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— Pat Man Lo9
GENERAL COUNSEL
Defense Contract Audit Agency
Cameron Station
Alexandria. VA 22304-6178 4 January 1989

DL

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20463
Dear Sir:

The enclosed Suspected Irregularity Referral Form (DCAAF 2000.0)

< is forwarded for information and whatever action you deem

™ appropriate.

™ The DCAA point of contact far audit matters is Paul H. Phillips,
Branch Manager, New Orleans Branch Office, Eastern Region, DCAA. He

< can be reached on (504) 257-3353. The DCAA point of contact for

o legal matters is John N. Ford, Deputy General Counsel, DCAA, who can

< be reached on (202) 274-7322.

N FOR THE DIRECTOR, DCAA

- Nt ) 72«&/

JOHN J. QUILL
General Counsel

Encl

Copy furnished: X
DPFU/DOJ -
Dir, Inv Ops/DCIS
RD, Eastern Reg w/o0 encl
BMGR, New Orleans BO w/0 encl

a2

-




. FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY .
Figure ¢.7-)
SUSPECTED IRREGULARITY REFERRAL FORM
Name of DCAA Employee 20 Decewdber 198§

Submitting Referral:
Donald V¥, Kittrell

FAO Location: lew Orleans Branch Office

Telephone Number: _(304) 257-3353

Cognizant FAO Managers’ Name
and Telephone Number:
Paul K. Phillips

(3047 25/~3353

Information which suggests a reasonable basis for suspicion of fraud, corruption, or un-
lawful activity affecting Government contracts must be reported promptly. DCAA employees are encouraged
to use this form. If there are any questions as to whether or not this referral should be made, please call your
local DoD investigator.

You may not be able to supply all of the information. This form is designed to identify the type of information
typically needed by an investigator. Be as thorough as possible in order to assist the investigator in
understanding the possible irregularity.

You are required to discuss your suspicions and your written submission with your supervisor to assure that
adequate information has been developed.

Part]

a) — Name of contractor. Terry Caudet and Associates, Inc.

Division, City and State. _Lafavette, 1A

Location of Incident. lafavette, LA

b) — Size, nature and type of contracts in question.

.S Poet Offica Contract yYRlknovm-—-size
- - ~ Ly

¢) — Name of affected major acquisition program, if any. __ /A

d) — Contract number(s).
- /A

e) — Ogg/a?ization and location which administers the contract(s).

f) — Organization and location which awards the contract(s).
LA

Part Il

a) — Type of audit being performed when suspecied irregularity was detected. (Also provide the audit

assignment number.)
Forward Pricing

™

Nate Teview

DCAAF 2000.0 Supersedes DCAAF 2000.0 dated 29 August 1983

el 1908 COR OFFICIAL USE ONLY Page 10f 4
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c) — mm-wothumprocmwﬁuovcomphtedmdmnhudnwwwtlnmpcctcd
frregularity? List the audit assignment number(s).
M/A

d) — Is there pending a contract modification, adjustment, claim resolution or agreement that relatesinany
way to the suspected irregularity? Explain. /A

Part I}

a) — To whom is distribution of this referral being made? DCAA-Lacal, leadquartere——

apd Nefenge Criminal Investigative Service

Part IV

Answer the following questions as fully as possible. Use as many pages as necessary.
a) — Thorough description of suspected irregularity.
The contractor made nolitical contributions which may have violated Title 2

U.S.C, 441C. Contributions were made for state and local elections, as

well as, the U,S, Senate, Total contributions made are as follows;
Fiscal Vear 1984 (9/30/€4) § 3.7235
Tiscal Year 1985 (9/33/G5 409
sFiscal Vear 19¢0 (9/55/8C) 1,52
Piscal Year 1957 (9/3C/C7) 2,420
Partial vear (7/31/8&C0 553

The contractor has had U.S. Covernment contracts with the Tost Cffice.

lowvever, we do not know when the contributions were made to the U.S. Senate

election or whether the contractor had a U,S. Government contract at t'e

time of the contributions.

DCAAF 2000.9 Supersedes DCAAF 2000.0 dated 29 August 1985

July 1988 FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY Page 2 of ¢
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b) — Identify indicators by which irregularity was accomplished (e.g., altered time cards, bogus
Invoices).

Political contributions were identified on the contractor's financial

statements.

c) — Attach copies of any document(s) you believe are necessary to assist in any understanding of what
irregular activity is suspected and why it is suspected. .

d) — Full description of books and records pertinent to irregularity with contractor nomenclature for
these books and records. .

General Ledger and Financial Statements.

e) — Name, job, city and location of individuals who provided information or who may have relevant
information.
Terrv Caudet, President of Terry Caudet and Associates, Inc.

T.afavette, T.A.

f) — Estimate the loss or impact to known Government contracts with this coRtragtorr. If lso.r.‘f7 grfmg%ct
can only be measured on one contract, then estimate that amount. s ‘ar @ d
the contractor has onlv one U.S. Covernment contract and that is with

the .S, Tost Office.

g) — Extent of questioned practices, time span, isolated incident or a pattern.
See 1V (a).

h) — Position or name of person(s) involved. rerry Caudet

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

DCAAF 2000.0 Supersedes DCAAF 2000.0 dated 29 Auguet 1983
July 1988 Page 3 o"
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T
j)— Indicators of involvement of Terry Caud! is the nresident of the

corporation and is the nerson from whom we obtained much of our information.

j) — Why do you think wrongdoing is iptentipnal; j.e. were
) ichn? x-!e b:ﬁeve g‘.mﬁau'get ?sn sfn?plgvh‘ &n‘a‘gare o%%“’&('zﬂ’&&“'&hch
prevents firms contracting with the Unites States from making contributions

to candidates for political office. .-

enR OFAICIAL USE ONLY

DCAAF 20000 Supersedes DCAAF 2000.0 dated 29 August 1985
July 1988
Page 4 of 4




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

February 16, 1989

Mr. John J. Quill

General Counsel

Defense Legal Services

De fense Contract Audit Agency
Cam=2ron Station

Alexandria, VA Z22501-6176

Fre- MUR 209
. kil

This 1s to acknowledge receipt of vour letter dated January
4, 1989, advising us of the possibility of a violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by
Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. We are currently reviewing the
matter and will advise you of the Commission’'s determination.

If you have any questions or additional information, please
call Janice Lacy, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
376-5690. QOur file number fur this matter is Pre—-MUR 209.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. Section 437g(a)(4)(B) and Section
Z7g9(a) (12) (A), the Commission’'s review of this matter shall
remain confidential until the file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
-General Counsel

N7

d

By: Lois G. Lerper
Associate neral Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463

TO : File Pre-MUR #209 . ,i?;7
FROM : Daniel J. Blessington ijE; Lf/j

SUBJECT : Telephone Conversation with Gary Edenfield of DCAA

Called Mr. Edenfiled at approximately 2:00 P.M. on 6/6/89.
We discussed the following:

Pirst - I asked Mr. Edenfield to explain to me what a
pricing review audit was. He told me that this particular review
had been requested by the Army Corps of Engineers, that it was an
"indefinite order” so that prices for draftsmen, etc. would be
approved when Ks came up in the future. Therefore, pricing
reviews are done for firms with prospective Ks; they also may be
current or former govt. contractors.

Second - Apparently an inexperienced auditor found that
Gaudet & Associate had recorded political contributions in the
company’s records. It is Edenfield’s understanding that no one
has apprised Mr. Gaudet of the illegality of such contributions,
and Mr. Gaudet did not seem aware of anything untoward in the
contributions.

Third - Mr. Edenfield told me that what DCAA sent us
constitutes all the information in their possession. Presumably,
the significance of the political contributions was not realized
until the filed auditor returned to the New Orleans office from
Lafayette, 150 miles away. Therefore, the information is pretty
sketchy. Presumably there are many more records in Lafayette.

There seems no point in requesting additional information
from DCAA.

Fourth - Confirmed that Terry Gaudet was President of Terry
Gaudet and Associates, Inc.
The address is:




.
) I. .

;EDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.
114 Toledo Drive

Lafayette, Louisiana 70506
Telephone (318) 234-5710

In a related effort, asked Cynthia Deisher to do a name search
for me ~ 1984-1988 - Gaudet of Lafayette.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ggNSTlVE

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

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT

Pre-MUR #209
STAFF MEMBER: Blessington

SOURCE OF PRE-MUR: Defense Contract Audit Agency Referral
RESPONDENTS: Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.
Terry Gaudet
Beverly Gaudet

RELEVANT STATUTE(S.): § 441b

ccc
nonmwn

[pEeNeKe K

.4(b)
.2
.1
.2

2
2
1
1
1
1

=

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Disclosure Reports
FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: Defense Contract Audit Agency

I. GENERATION OF MATTER

During a rate review of Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.,
("Associates"), the Defense Contract Audit Agency ("DCAA") found
evidence that the corporation had made political contributions to
federal, state and local candidates in the years 1984—1988.l The
DCAA forwarded a "Suspected Irregularity Referral Form”

({Attachment 1) to the Office of the General Counsel that

1. In a telephone conversation with an Office of the General
Counsel representative, a DCAA auditor indicated that a forward
pricing rate review had been requested by the Army Corps of
Engineers in order to have approved prices for anticipated
contracts. Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. was apparently one
of a number of prospective contractors who underwent a pricing
review as a result of this request.




indicates that Associates made contributions of $8,545 for the
years indicated; no breakdown was provided with respect to
federal and other candidates. The referral notes that Associates
has had a contract with the United States Postal Service, but
provides no details concerning it.

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Contributions by a Federal Contractor

Federal contractors are prohibited from making "any
contribution of money or other things of value ... to any
political party, committee, or candidate for public office ...

2 U.S.C. § 441c. The Commission’s regulations are explicit that
the prohibition of section 441c does not extend to contributions
or expenditures in connection with state or local elections.

11 C.F.R. § 115.2.

According to the DCAA referral, Associates’' general ledger
and financial statements indicate that political contributions
of $8,545 had been made by the corporation for fiscal years
1984-1987 and part of 1988. Moreover, Terry Gaudet, the
corporation’s president, apparently indicated that the
contributions involved federal, state and local elections.2

The referral provides no information as to the status of

Mr. Gaudet and the corporation as federal contractors at the time

2. bisclosure reports filed with the Commission by The John
Breaux Committee indicate that Mr. Gaudet made contributions of
$500 in July of 1985 and in June of 1987. 1In addition, Beverly
Gaudet of the same address is reported as having made a
contribution of $1,000 to the same committee on the same day in
1987. The Friends of James David Cain reports a contribution of
$1,000 from Mr. Gaudet in August of 1985.




J

7

the political contributions were made. Whether or not a person
has violated 2 U.S.C. § 441c is dependent upon the time that the
contribution was made. Commission regulations at 11 C.F.R.

§ 115.1(b) provide:

(b) The period during which a
person is prohibited from making a
contribution or expenditure is the
time between the earlier of the
commencement of negotiations or when
the requests for proposals are sent
out, and the later of--

(1) The completion of performance
under; or

(2) The termination of negotiations

for, the contract or furnishing of

material, supplies, equipment, land,

or buildings, or the rendition of

personal services.

Based on the foregoing, there is reason to believe that

Terry Gaudet and Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. may have
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441c.

B. Corporate Contributions

A corporation is prohibited from making contributions in
connection with a federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441b; 11 C.F.R.
§ 114.2(b). Moreover, an officer or director of a corporation is
prohibited from consenting to the making of such contributions.
2 U.S.C. § 441b; 11 C.F.R. § 114.2(d).

The referral states that corporate records indicate that
Associates made political contributions in the years 1984-1988.
Terry Gaudet, the corporation’s president, acknowledged that some

of the contributions involved federal elections. Moreover,




disclosure reports on file with the Commission indicate
contributions by Terry Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet in 1985 and
1987.

Based on the foregoing, there is reason to believe Terry
Gaudet and Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 441b.

C. Contributions in the Name of Another

Pursuant to Section 441f of Title 2 of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act") "[n]o person shall
make a contribution in the name of another person or knowingly
permit his name to be used to effect such a contribution, and no
person shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person
in the name of another person."” Under the Commission’'s
regulations, a contribution in the name of another includes
giving money or anything of value, all or part of which is
provided to the contributor by another person without disclosing
the source of the money or the thing of value to the recipient
candidate or committee at the time the contribution is made.

11 C.F.R. § 110.4(b)(2)(1).

In Advisory Opinion 1986-41, the Commission noted that the
prohibition of Section 441f applies to any person. This includes
"an incorporated or unincorporated entity who gives money to
another to effect a contribution in the second person’s name."

The DCAA referral indicates that Associates made
contributions to federal candidates. Disclosure reports indicate
that contributions were made by both Terry and Beverly Gaudet.

Reports of The John Breaux Committee indicate that Terry Gaudet
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1987 and that Beverly Gaudet made a contribution of $1,000 in
June of 1987. The Friends of James David Cain reports that a
contribution of $1,000 was made by Mr. Gaudet in August of 1985.
These facts suggest that Associates’ contributions may have been
made in the names of Terry Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet.

Therefore, there is reason to believe that Terry Gaudet,
Beverly Gaudet and Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. violated

2 U.S.C. § 441f.

III. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Open a MUR.

2. Find reason to believe that Terry Gaudet and Terry
Gaudet and Associates, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 441lc and
441¢F,

3. Find reason to believe that Beverly Gaudet violated
2 U.S5.C. § 441f.

4. Approve the attached letters and factual and legal
analyses.

5. Approve the attached subpoenas to produce documents and
orders to submit written answers.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

1{///{/?? c%w ((%,

Lois G. Le
Date Associate eneral Counsel

Attachments:

1. Referral Materials

2. Proposed Letters Factual and Legal Analyses (3)
and Subpoenas/Orders (3)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHING T N [T}

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM: MARCORIE W. EMMONS
DATE: JULY 14, 1989
SUBJECT: Pre-MUR 209 - First General Counsel's Report

Signed July 11, 19889.

The above-captioned 2document was circulated to the

ComiSSion on Wednesday, July 12, 1989, 4:00 P.M,
Objections have ceen received from the Commissioners

as indicated by =he narmels) checxed:

- ) - -‘ -~
Commissicner A.lXens

1]

Commilssiorner Elliott

t

Commissicrner Josefiax

Commissicner McDorald

-—e T -

~ . -~ - \ s .
cmmissioner Mcdaroy

Cemmissioner Thomas XXXX

This matter wi.. ce Dlaced on =zne

agenda for July 25, 198Y.
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SENSITIVE

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASMINGTOMN, 0.C. 20403 .

4:00

BATE & TIME TRAMSMITTED; WEDNESDAY JULY 12, 1989
' COMMISSIONER: AIKENS, ELLIOTT, JOSEPIAR, MCOGNALD, McGARRY, w

RETURN TO COMMISSION SECRETARY BY ERIDAY, JULY 14, 1989 4:00

SUBJEICT: Pre-MUR 209 - First General Counsel's Report
Signed July 11, 1989.

3 IVHIUL

03A13323y

VI REER

@™
vt
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w
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( ) I approve the :eccmda:icn
(»/) I cbject to the reccmmendation

1,

JISSIHINGT KOG 0

COMMENTS:

SIGNATURE | AT e

DATE: 77 €7

A DEPINITE VOTE IS REQUIREZD. ALL BALLOTS MUST BE SIGNED AND DATEC.

PLEASE RETURN ONLY THE BALLOT TO THE COMMISSION SECRETARY.
PLEASE RETURN BALLOT NO LATER THAN OATE mp'rm SEQWN ABQVE.




In the Matter of
Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.

Terry Gaudet
Beverly Gaudet

I, Marjorie W. Emmons,

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Pre-MUR 209

CERTIFICATION

/v/)(. LA

2932

recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session of July 25,

1989, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

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

Pre-MUR 209:

1.

2.

Comm

McGarry,

745

Open a Matter Under Review (MUR).

Find reason to believe that Terry Gaudet and
Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 44lc and 441f.

Find reason to believe that Beverly Gaudet
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f.

Approve the letters and factual and legal
analyses attached to the General Counsel's
report dated July 11, 1989.

Approve the subpoenas to produce documents
and orders to submit written answers as
recommended in the General Counsel's report
dated July 11, 1989.

1ssioners Aikens, Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald,

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

4 M‘f{M W Enormsrte

Date

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

. WASHINGCTON, D C 20463 =
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i = _° ® Auqust 4, 1989 - :.'-- .
Terry Gaudet
114 Toledo Drive
Lafayette, Louisiana 70506
RE: MUR 2932
Terry Gaudet
= Dear Mr. Gaudet:
— On July 25, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
_ that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441D,
o 441c 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.
X0 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. Please submit such

materials to the General Counsel’s Office along with answers to

) the enclosed questions within 15 days of your receipt of this
letter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath. Please note the enclosed subpoena and order that requires
the production of documents and answers to questions.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
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.

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 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.




Terry Gaudet
Page 2~

Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation 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.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address, and telephone number of such counsel,
and authorizing such counsel to receive any not1f1catxons and
other communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §§ 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 Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

376-5690.

S4 ncerely,

Danny L HcDonald
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
Subpoena and Order
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SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBNMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Terry Gaudet
114 Toledo Drive
Lafayette, Louisiana 70506

o~ Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(l) and (3), and in

;: furtherance of its investigation in the above-captioned matter, N
~y the Federal Election Commission hereby orders you to submit

o written answers to the questions attached to this Order and

o subpoenas you to produée the documents requested on the

© attachment to this Subpoena. Legible copies which, where

e 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 # 2932
Terry Gaudet

Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto j’il hand in washington, D.C. on this‘/d day of

W 1989.

/0 /7

| ol f ) N
(U o) ﬁ/ /7 M
Danny L. McDonald, Chairman

Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

ary to the Commission

Attachments
Document Request and Questions (1 page)
Definitions (2 pages)
Instructions (1 page)




MUR # 2932

Terry Gaudet

Page 3
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retti'caudet.

‘Document Request

Please provide all ﬁocuments and. matc:iall that relato,<
refer or pertaxn to contributions anade Py you to
candidates for federal office. Please include all
documents and materials that relate, refer or pertain
to any reimbursements you received for any of the
above-referenced contributions.

Questions

Describe all contributions made by you to candidates
for federal office. 1Include all contributions made in
your name for which you were reimbursed.

With respect to the contributions referred to in
Paragraph 1, describe the specific circumstances
surrounding their making and delivery. Please describe
in detail any discussions or contacts with anyone
concerning such contributions.
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Terry Gaudet . ' ' P
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) Terry Gaudet ' -
o w B . :
DEFINITIONS

"7 MUR ¢ 2932 ® C JRETR ® - e

For the purpose of .these discovery rcqupsts, 1nc1ud1ng the
instructions thereto,. the terms listed below are deftﬂi‘ as . = .
follows:

"You" shall mean the named respondent in this action to whom
these discovery requests are addressed, including all officers,
employees, agents or attorneys thereof.

"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.

"Documents and materials” shall mean the original and all
non-identical copies, including drafts, of all papers and records
of every type in your possession, custody, or control, or known
by you to exist. The term document includes, but is not limited
to books, letters, contracts, notes, diaries, log sheets, records
of telephone communications, transcripts, vouchers, accounting
statements, ledgers, checks, money orders or other commercial
paper, contribution solicitations, telegrams, telexes, pamphlets,
circulars, leaflets, reports, memoranda, correspondence, surveys,
tabulations, audio 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.

"Contract negotiations" shall mean all dealings and
discussions relating to a proposed contract for goods and
services.

"Identify” with respect to a document shall mean state the
nature or type of document (e.g., letter, memorandum), the date,
if any, appearing thereon, the date on which the document was
prepared, the title of the document, the general subject matter
of the document, the location of the document, the number of
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 connectiom or associwxtion That pPetsdn
has to any party in this proceeding. 1If 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.




WUR ¥ 2932
Terry Gaudet
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Terry Gaudet

.

" SAAA® ‘dn'iwell-as “or® ahall-be construed disjunctiveiy or

-'conjunctively as necessary to-bring within the lc,pc of these
-interrogatories.and requests for the production 6f documents any

documents .and materials which may otherwise be construed to be

out of their scope.




‘MUR # 2932

Terry Gaudet
Page 6

ferry Gaudet

INSTRUCTIONS
) s ' -

In answerfng ‘these intgrregatories and tequest for
production qf docunents, 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 Lndepcndontly,'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
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
to answer the remainder, stating whatever information or
knowledge you have concerning the unanswered portion and
detailing what you did in attempting to secure the unknown
information.

Should you claim a privilege with respect to any documents,
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 of 1984 to the present.

The following interrogatories and requests for production of
documents are continuing in nature so as to require you tc 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 iw-any

supplemental answers the date upon which and the manner in which
such further or different information came to your attention.




“.-f

rEDEfAL ELECTION COMMISSION

PACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENT: Terry Gaudet MUR: 2932

I. CONTRIBUTIONS BY A FEDERAL CONTRACTO

Federal contractors are prohibited from making "any
contribution of money or other things of value ... to any
political party, committee, or candidate for public office ... ."
2 U.S.C. § 441c. The Commission’s regulations are explicit that
the prohibition of section 441c does not extend to contributions
or expenditures in connection with state or local elections.

11 C.r.R. § 115.2.

According to a referral from the Defense Contract Audit
Agency ("DCAA"), general ledger and financial statements of Terry
Gaudet and Associates, Inc. indicate that political contributions
of $8,545 had been made by the corporation for fiscal years
1984-1987 and part of 1988. Moreover, Terry Gaudet, the
corporation’s president, apparently indicated that the

contributions involved federal, state and local elections.1

>

1. Disclosure reports filed with the Commission by The John
Breaux Committee indicate that Mr. Gaudet made contributions of
$500 in July of 1985 and in June of 1987. 1In addition, Beverly
Gaudet of the same address is reported as having made a
contribution of $1,000 to the same committee on the same day in
1987. The Friends of James David Cain reports a contribution of
$1,000 from Mr. Gaudet in Augqust of 1985,
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The referral provides no information as to the status of
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.Mr. Gaudet and the cocrporation as fedetal-ébntracQorn at the time
the political. contributions were made. yhothet'pg not a poiéon',
_ has violated 2 U.S.C. § 441c is dependent upon the time that the

- contribution was made. Commission rogulitidhl at 11 C.F.R.

§$ 115.1(b) provide:

(b) The period during which a
person is prohibited from making a
contribution or expenditure is the
time between the earlier of the
commencement of negotiations or when

o

the requests for proposals are sent
— out, and the later of--
= (1) The completion of performance
-y under; or
o ) (2) The termination of negotiations

for, the contract or furnishing of
o material, supplies, equipment, land,
or buildings, or the rendition of

© personal services.
<

Based on the foregoing, it appears that Terry Gaudet may
.

have violated 2 U.S.C. § 441lc.

IXI. CORPORATE CONTRIBUTIONS

A corporation is prohibited from making contributions in
connection with a federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441b; 11 C.F.R.
§ 114.2(b). Moreover, an officer or director of a corporation is
prohibited from consenting to the making of such contributions.
2 U.S.C. § 441b; 11 C.F.R. § 114.2(d).
The referral states that corporate records indicate that
Associates made political contributions in the years 1984-1988.

Terry Gaudet, the corporation’s president, acknowledged that some
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of the contributions involved federal electipns.ucuofeover,':
disclosure regorts @n file with EHUPCompissioﬁ°indicate v I
contributions by Terry Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet in 1985 and
- Y $ ..‘, T .

1987. . . | - R P 3
Based on the foregoing, it appeaf% that Terry Gaudet has
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b..

IXII. CONTRIBUTIONS IN THE NAME OF ANOTHER

Pursuant to Section 441f of Title 2 of the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act") "[n]o person shall

make a contribution in the name of another person or knowingly
permit his name to be used to effect such a contribution, and no
person shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person
in the name of another person.” Under the Commission’s
regulations, a contribution in the name of another includes
giving money or anything of value, all or part of which is
provided to the contributor by another person without disclosing
the source of the money or the thing of value to the recipient
candidate or committee at the time the contribution is made.

11 C.F.R. § 110.4(b)(2)(1i).

In Advisory Opinion 1986-41, the Commission noted that the
prohibition of Section 441f applies to any person. This includes
"an incorporated or unincorporated entity who gives money to
another to effect a contribution in the second person’s name."

~~ The DCAA referral indicates that Associates made -
contributions to federal candidates. Disclosure reports indicate
that contributions were made by both Terry and Beverly Gaudet.

Reports of The John Breaux Committee indicate that Terry Gaudet




made contributions of 500 each- in July of 1985 and in June of

1987 and that Beverly Gaudet made a cqntrﬁi.!!on of $1,000 in |
Jgno of 1987. The Friends of James pavid Cain_{cpotts‘tﬁat a
contribution of si,ooo wqi made by Mr. Gaudet in August of "1985.
These facts suggest that Associates’ contributions may have been
made in the names of Torry'Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet.

Gaudet may have violated
\

Therefore, it appears that Terry

2 U.S.C. § 441f. {
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION . :
WI\SI-.i!.?\:.H)_N, DC 20463 D . g

August 4, 1989

Terry Gaudet, President o
Terry Gaudet and As&ociates, Inc.
114 Toledo Drive

Lafayette, Louisiana 70506

RE: MUR 2932
Terry Gaudet and
Associates, Inc.

Dear Mr. Gaudet: -

On July 25, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe Terry Gaudet and Associates,
Inc. violated 2 U.S5.C. §§ 441b, 441c and 441f, provisions of the
FPederal 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 Terry Gaudet and Associates,
Inc. You may submit any factual or legal materials that you
believe are relevant to the Commission’s consideration of this
matter. Please submit such materials to the General Counsel’s
Office along with answers to the enclosed questions within 15
days of your receipt of this letter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under ocath. Please note the
enclosed subpoena and order that requires the production of
documents and answers to questions.

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

If you are interested in pursuing pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
§ 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.



Terry Gaudet
. Page 2
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Furthar, - the Commiégfbn.hill not enterta¥n requests for
pre-probable cause conciliation 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.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §§ 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 Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

y C

[ZJ o vdas //Q5¥y4¢/

Danny LZ/Hcﬂonald
Chairman

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

Ib,the Matter -of -
I 4

MUR 2932

SUBPOENA TO “NRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANGWERS

TO: Terry Gaudet, President
Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.
_ 14 Toledo Drive
..~ “Lafayette, Louisiasa - -70_5,0_6}"'-'.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(1l) 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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. Terry Gaudet, President

Pa§Q~2

-, )

-. N

_WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

... has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on this ¢% day of

W, 1989.
-

S .,
Danny L. McDonald, Chairman
Federal "'Election Commission

, /T
(Ve L el

ATTEST:

Marjo W. Emmons
Secreliary to the Commission

Attachments
Document Requests and Questions (1 page)
Definitions (2 pages)
Instructions (1 page)
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’ T e e - - PFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
e P <7 . PACTUAL Jmnx.wu. ANALYSTS ) . T v
RESPONDENTS : Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. MUR: 2932
I. CONTRIBUTIONS BY A FEDERAL CONTRACTOR
Federal contractors are pfohibited from making "any
contribution of money or other things of value ... to any
© political party, committee, or candidate for public office ... ."
N 2 U.S.C. § 441c. The Commission’s regulations are explicit that
) the prohibition of section 441c does not extend to contributions
- or expenditures in connection with state or local elections.
© 11 C.F.R. § 115.2.
é; According to a referral from the Defense Contract Audit
< Agency ("DCAA"), general ledger and financial statements of Terry
- Gaudet and Associates, Inc. indicate that political contributions
of $8,545 had been made by the corporation for fiscal years
- 1984-1987 and part of 1988. Moreover, Terry Gaudet, the

corporation’s president, apparently indicated that the

contributions involved federal, state and local elections.l

1. Disclosure reports filed with the Commission by The John
Breaux Committee indicate that Mr. Gaudet made contributions of
$500 in July of 1985 and in June of 1987. 1In addition, Beverly
Gaudet of the same address is reported as having made a
contribution of $1,000 to the same committee on the same day in
1987. The Friends of James David Cain reports a contribution of
$1,000 from Mr. Gaudet in August of 1985.
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The referral provides no info:nation as to the status of *®
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Mr.. Gaudet and. the torporation -as fedeeal eénxractors at the time

. the-polz‘;cal- con.tnbutions Dmade.- Whether or not a person

has violated 2 U.S.C. § 441c is dependent upon the time that the
contribution was made. Commission regulations at 11 C.F.R.

§ 115.1(b) provide:

(b) The period during which a
person is prohibited from making a
contribution or expenditure is the
time between the earlier of the
commencement of negotiations or when
the requests for proposals are sent
out, and the later of--

(1) The completion of performance
under; or

(2) The termination of negotiations
for, the contract or furnishing of
material, supplies, equipment, land,
or buildings, or the rendition of
personal services.
Based on the foregoing, it appears that Terry Gaudet and
Associates, Inc. may have violated 2 U.S.C. § 44lc.

I1. CORPORATE CONTRIBUTIONS

A corporation is prohibited from making contributions in
connection with a federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 441b; 11 C.F.R.
§ 114.2(b). Moreover, an officer or director of a corporation is
prohibited from consenting to the making of such contributions.
2 U.S.C. § 441b; 11 C.r.R. § 114.2(4).

The referral states that corporate records indicate that
Associates made political contributions in the years 1984-1988,

Terry Gaudet, the corporation’s president, acknowledged that some
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of “the contributions.involved {speral,alectiohs. Moreover, '.;'

disclosu.te-‘;epo.r.fs' on ;iLe _Gii:h the Commission indicate -
contrigﬁtions'!y fétry Gaudet- and Bgv;fly Gaﬁéet-ld?iSBS and”
1987. ' ' -

Based on the foregoing, it appears that Terry Gaudet and
Associates, Inc. has violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b..

IIXI. CONTRIBUTIONS IN THE NAME OF ANOTHER

Pursuant to Section 441f of Title 2 of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act") "[n]o person shall
make a contribution in the name of another person or knowingly
permit his name to be used to effect such a contribution, and no
person shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person
in the name of another person."” Under the Commission’s
regulations, a contribution in the name of another includes
giving money or anything of value, all or part of which is
provided to the contributor by another person without disclosing
the source of the money or the thing of value to the recipient
candidate or committee at the time the contribution is made.

11 C.F.R. § 110.4(b)(2)(1).

In Advisory Opinion 1986-41, the Commission noted that the
prohibition of Section 441f applies to any person. This includes
"an incorporated or unincorporated entity who gives money to
another to effect a contribution in the second person’s name."

The DCAA referral indicates that Associates made
contributions to federal candidates. Disclosure reports indicate

that contributions were made by both Terry and Beverly Gaudet.

Reports of The John Breaux Committee indicate that Terry Gaudet




made contributions of $500 each Th July of 1985 and in ggne of =»

' “ . -1984 and that Beverly Gaudet made a contftbution.of ‘$1,00Q0 in 4 .- -
" June o'f'"19'87.; The Ftiends of ;Jame: Ba\f-id.:c-ai_d;? teporgé .that ; AR
contribution of $1,000 was made by Mr. Gaudet in August of 1965,
These facts suggest that Associates® contributions may have béen
made in the names of Terry Gaude.t and Beverly Gaudet.
Therefore, it apéears that Terry Gaudet and Associates, Imc.
may have violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f. |
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MUR # 2932 .
Pgrry Gaudet, President -
Page 3
Terry Gandet and Associates, Inc. -
s S Document Requests ~ - - ) .
A. Please provide all documents and matetiéls that relate, .

refer or pertain to any contributions to candidates for
federal office made by Terry Gaudet. and Associates,
Inc. Please include all documents and materials that
relate, refer or pertain to any reimbursements made to
any individuals for contributions they made in their
names to candidates for federal office.

Please provide all documents and materials that relate, -
refer or pertain to all contracts for goods or services
provided by Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. to the
United States, or any of its departments or agencies.
Please include all documents and materials that relate,
refer or pertain to requests for proposals and contract
negotiations, whether or not they resulted in signed
contracts.

Questions

Describe all contributions made by Terry Gaudet and
Associates, Inc. to candidates for federal office.
Include all contributions made in the names of others
that were reimbursed by Terry Gaudet and Associates,
Inc.

With respect to the contributions referred to in
paragraph 1, describe the circumstances surrounding
their making and delivery. Please describe in detail
all discussions or contacts with candidates and/or
their representatives concerning contributions by Terry
Gaudet and Associates, Inc.

Please provide the following information with respect
to all contracts and contract negotiations between
Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. and the United States
or any of its departments or agencies:

a) Dates of requests for proposals to which Terry
Gaudet and Associates, Inc. responded;

b) Dates that negotiations commenced and terminated
with respect to specific contracts or prospective
contracts; and

c) Beginning and ending dates of all contractual
relationships.
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Terry Gaudet, President . - A St
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Terry Gaudq.t‘nd Associates, Inq.

- - .
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DEFINITIONS .- »

For the purpose of these discover réquests, including the
instructions thereto, the termas liste elow,gre,defined as
follows: : A ' S

"You" shall mean the named respondent in this action to whom
these discovery requests are addressed, including all officers,
employees, agents or attorneys thereof.

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

"Documents and materials" shall mean the original and all
non-identical copies, including drafts, of all papers and records
of every type in your possession, custody, or control, or known
by you to exist. The term document includes, but is not limited
to books, letters, contracts, notes, diaries, log sheets, records
of telephone communications, transcripts, vouchers, accounting
statements, ledgers, checks, money orders or other commercial
paper, contribution solicitations, telegrams, telexes, pamphlets,
circulars, leaflets, reports, memoranda, correspondence, surveys,
tabulations, audio 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.

"Contract negotiations™ shall mean all dealings and
discussions relating to a proposed contract for goods and
services,

"Identify"” with respect to a document shall mean state the
nature or type of document (e.g., letter, memorandum), the date,
if any, appearing thereon, the date on which the document was
prepared, the title of the document, the general subject matter
of the document, the location of the document, the number of
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 assoctation 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.
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Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.
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. "And" as well as "or" shall be construed disjunctively or
conjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of these
interrogatories and-requ®sts for the production of documents any
documents and materials which may otherwise be construed to be
out of their scope. ' 4




MUR # 2932 .

Terry Gaudet, President
Page 6 :

Terry Gaudet and Associa®®, Irc.

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
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
to answer the remainder, stating whatever information or
knowledge you have concerning the unanswered portion and
detailing what you did in attempting to secure the unknown
information.

Should you claim a privilege with respect to any documents,
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 of 1984 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.




. ..
. .

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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August 4,'1989

Beverly Gaudet
114 Toledo Drive -
‘Lafayette, Louisiana 70506

RE: MUR 2932
Beverly Gaudet

Dear Ms. Gaudet:

On July 25, 1989, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe 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
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. Please submit such
materials to the General Counsel’s Office along with answers to
the enclosed questions within 15 days of your receipt of this
letter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under
oath. Please note the enclosed subpoena and order that requires
the production of documents and answers to questions.

In the absence of any additional information demonstrating
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.

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 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.




Beverly Gaudet
Page 2

Further, the Commission will not entertain requests for o
pre-probable cause conciliation 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 leaft five days
prior to the due date of the response and specific good cause
must be demonstrated. 1In addition, the Office of the General °
Counsel ordinarily will not give extensions beyond 20 days.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §§ 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 Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
376-5690.

Sincerely,

(o .l 3.9/

Danny ‘L. HcDonald
Chairman

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




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

- - o _ ) MUR2932

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

TO: Beverly Gaudet
114 Toledo Drive
Lafayette, Louisiana 70506

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 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 Genegal 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 ﬂbﬁfday of

W_, 19?9. ’
Y L2400/

Danny L/ McDonald, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

ac X Copptana

Marjqgie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Attachments
Document Request and Questions (1 page)
Definitions (2 pages)
Instructions (1 page)
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Beverly Gaudet
o1 “'" . ) " . . ‘Decument Request
- AL _Pleasefpfovide all dqcuménts and materials that relate,

IR *réefexr or pertain to contwibutions made by you to
- ‘"candidates for federal office. Please include all
documents and materials that relate, refer or pertain
to any reimbursements you received for any of the
above-referenced contributions.

Questions
1. Describe all contributions made by you to candidates

for federal office. 1Include all contributions made in
your name for which you were reimbursed.

2. With respect to the contributions referred to in
) Paragraph 1, describe the specific circumstances
surrounding their making and delivery. Please describe
™ in detail any discussions or contacts with anyone
" concerning such contributions.
D
-
)
<r
)
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- » DEFINITIONS

.® ., ' hd
.For the purpose of shese discovery- requesfs, including the
instruetions. 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, including all officers,
employees, agents or attorneys thereof.

"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.

"Documents and materials" shall mean the original and all
non-identical copies, including drafts, of all papers and records
of every type in your possession, custody, or control, or known
by you to exist. The term document includes, but is not limited
to books, letters, contracts, notes, diaries, log sheets, records
of telephone communications, transcripts, vouchers, accounting
statements, ledgers, checks, money orders or other commercial
paper, contribution solicitations, telegrams, telexes, pamphlets,
circulars, leaflets, reports, memoranda, correspondence, surveys,
tabulations, audio 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.

"Contract negotiations" shall mean all dealings and
discussions relating to a proposed contract for goods and
services.

"Identify" with respect to a document shall mean state the
nature or type of document (e.g., letter, memorandum), the date,
if any, appearing thereon, the date on which the document was
prepared, the title of the document, the general subject matter
of the document, the location of the document, the number of
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 o osition of such
person, the nature of the connection or assocfitf%ﬁsﬁﬁtt'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.
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Becerly Gaudet
Page 6

Beygrly Gaudet

INSTRUCTIONS' o

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
separately those individuals who provided informatipnal,
documentary or other input, and those who assisted in draftxng
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
to answer the remainder, stating whatever information or
knowledge you have concerning the unanswered portion and
detailing what you did in attempting to secure the unknown
information.

Should you claim a privilege with respect to any documents,
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 of 1984 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 pendéncy of this matter. 1Include in any
supplemental answers the date upon which and the manner in which
such further or different information came to your attention.




. PEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

FPACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS -
RESPONDENT: Beverly Gaudet : MUR: 2932

I. CONTRIBUTIONS IN THE NAME OF ANOTHER

Pursuant to Section 441f of Title 2 of the PFederal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act") "(n]o person shall
make a contribution in the name of another person or knowingly
permit his name to be used to effect such a contribution, and no
person shall knowingly accept a contribution made by one person-
in the name of another person."” Under the Commission’s
requlations, a contribution in the name of another includes
giving money or anything of value, all or part of which is
provided to the contributor by another person without disclosing
the source of the money or the thing of value to the recipient
candidate or committee at the time the contribution is made.

11 C.F.R. § 110.4(b)(2)(i).

In Advisory Opinion 1986-41, the Commission noted that the
prohibition of Section 441f applies to any person. This includes
"an incorporated or unincorporated entity who gives money to
another to effect a contribution in the second person’s name."

A referral from the Defense Contraét Audit gency ("DCAA™Y
indicates that Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. made
contributions to federal candidates. Disclosure reports indicate

that contributions were made by both Terry and Beverly Gaudet.




Repbrts of The John Breaux Committee indicate that Terry Gaudet

made_coptributisns of $500 each in July of 1985 and in June of
198:7- and that Beverly Gaudet made a contribution of $1,0’67'i;’
June of 1987. The Friends of James David Cain reports that a
contribution of $1,000 was made by Mr. Gaudet in August of 1985.
These facts suggest that Associates’ contributions may have Been
made in the names of Terry Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet.

Therefore, it appears that Beverly Gaudet may have violated

2 U.S.C. § 441f.
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ATTORNEY AT LAW

315 SOUTH COLLEGE
SUITE 125
LAFAYETTE. LA 70503

(318) 233-2802

o
August 21, 1989 $ :,:3
= >
c -
S o
Office of the General Counsel N =05
Federal Election Commission » 223F
999 E Street, N.W. X ~ao
Washington, D.C. 20463 S i
RE: MUR 2932 ™

Dear Sirs:

Attached is a sworn Statement of Facts and Answers to Allega-
o tions, Answers to Subpoena to Produce Documents and Orders to
Submit Written Answers in the above matter for your considera-
tion. Also attached is a Statement of Designation of Counsel.

= I trust that the attached information is sufficient for you to
determine that no further action need be taken in this matter.
If, however, you need addition information we will be happy to

(@) provide it.

A Sincerely,

Eugene E. Chiarulli, Jr.
Attorney at Law

EEC:eap

Attachments




SflglkBlT OF DESIGNATION OF COJI!LL

MUR 2932
NAME OF COUMSEL: Eugene E. Chiarulli, Jr.. J.D.

ADDRRSS 3 315 South Coll i 125

Lafayette, LA 70503

(318)233-2802

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Signature

Signature

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Terry Gaudet & Associates, Inc., Terry & Beverly
Gaudet
ADDRESS : 114 Toledo Drive

Lafayette, LA 70506

BOME PHONE: (318)984-9306
BUSINES8 PHOME: (318)234-5710

¢l :0lAY 229nves

3 Ty
NOISSIRINGD KL
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
In the Matter of

Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.
Terry Gaudet

Beverly Gaudet

. 20 321340
311 ve3034

133
3334

MUR 2932 2%
e
%
STATEMENT OF FACTS - 3
AND ANSWERS TO ALLEGATIONS ~n r:§
TO: Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
“ Washington, D.C. 20463
“r Now before the Federal Election Commission comes Terry
o) Gaudet and Associates, Inc., herein represented by its Presi-
M dent, James Terry Gaudet, and Terry Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet,
o who submit the following statement of facts and answers to
allegations:
O
A A,

Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.

is a consulting profes-
sional engineering firm based in Lafayette, Louisiana. James
Terry Gaudet (herein referred to as Terry Gaudet) is its
president and Beverly Gaudet is his wife.

Terry Gaudet and Associates, was requested by letter
dated August 23, 1988, to submit a proposal of salary and
overhead rates to be used for an indefinite delivery con-
tract by the Army Corps of Engineers. On September 6, 1988,
Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. submitted a proposal for
consideration. Prior to final negotiations of the terms of
the contract, an audit was conducted by DCAA to determine if
the basis for the rates proposed by Terry Gaudet and Associ-
ates, Inc. were correctly based on the financial history of
the firm. The final negotiations for the contract were
conducted on December 6, 1988. The contract was awarded
commencing January 13, 1989. This contract is the first
federal contract ever received by Terry Gaudet and Associ-
ates, Inc. Prior to August, 1988, this firm had never sought

Inc.
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O

nor been requested to submit a proposal for a federal con-
tract.

The answers to interrogatories and copies of checks filed
with this answer indicate that all political contributions by
Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. were made to state and
local candidates. Terry Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet do not
deny that they made contributions to the John Breaux and
James David Cain committees in 1985 and 1987 as indicated in
your statement of facts. These contributions however, were
personal contributions and were not on behalf of, nor were
they reimbursed by anyone. Further the contributions by Mr.
and Mrs. Gaudet were made at a time when neither they nor
Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. were involved in negotia-
tions for, or performance of any federal contract.

Based on the above, and the attached documents and answers to
interrogatories, respondents James Terry Gaudet, Beverly
Gaudet and Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. submit that they
have not violated any federal laws and they request that this
matter be closed.

Respectfully Submitted

-
.’/,-,‘I_ P 3 ¥ = '//,»-(_

James Terry Gaudet

Beverly Gaudet




J 4 3

»

8

4 0

STATE OF LOUISIANA

PARISH OF LAFAYETTE

BEFORE ME, Eugene E. Chiarulli, Jr., Notary Public, on this
i

i) L day of /‘“;;rw‘< + 1989, personally came and appeared

James Terry Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet who after being duly sworn
did depose and state that the above statement of facts are true

and correct to the best of their knowledge and belief.

)

e /}
/ o . .
s A /ﬂ,¢,’ff‘—_
James Terry Gaudet

Béverly Gaudet

Notary Public




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
Terry Gaudet

s s st st st

Beverly Gaudet
MUR 2932
Py
3 =3
ANSWER TO SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE S
DOCUMENTS AND ORDER TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS S§ 52:
Ny T
N ST
~20
TO: Office of the General Counsel = 3§T
Federal Election Commission = oS
999 E Street, N.W. @ oz
20463 ~ 3
-3
x

% Washington, D.C.
Now before the Federal Election Commission comes James Terry

T
)

Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet, who pursuant to the subpoena and order
“ry
- issued by the said Commission, submit the following documents and

e answers:
ANSWERS TO DOCUMENT REQUESTS

)
< A. All contributions Terry Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet have
5 made to candidates for federal office have been by personal
check. It is the Gaudet's practice to sort their cancelled
" personel checks annually removing those which are relevant to
their tax return and destroying the rest. Therefore, they
™~ are unable to produce copies of the checks in question.
or Mrs. Gaudet have ever been reimbursed for any
therefore

Neither Mr.
contribution to a candidate for federal office,
there are no documents to produce regarding reimbursement.

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS

1. Terry Gaudet made contributions of $500.00 in July of
1985 and June of 1987 to the John Breaux Committee. Beverly
Gaudet made a contribution of $1,000.00 in June of 1987 to
the John Breaux Committee. Terry Gaudet made a contribution
of $1,000.00 in August of 1985 to the Friends of James David
Cain. Neither Terry nor Beverly Gaudet have ever been reim-
bursed for a contribution to a candidate for federal office.




® ®
Respectfully Submitted

£ 7 i L ‘// i
James Terry Gaudet

) y 7 / ] y
. VA \

“ Beverly Gaydet

STATE OF LOUISIANA

PARISH OF LAFAYETTE

BEFORE ME, Eugene E. Chiarulli, Jr., Notary Public, on this

. P
«__day of _/r< o ® , 1989, personally came and appeared

=

James Terry Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet who after being duly sworn

O

e did depose and state that the above answers are true and correct

5 to the best of their knowledge and belief.

0

™ = i & "‘1‘
AL ettt il

o0 James Terry Gaudet

O

= Beverly Gaudet

)

&, Notary Public




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.
MUR 2932

ANSWER TO SUBPOEN. 0 _PRODUCE

DOCUMENTS AND ORDER_TO SUBMIT WRITTEN ANSWERS

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Now before the Federal Election Commission comes Terr

4

Gaudet and Associates, Inc., herein represented by its President,
James Terry Gaudet who pursuant to the subpoena and order issued

by the said Commission, submits the following documents and

answers:

ANSWERS TO DOCUMENT REQUESTS

A. Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. has never made any
contributions to candidates in federal office, nor has it
ever reimbursed any individual for contributions they made in
their names to candidates for federal office. For the years
in question (1984-1987 and part of 1988) Terry Gaudet and
Associates, Inc. made $6,920.00 in contributions to candi-
dates for state and local elections, copies of which checks

are attached.
B. Copy of letter dated August 23, 1988 from B. B. Steele,
P.E., U.S. Army, Engineering Division, requesting Terry

Gaudet and Associates, Inc. to submit a proposal for engi-
neering services under a indefinite deliver contract 1is

attached.
ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS

1. Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. has never made any
contribution to candidates for federal office, nor has it
ever reimbursed any individual for contributions they made in
their names to candidates for federal office.

2. Not applicable.

3a. The only request of a proposal to which Terry Gaudet and
Assoclates, Inc. has ever responded to is the request dated

August 23, 1988, described in B. above.

FOIHY 22 90V 68

231440
Viia3y

LG40 s
103133
3133347
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3b. In response to the above request, Terry Gaudet and
Associates, Inc. submitted a proposal on September 9, 1988
and final negotiations took place at a meeting on December 6,

1988.

3c. The contract began on January 13, 1989 and is for a
term of 1 year with an option to renew for an additional

Year.

Respectfully Submitted
Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.

5

E b s e
Lo

BY: James Terry Gaudet
( President

STATE OF LOUISIANA

PARISH OF LAFAYETTE

BEFORE ME, Eugene E. Chiarulli, Jr., Notary Public, on this

day of v < 1989, personally came and appeared

’

2k
James Terry Gaudet who after being duly sworn did agree and state

that the above answers are true and correct to the best of his

knowledge and belief.

) T

James Terry Gaudet

Notary Public
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Military Branch
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Terry Gaudet and Assoc{ates, Incorporated =
114 Toledo Drive ' Z 5
Lafayette, Louisiana 70506 2
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This is to confirm the telephone conversation between
Mr. Terry Gaudet of your firm and Mr. Frank A. Wilson of the Fort
Worth District on August 19, 198B. Your firm has been selected to
negotiate for services in connection with Indefinite Delivery
Contract for Multidiscipline (Primarily Mechanical and Electrical)
Design Work for Military and Civi) Works Projects in Texas, New
Mexico and Louisiana (Primarily Fort Polk, Louisisna) advertised
under Announcement Rumber DACA63-B8-R~0148. You are, therefore,
advised that regulations state ". . . to avoid any poesible.conflict
of interest, the designing Architect-Engineer for a facility,
including any subsidiaries, affiliates, and associates, will not be
permitted to construct the facility . . . .”

This contract will be an Indefinite Delivery Contract for a one-
vear period with an option for an additionsl one year extension of
time and an additional $400,000.00 maximum amount. Individual proj-
ects may be awarded on Pelivery Orders during this time frame. The
maximum allowable fee for a Delivery Order will be $75,000.00 with an
initial total contract amount of $400,000.00.

You are hereby requestead to submit & propesal (original and 3
copies) of salary and overhead rates to be used on this contract by
September 13, 1988, This data should be submlitted in sufficient
detail to permit analysia of direct labor costs, overhead and
general and adminf{strative costs. Submit data for your firm and the
subcontractors, if any, as listed on the Standard Form (SF) 255
which vou submitted for this announcement. Rates for the various
disciplines wvhich could be utilized for this contract should bde
stated separately, It ia expected that the following disciplines
could be utilized for the performance of work under this contract:
Architect, Civil Engineer, Structural Engineer, Mechanical Engineer,
Flectrical Bngineer, Sanitary Engineer, Estimator, Specification
writer, Draftanman, Tvpist, Fire Protection/Life Safety Specialist,
and Architectural Kardware Specialist. Also provide rates for




reproduction of photographic copies per 81/2" X 11" sheet and blueline
coplel per 28" X 40" sheet.

Provide'prcoent and projected salary rates by disciplines and
level of responsibility (i.e., Senior Engineer, Junior Engineer,
Trainee). Please furnish necessary documentation to substantiate
ptopo.ed lclary rate increases during the period of the contract.

The following items are enclosed for your xnfotuatlon and use in
preparing your proposalx ;

& | e §

8. Fee Propoasl Definitions

b. Cost and Pricing Data Example for Indefinite Delivery
Contract Y itmpy =k ‘

c¢. Representations and Certifications Form

d. A copy of A-E Contract Claule. used on Indefinxte Delivery
Contracts

e. Standard Form (SF) 1411l (2 copies) with instructions
f. Certxfxcate of Current Cost and Pricing Data Example

g. Form CASB~CMF, Facilities Capital Cost of Money Factors
Computation

The Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR), Subpart 31.2, describes
the basis for determining if a certain cost proposed for a contract
is allovable, reasonable and allocable. We have listed some nonal-
lowable costs on our Fee Proposal Definitionsg document. The
detailed overhead on direct labor and general and administrative
(G&A) costing data suprlied as part of your fee proposal must be
sufficient to permit evaluation for regulatory compliance. Since
the overhead and G&A rates are calculated on the basis of direct
labor you must also show the direct labor cost used and its derivation.

The Fee Proposal Definitions and Cost and Pricing Example docu-
ments are supplied as an aid that you might better understand our
pricing terminology. Your overhead on direct labor snd G&A rates
should be calculated in the manner shown on these documerts in order
for the Government negotiator to expeditiously evaluate the proposal.

The Representations and Certifications Form provides information
about your firm as required by regulations. It must be completed
and returned with your proposal.




You are to complete the SF 1411 and return it with your proposal
and with eny revised proposal you submit for this contrasct. Your
fee proposal transmittal letter must indicate which items of your
proposal are factual and which are judgmental. The Certificaste of
Current Cost and Pricing Data, as vequired by The Truth in
Negotiations Act, is to be prepared on your letterhead, dated and
signed by an officer.of your firm. This is your certification that
tha cost and pricing datas used in your fee proposal are correct ar
of the date that negotiations are completed. 1t should be prepered,
signed and transmitted after negotiations are finalized.

It is recommended that you read the sample contract clauses
provided. Your attention is directed to the clauses which cover
"Responsibility of the Architect-Engineer Contractor," "Payment,"
and "Design Within Funding Limitation."” Note that you will be held
responsible for the quality of -the plans, specifications and other
date provided and for all damages caused the Government as a result
of negligence in the performance of any services furnished under
this contract.

As prescribed in the FAR we have inserted the following provision
related to facilities capital cost of money:

FACILITIES CAPITAL COST OF MONEY (SEP 87) (FAR 52.215-30)

(a) Facilities capital cost of money will be an allowable cost
under the contemplated contract, if the criteria for allowability in
subparagraph 31.205-10(a)(2) of the Federal Acquisition Regulationr
are met. One of the allowability criteria requires the prospective
contractor to propose facilities capital cost of money in its offer,

(b) 1f the prospective Contractor does not propose this coat,
the resulting contract will include the clause waiver orf Facilities
Capital Cost of Money,

(End of Provision)

Should you claim this item as an allowable part of your fee pro-
posal you must comply with the FAR 15,904 and submit Form CASB-CMF
showing the derivation of the proposed amount. A blank Form
CASB-CMF is enclosed for your use. Guidance for completing the form
may be found in Part 414 of Title 4 of the Code of Federal
Regulations and in Part 30.414 of the FAR.

You should be aware that the quality of services rendered under
this contract will have congsiderable influence on your being
selected for future work for the Corps ¢f Engineers. A performance
evaluation will be prepared on completion of your services and will
be maintained In our files for six years.




We have also enclosed a copy of Appendix "A" for Indefinite
Delivery Contracts and Exhibit I to this appendix. Appendix "A" is
an explanation of standards and performance requirements for this
contract., Exhidbit I provides a list of available Design Data to be
furnished by the Government,. -The ftems listed in Part I, General
Policy Guidance are provided as enclosures to this letter. You are
to review the indexes supplied snd provide a written request of data
required prior to beginning design of each project under this
contract. Items of data under Part 1I, Project Specific Data, will
be provided as required by the Scope of Work developed for specific
projects under this contract.

Please note that profit will be negotiated on individual proj-
ects. It will be determined based upon our Weighted Guidelines
Method which considers contractor's risk, investment, period of per-
formance, relative difficulty of the work, etc. Current Department
of Defense policy does not allow the application of profit to G&A
expensas, B

Your propossl should be addressed to:

Commander o

U.S. Army Engineer District, Fort Worth
ATIN: CESWF-ED-MS/Frank A. Wilson

Post Office Box 17300

Fort Worth, Texas 76102-0300

After analysis of your fee proposal you will be contacted to
arrange a date for negotiations. If there are any questions con-
cerning this project, please call Frank A, Wilson, in this office,
(817) 334-2511,

For your convenience an index of enclosures is attached.

Sincerely,

B. B. Steele, P.E.
Chief, Engineering Division

Enclosures

Copv Furnished:

 CESWF=CT-Ca, Charce No. RJ@lo483708B150
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

- SENSITIVE

August 7, 1990

MEMORANDUM
TO: The Commission
FROM: Lawrence M. Nobleg

General Counsel /

SUBJECT: MUR 2932

Attached for the Commission’s review are briefs stating
the position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the above-captioned matter. A copy of these briefs
and the letters notifying the respondents of the General
Counsel’s intent to recommend to the Commission findings of no
probable cause to believe were mailed on August 7 , 1990.
Following receipt of the respondents’ reply to this notice,
this Office will make a further report to the Commission.

Attachments
1. Letters to respondents
2. Briefs




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

Aungust 7, 1990

Eugene E. Chiarulli, Jr., J.D.
315 South College, Suite 125
Lafayette, LA 70503

RE: MUR 2932
Terry Gaudet and Associates,
Inc.

Dear Mr. Chiarulli:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, on July 25, 1989,
the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that
Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 441c
and 441f, and instituted an investigation in this matter.

After rconsiderina all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find no probable cause to believe
that violations have occurred.

The Commissicon may or may not approve the General Counsel’s
recammendation. Submitted for v-ur review is a brief stating the
pesition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues
nf the case. Within 15 days cf your receipt of this notice, you
may file with the Secretary of tne Commission a brief (ten copiles
1f possible) stat:ing your rosition on the issues and replyinag t»
the brief ~f the Zeneral Counsal. ‘Three copies of such brief
shoutd alsce be forwarded to the Tf£fice of the General Counsel, if
rnasibhle.)  The CGeneral Jounsel’s brief and any brief which you
may submit will censidered by the Commission before proceedina
to a vote of whether there is probable cause to believe a
viclation has occurred.

I1f you are unable to file a responsive brief within 15 days,
you may submit a written request for an extension of time. All
requests for extensions of time must be submitted in writing five
days prior to the due date, and good cause must be demonstrated.
In addition, the Office of the General Counsel ordinarily will
not give extensiocons beyond 20 days.




Eugene E. Chiarulli, Jr., J.D.
Page 2

A finding of probable cause to believe requires that the
Office of the General Counsel attempt for a period of not less
than 30, but not more than 90 days, to settle this matter through
a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Jeff Long, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

sincer#ly,
2 4

//'Lawrence M. Noble

~

L/// General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. ) MUR 2932
)

GENERAL COUNSEL’S BRIEF

I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This matter was generated by a referral from the Defense
Contract Audit Agency ("DCAA") after it had conducted a forward
pricing rate review of Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.
("Associates"”) in anticipation of a possible contract between
Associates and the Army Corps of Engineers.1 According to the
referral, the general ledger and financial statements of
Associates indicated that political contributions of $8,545 had
been made by the company in fiscal years 1984 through 1987 and
part of 1988. Moreover, the referral indicated that these
political contributions were made in connection with both federal
and non-federal elections. Finally, the referral indicated that
Asscciates had had at some point a contract with the United States

cstal Service.
IT. ANALYSIS

A. Contributions by a Federal Contractor

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act") prohibits federal contractors from making "any contribution
cf money or anything of value... to any political party,
committee, or candidate for public office... ." 2 U.S.C. § 44lc.

Commission Regulations explicitly provide that the prohibition of

1. According to the response to the reason to believe finding,
Associates was requested to submit a proposal, submitted one,
and was later awarded a contract.




-2-
section 441c does not extend to contributions or expenditures made
in connection with state or local elections. 11 C.F.R. § 115.2.

Although the referral indicated that the total of Associates’
political contributions included some made in connection with
federal elections, neither Associates’ response nor Commission
records show supporting evidence of such prohibited contributions.
In response to Commission discovery requests, Associates provided
copies of checks used for its political contributions starting in
January of 1984. The total amount of all political contributions
noted in the referral is precisely the same as the amount
indicated by the check copies submitted by Associates for the
period beginning in calendar year 1984 and ending on September 30,
1987. None of these contributions appear to have been made in
connection with federal elections. For fiscal year 1988, the
referral indicates that Associates made political contributions of
$550; the response indicates that Associates actually made
contributions of $2,650 that it considered political in nature.
Reagardless of the greater amount acknowledged by Associates, none
cf these contributions appear to have been made in connection with
a federal election.

The evidence now before the Commission indicates that the
gquestionsd contributions were not prohibited by the Act. Rather
it appears that the political contributions noted in the referral,
and upcon which the Commission’s reason to believe finding was

based, were all related to state and local political activities.

Therefore, it appears that Associates did not violate




2 U.S.C.§ 441c.?2

B. Corporate Contributions

Corporations are prohibited from making contributions in
connection with federal elections. 2 U.S.C. § 441b. Associates
is a corporation, and is therefore prohibited from making such
contributions. As indicated above, the evidence gathered in this
matter indicates that Associates did not make contributions in
connection with federal elections on the basis of the
contributions noted in the referral. Therefore, it appears that
Associates did not violate 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

C. Contributions in the Name of Another

Pursuant to Section 441f of Title 2 of the Act, " [n]o person
shall knowingly make a contribution in the name of another person
or knowingly permit his name to be used to effect such a

contribution... ." The referral indicated that Associates made

2. Whether or not a person is considered a federal contractor
for purposes of section 44lc is also dependent upon the time
that the contribution or expenditure is made. Under Commission
requlations, a person is prohibited from making a contribution
ocr expenditure from: 1) the earlier of the crmmencement of
contract negotiations or when a request for proposal is sent
out; and 2) the later of the completion of contract performance
or the termination of negotiations. 11 C.F.R. § 115.1(b).
According to its response to the Commission’s reason to believe
finding, Associates received a request for proposal from the
Army Corps of Engineers in a letter dated August 23, 1988, after
the political contributions in question were made. Thus,
Associates could not have violated section 441c on the basis of
its status with regard to this contract. The referral
indicated, without elaboration, that Associates had had a Postal
Service contract at one time. In i1ts response, Associates
indicated that its first involvement with federal contracts was
the aforementioned Corps of Engineers project for which the DCAA
conducted its forward pricing rate review, which resulted in
this referral. This uncertainty cover its prior status is moot,
however, since it does not appear that Respondent made
contributions or expenditures in connection with federal
elections.
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contributions in connection with federal elections, but disclosure
reports on file with the Commission did not indicate that the
corporation had made any such contributions. Disclosure reports
did show, however, that Associates’ president, Terry Gaudet, and
his wife, Beverly Gaudet, had made contributions to federal
candidates during the time period indicated by the referral. On
this basis, the Commission found reason to believe that
Associates’ contributions may have been made in the names of these
two individuals in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441f. In response to
the Commission’s interrogatories, Terry Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet
stated in a sworn statement that neither of them has ever been
reimbursed for a contribution to a candidate for federal office.
Associates stated in a sworn statement that it has never
reimbursed any individual for contributions they made in their
names to candidates for federal office.

On the basis of the information contained in the responses to
the Commission’s findings, it does not appear that Associates made
contributions in connection with federal elections disguised as
contributions from cthers. Accordingly, Associates does not
appear to have violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f on the basis of the
information before the Commission.

III. GENERAL COUNSEL'S RECOMMENDATIONS

Find no probable cause to believe that Terry Gaudet and
Associates, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 441c, and 441f.

2o =,

Date /

~Lawrence M. Noble
_~~ General Counsel

/ —




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D C 20463

Eugene E. Chiarulli, Jr., J.D.
315 South College, Suite 125
Lafayette, LA 70503

RE: MUR 2932
Beverly Gaudet

Dear Mr. Chiarulli:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying ocut its supervisory responsibilities, on July 25, 1989,
the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that
Beverly Gaudet violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f, and instituted an
investigation 1n this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
~~mmissicon, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommenqd that the Commission find no probable cause to believe
that vicolaticons have occurred.

The Commission may or may not approve the General Counsel’s
reacammendation. Submitted for your review is a brief stating thn

of the Ceneral Counsel con the legal and factual issues

case. WwWithin 15 days of vour receipt of this notice, you

ile with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (ten copio-
csi1hle) stating your positicon on the issues and replying to

viet of the 3Seneral Ccunsel. (Three copiles of such brief
: 1d alsc be forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel, tif
rnssible.» The General Counsel’s brief and any brief which you
may submit will be considered by the Commission before proceedina
o a vote of whether there is probable cause to believe a
17lation has occurred.

If you are unable tc file a responsive brief within 15 davs,
vou may submit a written reguest for an extension of time. All
rerquests for extensions of time must be submitted in writing five
dawvs pricor to the due date, and good cause must be demonstrated.
In addition, the Office of the General Counsel ordinarily will
not give extensions beyond 20 days.




Eugene E. Chiarulli, Jr., J.D.
Page 2

A finding of probable cause to believe requires that the
Office of the General Counsel attempt for a period of not less
than 30, but not more than 90 days, to settle this matter through

a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Jeff Long, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincepgfly,
= / y
(iéa rence M. Noble
General Counsel

Enclosure -
Brief
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
Beverly Gaudet ) MUR 2932
)

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This matter was generated by a referral from the Defense
Contract Audit Agency ("DCAA") after it had conducted a forward
pricing rate review of Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.
("Associates") in anticipation of a possible contract between
Associates and the Army Corps of Engineers. Terry Gaudet is
President of Associates; Beverly Gaudet is his wife. According to
the referral, the general ledger and financial statements of
Associates indicated that political contributions of $8,545 had
been made by the company in fiscal years 1984 through 1987 and
part of 1988. HMorecver, the referral indicated that these
political contributions were made in connection with both federal
and non-federal elections. Finally, the referral indicated that
Associates had had at some point a contract with the United States
Postal Service.

II. ANALYSIS

A. Background

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

Act") prohibits federal contractors from making "any contribution
of money or anything of value... to any political party,
committee, or candidate for public office... ." 2 U.S.C. § 441c.

Commission Regulations explicitly provide that the prohibition of

section 441c does not extend to contributions or expenditures made
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in connection with state or local elections. 11 C.F.R. § 115.2,

Although the referral indicated that the total of Associates’
political contributions included some made in connection with
federal elections, neither information supplied by respondents nor
Commission records show supporting evidence of such prohibited
contributions. 1In response to Commission discovery requests,
counsel for respondents provided copies of checks used for
Associates’ political contributions stérting in January of 1984.
The total amount of all political contributions indicated in the
referral is precisely the same as the amount indicated by the
check copies submitted by Associates for the period beginning in
calendar year 1984 and ending on September 30, 1987. None of
these contributions appear to have been made in connection with
federal elections. For fiscal year 1988, the referral indicates
that Associates made political contributions of $550; the response
indicates that Associates actually made contributions of $2,650
that it considered political in nature. Regardless of the greater
amount acknowledged by Mr. Gaudet and Associates for that fiscal
year, none cf the contributions appear to have been made in
connection with a federal election.

The evidence now before the Commission indicates that the
guestioned contributions were not prohibited by the Act. Rather
it appears that the political contributions noted in the referral,
and upon which the Commission’s reason to believe findings were
based, were all related to state and local political activities.

B. Contributions in the Name of Another

Pursuant to Section 441f of Title 2 of the Act, " [n]o person

shall knowingly make a contribution in the name of another person
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or knowingly permit his name to be used to effect such a
contribution... ." The referral indicated that Associates made
contributions in connection with federal elections, but disclosure
reports on file with the Commission did not indicate that the
corporation had made any such contributions. Disclosure reports
did show, however, that Associates’ President, Terry Gaudet, and
his wife, Beverly Gaudet, had made contributions to federal
candidates during the time period indicated by the referral. On

this basis, the Commission found reason to believe that

Associates’ contributions may have been made in the names of these
two individuals in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441f. 1In response to
the Commission’s interrogatories, Terry Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet
stated in a sworn statement that neither of them has ever been
reimbursed for a contribution to a candidate for federal office.
Associates stated in a sworn statement that it has never
reimbursed any individual for contributions they made in their
names to candidates for federal office.

As noted above, it does not appear that Associates made
contributions in connection with federal elections that it sought
to disguise as contributions from others. Accordingly, it does
not appear that Beverly Gaudet has violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f on the
basis of the information before the Commission.

III. GENERAL COUNSEL’'S RECOMMENDATION

Find no probable cause to believe that Beverly Gaudet
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f.

% / 7&/ .

Dat7 [ awrence M. Noble
«— General Counsel




O

J

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

August 7, 1990

Eugene E. Chiarulli, Jr., J.D.
315 South College, Suite 125
Lafayette, LA 70503

RE: MUR 2932
Terry Gaudet

Dear Mr. Chiarulli:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carryina out its supervisory responsibilities, on July 25, 1989,
the Federal Election Commission found reason to believe that Terrv
Gaudet wviolated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 441c and 441f, and instituted

an investigation in this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission €ind no probable cause to believe
that violations have occurred.

The Commission may or may not approve the General Counsel’s

rerommendation.  Submitted for your review is a brief stating thr
rosition of the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues o
~he tase. Within 1> days of your receipt of this notice, you mov
£11e wi17h the Secretary of the Tommission a brief (ten copies if
r~==21ilaY stating your positicon on the 1ssues and replying to the
crief ~f the General Counsel. [(Three copies of such brief shoul!
veno e fovwarded tco the Office of the General Counsel, 1if
preribhle ) The General Counsel’s brief and any brief which you
may submit will be considered by the Commission before proceedinn

tn a vcte of whether there 1s probable cause to believe a
wvinlation has cccurred.

If you are unable to file a responsive brief within 15 days,
you may submit a written reguest for an extension of time. All
requests for extensions of time must be submitted in writing five
days prior tco the due date, and good cause must be demonstrated.
In addition, the Office of the General Counsel ordinarily will nnt
qive extensions beyond 20 days.




Eugene E. Chiarulli, Jr., J.D.
Page 2

A finding of probable cause to believe requires that the
Office of the General Counsel attempt for a period of not less
than 30, but not more than 90 days, to settle this matter through
a conciliation agreement.

Should you have any questions, please contact Jeff Long, the
staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincegely,

-7 Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
Terry Gaudet ) MUR 2932
)

GENERAL COUNSEL’S BRIEF

I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This matter was generated by a referral from the Defense
Contract Audit Agency ("DCAA") after it had conducted a forward

pricing rate review of Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.

("Associates") in anticipation of a possible contract between
Associates and the Army Corps of Engineers.1 James Terry Gaudet
(herein referred to as Terry Gaudet) is President of Associates.
According to the referral, the general ledger and financial
statements of Associates indicated that political contributions of
$8,545 had been made by the company in fiscal years 1984 through
1987 and part of 1988. Moreover, the referral indicated that
these political contributions were made in connection with both
federal and non-federal elections. Finally, the referral
indicated that Associates had had at some point a contract with
the United States Postal Service.

II. ANALYSIS

A, Contributions by a Federal Contractor

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act") prohibits federal contractors from making "any contribution
of money or anything of value... to any political party,

committee, or candidate for public office... ." 2 U.S.C. § 441c.

1. According to the response to the reason to believe finding,
Associates was requested to submit a proposal, submitted one,
and was later awarded a contract.
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Commission Regulations explicitly provide that the prohibition of
section 441c does not extend to contributions or expenditures made
in connection with state or local elections. 11 C.F.R. § 115.2.

Although the referral indicated that the total of Associates’
political contributions included some made in connection with
federal elections, neither Associates’ response nor Commission
records show supporting evidence of such prohibited contributions.
In response to Commission discovery requests, counsel for
Mr. Gaudet and Associates provided copies of checks used for the
company’s political contributions starting in January of 1984.

The total amount of all political contributions indicated in the
referral is precisely the same as the amount indicated by the
check copies submitted by Associates for the period beginning in
calendar year 1984 and ending on September 30, 1987. None of
these contributions appear to have been made in connection with
federal elections. For fiscal year 1988, the referral indicates
that Associates made political contributions of $550; the response
indicates that Associates actually made contributions of $2,650
that it considered political in nature. Regardless of the greater
amount acknowledged by Mr. Gaudet and Associates for that fiscal
year, none cf the contributions appear to have been made in
connection with a federal election.

The evidence now before the Commission indicates that the
questioned contributions were not prohibited by the Act. Rather
it appears that the political contributions noted in the referral,
and upon which the Commission’s reason to believe finding was

based, were all related to state and local political activities.

Therefore, it appears that Terry Gaudet did not violate
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2 U.s.c.§ 441c.?

B. Corporate Contributions

Corporations are prohibited from making contributions in
connection with federal elections. 2 U.S.C. § 441b. Moreover, an
officer or director of a corporation is prohibited from consenting
to the making of such contributions. 2 U.S.C. § 441b; 11 C.F.R.

§ 114.2(d). Associates is a corporation, and Terry Gaudet is its
president. The former is therefore prohibited from making such
contributions, and the latter from consenting to them.

As set forth above, the evidence gathered in this matter
indicates that Associates did not make contributions in connection
with federal elections on the basis of the activities noted in the
referral. Therefore, it appears that Terry Gaudet did not thereby
consent to the making of prohibited corporate contributions by

Asscciates in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441b.

2. Whether or not a person is considered a federal contractor
for purposes of section 44lc is also dependent upon the time
that the contribution or expenditure is made. Under Commission
regulations, a person is prohibited from making a contribution
or expenditure from: 1) the earlier of the commencement of
contract negotiations or when a request for proposal is sent
out; and 2) the later of the completion of contract performance
or the termination of negotiations. 11 C.F.R. § 115.1(b).
According to Mr. Gaudet’s and Associates’ response to the
Commission’s reason to believe findings, Associates received a
request for proposal from the Army Corps of Engineers in a
letter dated August 23, 1988, after the making of the
contributions noted in the referral. Thus, Mr. Gaudet and his
company could not have violated section 441c¢ on the basis of its
status with respect to this contract. The referral indicated,
without elaboration, that Associates had had a Postal Service
contract at one time. In its response, Associates indicated
that its first involvement with federal contracts was the
aforementioned Corps of Engineers project for which the DCAA
conducted its forward pricing rate review, which resulted in
this referral. This uncertainty over Associates’ prior status
is moot, however, since it does not appear that Respondent made
contributions or expenditures in connection with federal

elections.
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C. Contributions in the Name of Another

Pursuant to Section 441f of Title 2 of the Act, [(n]Jo person

shall knowingly make a contribution in the name of another person

or knowingly permit his name to be used to effect such a

contribution... ." The referral noted that Associates made
contributions in connection with federal elections, but disclosure
reports on file with the Commission did not indicate that the
corporation had made any such contributions. Disclosure reports
did show, however, that Associates’ President, Terry Gaudet, and
his wife, Beverly Gaudet, had made contributions to federal
candidates during the time period indicated by the referral. On
this basis, the Commission found reason to believe that
Associates’ contributions may have been made in the names of these
two individuals in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441f. 1In response to
the Commissicn’s interrogatories, Terry Gaudet and Beverly Gaudet
stated in a sworn statement that neither of them has ever been
reimbursed for a contribution to a candidate for federal office.
Associates stated in a sworn statement that it has never
reimbursed any individual for contributions they made in their
names to candidates for federal office.

As noted above, it does not appear that either Terry Gaudet
or Associates made contributions in connection with federal
elections that they sought to disguise as contributions from
others. Accordingly, it does not appear that Terry Gaudet has
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f on the basis of the information before

the Commission.




I1I. GENERAL COUNSEL’S RECOMMENDATION

Find no probable cause to believe that Terry Gaudet violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 441c, and 441f.

%/é Vi

Date / _~" Lawrence M. Noble
~~  General Counsel

A
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

SENSITIVE

Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. MUR 2932

Terry Gaudet
Beverly Gaudet

— N N

GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT
The Office of the General Counsel is prepared to close the
investigation in this matter with respect to Terry Gaudet and
Associates, Inc., Terry Gaudet, and Beverly Gaudet based on the
assessment of the information presently available.
( é/jo
/

Date JI ! Lawrence M. Noble

L L General Counsel

/

ot




FEDERAL FN&?gg?‘;@rMMISSH‘

90 SEP 18 AMII: 06
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of SENSITIVE

Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc. MUR 2932

Terry Gaudet EXEO“TWE SESSION

Beverly Gaudet

SEP 25 1990

GENERAL COUNSEL'’S REPORT

I. BACKGROUND

On July 25, 1989, the Commission found reason to believe that
Terry Gaudet, and Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc., violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 441c, and 441f, and Beverly Gaudet violated
2 U.S.C. § 441f. The Commission also approved subpoenas and
orders to the respondents with respect to the findings. On
August 7, 1990, this Office forwarded to counsel for the
respondents a copy of the General Counsel’s Briefs. The briefs
recommended that the Commission find that there is no probable
cause to believe the respondents had violated the respective
sections. Staff of this Office contacted counsel, who stated
that he did not intend to file a response to the briefs.
II. ANALYSIS

This Office relies on the General Counsel’s Briefs in this
matter, dated August 6, 1990, and incorporates them by reference
into this report. These briefs recommended that the Commission
find no probable cause to believe that Terry Gaudet, and Terry
Gaudet and Associates, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b, 441lc, and
441f, and no probable cause to believe that Beverly Gaudet

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f.




III. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Find no probable cause to believe that Terry Gaudet
and Associates, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441b,
441c, and 441f.

2. Find no probable cause to believe that Terry Gaudet
violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 441c, and 441f.

3. Find no probable cause to believe that Beverly
Gaudet violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f.

4. Close the file.

5. Approve the appropriate letter.

. LA

Z/J % 4 /\/‘—r”

o Date / / Lawrence M. Noble
{ [

2N General Counsel

o Staff Assigned: Jeffrey D. Long




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.; MUR 2932

Terry Gaudet; Beverly Gaudet.

CERTIFICATION

I, Hilda Arnold, recording secretary for the Federal

Election Commission Executive Session of October 4, 1990,

do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a vote of

M
~ 5-0 to take the following actions in MUR 2932:
) 1. Find no probable cause to believe that
Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.,
M violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 44lc,
d 441f.
o an
-~ 2. Find no probable cause to believe
that Terry Gaudet violated 2 U.S.C.
O §§ 441b, 441c, and 441f.
\r 3 Find no probable cause to believe that
. Beverly Gaudet violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f.
4. Close the file.
~ 5. Approve the appropriate letter as

recommended in the September 17, 1990
General Counsel’s Report.

Commissioners Elliott, Josefiak, McDonald, McGarry and
Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision. Commissioner

Aikens was absent.

Attest:
Bul s 1990 @/ m
Date Hllda Arnold

Administrative Assxstant




5 ® ©

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463

October 15, 1990

Mr. John Quill

General Counsel

Defense Legal Services

Defense Contract Audit Agency
Cameron Station

Alexandria, Virginia 23304-6178

RE: MUR 2932

Dear Mr. Quill:

This is in reference to the matter involving Terry Gaudet
and Associates, which your office referred to the Federal
Election Commission on January 4, 1989.

30 4 4

On October 4, 1990, the Commission found that there was no
probable cause to believe Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.
violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 441lc, and 441f; Terry Gaudet
violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 441lc, and 441f; Beverly Gaudet
o violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f, provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act, as amended ("the Act"). This determination was
based on information ascertained from Federal Election
Commission disclosure records.

i
v

4 0

We appreciate your cooperation in helping the Commission
meet its enforcement responsibilities under the Act. If you
have any guestions, please contact Jeffrey Long, the staff
member assigned tc this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

9

Sincerely,

1
\"/‘,‘-‘

~—— - - Y ’
T ‘«/ )7,/' O “‘b‘—/;)‘—’

—

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463

October 15, 1990

Eugene E. Chiarulli, Jr., J.D.
315 South College, Suite 125
Lafayette, Louisiana 70503

RE: MUR 2932

Terry Gaudet and Associates,
Inc.; Terry Gaudet; Beverly
Gaudet

5

Dear Mr. Chiarulli:

This is to advise you that on October 4, 1990, the Federal
Election Commission found that there is no probable cause to
believe that your clients, Terry Gaudet and Associates, Inc.,
violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 441c, and 441f; Terry Gaudet
violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 441b, 441c, and 441f; Beverly Gaudet
violated 2 U.S.C. § 441f. Accordingly, the file in this matter
-~ has been closed.

05 0 S

0

The file will be made part of the public record within 30
days. Should you wish to submit any factual or legal materials
to appear on the public record, please do so within ten days.
Such materials should be sent to the Office of the General
Counsel.

4

-

If you have any guestions, please contact Jeffrey Long,
™~ the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202) 376-5690.

Sincerely,

, ' -
— N s \*JQJ
~— VAR S A S

-

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel
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