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t Attached please find ~~xhib~itE A, R~ M~E~~tter5
coacra~in~ Curr# or eo4c..* ~tittti wro.
Commission on August 13, 19~*t, for referra ~ ~our office.

Should you or your staff wish to revi*v any audit workpapers
or discuss these matters further, please cutact wanda Thomas or
Rick Halter at 376-5320.

Attachments:

Exhibit A - Excessive Contributions (with attachment)
Exhibit B Apparent Prohibited Contributions
Exhibit C - Omission of Disclosure nformation (with attachment)
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Code ~ 44~&4~~tIt~ Itt) 3 the uR~rI states~anui4ate with 0O~ ~Strsp~t to 1ttea £~t*~rl .ftl*e which,
~. all,

uoder 11 C.vJ. S f.1fb), 'vith sempect to any
eletion ~ in the ~ae~ ~'e e..t~be~Loa dsignated in
designated in ~w~tia~ by the 4~Strtbstot, the next election for I
writing by the oOatributo~ ~i~* j t$et1as~ elVttawi. the
*leotioa 50 tp*ed * Zn tbe of a costttbution not
that federal $te~ tb~ oe~trJbutAib is soda. A
O@fltEibinti@W eSt~~~ 1* WWM4S9 LOt S Fttt#UlSt electi@n,
~ut s.d. sftett.~4*~ be ~p only tq the extent
~h~t the c.attlb~tio ~ net a.eed mtd*ts o~at~tandinq from
such ql*@tion.
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If

~ri th other coatttbwttoeo
lisitations on contribstta, ~he treas~~to contributor whether the cestributtons was to be a joint
contribution by more thea one person. A cutrEbution shall be
considered to be reattribwt~4 to another contributor if - the

o treasurer of the recipient political coittee asks the
contributor whether the contribution is intended to be a joint

('4 contribution by more than one person, and informs the
contributor that he or she may request the return of the
excessive portion of the contribution if it is not intended to
be a joint contributionp and within sixty days from the date of
the treasurer's receipt of the contribution, the contributors
provide the treasurer with a written reattribution of the
contribution, which is signed by each contributor, and which
indicates the amount to be attributed to each contributor if
equal attribution is not intended.

Section 103.3(b)(3) of Title 11 of the Code of Federal 4

Regulations states, in part, that contributions which exceed the
contribution limitation may be deposited into a campaign
*epsitory. If any such contributions are deposited, the
tweamurer may request r.*Igsotion or reatt4bution of the
contribution by the contributor in accordance with 11 c.i.a.
110.1(b). 110.1(k) or 110.2(b), as appropriate. If a
redesignation or reattribution is not obtained, the treasurer
shall, within 60 days of the treasurers receipt f the
~mpta4butios, refund the coatrAbution to the costributor.
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eV4~E that the contributions are notO excessive or r.*~~tIbw ~tqessiwe portions of the contributions~ ~~$4s~f swab uetusds. XL funds wets not~. I ~E~Us4s, ~be C~ittse was todiclns. the 11 s4Ysestgib~jtions as debts on Schedule D(Debts and Obliqaties) until spch ties that funds are
available.

Lu response to the interim audit report the CommitteeSubmitted copies at letters to contributors vhiqh request thatthey sip se .tt*ehd statement attesting to how theirco~tributtoseg~4 be attributed. The Committee receivedresponses ftsa~ feur of the seven contributors. The responsessbte that ~h Uetqd oomtributioas are from the contributor andhis ~v are to be applied against the ftimary or
speed i# a 190 campaign as

the contributors
19*0 *)*ctia.)noted that the responses.4a~e4 ?ebrun*~ * ZR) were reoeived by the Committee outsidet the 60 ~t 11 C.I.R. 9110.1(k) for receipt of'

* see Attachment 1.



The Coinittees respons. to the interim audit report
~* SOt iSZ 507 iRU~~matAe~ to docusest that there vere
eutets6ia~ p*~zy debt at t~ time the #@attibution. ve#e~
EeciV~E. W~~~ore, tbqi o~itribution t~ttrib'stimas noted
.b.~eappij t tbe ~eat81 ~k~tiom only. Ceasequentiby,

~be re.ttaib*ted atributlas totalin, $1,750
eceed the c.~t~#ibutioa UeA~ts4toss. Since so response vas
received vith feepeot te $3.S in ez#yssWe @ontributions sad
the SCtiOfl tahes Vith ttSp@@t t* $1,730 ia*Ssive
coutributleas was set adequste, $6,000 in .*#e.sive
contributions remai* unr.sel*ed. See Attachment 2.

3~com~eadatioa *i

The Audit *tff reoineei that this matter be referred to
the Office of Ge~ra1 Cuasel.
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Fehruawy Zi, 3.Ifl

PC. 3oxe~$'~oaa 8pr~zag. 9 C@1orea~ S1147

Dear brusn,

*16 ta a v@ice oa 0* the pa~ one that Me va~'a ang pea*t~~~

t1~

~ ~the date * Z ha~ SWWU the date~ Ih~ tt1huttamg~ ~e Gepeaj.~gto thg accowat aM my W1dewstangi~ othov they ~e t be applies.Thanic you in advance for your ass±st~nce Ani once again tMnJ~ you
o for being so helpful during the ca~~j~* c~a~j~ and i do missseeing you. Don*t hesitate to come tow a visit.

Sincerely,



Pebtuawy 29, iSli 4

3W. ani Mrs. i~ma S4apu~s
111 Posca d~w Av.
Nato USy, Ptmev~o at..

Deer Mr. S$mpuwa,

@116 tIIR# hes VR~S aa~ po*tiye
0

0
*~i4t~

themto ~t Z eat) yes tb~ ~'4Ueeto~s tO he
o t~e date. ly lay the ~ aoc~tsupplied the dateand my understanding of hov they yore to be applied. If yourrecords indicate differently, please so indicate.

IThaZIk y~ in advance f or your assistance. And once again thank youfor being so helpful during the campaign. Charlene sends her
regards.

Sincerely,
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Im~ and Mrs. ~ V. Us~Pat 5wooI~w1eFiiase
?ajttx, VA 3*@SO

Dest ,Tia,
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~4# A. a vto

Lb
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I,

t3ie dat.. 37 lay ~ ~
supplied the date7 ~ ~and my underatanding
reco'ds indicate differ. t~' t~p1
Thank you in advance for your aaat.ta~.. And onsa again tliszui y~for being so helpful during the ampa±qu. ~axJ~ aging. ~regards.

Sincerely~
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1~h~uary 19,

coaT's.
~7 V. ?ave ftv'st
A4ingtgm, Va. 32*03

Dest sir,
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DEPOSIT
DATE
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eeeq~eminmmWmein~mmrnmmrninmmrn~
SAM USS!YU 6/27/88 1000.00 6

12/08/85 2,000.00 6
(P3133 EPSEDITE)

6a*sbaos 3/02/88 1,500.00 ~Y

S. D, WSPSON 9/26/86 2.0@@.~ t~------------------
hUES 3. EMIL 5/20/88 i,@@*.~T~ *

hOW I. WASEL 5/20/86 1.W.W~
10/06/88 250.~

(VIRGIU2& U. EASEL)

-2 4110* 1.00*1*9
6

$...*~ b

* 1.000.00 b
~ --

C .E.?S3UW~~6. JR.

(MUSE.?. TEURSTON)

6/17/68
6/27/68

12/13/86

t
I AAA ** -~

£9wvw.ww w-> -~ieeo.eE ~.

1,500.0026 kt*~.~1.7so.oo*
2,750.00

-- -~ *J***~7.

750.00 c
750.00 a

VINCENT J * THOMAS

(ELISASETE C THOMAS)

6/02,46
10/14,46
12/30/85

500.; .~'* 7~~~i< -

TOTAL
mmmusamum.mium.. I iii
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3- ELECTION DESIGNATION: 1- ?3INARY, Ge

r 13333C0URI3UTIOWSRECEIVED £1133
* - j~Iff ~y INCLUDED IN TEE COLUMN TOTAIA -'

* - 3UWYRZWED A~U? EXCEEDS TEE
b - S1OUSE WAS RECEIVES VROU 133

- 153 II3UJTOI'S 33510553 IS I

510.00 G .00

933 3~D .30 PUINIRI 03~S,
(5/14,48) ARt AWS*3A3LE

103 131 GENERAL ELECTION.
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committee until estr

maintain suit iciest funds to
A review of the Cmtttee's contributor records

identified 3 contributions f torn) sotprations totaling $350.
Zn addition, the Committee reeeiyed. 3 contributions drawn on the
accounts of apparent foreign nationals totaling $3,150.00.

At the exit conference, the Committee vas provided with a
schedule of apparent prohibited contributions.

The interim audit report recommended that the
Committee either present evidence that the contributions are not
funded from prohibited sources or refund the contributions and
present evidence of such refunds. If funds were not available
to min~e refunds the committee was isstructe4 to disclose the
prbbAte4 otri~ttoms as debts on Icbedu4.~4ibebts and
ObUpuue) twtI~ ~ tias that funds a;e able.

Zn reqpoase to the interis report the Lemmittee submitted
letters t~ the three cc rr rate contributors stating that thUt~
O~rtttd~w*~ from pr vets, sot corporate sonrees.

to the ag~tOprtate Be tsrw .f g~*
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Ibe Audit .t4#*~ tvL4Ved the ~0Ubttte*s
disclosure reports as~ *te~~d thet of t~e t.J~al nuuher of
contributions itemised, ,2.#O~ 1he4 t~ mtrthutors
occupation and 60.15% lacked the name of ompleyer. In an
attempt to determine whether the Committee i~uynstrated belt
efforts to obtain the fOquirad information, the Audit staff
examined the 10 sample contributor t@*PR* cards that the
Committee vae able to provide. Only 6 of the 10 response cards
examined requested the contributor's occupation and only 3
requested the name of employer. rherefore, the Committee has
not demonstrated heat efforts.

In addition, for contributions totaling
$25,362.14, the sggregte yearto-date totals were not reported
and with regard to cestributions totaling $12,250.00, the
contributor's mailing address vas not reported.

YStb~434(b)(5)(A) of ?ttle 2 of the United
Itates Co~ st~e~, is port, that each report under this seetiow
shall di.cl* the mms and address of each parson to whom am
eampesditsr. 4* en aggregate amount or value in excess of SIPO
w~th*a the v jeaji is med., together with the date, ammut
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George 9'. Rishel
Jeffrey V. LongSOURCI: ZNT3awALxr GINIRAWUD

awvIyww~TW

RILIVAR? ITAIUTU:

C~arry for Co~gress and Vincent G.Vbomss, as treasvrer

a u.,.c. 5434(b)
3 U.S.C. S 44)e1*)(l)(&)

11 C.V.
11 C.?.R.

IRTuavAr. RIPORtS C33C53, Audit Workpapers
FIDIRAL AGENCIgs CII3Cu~~ lone

I. GUUUR&TzO 0?
This matter was generated by an audit referral of Curry for

Congress and Vincent 0. Thomas, as treasurer, ('Respondents" or
"Committee") made by the Commission on August 13, 1991.1 The
Committee registered with the U.S. House of Representatives on
Nay 19, 1968, as the principal campaign committee of Jerry Curry,
the Republican candidate for Congress from the Second
Congressional District of Virginia in the 1988 general election.
The candidate lost t~ election with 35.5 percent of the vote.

1. This mattr Va~
cesign.tt.a~

a,

igned in .Yuae 1992 to new staff upon the~.rou ortjia~ly assigned to it.
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This matter was generated by an audit undertaken in accordance
with 2 u.s.c. S 430(b). The referral covers three itemS:
(1) receipt of excessive Contributions, (2) receipt of a
prohibited contribution (foreign national)~ and (3) omission of
disclosure information.

The Committee reported raising $194005.66 and spending
$109,394.74 and ending the 1986 calendar year with $4,726.92 cash
on band with no debts outstanding. The Committee ceased filing
reports with the 1906 Year 3nd Report. On February 26, 1990, the

- candidate filed a letter adresse4 to the Clerk of the Rouse of
Rep~es.ptatjves that stated:

Curry for Congress v&s placed in caretaker status inNovember of 191$. It was closed in ?*rua ry of 1909.Subsequent to that, its records were audited b~ theFederal Slection Commission. & final report was filed.
0 x will not be running for Congress again and vill not besoliciting or disbursing funds. Please remove 'Curryo for Congress' from your correspondence list.

See Attachment 3, page 5. On August 31, 1990, R&D sent a letter
0 to the treasurer at the Post Office Box in Virginia Beach stating

that ye were in receipt of the Committee's termination letter but
that certain conditions had to be met before the Committee could
terminate and asked that any amendment or clarification be filed
with the Clerk. To date, no such amendment or clarification has
been filed, and the Committee remains on the "B' Index without
any notation that it is "terminated.' The audit staff evidently

V

dealt with the former candidate at his current residential
address in Arlington, Virginia. The former candidate was, until

~



reCently, the administrator of the National Highway Traffic
Safety Aiminiintgatiui.

U * VAC~. £im ESUA& AI&T5ZS

A. Uxcemaive Cetributisms

the Federal Ilection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"), provides that no person shall make contributions to any
Candidat, for federal office that in the aggregate exceed $1,000
per electiem. 3 u.S.c. I 441a(a)(l)(A). The Act further
prohibits any candidate or political committee from knowingly
acoeptim, eem~;*bRt~ts. fro pe;emm~ in ex~mas of this

(0 li5tt*tlom. 3 U.).C. S 443ff). ~~L##L regulations provide
that if the treasurer of a ce~t6*e. teoei* a contr ibqiton that
on iti face or vh~a aggregated with other contributions from the
same contributor with respect to the same election exceeds these

0% limitations the treasurer may return the contribution or deposit
0

it. if it is deposited, the treasurer must obtain a
redesignation or reattribution of the contribution within 60 days
or refund it to the contributor in that time frame. 11 COF.!.

0% S 103.3(b)(3). Commission regulations further provide that a
joint contribution must be signed by both contributors or be
accompanied by a separate writing signed by both contributors
indicating the amount to be attributed to each contributor.
Reattributions must be similarly documented. 11 C.F.R.

SS 104.8(d), 110.1(k), and 110.1(1). The regulations also set
out procedures for designating and redesignating a contribution
to a particular election. 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(b).

~
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Yb. audit concluded that the Curry Committee had not
adeqiately remelved $.270 in ezeesuive contributions. This
amount included $1,750 in which the reattributed amount exceeds
the contribution limitatiom for the general election, $2,500 in
which no response was received from the contributor, and *1,750
in which the contributor's response was inadequate to correct the
excessive amount, and $2,270 in which the reattributions were
Untimely. A chart for these contributions is set out in
Attachment 1, page 132

Yhere*s#., we tecomend that the Coieei@n find reason to
believe the Cwrry COmu~ittee violated 2 ~.5.C. 5. 441a(f).

The Act prohibits the ma:ing, soliciting, receiving, or
accepting of a contribution by a foreign national directly or
indirectly in connection with any election. 2 U.S.c. S 44le.
The Act and regulations define "foreign national" to include a

o "foreign principal" (other than a U.S. citizen) and an individual
who is not a citizen and not lawfully admitted for permanent

residence under applicable federal law. See 11 C.P.U.

S 110.4(a).

The audit of the Curry Committee uncovered a $2,000

contribution check dated September 14, 1988, and drawn on a

foreign banking institution, the Canadian Imperial Bank of

Commerce in Toronto, Ontario, Canada. The check had an entity

2. One thousand dollars of this amount is also included in thesection addressing apparent prohibited contributions, as
apparently ~ade by a foreign national.

* '~' ~
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ideatified as 'The Verdun Foundation' printed on its face. It
was signed by 'K.D. Simpson' vitha ka*vrittes notation
'personal' in the lover left hand corner above the account
number. Above the signature line there was a printed notation
that read: 'The Verdun Foundation U.S. Dollar Account.' During
the audit process, the former candidate seat a letter to The
Verdun Foundation in Toronto, ontario, Canada to clarify the
source of this contribution, but the letter was returned because
of an incomplete ad4ress.

qq. The Cu~y C@Uiit~~e ~E3orted t~q. receipt of a *1,000
0 contribution frogs g*p~ Supsos on ~ptsbr 26, IBM, and a
0 *i,*@@ tribstioga tim ft RtS. K.?. *i~e~p on the same date.

The report did not include an~ address or oc@upati~n or employer,
although the majority of itemized receipts for that period did
include addresses. Given the information on the contribution

0
check showing it was drawn on a foreign bank, it would appear
that the treasurer should have immediately questioned this
contribution and sought verification of its legality. This
Office contacted a public librarian in Toronto and learned that
there was no Verdun Foundation listed in the Canadian Directory
of Associations, the Canadian Directory of Foundations, the
Canadian business directory, the donor's guide, or the telephone
book. There was one listing for a K.D. Simpson, but when we
called that person, we learned that he was not the one who made

the subject contribution.

We note that the list of excessive contributions also
includes a $1,000 excessive from a K.D. Simpson on September 26,

'~ ~2~'........
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1166, which is apparently the same contribution covered in the
audit finding regarding the receipt ef a contribution from a
foreign national. *ee Atteobmeat 1, page lSg Attachment 3, pages
1 and 4. The list of letters included as an attachment to the
audit referral materials for the saceseive contributions includes
one addressed to Mr. and Mrs. Rift in Simpson in Kato Roy, Puerto
Rico, with a no response' notetton on the letter. See
&ttachmeat 1 page 7. The letter iteelt aceum to indicate that
the former candidate was personally acquainted vith the hf fin

'I, Miupeona. tWa l4tter may ~~44s whi the $2,000 check was
0 repovt*4 ass e trib~t4as *W~ ~g *p4 Mrs. h.p. Siapso..
0 ~ewert~4ea, tt Is *omewIsat pem$.siag why the former candidate

was unable to aesoclate the Lb. Bimpeon contribution on the
c~4

Canadian check with the Elf fin Simpsons that he apparently knew
and to sock proper clarification of this contribution or where
the Puerto Rico address came from.

o Therefore, we recommend that the Commission find reason to
believe the Curry Committee accepted a contribution in violation

0 of 2 u.s.c. S 441..
C. Disclosure Xnformation

The Act requires that a committee itemize its receipts in
excess of an aggregate of $200 per calendar year. 2 U.S.C.
S 434(b)(3)(A). This requirement also requires the reporting of
the identification of the contributor, which is defined to moan
the name, mailing address, and occupation in the case of an
individual as veil as his or her employer and the full name and
address in the case of any other person. 2 u.s.c. S 431(13).

; .~?7
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The Act further requires that a committee disclose the name and
address of ea@h person to whom an expenditure in an aggregate
amount in excess of $300 per calendar year is made together with
the date, amount9 and purpos. of such expenditure. 2 U.S.C.

S 434(b)(5)(A).

?he audit determined that the Curry Committee had not
disclosed the contributor occupation for 62.5 per cent of its
receipts and had m*t disclosed the employer for 60.16 percent of
its receipts. Ihe audit staff examined 30 sample contributor

0 raponee card# p#~i4ad b~ tM oqittee, Six of the JO
0 reguestid the .emp.t~ end t1~*e ~queete4 the~ ~sae ~f the
0 mp2opee. Vu*hein~., th ~ f~u~4 thet for **S, M3.14 in

contribution., the agp*yate yest'to-date totals were not
reported and that for $12,250.00 in contributions, the mailing

address was not reported.
0

In addition, the audit determined that 73 disbursements
totaling $289965.21 lacked sufficient disclosure information.
For 41 disbursements, the payee's mailing address was missing or
incomplete, and for 45 disbursements, the purpose was missing,
inaccurate, or inadequate. The audit stated that for the
majority of the disbursements the omitted information was
available in the Committee's records or the local telephone

directory.

In response to the interim audit report, the former candidate
stated: 'Obtaining copies of original filings and writing for
information from contributors is more than x can manage and still



do my job as a federal regulator. me asked that this

requtremeat be waiw4.

Sased on th heve, we recoen~ that the Coiinissiofl find

reason to believe the Curry Committee violated 2 U.s.c.

SB 4S4(b)(3~(A) end 434(b)(5)(A).

Although the above apparent viol~tioes are not insignificant.

we note that they invoWe a ~966 caaq~sh9n. that the former

candidate oes a4. Latest to eb e~otive federal office Li' the

future, and t~hat the ~ittee is not a om-~iag entity and

.~~Lag 4*ts the; than the

tO appa?~WRt ~ end t~ tsei~II. peti@t1

0 oontt1buti~S ~ #**4A~' ~ )~@ ~1ieve it

would tequir. *~eatisl Cou~issIon ~eeowroes to further

investigate the reubaining issues in this matter compared to the

apparent violations involved. Therefore, in view of these

considerations, we further recommend that the Commission exercise

its prosecutorial discretion and take no further action regarding

these recommended findings and close the file in this matter.

0 See, Heckler !. Chancy, 470 US. 821 (1985). We would further

recommend that the notification letter to the respondents.

including the former candidate, contain language admonishing them

regarding the alleged violations and pointing out the steps

needed to terminate the committee, including the refund of

excessive/foreign national contributions.

.................................................
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3 * Vlsi mess t. believe that C~rCy Lot C@ngr.ss

an.d Yiaoeat Ge Ybouas. as tt5~t*ffD violated
2 U.S.C. SS 434(b)(3)(A), 4)4(bP(S)(A)e 441a(t) and
441. but tk* so further acttss.

2. Approve the attached Factual and Legal Analysis.

3. Close the tile.

4. Approve the appropriate letters.

Lavwea@e N. Noble
Geaftal Counsel
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A.s4.t.
Attachuest.:
1. Referral Natkerials
2. Final Audit Report
3. kchup Materials
4. Fact~aal and Legal Analysis
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Zu the Matter ,~ )
)Curty Eor cOop... ad YI*eat 0.

thorns., ac t:~surer )

mix 3369
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A
h*by .~14 tb~ @~4u

Vote @f 64 to take the *ollovinq aetteew $~ urn nu#

1. Find reason to believe that C~irt7 for
Congress and Vincent 0. Thomms~ as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SE 434(b)
(3)(A), 434(b)(S)(A), 441a(t) and 441e
but take no further action.

2. Approve the Factual and Legal Analysis
recommended in the General Counsels
report dated July 26, 1992.

3. Close the file.

(continued)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
-~ ~

August 24. 1992

Vincent 6. !bs, ?reasurer
CUtt7 tot
c/o 7~s $ro we, Inc.
P.O. kz 350
Worfolk. Vtrgt~i 23501

33: lUR 336w
Cv:!? E.r ~sp.ss and v~m~t
~w.wemms, ~s tweessier

~

4

4~ ~ the ~

N 434(b)(SflA), 4416~t) and 442*.~ampigm Act Of 1971, as amended (th ~t. ) 3ewewer~a cemeidering the citcumstaucee of this u~4t.r, the Coin~Igm sUe
determined to take no further action and 4osed its Lila. Ybeo Factual and Legal Analysis, which famed a basis for the
Commission's finding, is attached for your information.

The Commission instructs you that the failure to fully
identify contributors and the receipt of contributions in excess

CJ of the limitations and from foreign nationals are violations of
the Act. You should take immediate steps to insure that this
activity does not occur in the future.

In addiditon, according to 11 CFR 102.3(a), the following
conditions must be satisfied before a committee can terminate: 1)
the committee must no longer receive contributions or make any
disbursements that would otherwise qualify it as a political
committeep 2) all outstanding debts and obligations must be
eatinguishedu and 3) a statement must be submitted regarding the
disposition of any residual funds. The last report filed by the
Curry for Congress committee (198S Year End 3eport~ disclosed
$4,726 in cash on band. If your coittee wishes to temmiaste,
pZea*e Geuseatrate in writing to the Reports Amalys~s iwSa~e
thatth cwRttt~ee hes met the abve rmqsiiI~ssbts, in4ndin a
statment teqatding the residual funds. In~itioe, the
excessive and foreign national contributions should be refunded.

The c~.fidentiality provisions atZU:5.C. 43~y(a)(l2) RiO
~ this is nqw - ss.

4



Vtaoeat G. Ihomas, ?r.asurer
ft9* 3

4S~s. this ~~)4 ~it at es~~1u. f.Uewts, ezt4Sts.t~"th.C~4etos*~ 94~t*. If pm tO *~St asp *.twl ~ Lp&te4a~s ~ as tJ~e pblic r*svd, $a*. ~ ma.
ap be ~)ae4 as th pdtp ~mg

a4u1~tesa1 materials, Smy ~
a~s4 te the public mon upsa wep~

ES'.It pm have any questioas. pleas. coatact ~.ffxe?~t.mP~hestaff member aaa4md to this matt*r. at (203J 31~M

34a@et.ly.
~i.

* '.1

~@lsewe

'I', Wactul sad Le9~ Malyata
('4

cc: Jerry Curry
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