements

0 1 requested.

Ouestion 7

State the nature of your relationship with Michael
Goland in 1986 (e.g., employer, employee, business associate,
partner, relative, co-member of an organization or political
committee).

Response

I had no relationship with Michael Goland in 1986, nor

do I have a relationship with Mr. Goland now, although I have

met him briefly on two occasions. As explained above, he was
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Colleen Morrow's employer at the time, and Ms. Morrow was an

officer of one of my employers at that time.

The above statements are true to the best of my

knowledge and belief.

Peter 2S /

Washington, D.C.

Subscribed to and sworn before me this
December, 1989.

out*
day of

Notary Public

My Commission Expires: / -3/-q5

I-)

C

!WFF71, 77
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am 2727

- fW Fred F. Fielding

a. m Wiley, Rein 4 Fielding

1776 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

- g 1 (202) 429-7000

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

comnications from the Comission and to act on my behalf Before

the Comission.

Pat] i

in~mms : Peter loff

mNO momNEO m 1.~as

I
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Anthony Buckley, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW U
Room 657
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: M.U.R. 2727: Resondent. Todd Silver

Dear Mr. Buckley:

Enclosed please find the response of Respondent Todd Silver
to the Federal Election Commission Subpoena to Produce Documents
and Order to Submit Written Answers in the above-referenced matter.

As the enclosed response clearly demonstrates, Respondent has
not violated 2 U.S.C. §441f or any other provision(s) of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), and,
accordingly, this enforcement action should be dismissed forthwith.

Specifically, as set forth in the response, Respondent lacked
the requisite statutory knowledge that his name was being used, as
alleged, to effect a contribution in the name of another. Neither
Joseph Nash, the individual to whom Respondent gave the check at
issue, nor Greenstripe Media, Inc., the payee designated by Mr. Nash,
ever indicated to Respondent that his check would be used for

VC *%*w 100. WAS".#4GYON. 0.C
V_ %%ICT C-1. V WG %-A A!do

TEXAS O.v

%D -

1C--,

AWL



Anthony Buckley, equire
January 3. 1990
Page 2

political purposes. Absent cu knowledge by the Respondent, the
Commission has no basis to find prable cause to believe a violation
of §441f has occurred, and thus this matter should be dismissed.

If you have any further qwwstions in this matter, please do
not hesitate to call me at 202 61-1877.

Llie J. Kenma/
Counsel for Re dent,

Todd Silver

Enclosures
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KATT=YR-UVD3-!REZW 2727

RESPOUD3MTS TODD amLYJ3

SUBPOEN TO PRODUCE DOCUMETS
AND

ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANWER8

RZSPONOR

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: State whether you wrote one or more checks
or caused a check to be issued to Greenstripe Media, Mark Barnes
or Political Advertising and Consulting in 1986 to pay for a
television advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. If so, please provide
a copy of both sides of each such check.

RESPONSE:

Respondent did not knowingly write any checks in 1986 to pay
t for any television advertisements featuring Ed Vallen. Respondent

did, however, issue the attached personal check in the amount of
$2,000 on November 3, 1986. (Attachment 1). As described in the
answer to Question 4, the Respondent did not fill in the payee's
name, and lacked any knowledge that the eventual payee would be
Greenstripe Media, Inc. ("Greenstripe"), or that the funds, as
alleged, would be used for political purposes. Moreover, as the
Respondent was unfamiliar with Greenstripe, the eventual receipt

Lby the Respondent of a cancelled check with Greenstripe named as
payee did not indicate to the Respondent that his check was used,
as alleged, to pay for a political advertisement.

Respondent did not write any checks, or cause any to be issued,
to either Mark Barnes or Political Advertising and Consulting.C

ITERROGATORY NO. 2: State whether you received reimbursement
for the check(s) identified in response to Question 1. If so, state
the date you received such reimbursement, the identity of the
individual(s) who provided the reimbursement to you and the form
of reimbursement.

RESPONSE:

As described in the answer to Question 4, the attached check
for $2,000 was issued to Respondent on November 3, 1986 by Mr. Joseph
Nash, as reimbursement for the check identified in Question 1.
(Attachment 2).



INMRROGATORT 90, 3: Provide a copy of both sides of each check
received as reimbursement for the check(s) identified in response
to Question 1.

RZBPONOs:

(Attachment 2).

INTZRIOGTORY 30. 4: Explain the circumstances under which
you wrote or issued the check(s) identified in response to Question
1, identify who suggested that you write or issue such a check and
state whether that individual told you that you would receive
reimbursement for that check.

RBSPONSZ:

Respondent visited the Beverly Hills office of Joseph Nash,
a certified public accountant, on November 3, 1986 to discuss non-
political business matters with Mr. Nash -- matters which are

0 entirely unrelated to the transactions of interest to the Federal
Election Commission. Mr. Nash was not the Respondent's accountant.

During the course of their conversation, Mr. Nash asked
Respondent if he would do him a favor by writing a $2,000 check
for which Respondent would be immediately reimbursed. Mr. Nash never
identified any political purpose for the favor, nor did their

-- conversation involve political matters. Respondent, who had several
n personal checks with him at the time, signed a blank check and handed

it to Mr. Nash. (Attachment 1 ). In Respondent's presence the check
rv was dated and $2,000 was typed in; however, the payee was not filled

in at this time. Mr. Nash's firm, Nash & Co. issued a check for
t $2,000 to Respondent on the same day. (Attachment 2).

C,

IM33RhJTORY NO. S: State whether you know of any other
N individuals who wrote or issued checks to Greenstripe Media, Mark

Barnes or Political Advertising and Consulting in 1986 to pay for
a television advertisement featuring Ed Vallen. Please identify
those individuals and state whether they received reimbursement for
their checks and, if so, from whom.

RBSPONSE:

Respondent does not have knowledge of any such transactions.

IMTRROGATORy no. 6: Provide copies of your bank statements
for the months of October, November and December 1986 and identify
the deposit of any cash reimbursement received for the checks
identified in response to Question 1.



(Attachments 3 and 4).

JTBIlM oaToRY 0. 7: State the nature of your relationship
with Michael Goland in 1986 (e.g., employer, employee, business
associate, partner, relative, co-member of an organization or
political committee).

R8PONS3:

Respondent has never had any type of relationship with Mr.
Goland.

Respondent reserves the right to supplement his answers to these
_questions and requests for documents if additional information come

into his possession.

Respectfully submitted,

NO 1 8-11 J . x t n e , T odid Silver
q~'Counsel forR
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1. Memo, General Counsel to the Comission, dated
September 22, 1992, Subject: Priority System Report.
5e_@ Reel 354, pages 1590-94.

2. Mlemo, General Counsel to the comission, dated
April 14, 1993, Subject: Infotoemnt Priority U t .
See eel 354, pages 1595-1620.

3. Certification of Comission vote, dated April 2$ 1.
| .- ~ Reel 354, pages 1621-22. . ..
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Sto Senate
123 fta
3ialto, CA 92376

RE: RUR 2"727

Dear Ks. Darbour:

On October 10, 1989, you vere notified that the Federal

Election Coumti~on bad found reason to believe the Committee to

elect Ed Vallen to Senate (ethe Coimittee') and you, as treasurer,

violated 2 U.S.C. IS 434(a)(2)(A)(ii), 434(b) and 441a(f). On

October 23, 19w , Kar. Yallen submitted a response to the

COnmienion's reason to believe findinys.

Af tag .emio t circumstances of this matter, the
....s h& '"... t *ere*U its proeceotll

....t~ s fyt ll tI e nyaist the combine 5 m

V b @W4*lV the pui~L Ocroerd it . . . e

Fe~qd

If. you have any questiois, please contact me at (302l)

219-3690.•

Since rely,

DE 0.Q
Date the Comission voted to close the file:



/L, ')::!~~ :: :..

~,9.

"b Caotricttos, Inc.
192 rif; rie Stt

33: W3 2727

Veer Ktr. Golnd

teoofitt.Zityl provisions at 2 U.S.C. 5 4377(e)(12) nolonger *1m in tbi i.ttet in now pub.lc.. 3- i, although
U,. e l te file ust be lpieced on th btw--p marE~ vt~a
30 4a/s. this could occur at any tim follo a crtifictos of
eo Cmintsioo's vote. If you wish to submit amy factul or legal

l i i Ill'J1 < . :"lliiilJ441 ( ) (I)( ' ' .......
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Was Kindle
11271g Keamore Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90004

33: NUR 2727

Dear iKr. Kindle:

On October 10, 1969, you vete notified that the Federal
Liection Commission bed found reason to believe you violated
2 U.S.C. S 441f.

JU(Aterc mite~ the cirmsta .s of this statter, the

UECsgu9
Date the Commission voted to cloe the tile: ________



4Wilshire Bouleard

IN: NU 2727

Dear Ms. Kets:

On Octobec 10, Iw, you wrce .notified tht the P~erwal
* U.S.C. S 4411.

If • ,

ilsoevely.

Date the Coaission voted to close the tile: E guIEC 0S
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lO41S bauood Court
Los Angeles. CA 90077

33: mUm 2727

Dear Nr. and Rirs. Wy~mn:

On October 10, l9@9, you .....eac notified4 that the federal
glection Commission bad found reason to believe you each vio1! d
2 UJ.S.C. £ 441f.

Ate emldec

+-,o/ U+ y+,, 'bv e, ap + ++ ,0s ... .

s4-vXy.

UCeguDate the Commission voted to close the file:

.':
....

L 'm" i ' "

, ,



....WV , ',L, .. .

,b y . Ep~m, P,.C.
4317 Central Avenue
Dukirk, NY 14048-0262

33: NU 2727Susan Nlerbat

Dear Nt. Civilette:

On October 10, l9 , FOUr client, Susan Uerbet, w8 notifiecdthat the Federal 31eetioe Cieao had foumd meeae tO beZ1o
erb violaed 2 u.s.c, £ 441.

-
U~m

~ww~ww.

as~sm.
Sinaewely,

.... L.

OEC.g~i
Date the Comission voted to close the file:



RE: RUlR 2727

Nicheel Eats

be~et Mr. Sherman:

bOe Oo*r 30,, I9, tou client, Michael Eats, wS + notified
- SI .lc i eem + be fon reoo e .k

++ ++bev+em q;++ a+, + ++e*14W4o.+ + .. i contact me at (31)

Sincerely,

DEC~p ~
Date the Comisiton voted to loe the file:



1 br., I%.r Utin !tI
Sy St tet, NW..

eibtn~oe, D.C. 20005

RE: RU 2727Richard Faniglietti

Dear lir. lion:

Otaber 10,--1I9I, your client, Richard 1.aiglietti. u t

, *a. t. r."~ ... * fui~

1 .ou lme otct ~ a

Sincerely,

9EC e g~t
Date tile CinsilOn voted to close the file:

-. % ', -,



4

tie.:
t.v.tlt Ills. *310

3.3 : RU 2727irnestine Crmv
Calvin Crovo
ielly 31:67
Rober t Frank

Dear mr. TwA: 3 tty

o~*t~ , iw : • cint n h .. 4,:. ti. , •

Sincerely,

Tony le

DEC . 9 1
Dato t:he 01~gioO voted to close the file:

i: ! .... i ! ':°:, '.: , : ::!i



r

witEton Ieracbof I1 $S Wilshi re Boulevard
Apartmnt 306
f oe Anyles, CA ff2-12

RE: RU 2727

Desr Er. Zarachoff:

On October 10, l9S9, you were notified that the PedralB1@toa Comisio bad fownd raon to beliew you violaeod
I J iI.c. 9 4411f.

E :o1.5e

ZIB you hav" t ""~e.~ " 4 -

~4~4WO.

tllaaerely,

Date the Commission voted to close the file:

mi i !!i i/ I i/iiii ! i :': i ...... i i ....

, ..... !!iii ii iii II



,zE....

~~tth C. Uonroe. Ieq.
i4~6 Worth 5r.e*~y
Senta Ans. CA 9~706

3t3: Nml 2727Sloenia IWoebeke

Deer Mr. Monroe:

On October 10, 19S9, your client, Sloania Eoebehe, wasnotified that the ?ederal Election Coamiesion bad, found ceeso tobeli*ve she violated a U.S.C. S 441f. On: N~Ser 30, 19S9, -y1u
itted a resons o the! Coitsaon" finding.

It you ~aay~ ~ pb. ~ ~~R)
31~h44~.

S inaceey ,

*Cs rn.',Date the Commission voted to close the file:

; i: }! ; :!

*!'r /'i!" *



W:#ftb
.# ,iame ~bq.
v~ 7

rnbor
V@rk9 WY l@@19

Rne: NUR 27/27
Narc Rassioreck
David Seion

Deer Mr. Solos:

0 O~tb~ 1*, 1M9, pint cheat.. Emrc ~
~z mt0ld ~et Ww Fderal Blectios

VW.ha 't~ ~ ~ ~I*t~ 2 U.S.C. U

Sinceroly.

DEC¢ 8qDate the HLsoa vetd to close the file:

i: , : i ;i!!; J

" mn l ,lln , l .I, : :. .,, " --. ' ;,. :- -o" .......



Los An9.1.s. CA 90047

33:= RU3-2727
Patti Bridges

Dear Hrt. Lodmer:z

On October 10, 19S9, your client, Patti idgeis as noti-fied
that the Fedetal mLeton comtios had foun4 raaom to belimv
eh. violated 2 u.S.C. S 441f. Ore-lver 1, Imq, you- .Otd
g reapoasea to tbe Comnission a ft oils,.

If y~ I,-:.te- .,

I-C-

OEC 1? 9 f99Date the Comission voted to close the file:



425! S h iewerly Drive
0ths floor
S.Wrly Sill8, CA 9e212

33: NU 2727

Der Kr. Wash:

Ootobr 10. !4l.* yot e notified tht h fPdtal

2 .s.C. J ,441.

S

F i ,'i

. j

1t047 )

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
DEC;0 u h

* I-

j~. ;



429 Suth verly Drive
6th Floor
leverly frills, C& 99212

3: 313 2727

Dear Mr. Wash:

0 Ootober 20, 1999. were motitied that the V.4rn1a31eetionCiohh6 om roea to beUewe pinm .vlt2 @.S.C. t *41.

S

:~
~

K

Stoe~I~,

9.hl.y
Att*~ey

Date the Comission voted to close the tile: ~ US US



tb siehvwe.. te, ~ .c

Vailnyton. D.C. 20037-1156

33K: 30 2727?od d SLiver

Dila[ Rl. Kterien:

OnOt~r10. 19.o, r clieot, * ?d lver. yes litZ|d

+ to tb+ s",

rIn .I lq3 0 ++.... +"+*+ '++i+++++,. .:

Date the Coinisoa voted to close the file:



' *'kCohen• 4Wilshire 3o~1e~ard
,t 201
.... rly Wills, CA • 2l2

RE: NUN 2727

Dear Nr. Cohen:

On oct be 10, l~9, pou were notified that th Vee_election 7 e&~hed to-aId reason to believ yOut w'IuIa3 .s.c, s 4iii.. Oetber' )O, 1S, yov ,ete s neet

lit400. " -: ,,*.:!ii.-i :. ''- i ',,, / ,i

5tuor-ney /

0ECgg m3Date the Commission-voted to close the file:

r



'i#5$ Wmta ISoulevard
Ihitt* 433
mulnc, ca 91436

33¢: NU 2727

Dear Nc. kdams:

OS Ooctber 10. 1O4H9, you var. notified that the I~leeal31eeiinO ion ha WinOfm eeson to believe you vi1oed~
It #.S.C. t f.

? p

... . '. . , . . .. . . . .. . .

DECDate the Comission voted to close the tile:

: ,! 4. : , / ,'

//// I ' ' i : /:i

, L:

:. , ,



~<'< ~'*~4~

*tEtI~.

Kervood Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90025

IrE: RUU 2727

Dear Its. Siebuhr-

On October 10, 19S9, you vere notified that the Federal3lection Coinlsaioa bed found reason to believe yo~u violated
2 u, s.C. S 441f.

Afe onsider la t mst!awios of tie
e.1.isetts

"' m ~ ~~uo" . . ..-. '. ,Yw . "I " I -.'. 0''

rfpm ae~1

SUiUVeIy.

ECp89U 93
Date the Commission voted to close the file:

t m
d
; r' :



i 3stura oulvard

Racino, CA 91436

33: NUll 2727

Dear 38. Lindenblatt:

On October 10, 1969, you were notified that the vederal
Ulection Comi/soion had found reason to believe you violeod
2 U.S.C. S 441f.

NJ After €cofs the ci rum s o of this matt,,, the

C eio hs"t e eit

• - %tk o St~e

D itith Cons.o vote £# o cs e h io: D

nSpnhwap4nis 1~~ee\ inn I



Ua Se" tlin44 Sut Devly Drive
i tte 210

S.rly 5111s, CA 90212-4460

RB: 513 2727

Dear Ut. Setlin:

Octobe 10, 1969, yo were otified that the Pedra31.eon oV 1..1on bed fouqi reoa to believe you violated
2 *.e.c. S 4411. . October 17, 19, you ,tod, response to
th eeloe, •fitmi.

-. ,-,. 0 '/ : i

al M4O

sloer*1y.

Tonf bakley )
Attfrey '/

DE(:~ 09 mDate the Comission voted to close the fle:

:i , ! ; i /i i i! i :i : ! ;: '



lae is Wlhitep.O, Boz 10334
Beverly 3li115, CA 90213

33g: RUR 2727

Dear fir. White:

On October 10, 19S9, you vere notified that the federal
Election Comission bad found reason to believe you violate
2 U. S.C. S ,4411f.

JAliet eldr .yg te im irmtasees of this uMtter. h

:: ie

• - . : . .hF- 7

Date the Coinission voted to close the file:
DEt V9

A

DI-

. ..

/

• :I ": I ; . " I ' *.I:



mlhi.Boulevard

:3d-rly Mt/ls, CA. 92Z12

RE: M l 2727

Dear Mr:. Kor::

On Oot ober 10, l19.9 you vere notif led that the ftdernl
Ulectlse Ou i.on ho ,foami raesoa-to b.1i yet 1 I

I

:I
I

Siin@tly.

~ -~2

Tob~ey
Atto~wbey

DEc0. ~Date the Coumission voted to close t:h. file:



.~ ~',.

454 Wlshire Soulevard
itt 302

3awerly Hlills, CA 902l2-m2904

33: RU 2727

Dear Hr. Berger:

On October 10, 151 , you were-motif led that the ftdlVilect ion Camtsiaon had .found ronon to b.1it. you ela~1l m
I U.St.C. £ 441f.

4 _A -r i

.7. . ,~.,,
.4

~

Slaoly.

Date the Coission voted to close the file:
Wt~t ~

I II I .IL l] Jlll J l ll I I I II I



- I j=,c. i..,t@ Center
17 'th froo r
'3en 4hesc*.o, C& 94111

RE: NU 2727Clifton Sherwood

Dear Rx. Eaovit.:

ootbr 20 Zfl pu client. Clifton Sht1vod, ~

**.A ,. 1 4... . .. .. -

.r

Sincerely,

Tony pu~k iy

Date the Commisslon woted to close the file:________

!iil
'

' .- • ; q mm j
..... •

: i, , , ':*. , !, : : , i . L ,
,
' '/ . 2 . ' , k ,: : , :; , ? d, :.!

• ...



33:z NU 2727lvi Sperling
Jacob Sperling
Kiri Sperling
Shelly Spenling

Der trn. Eeaton:

We @@Wb' 1@o 19e. €u lients in the above-
..... h~~fA b the Pder, let

uw ~aie'

If Wo thove u Q:, .~tien, please contact me at 2@)

sincerely.

AtC ne.

DECsgu9Date the Coinission voted to close th. file:

r J 
L

.... , ,i ; . ...i
- ''

. " ',i'



33: IUn 2727leonee Lang
Julei Burg Burg

Deer Mr. Klein:

Oetob~r24~ i~,. jest clients in the above-ceptLond
~tt~t wr*e~ ~st0i.4 ~ the fetal 31ctio Ci~% had
f*ead tyea~ tb~Z~ ~ .h iahiwi~Mj wio1t~4
I OS.C. % 4~. ~ ~ 20. 19W9, yov ~ a

the ~ ~ii 1* )0U~ I iudagr ~
~1

. Sjo aw an 9-e onat e0t.22

sincerely,

c'-'2
ToyJbkl~7

DEC 0 ~Data the, ComIssion votad to close the file:

D



n, .

2. ....

' ,1l Ca rbide
91 45 Washburn Road
DeWVyO, CA 9024l

RE: IWI 2727

Dear Kr. end Mrs. Shats:
0n October 10. 1909. you vere each

iection Comssion bed found reeso to
S Ut.*,C. S 441f.

notified that the Federalbelim you ,each wlsted

-
.4.4 4

U is. ~w sat m-a' r,

Dsmte the Commission voted to close the file:
EC0g s



LoS Anes, CA 90067

RE: RU 2727

Deer Rr. Victor:

0 obe ,,t 1, you re n ,otifie t,.t the ,1ilectiom Coieeioe bind bu m..rso t* be. ,ieia v

71
.,

* ~z* ~, ~ !~

219400. -

8inmoely

Date the Coinaission voted to close the fie: OEC g pmi i i iiii ,i ii I i i , ,. .,



V----*rq-- D.C. 20006

RE: WU 2727
Peter loft

Ueer Er. Fielding:
,Os oQebe i., l9,. p r .client, Peter 5f

~~WW~ *Wt * o a idr

~Z* ~@t ~ tIIp ~It~1 ~ gl~e. ceatact a. at f~)
11*400.

Sincerely,

AttorneWy

Date the Comtmsion voted ,to close the flie:



asmhit~on, D.C. 20002

33B: NU 2727

Dear ttr. Fandin:

On October 109 1969, you vere notified that the Federal1leotion Cmission bad found reason to believe you violated
2 U.S.C. S 441f.

it - 4m~ alit ~ ~w ~
11~40O.

Atterney

DECe9 ~~Date the Comission voted to close the file:

.,. ?iy .. .

!, ; ! ;i!i !i :,

A tor eon"? * ' !- lJl



* rt Wkittiet Soulevard
I metebello, CA 90640

33: RUR 2727

Dear hr. Noriega:

On October 10. 19S9, you vere notified that the Federal
Li ection Comission had found reason to believe you violated
2 V.58.C. S 441f.

&f~Utr coneider the ci rmmstancee of tbts ustott, the.

U "r.

++ SU+oet ly.

+'m+ kley
+ +,+, +.i++ + ...
+.+, ++ ;+..ttorney

DECi~~ ~9!
Date the Commission voted to close the file:



I ii ii

Usti*U Del Pmy, CA 90292

33: NU 2727

Dear Mqr. Mlorrow:
on October 10, 19S9, you were notified that 

the Federal

31ection Coumission had found reason to beleve 
you violated

* U.S.C. S 441f.

After cmlett* the cicwustances of this ustter. the

he oe 1eIapre oio fto

IS u ~P q~t4S. ~ee~ ~~ 4 :-N+'+

2140EH+++m

DE.... 19 +

Date the Cosmissioni voted to close the file:

++ -., + ,.. . .+ + .i:i i +? : . : i 
+  

,i .'i , ; *+ . .,

+ i +!!, ?' i ii " ' " ++



t evn 1. Leefheb lOrttaee Capital Gtotap
f O ilaireBoulevard

Beverly 1Nil18, CA 90035

33: RU 2727

Deer Kr. Lee:

On Ocobr 10, 1N9, you. yore notified that the Psierel
Ue Umm m bed* fas dteseon to b.11i~ lnv *14te
1# .4.c; S 441f.

Silncerely,

Attorney

Date the Commission voted to close the file: D e g



e' a uueLes, CA 90049

RE: MU 2727
Robert Krause
Nollie KrIas

'ea r Er. Nmuliaais:

ur clients, Robert and Ubllie t~Suse,
~ Ilection comissiom ~ed f4
~~1o1eted 2 U.S.C. I ~. ~,

~ a teapense to tb~

, +++++ +

r

°+ '* +
?. /+:

t +.w hewo iny #.inus. please contact me at !(2i2)

Sincerely,

Date the Comte1tOs voted to close the file:

+ +, .+ + " 7' 
+
' :+ +,+ .-i .. .. * + +.:+, , + .:+ + +++ + , ... .• +. .,+ ++ +



• . / .

RE: HUR 2727Michael Alran
Richard Horowitz
Ann Ives
Beverly Horowitz
Judy Alt~fn
Robert Ives

Dear IIr. Oaas

, . . *e th1at theederal 3letI

, ., , ....... .. ... US. " b4 ....b individiually

eod on t
aterials,1
b).ic cor

Z@ ov.ave ~,ea .i@. please contact M at (202)
sincerely,

Date th Cemiamsion voted to close the file:
DEC: 09

A '.-

I ..

C' ~iI
I



b Ir EasbalowzIi4 Wlshire Soulevard
Suaite 600
Los Augelo8, CA 90025

RE: NUR 2727

Dear Nr. Uabalov:

On October 20, 1969, you wre notified that the Federal31 ctioa Comieeion bad :f reasoo to believe you violated
2 #1.#.C.i S 441f. Os oer 20, 19k9, yo mdi teE a t ine

br

A~1)
31~b30O.

S8incaely.

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
DEC

I

. .



12 Sayvind Drive

.nsacola, FL 32S14

33: KUI 2727

Deat Nr. Hultquist:

On October 10, 19.9, you were notified that the Federal

Electioni CoilsioU bd found reason to believe you violated

2 U/.S.C. S 4411.

After coidetI the+ ci.tcstan~es of this mstter,, .he
C m u s.iel eet t m. cse Its promecutot1L%! i!*

1+

+,+~

If 7 th+~- +++ -. lW 1 ~ • ++."-' ".,- +

. 2 40•. ..

Date the Comission voted to close th

Ton Ducke

,. + r a Ocy I

pn

I I IIII I I III I I I II I
.v .....

++ : +. + ......... .++-,+ + + -++. +.* +, + ,+ + ++++ + L



i~l jr l~th floor
5O0 stb ftmd ,,e
LOS aa l.., 'c& 50071

I33: RUK 2"727
Semir • obessaly

Deer Nr o bach@CS

D -. .@inhl Comiss Los had £m +rsoe to

+ + if 4 .... f.o

) .+++ . ....

~it ~ ~v. 't t1@e.. pl~.. cOstct u at 4WP)

21*3650.
Sincerely.

Date the Coiniesionl voted to close the tile: I I J I J I II J l i I J J li I I I I



UK: RUR 2727Lyle R. Veisuan
Shifra Weisman Nastings
David Weisnan

Deer Mtr. E9ers:t
Om r1Om lr crlients in the abov.-m m

W* .... reord when "he,

If pvbv any questlons, please contact me at (202)2lzW,..

I~ke7

DiDote the Coio oted to close the file:


