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Memipt et-, Ptekited Contributions

the oetor Cem~ress Cowl ttee C 'tbo
dwtiUIS anete 37v375

tb-PPOwenS to have roted tbi

&*mutt b), Column A of the Detilo
S199NiG -fTavr ieport di

* 15S (Attaces~ t 2). he
& jpoting Schedule A. ScboduleI

Uais A EIle 1s a $SS,000 loan ilm-
C40aids of Leih-Wal Doe ('the Do;

S301 1990 (At taecat 3).
d~~~ 11062S In loan payments to

CoiUtteM, leaving a potentially impermissib1U ;tMi {  im
of $37,17I.

On Ootober 10, 1990, a staff member of on aoeewmttug
firm hired by the Committee to file reports phoea * aiperts
Analysis Division analyst (Attachment 4). fhe slaft Si mer
stated that a loan from the State committee w .*ctu ly a
transfer consisting of mainly corporate coatfribtions. the
staff mber added that the transfer was deposated into the
federal account in error.

1/ Leigh-48ai Doo, the candidate, is currently s* ttng reports

in lieu of the official treasurer, who cannot be ed.



On Deeeer 4, 1990, Reqest for Additb
Informetion (EVtAI") Was sent to the eCommittee (Atta kti
S). fte RAZ notes the receipt of the loan from thw l
Rokua, Committee and requests 'that the Committee prov, a
memorandum schedule A to clarify vether or not the
were from permissible sources. On December 27, 19"t a
Second Notice was sent to the Committee for failure to
respond (Attachment 6).

On January 17, 1991, an analyst spoke by phone with the
candidate, Leigh-Wai Doo (Attachment 7). Mr. Doo stated that
the Doo Kokua Committee had been imediately reimbursed.

On February 5, 1991, Mr. Doo phoned a RAD analyst
(Attachment 8). Mr. Doo explained that the original Mid-Year
Report had disclosed a loan from a state committee and that
the money had been immediately refunded.

On February 7, 1991, the Committee provided an amended
Rid-Year Report (Attachment 9). The amended Rid-Year Report
does not disclose a loan or transfer from the Doe nokua
Committee.

On February IS, 1991, Mr. Doe met with two amlysts
(Attachment 10). Kr. Doo stated that the money from tbe'N0o
Rohue Committee was transferred in error and was I ndimly
refunded. The refund was made from a retirement eoelat
which is controlled by his wife.

Since there is no record of a candidate concribvtietme
a Schedule A or of repayment to the Doe IRokua Citee e
Schedule be it appears that the Doe Kokua Cmittee ,
reimbursed directly by the candidate or his spouse.

On March 18, 1991, Kr. Doe again met with two analysts
(Attachment 11). Mr. Doe stated that the money to refun tbe
Doe Iokua Committee came from the sale of some of his lied.
Kr. Doe also submitted amended Kid-Year and Year and Iep6rts.
The Amended Kid-Year Report does not disclose a lean or
transfer from the Doe Kokua Committee (Attachment 12). The
Amended Year End Report contains documnts which itemise
$36,000 in receipts which are apparently from corporations
and a copy of a bank deposit slipo or $36,000 into a Doe for
Congress account (Attachment 13).' Also included with the
Amended Year and Report is a copy of a $38,000 check from the
Doe for Congress Committee to the Doo Kokua Committee. The

2/ These documents are characterized as checks withdrawn from
OF.O.LWDO and deposited in *DKC". They were attached to the
Amended Year and Report.
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CA1DIDATE/COIITTEE/DOCUPIT EPT3 6IRIIEIMT # OF ICROFIU
FICE TY PII F PRIRY 80M COVERAGE DATES PAGES LOCATION

TYPE OF FILER

DOD. LEI" ImI HOUSE 01 DEMOCRATIC PARTY
1. STATEMENT OF CMIDATE
2. PRINCIPAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE

DOD FOR CONGRESS CWHITTEE
:198- MISELLA.NEOIS REPORT TO FEC

M ID-YVER AEmT
MID-YEA REPWRT - N'ENT
YENAE
YEAR-00 - ABMNYE..E-.D - IENDMENT
YEAR-E - meow

RE ST FOR ADOITIONAL INWI)MTION
REGUEST FOR AW1T1ONK IWWM:T' N 2D
REBEST FOR AWITIONL IWOIMTION
REOUEST FOR A)OITIONAL INFWTiOm 2ND
REREST FOR AITIONAL IW MTION
REWEST FOR ADDITIOIA. IWOIMTION 2ND

1990 MID-VEMR NW
NID-VEM Tm - A19Ii~T

MW1-YM IEPOW -

NOTICE OF FAUE TO FILE
REST FOR AITIOML I NW TION
REMOEST FOR NWITIONAL IWIMATION
RELS FIR ASITIONAL IIFMf TI1 2
REI1EST FOR USITINAL IwNFmTION
RELEST FOR AIITI01AL IOMTION 2N

YEAJKES - ANDIIE
R~EST FOR MODITIOW4. INWTION

TOTAL
3. AUTHORIZED COMITIEES

1988 ELECTION IDO N1101101

ID OMM222919 HOUSE

40,75754.421

2,3
293 12,000

83,810
57,020
38,069

1MAY89
IJA89
6JW~8
IJLL89
IJUL89
1JUL89
1JUL89
IJL89
IJULV9
IJUL89
IJUL89

IJUMg
IJAMg
IJAN90

IJAN90

Jfim0

I JULN0IJUL90
1JUL90
1JUL90

15,475
59,023
0,092

8,195
6,195

122,501

-30Ji89
-306LJ9
-31DEC89
-31DEC89
-31DEC89
-31DEC89
-31DEC89
-31DEC09
-31DE8
-31DEC09
-31DEC89

-31190

-31iJL9O
-31XA90-30J1L90-3IJUAM

-31JUL90
-31X90

-31DEC90
-31DEC90

0 121,044

I 89HSE/378/417o
1 89t%/ /382/1 172
2 SHSE/385/1 164
3 H0SE/390/3514
1 9OH/393/2870
6 9HSE/396/1747
6 9( /405/3252
1 90FEC/629/4753
2 90FEC/631/4401
I 90FEC/64310029
2 90FEC/645/4249
I 90FEC65I4094
4 90FEC/639/2423
9 9ONH/406/3449

13 91NWE426/071
13 91t6E/427/0199
1 90FEC/653/3719
2 91FEC/692/1130
2 9'TC6 I4891
4 90WEC/659/2427
1 90FEC/673/38O
2 90FE11679/19
6 91HSE/4262317

10 91HSE/42710189
I 91FEC/691/4016

110 TOTAL PAGS

FRIENDS OF LEI"6-I D0 FOR CONGRES COMIITTEE
1990 STATEMENT OF ORGAIZATION - VMIIENT

ID #0222927 HOUSE
1390

4. JOINT FUNLDRAISIN6 COMMITTEES AUTHORIZED BY THE CAMAIGN

1 90HSE/392/389

I TOTAL PAGES

1 AUTH TOT PAGES

All reports reviewed.

Cash on hand as of 12-31-90= $4

Debts owed by the Committee as oif 12-31-90= $36,819.02
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IORANDUM OR FIXLZ S TEL3,C

URWECTi Request for Additional Information on 1990 Mid-Year Report

as Accounting firm staff member

TOt Linda Tananey

tAE OF COMMITTEE: Doo for Congress Committee

DATEZ 10/10/90

A staff member from an accounting firm hired by the Doo for Congress
Committee telephoned to explain that they would be assistino the
Committee to file amendments with the Commission. The staff member
stated that a loan from the state committee was actually a transfer
consisting of mainly corporate contributions. The transfer was
deposited into the Federal account in error.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION RQ-2
.ASHMION. D C 20W

Charles K. Torigoe, Treasurer

Doo for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 11567
Honolulu, HI 96828

Identification Number: C00222919

Reference: Mid-Year Report (1/1/90-7/31/90)

Dear Mr. Torigoe:

This letter is prompted by the Commission's further review of
the report(s) referenced above. The review raised questions
goncerning certain information contained in the report(s). An
itemization follows:

-Schedule C of your report discloses a $5000 loan from
the Doo Kokua Committee - Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo.
Transfers or loans from state or local committees must
be from sources permissible under the FECA, as amended.
Specifically, the transfer or loan may not consist of
funds from corporate or union treasuries. Additionally,
any contributor to the state committee who has
contributed in excess of $200 must be itemized on a
Memorandum Schedule A. Contributors are subj*ect to the
limits of 2 U.S.C. 5441(a). Since the Friends of
Leigh-Wai Doo has not filed any reports, you should
provide a Memorandum Schedule A for this loan, and
clarify if the funds were from permissible sources.

A written response or an amendment to your original report(s)
correcting the above problem(s) should be filed with the Clerk of
the House of Representatives, 1036 Longworth House Office
Building, Washington, DC 20515 within fifteen (15) days of the
date of this letter. If you need assistance, please feel free to
contact me on our toll-free number, (800) 424-9530. My local
number is (202) 376-2480.

Sincerely,

.o J 7S

Linda Tangney
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division



"C : Ig ttachme.t-06

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTO. DC 20463 RaQ3

December 27, 1990

Charles K. Torgoe, Treasurer
Doo for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 11567
Honolulu, HI 96828

Identification Number: C00222919

Reference: id-Year Report (1/1/90-7/31/90)

Dear Mr. Torigoe:

This letter is to inform you that as of December 26, 1990,
the Commission has not received your response to our request for
additional information, dated December 4, 1990. That notice
requested information essential to full public disclosure of your
federal election financial activity and to ensure compliance vith
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act (the Act). A copy
of our original request Is enclosed.

If no response Is received within fifteen (15) days from the
date of this notice, the Commission may choose to initiate audit
or legal enforcement action.

If you should have any questions related to this matter,
please contact Linda Tangney on our toll-free number (800)
424-9530 or our local number (202) 376-2460.

Sincerely,

/John D. Gibson
(7" Assistant Staff Director

Reports Analysis Division

Enclosure
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MEMORANDUM TO FILES: DATE: January 17, 1991
XX Telecon

Visit

N1AME OF THE COMMITTEE: Doo for Congress Committee (HI)

SUBJECT: Request for Additional Information MY-90

FEC REP: Pat Sheppard

COMMITTEE REP: Charles Torigoe (treasurer) (808) 528-7212
Lteigh-Wai Doo (candidate) (808) 732-0006

After making numerous attempts to contact the treasurer, I
called the candidate and informed him that the treasurer had not
filed any of the required amendments. The candidate stated that he
had been having trouble getting in touch with the treasurer
himself. He stated that the treasurer had changed his address and
that since the campaign had lost, the treasurer had moved on to do
other campaigns. I explained to him that I needed him to file the
300 report and that I needed an answer to a RFAI that was mailed
to the committee on December 4, 1990. Mr. Doo stated that he
money that was given from the state committee had been repaid. se
stated that as soon as he realized that the transaction would
result in possible violations of FECA, he immediately had the
funds returned. He stated that he would try his best to answer
the letter that was mailed to him. Since the matter was an urgent
one and we did not have time to send a copy in the mail, I fazed
him a copy of the letter that was mailed to the treasurer (808)
544-0966.
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... Page j of

m*hID3ANPUH IP.IUSa TELRON

Doo for Congress Committee, report amendment

1rlIi Leigh-Wai Doo

Andy Zehe, RAD

UX&Z OF CKITTnZZ Doo for Congress Committee

2-5-91

Mr. Doo phoned concerning the amendment to the 1990 Rid-year
report. He asked if he could fax a copy of the amended report so that

I could review it. I phoned him back and suggested that he send

the report express mail. He explained that the original report had
disclosed a loan from a state committee and that the money had been

"immediately refunded. He said that the amended report would be mailed

shortly.

Too

COWTSs
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IgMAUDMS . IOA IPZZS Visitcon

87J33 3TS Transfer from state committee

MKI Leigh-Wai Doo

Pat Sheppard and Andy Zehe

oK"W.Z 01 €WMI. Z1flfl

olATIls 2-15-91

Doo for Congress Committee

The two analysts met with Mr. Doo at the Commission. Nr. Doo stated thattO money from the state committee was transfefred in error. The money was -Immediat'ey refunded when he became aware that the fqnds were potentiallyIi ermissible. The refund was made from funds in a retirement account whichh s wife controls.- The analysts warned Nr. Doo that if the refund checkWqs signed by his wife it constituted an illegal contribution on ber part.Sk. Doo also submitted his year end report.



=i:i*R oitO V1ZLSs Visitcon

g1Jirs YE and MY reports

y1$ Leigh-Wat Doo

29a Peter Kell and ANdy Zehe

v, Of COMItTfEs Doo for Congress Committee
I3

_ TIa 3-18-91

Mr. Doo visited again on 3.18-91. He presented amended YE and MY
. reports. In explaining the problem with the state committee he stated

that the money to refund the transfer came from the sale of some of
his land. The analysts noted that Mr. Doo's share of the land musthave been sufficient to cover the money refunded. The analysts alsoasked Mr. Doo to clarify the source of the $100,000 candidate loan.

, .: tachent #11

Paqe 1 ofl
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FEDERAL ELECTION CONISI : : ,
999 3 Street, N.Y. 3

Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST 1E0EMAL CONL 5 =POST

RAD Referral #91L-5l
STAFF HESEmR: Mark Allen

SOURCE: IN T 6 N A L L Y G E NER A T E D

RESPONDENT: Doo for Congress Comnittee and Charles Torigoe,
as treasurer

RELEVANT STATUTE(S): 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)
2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f)
2 u.s.c. 5 443b(a)
2 U.S.C. S 434
2 U.S.C. 433(a)

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Disclosure Reports

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

I. G -I][AIO OF N&YYERC4

This matter was referred from the Reports Analysis Division

Ok. (RAD) to the Office of the General Counsel on fy 15, 1991. The

o referral notes that the Doo for Congress Committee (-the Federal

Committee') accepted a $37,375 possibly prohibited contribution

from the Doo Kokua Comittee-Friends of Leigh-Wal Doo, an
r)

unregistered committee ('the State Committee'). Leigh-Wai Doo was

a candidate in the Hawaii First Congressional District 1968

Democratic primary election.1 Mr. Doo never filed a statement of

candidacy regarding the 1990 election.

1. Doo for Congress ("Federal Comittee') was Leigh-Wai Doo's
principal campaign committee. Doo had a second authorized federal
committee, Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, registered during the 1968
and 1990 election cycles, which reported no activity.
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The referral involves transactions between the Federal and

State Committees during 1990, including a $55,000 loan from the

State Comittee to the Federal Committee, which was apparently

repaid by the candidate or his spouse, and $38,000 in corporate

funds deposited into the Federal Committee's account but

transferred out to the State Committee the same day. None of this

activity is reported on the Federal Comittee's amended 1990 Mid

Year and Year End Reports. The Federal and State Committees also

transacted even greater sums during 1988 and 1989 that were not

included in the referral. There are numerous questions regarding

these transactions and this Office recommends an audit of both the

State and Federal Committees.

I1. FAC29AL AND LUGAL AhNLYSIS

A. Law

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

Acta), prohibits the use of corporate funds in federal elections.

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). The Act also provides that no person shall

make contributions to any candidate and her or his authorized

committees with respect to any election which, in the aggregate,

exceed $1,000. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A). In addition, no

candidate or her or his authorized committee shall knowingly

accept an individual's contributions exceeding $1,000 per

election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f).

The Act defines "political committee" as a committee or other

group of persons that receives contributions or makes expenditures

aggregating in excess of $1,000 per year. 2 U.S.C. S 431(4)(A).

Each committee must register by filing a statement of organization
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within ten days after becoming a political committee. 2 U.S.C.

§ 433(a). Pursuant to section 434(a), each treasurer of a

political committee shall file reports of receipts and

disbursements. Section 434(b)(2) requires committees to report

all receipts in various categories such as loans. Finally,

pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 5 ll0.3(c)(6)(iii), if a candidate's

non-federal committee transfers more than $1,000 to her federal

committee, the non-federal committee thereupon becomes a political

committee and must file a statement of organization pursuant to

2 U.S.C. 5 433(a) and file reports of receipts and disbursements

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 434.

B. Transactions in Referral

1. Federal Committee reports' disclosure

It appears from the Federal Committee's 1990 reports that it

may have received a significant impermissible contribution. The

Federal Comittee's original 1990 Nid Year Report disclosed the

receipt of $66,185 in loans and $28,455 in repayments on the

detailed sumary page, but did not include the receipt of any

loans on Schedule A or any repayments on Schedule B. The Federal

Committee did include a Schedule C, which is reproduced below.

Loan from State Committee

loan amount date ent balance outstanding
$55,000 6--W90 $17t62 $37,375

(not itemized on
schedule B)

The $37,375 balance outstanding was referred as a potentially
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Impermissible contribution. 2  The remaining $11,185 apparently

received as loans was not included on Schedule C.

on October 10, 1990, BAD spoke with a staff member of an

accounting firm hired by the Federal Committee to file reports.

The staff member stated that a loan from the State Committee was

actually a transfer consisting of mainly corporate contributions,

and that the transfer was erroneously deposited into the Federal

committee account. on December 4, 1990, R&D sent an RFAI to the

Federal Committee noting the receipt of the loan from the State

Committee and requesting that the Federal Committee provide a list

of persons who had contributed more than $200 to the State

Committee. The RFA! also yarned that the loan must have been made

with permissible funds. The Federal Committee did not respond to

the RFAI and a Second Notice was sent on December 27, 1990.

on January 17, 1991, BAD spoke with the candidate himself,

who stated that the money given to his congressional campaign by

the State Committee had been repaid. Mr. Doo stated that as soon

as he realized that the transaction would result in possible

violations of the Act, he immediately had the funds returned.

Mr. Doo did not state when the repayment was made.

on February 5, 1991, BAD again spoke with Mr. Doo, who stated

that the Federal Committee had received a loan from the state

Committee and then immediately refunded the money. Shortly

thereafter, the Federal Committee submitted an amended 1990 Mid

2. Hawaii permits corporate and labor organization contributions
subject to limitations, and individual contributions up to $2,000
per election.
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Year Report that did not disclose any loan or transfer from the

State Committee. On February 15, 1991, R&D net with the

candidate, who stated that the funds from the State Committee were

transferred in error and were immediately refunded, with funds

from a retirement account controlled by his wife, Linda Doo.

Candidate Doo also submitted the Federal Committee's 1990 Year End

Report, which disclosed no loan from, or repayments to, the State

Committee.

On March 18, 1991, Mr. Doo met again with MAD, and he now

stated that the money to refund the State Committee came from the

sale of some of his land. Mr. Doo also submitted amended 1990 Mid

Year and Year and Reports. The former does not disclose a loan or

transfer from the State Committee. Since there is no record of a

candidate contribution on the Federal Committee's Schedule A or of

repayment to the State Committee on Schedule B, it appears that

the State Committee was reimbursed directly by the candidate or

his spouse. Consquently, it also appears that the corporate

funds transferred to the Federal Committee remained with the

Federal Committee.

The Amended 1990 Year End Report contains documents including

a list of $29,025.00 in contributions titled "Corporate Checks

withdrawn From FOLWD [Friends of Leigh-Wai Dool/Deposited in DKC

[Doo Kokua Committeel." 3 Also included is a copy of a bank

deposit slip dated October 12, 1990 for $38,000 into a Doo for

3. Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, as noted above, is Mr. Doo's other

authorized committee. It reported no activity during the 1990

election cycle. Doo Kokua Committee is the State Committee.
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Congress account. Finally, there is a copy of a Doo for Congress

Committee check dated October 12, 1990 for $38,000 to Doo Kokua

Committee.4 Neither the Federal Committee's original nor amended

Year End Report disclose the receipt or disbursement of the

$38,000.

In sun, the referral involves two transactions between the

Federal and State Committees, a $55,000 loan from the State

Committee to the Federal Committee,
5 which was apparently repaid

by the candidate or his spouse, and the $38,000 in corporate funds

deposited into the Federal Committee's account but transferred out

to the State Committee the same day. None of this activity is

reported on the Federal Committee's amended 1990 Kid Year and Year

end Reports.

2. State Committee reports' disclosure

This Office has obtained the State Committee's reports

covering the period of the transactions in this matter. During

the first eight months of 1990, the State Committee reported

lending $32,094.74 to the Federal Committee.6 Also included with

the State Comittee's January 1 through September 7, 1990 report

was a printed list of $29,025.00 in contributions titled

4. It appears that the corporate checks were deposited into and

then withdrawn from the Federal Committee, not Friends of

Leigh-Wai Doo.

5. As noted above, the Federal Committee reported receiving a

total of $66,185 in loans on its original 1990 Mid Year Report.

The source of the extra $11,185 is not disclosed.

6. The State Committee did not specify the date(s) of the

loan(s). The State Committee also reported a $4,000 loan it had

made in 1989 to the Federal Committee that remained unpaid.
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"Corporate Checks Deposited into Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo

Account," but in handwriting amended to "Corporate Checks for Doo

Kokua Committee." This is the same list, with a different title,

as the one included in the Federal Committee's amended 1990 Year

End Report. The State Committee's September 8 to September 22,

1990 report discloses a beginning balance of $36,094.74 owed by

the Federal Committee and the receipt of a $38,000 payment,

leaving a $1,905.26 balance owed by the State Committee to the

Federal Committee. 7 The State Committee disclosed no change in

this balance during the next reporting period, October 23 to

November 6, 1990.

3. Inconsistencies between federal and state reports

Based on the Federal Committee's reports, the State

Committee's reports, and the candidate's statements, there are

numerous issues to be resolved in this matter. The Federal

Committee originally reported receiving $66,185.00 in loans,

$55,000.00 of which was from the State Committee. This loan from

the State Committee was described as a transfer consisting of

mainly corporate funds. The Federal Committee has not disclosed

the source of the other $11,18S.00 received in loans as originally

reported on its 1990 Mid Year report summary page but not included

on Schedules A or C. In addition, the $28,455 in loan repayments

disclosed on the original summary page may constitute the $17,625

repaid to the State Committee added to the repayment of the

unknown $11,185 loan, but the figures do not exactly add up. In

7. The State Committee's September 23 to October 22, 1990 report

discloses the same figures.
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contrast to the Federal Committee's $55,000 figure, the State

Committee reported loaning only $32,094.74 to the Federal

Committee during the first several months of 1990. There is a

question, therefore, as to the size of the State Committee's

loan(s).

There is also a question regarding the repayment of the loan.

The candidate, Leigh-Wai Doo, on different occasions told RAD of

two different sources of funds to pay back the loan, his wife and

himself. If the former, such repayment would constitute a

contribution to the Federal Committee far in excess of the $1,000

limit under 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A), and the receipt of an

excessive contribution by the Federal Committee. See 2 U.S.C.

S 441a(f).

There are also issues regarding the second set of

transactions. The candidate stated that the Federal Committee on

October 12, 1990 had received $38,000 in corporate contributions

and transferred the funds to the State Committee that same day.

The Federal Committee included an itemized list of only $29,025 in

corporate contributions, but its records show a deposit and a

transfer out of $38,000. Thus, there is a question regarding the

composition of the remainder. In addition, although the Federal

Committee's reports and statements do not indicate a connection

between the receipt and then transfer of this $38,000 and the

earlier $55,000 loan, the State Committee's reports disclose the
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receipt of $38,000 as loan repayments from the Federal Comnittee.

C. Other Transactions

in addition to the $55,000 and $38,000 loans and transfers

between the State and Federal Committees during 1990 which are the

subject of this referral, the public record also indicates earlier

loans from the State Committee to the Federal Committee. For

example, on its amended 1988 April Quarterly Report, the Federal

Committee disclosed receipt of a $26,916 loan from the State

Committee on March 22, 1988 and repaid on April 15, 1988. Upon

questioning by RAD, the Federal Committee stated in a letter dated

October 5, 1988 that it considers the loan to be from the

candidate. 9 In addition, the Federal Committee's 1989 Mid Year

Report disclosed a $21,750 loan from the State Committee, which

was repaid on May 11, 1989. Schedule C, however, discloses the

existence of an $88,666 loan from the State Committee. Schedule D

only lists the $21,750 loan and a loan 
from the candidate.

10

8. As noted above, Leigh-Wai Doo was a candidate in the Hawaii

First Congressional District 1988 Democratic primary election.

Mr. Doo never filed a statement of candidacy regarding the 1990

election.

9. In light of the Federal Committee disclosing numerous loans

from the candidate, this Office does not find it credible that the

candidate would make other loans under the name of the State
Committee.

10. The transactions between the Federal and State Committees appear

to be entwined with the candidate's loans. The Federal Committee's

1988 Year End Report discloses a $188,666 loan from the State

Committee, with $66,916 in cumulative payments to date, leaving a

balance of $121,750. On Schedule C of the Federal Committee's

following report (the 1989 Mid Year Report), the loan is split into a

$100,000 loan from the candidate and an $88,666 loan from the State

Committee. On Schedule D of this report, the $21,750 loan from the

State Committee is described as a "loan from candidate."
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Therefore, there are questions in both the 1986 and 1990 election

cycles regarding the transactions between the State and Federal

Committees, as well as the role of the candidate's personal

funds.
11

D. Conclusions

Hawaii law permits corporate contributions subject to

limitations, and the State Committee reports the receipt of

numerous corporate contributions. While it is not clear that the

Federal Committee made disbursements with the $55,000 and $38,000

in corporate funds in its account during 1990,12 the Federal

Committee clearly used funds loaned in prior years by the State

Committee. Regarding the repayment of the $55,000 loan, one of

Leigh-Wai Doos versions of the events is that the funds were

provided from a retirement account controlled by the candidate's

wife, Linda Doo. Therefore, she may have made an excessive

contribution to the Federal Committee, and so this Office

recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

Linda Doo violated 2 U.S.C. I 441a(a)(l)(A). In light of the

Federal Committee's apparent acceptance of this excessive

contribution, this Office recommends that the Commission find

11.

12. The Federal Committee's original report disclosed the $55,000
loan made on June 30, 1990, but no date of the repayment of the
$17,625. The Federal Committee did not disclose any significant
disbursements between June 30, 1990 and September 6, 1990, when
the Committee made a $3500 loan repayment to candidate Doo.
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reason to believe that the Doo for Congress Committee and

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

In light of the Federal Committee's apparent receipt of

corporate funds from the State Committee, this Office recommends

that the Commission find reason to believe that Doo for Congress

Committee and Charles Torigoe, as treasurer, and Doo Kokua

Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo and Alice Y. Murayama, as

treasurer, 1 3 each violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). With regard to the

Federal Committee's apparent failure to report all of its

receipts, this Office recommends that the Commission find reason

to believe that Doo for Congress Committee and Charles Torigoe, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 434(b).'14

Finally, in light of the State Committee's transfer of funds

far in excess of $1,000 to the Federal Committee, the State

Committee qualified as a federal political committee. See

2 U.S.C. 5 431(4)(A); 11 C.F.R. 5 l10.3(c)(6)(iii). The State

Committee, hovever, never filed a statement of organization and

never filed reports of receipts and disbursements. Therefore,

this Office recommends that the Commission find reason to believe

that Doo Kokua Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo and Alice Y.

Rurayama, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 433(a) and 434.

In order to determine what funds the Federal Committee

13. According to the Hawaii Campaign Spending Commission,

Ms. Murayama is the deputy treasurer of the Doo Kokua Committee,
which doesn't have a lead treasurer.

14. A question is raised whether the violations in this matter

were knowing and willful, but this Office does not possess

sufficient evidence to make such recommendations.
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received from the State Committee, the composition of those funds,

and the use the Federal Committee made of those funds, this Office

recommends that the Commission authorize a section 437g(a)(2)

audit for the 1988 and 1990 election cycles. This should shed

light on the section 441a and 434 issues as well. Although there

are significant funds involved in this matter, and we feel that

only through an audit could we unravel all the details of the

various transactions, we recognize that the Commission may decide

that use of the necessary resources to undertake the field audit

are not justified in this matter. If the Commission so

determines, in the alternative this Office proposes to send

subpoenas to the State and Federal Committees in order to obtain

at least a superficial explanation and documentary evidence of the

reported transactions between the Committees. This Office feels

that a subpoena is necessary in light of the Federal Committee's

failure to consistently and satisfactorily respond to lADts

inquiries. Therefore, this Office alternatively recommends that

the Commission approve the attached Order and Subpoena.

I3I. 22caOWMUATIONS

1. Open a KUR.

2. Find reason to believe that the Doo for Congress
Committee and Charles Torigoe, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. SS 434(b), 441a(f), and 441b(a).

3. Find reason to believe that the Doo Kokua
Comittee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo and Alice Y. Murayama,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a), 434,
and 441b(a).

4. Find reason to believe that Linda Doo violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a)(1)(A).
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5. Authorize an audit of the Doo for Congress Committee
(Federal)t the Friends of Leigh-Wal Doo (Federal), and
the Doo Kokua Comittee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo (State)
for the 1968 and 1990 election cycles pursuant to
2 U.S.C. I 437g(a)(2).

6. If the Commission does not authorize an audit, then in
the alternative approve the attached Order and Subpoena.

7. Approve the attached Factual and Legal Analyses and the
appropriate letters.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY:
Lois G. Lerner
Associate General C-ousel

Attachments:
1. Referral Materials
2. Factual and Legal Analyses
3. Orders and Subpoenas

*t
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
AASHICTO% DC 20461I

MEMORANUDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

LAWRENCE N. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

MARJORIE W. EMMONS /DONNA ROACH
COMMISSION SECRETARY

FEBRUARY 20, 1992

RAD REFERRAL #91L-51 - FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
DATED FEBRUARY 14, 1992.

The above-captioned document was circulated to the

Commission on TUI1SDAY. F!'RRUA1RY 1. 1!QQ2 a- 11 f10 A_ *4

Objection(s) have been received from the

Commissioner(s) as indicated by

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

Commissioner

the name(s) checked below:

xxAikens

Elliott

McDonald

McGarry

Potter

Thomas

This matter will be placed

for TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 1992

on the meeting agenda

Please notify us who will represent your Division before
the Commission on this matter.

xxx



5a0on Tu FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

in the Matter of

Doo for Congress Committee and
Charles Torigoe, as treasurer

RAD Reera
#91L-51

)

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session on February 25,

1992, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

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

RAD Referral 91L-51:

1. Open a MR.

2. Find reason to believe that the Doo for
Congress Committee and Charles Torigoe,
as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 434(b),
441a(f), and 441b(a).

3. Find reason to believe that Doo Kokua
Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo and
Alice Y. Murayana, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. 55 433(a), 434, and 441b(a).

4. Find reason to believe that Linda Doo
violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).

(continued)



I
Federal Election Com ission
Certification for RAD 91L-51
February 25, 1992

Page 2

5. Authorize an audit of the Doo for Congress
Committee (Federal), the Friends of Leigh-
Wai Doo (Federal), and the Doo Kokua
Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo (State)
for the 1988 and 1990 election cycles
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2).

6. Approve the appropriate Order and Subpoenas.

7. Approve the Factual and Legal Analyses and
the appropriate letters.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, NcDonald, NcGarry,

Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Date -

S retary of the Comission

S



S FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHICTON. DC 20*1I

March 9, 1992

C3UTIUFID MAIL
33 3 3C31?PY 3QU ST3

Mr. Charles Torigoe, Treasurer
Doo for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 11567
Honolulu, HI 96828

RE: MUR 3477
Doo for Congress Committee and
Charles Torigoe, as treasurer

Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo

Dear Mr. Torigoe:

On February 25, 1992, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe the Doo for Congress Committee
and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. S 434(b), 441a(f), and441b(a), 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.

Also on February 25, 1992, the Commission authorized an auditof the Do for Congress Committee and the Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 9 437g(a)(2), and directed that the audit
take place at the Comission's offices in Washington, D.C. A
subpoena for specific committee records will follow.

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

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(9) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.



Mr. Charles Torgoe, Treasurer
Page 2

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 Mark Allen,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Joan D. Aikens
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FUDKRAL 3LZCT!ON CONNISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS: Doo for Congress Committee MUR 3477
and Charles Torigoe, as treasurer

In the ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities, the Federal Election Commission ("Commission")

has discovered that Doo for Congress Committee and Charles

Torigoe, as treasurer, ("the Federal Committee") may have violated

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

The Federal Committee may have received corporate funds and an

excessive contribution, and may have failed to report certain

contributions and other receipts as required under the Act.

Leigh-Wai Doo was a candidate in the Hawaii First Congressional

District 1988 Democratic primary election.
1

This matter involves transactions between the Federal

Committee and the Doo Kokua Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, an

unregistered committee (*the State Committee"). During 1990,

the State Committee loaned $55,000 to the Federal Committee, which

was apparently repaid by the candidate or his spouse, and $38,000

in corporate funds was deposited into the Federal Committee's

account but transferred out to the State Committee the same day.

None of this activity is reported on the Federal Committee's

amended 1990 Mid Year and Year End Reports. The Federal and State

1. Doo for Congress ("Federal Committee") was Leigh-Wai Doo's
principal campaign committee. Doo had a second authorized federal
committee, Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, registered during the 1988
and 1990 election cycles, which reported no activity.
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Cosmittees also transacted even greater sums during 1988 and 1989.

The Act prohibits the use of corporate funds in federal

elections. 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). The Act also provides that no

person shall make contributions to any candidate and her or his

authorized committees with respect to any election which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). In addition,

no candidate or her or his authorized committee shall knowingly

accept an individual's contributions exceeding $1,000 per

election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f). Pursuant to section 434(b),

committees must report all receipts in various categories such as

loans.

A. Federal Committee reports' disclosure

It appears from the Federal Committee's 1990 reports that it

may have received a significant impermissible contribution. The

Federal Committee's original 1990 Rid Year Report disclosed the

receipt of $66,165 in loans and $26,455 in repayments on the

detailed summary page, but did not include the receipt of any

loans on Schedule A or any repayments on Schedule B. The Federal

Committee did include a Schedule C, which is reproduced below.

loan from State Committee

loan amount date lent balance outstanding
$55t,00 6--W-90 ,$17v65 $37,375

(not itemized on
schedule B)

The $37,375 balance outstanding may be an impermissible

contribution.2 The remaining $11,185 apparently received as loans

2. Hawaii permits corporate and labor organization contributions
subject to limitations, and individual contributions up to $2,000
per election.
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was not included on Schedule C.

On October 10, 1990, the Commission's Reports Analysis

Division (ORAD") spoke with a staff member of an accounting firm

hired by the Federal Committee to file reports. The staff member

stated that a loan from the State Committee was actually a

transfer consisting of mainly corporate contributions, and that

the transfer was erroneously deposited into the Federal Committee

account. On December 4, 1990, RAD sent a Request for Additional

Information (RFAI) to the Federal Committee noting the receipt of

the loan from the State Committee and requesting that the Federal

Committee provide a list of persons who had contributed more than

$200 to the State Committee. The RFAI also warned that the loan

must have been made with permissible funds. The Federal Committee

did not respond to the RFAZ and a Second Notice was sent on

December 27, 1990.

On January 17, 1991, RAD spoke with the candidate himself,

who stated that the money given to his congressional campaign by

the State Committee had been repaid. Mr. Doo stated that as soon

as he realized that the transaction would result in possible

violations of the Act, he immediately had the funds returned. Mr.

Doo did not state when the repayment was made.

On February 5, 1991, R&D again spoke with Mr. Doo, who stated

that the Federal Committee had received a loan from the State

Committee and then immediately refunded the money. Shortly

thereafter, the Federal Committee submitted an amended 1990 Mid

Year Report that did not disclose any loan or transfer from the

State Committee. On February 15, 1991, RAD met with the
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candidate, who stated that the funds from the State Committee were

transferred in error and were immediately refunded, with funds

from a retirement account controlled by his wife, Linda Doo.

Candidate Doo also submitted the Federal Committee's 1990 Year End

Report, which disclosed no loan from, or repayments to, the State

Committee.

On March 18, 1991, Mr. Doo met again with RAD, and he now

stated that the money to refund the State Committee came from the

sale of some of his land. Mr. Doo also submitted amended 1990 Mid

Year and Year End Reports. The former does not disclose a loan or

transfer from the State Committee. Since there is no record of a

candidate contribution on the Federal Committee's Schedule A or of

repayment to the State Committee on Schedule B, it appears that

the State Committee was reimbursed directly by the candidate or

his spouse. Consequently, it also appears that the corporate

funds transferred to the Federal Comittee remained with the

Federal Comittee.

The Amended 1990 Year End Report contains documents including

a list of $29,025.00 in contributions titled "Corporate Checks

Withdrawn From FOLWD (Friends of Leigh-Wai Dool/Deposited in DEC

[Doo Kokua Committee." 3 Also included is a copy of a bank

deposit slip dated October 12, 1990 for $38,000 into a Doo for

Congress account. Finally, there is a copy of a Doo for Congress

Committee check dated October 12, 1990 for $38,000 to Doo Kokua

3. Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, as noted above, is Mr. Doo's other
authorized federal committee. It reported no activity during the
1990 election cycle. Doo Kokua Committee is the State Committee.
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Committee.4  Neither the Federal Committee's original nor amended

Year End Report disclose the receipt or disbursement of the

$38,000.

In sum, the 1990 events in this matter involve two

transactions between the Federal and State Committees, a $55,000

loan from the State Committee to the Federal Committee, 5 which was

apparently repaid by the candidate or his spouse, and the $38,000

in corporate funds deposited into the Federal Committee's account

but transferred out to the State Committee the same day. None of

this activity is reported on the Federal Committee's amended 1990

Kid Year and Year End Reports.

B. State Committee reports' disclosure

During the first eight months of 1990, the State Committee

reported lending $32,094.74 to the Federal Committee. 6 Also

included with the State Committee's January 1 through September 7,

1990 report was a printed list of $29,025.00 in contributions

titled "Corporate Checks Deposited into Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo

Account,' but in handwriting amended to "Corporate Checks for Doo

Kokua Committee." This is the same list, with a different title,

as the one included in the Federal Committee's amended 1990 Year

4. It appears that the corporate checks were deposited into and
then withdrawn from the Federal Committee, not Friends of
Leigh-Wai Doo.

5. As noted above, the Federal Committee reported receiving a
total of $66,185 in loans on its original 1990 Mid Year Report.
The source of the extra $11,185 is not disclosed.

6. The State Committee did not specify the date(s) of the
loan(s). The State Committee also reported a $4,000 loan it had
made in 1989 to the Federal Committee that remained unpaid.
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2nd Report. The State Committeees September 8 to September 22,

1990 report discloses a beginning balance of $36,094.74 oved by

the Federal Committee and the receipt of a $38,000 payment,

leaving a $1,905.26 balance owed by the State Committee to the

Federal Comittee.7 The State Committee disclosed no change in

this balance during the next reporting period, October 23 to

November 6, 1990.

C. Inconsistencies between federal and state reports

Based on the Federal Committee's reports, the State

Committee's reports, and the candidate's statements, there are

numerous questions in this matter. The Federal Committee

originally reported in June 1990 receiving $66,185.00 in loans,

$55,000.00 of which was from the State Committee. This loan from

the State Committee was described as a transfer consisting of

mainly corporate funds. The Federal Committee has not disclosed

the source of the other $11,185.00 received in loans as originally

reported on its 1990 Kid Year report summary page but not included

on Schedules A or C. In addition, the $28,455 in loan repayments

disclosed on the original summary page may constitute the $17,625

repaid to the State Committee added to the repayment of the

unknown $11,185 loan, but the figures do not exactly add up. In

contrast to the Federal Committee's $55,000 figure, the State

Committee reported loaning only $32,094.74 to the Federal

Committee during the first several months of 1990. There is a

7. The State Committee's September 23 to October 22, 1990 report
discloses the same figures.
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question, therefore, as to the size of the State Committee's

loan(s).

There is also a question regarding the repayment of the June

1990 loan. The candidate, Leigh-Wai Doo, on different occasions

told RAD of two different sources of funds to pay back the loan,

his wife and himself. If the former, such repayment would

constitute a contribution to the Federal Committee far in excess

of the $1,000 limit under 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A), and the

receipt of an excessive contribution by the Federal Committee.

See 2 U.S.C. s 441a(f).

There are also questions regarding the second set of

transactions. The candidate stated that the Federal Committee on

October 12, 1990 had received $38,000 in corporate contributions

and transferred the funds to the State Committee that same day.

The Federal Committee included an itemized list of only $29,025 in

corporate contributions, but its records show a deposit and a

transfer out of $38,000. Thus, there is a question regarding the

composition of the remainder. In addition, although the Federal

Committee's reports and statements do not indicate a connection

between the receipt and then transfer of this $38,000 and the

earlier $S5,000 loan, the State Committee's reports disclose the

receipt of $38,000 as loan repayments from the Federal Committee.

D. Other Transactions

In addition to the $55,000 and $38,000 loans and transfers

between the State and Federal Committees during 1990, the public

record also indicates earlier loans from the State Committee to

the Federal Committee. For example, on its amended 1988 April
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Quarterly Report, the Federal Committee disclosed receipt of a

$26,916 loan from the State Committee on March 22, 1988 and repaid

on April 15, 1988. Upon questioning by RAD, the Federal Committee

stated in a letter dated October 5, 1988 that it considers the

loan to be from the candidate. In addition, the Federal

Committee's 1989 Mid Year Report disclosed a $21,750 loan from the

State Committee, which was repaid on May 11, 1989. Schedule C,

however, discloses the existence of an $88,666 loan from the State

Committee. Schedule D only lists the $21,750 loan and a loan from

the candidate.8 Therefore, there are questions in both the 1988

and 1990 election cycles regarding the transactions between the

State and Federal Committees, as well as the role of the

candidate's personal funds.

3. Conclusions

Hawaii law permits corporate contributions subject to

limitations, and the State Committee reports the receipt of

numerous corporate contributions. While it is not clear that the

Federal Committee made disbursements with the $55,000 and $38,000

8. The transactions between the Federal and State Committees
appear to be entwined with the candidate's loans. The Federal
Committee's 1988 Year End Report discloses a $188,666 loan from
the State Committee, with $66,916 in cumulative payments to date,
leaving a balance of $121,750. On Schedule C of the Federal
Committee's following report (the 1989 Mid Year Report), the loan
is split into a $100,000 loan from the candidate and an $88,666
loan from the State Committee. On Schedule D of this report, the
$21,750 loan from the State Committee is described as a "loan from
candidate."
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in corporate funds in its account during 1990, 9 the Federal
Committee clearly used funds loaned in prior years by the State
Committee. Regarding the repayment of the $55,000 loan, one of
Leigh-Wai Doo's versions of the events is that the funds were
provided from a retirement account controlled by the candidate's
wife, Linda Doo. Therefore, she may have made an excessive

contribution to the Federal Committee. In light of the
Federal Committee's apparent acceptance of this excessive

contribution, there is reason to believe that Doo for Congress
Committee and Charles Torigoe, as treasurer, violated 2 U.s.C.

5 44la(f).

In light of the Federal Committee's apparent receipt of
0O corporate funds from the State Committee, there is reason to
C4 believe that the Doo for Congress Committee and Charles Torigoe,
Go as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). With regard to the
01 Federal Committee's apparent failure to report all of its

CO receipts, there is reason to believe that the Doo for Congress
Committee and Charles Torigoe, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

0
S 434(b).

9. The Federal Committee's original report disclosed the $55,000loan made on June 30, 1990, but no date of the repayment of the$17,625. The Federal Committee did not disclose any significantdisbursements between June 30, 1990 and September 6, 1990, whenthe Committee made a $3500 loan repayment to candidate Doo.
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March 9, 1992

CERIzFID NAIL
RETUR RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Alice Y. Murayama, Deputy Treasurer
Doo Kokua Committee - Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo

P.O. Box 11567
Honolulu, HI 96828

RE: MUR 3477

Dear Ms. Murayama:

On February 25, 1992, the Federal Election Commission found

that there is reason to believe the Doo Kokua Committee - Friends

of Leigh-Wai Doo and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

SS 433(a)t 434, and 441b(a), 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.

Also on February 25. 1992t the Commission authorized an audit

of the Doo Kokua Committee - Friends of Leigh-Wal Doo pursuant to

2 U.S.C. I 437g(a)(2), and directed that the audit take place at

the Commission's offices in Washington, D.C. 
A subpoena for

specific comittee records will follow.

You may consult with an attorney and have an attorney assist

you in this matter. If you intend to be represented by counsel,

please advise the Comission by completing the enclosed 
form

stating the name, address, and telephone number 
of such counsel.

and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications 
or other

communications from the Commission.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance 
with

2 U.S.C. 55 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation 
to be

made public.



Ms. Alice Y. Murayama, Deputy Treasurer
Page 2

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 Mark Allen,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Joan D. Aikens
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FEDERAL ELECTION CONISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS: Doo Kokua Comittee-Friends of MUR 3477
Leigh-Wai Doo and Alice Y. Hurayama,
as treasurer

in the ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities, the Federal Election Commission ("Commission")

has discovered that Doo Kokua Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo

and Alice Y. Murayama, as treasurer, ("the State Committee") may

have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended ("the Act"). The State Committee may have transferred

corporate funds to the Doo for Congress Committee ("the Federal

Committee"). 1

This matter involves transactions between the State Committee

and the Federal Committee. During 1990, the State Committee

loaned $55,000 to the Federal Committee, which was apparently

repaid by the candidate or his spouse, and $38,000 in corporate

funds was deposited into the Federal Comittee's account but

transferred out to the State Committee the same day. None of this

activity is reported on the Federal Committee's amended 1990 Mid

Year and Year End Reports. The Federal and State Committees also

transacted even greater sums during 1988 and 1989.

The Act prohibits the use of corporate funds in federal

elections. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). The Act also provides that no

1. Doo for Congress ("Federal Committee") was Leigh-Wai Doo's
principal campaign committee. Doo had a second authorized federal
committee, Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, registered during the 1988
and 1990 election cycles, which reported no activity.
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person shall make contributions to any candidate and her or his

authorized committees with respect to any election which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A). In addition,

no candidate or her or his authorized committee shall knowingly

accept an individual's contributions exceeding $1,000 per

election. 2 U.S.C. s 441a(f).

The Act defines "political committee" as a committee or other

group of persons that receives contributions or makes expenditures

aggregating in excess of $1,000 per year. 2 U.S.C. 5 431(4)(A).

Each committee must register by filing a statement of organization

within ten days after becoming a political committee. 2 U.S.C.

S 433(a). Pursuant to section 434(a), each treasurer of a

political committee shall file reports of receipts and

disbursements. Section 434(b)(2) requires committees to report

all receipts in various categories such as loans. Finally,

pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 5 110.3(c)(6)(iii), if a candidate's

non-federal committee transfers more than $1,000 to her federal

committee, the non-federal committee thereupon becomes a political

committee and must file a statement of organization pursuant to

2 U.S.C. 5 433(a) and file reports of receipts and disbursements

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 434.

A. Federal Committee reports' disclosure

It appears from the Federal Committee's 1990 reports that it

may have received a significant impermissible contribution. The

Federal Committee's original 1990 Mid Year Report disclosed the

receipt of $66,185 in loans and $28,455 in repayments on the

detailed summary page, but did not include the receipt of any
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loans on Schedule A or any repayments on Schedule B. The Federal

Committee did include a Schedule C, which is reproduced below.

loan from State Committee

loan amount date lap yent balance outstanding
$55v000 6T- 90 $17625 $37,375

(not itemized on
schedule B)

The $37,375 balance outstanding may be an impermissible

contribution.2 The remaining $11,185 apparently received as loans

was not included on Schedule C.

On October 10, 1990, the Commission's Reports Analysis

Division ("RAD") spoke with a staff member of an accounting firm
hired by the Federal Committee to file reports. The staff member

stated that a loan from the State Committee was actually a

transfer consisting of mainly corporate contributions, and that

the transfer was erroneously deposited into the Federal Committee

account. On December 4, 1990, RAD sent a Request for Additional

Information (RFAI) to the Federal Committee noting the receipt of

the loan from the State Committee and requesting that the Federal

Committee provide a list of persons who had contributed more than

$200 to the State Committee. The RFAI also warned that the loan

must have been made with permissible funds. The Federal Committee

did not respond to the RFAI and a Second Notice was sent on

December 27, 1990.

On January 17, 1991, RAD spoke with the candidate himself,

who stated that the money given to his congressional campaign by

2. Hawaii permits corporate and labor organization contributionssubject to limitations, and individual contributions up to $2,000
per election.
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the State Committee had been repaid. Mr. Doo stated that as soon
as he realized that the transaction would result in possible

violations of the Act, he immediately had the funds returned. Mr.
Doo did not state when the repayment was made.

On February 5, 1991, RAD again spoke with Mr. Doo, who stated
that the Federal Committee had received a loan from the State
Committee and then immediately refunded the money. Shortly
thereafter, the Federal Committee submitted an amended 1990 Mid
Year Report that did not disclose any loan or transfer from the
State Committee. On February 15, 1991, RAD met with the

candidate, who stated that the funds from the State Committee were
transferred in error and were immediately refunded, with funds
from a retirement account controlled by his wife, Linda Doo.
Candidate Doo, also submitted the Federal Comittee's 1990 Year End
Report, which disclosed no loan from, or repayments to, the State

Committee.

On March 18, 1991, Mr. Doo met again with MAD, and he now
stated that the money to refund the State Committee came from the
sale of some of his land. Mr. Doo also submitted amended 1990 Mid
Year and Year End Reports. The former does not disclose a loan or
transfer from the State Committee. Since there is no record of a
candidate contribution on the Federal Committee's Schedule A or of
repayment to the State Committee on Schedule B, it appears that
the State Committee was reimbursed directly by the candidate or
his spouse. Consequently, it also appears that the corporate
funds transferred to the Federal Committee remained with the

Federal Committee.



-5-

The Amended 1990 Year End Report contains documents including

a list of $29,025.00 in contributions titled "Corporate Checks

withdrawn From FOLWD (Friends of Leigh-Wai Dool/Deposited in DKC

[Doo Kokua Committee)." 3 Also included is a copy of a bank

deposit slip dated October 12, 1990 for $38,000 into a Doo for

Congress account. Finally, there is a copy of a Doo for Congress

Committee check dated October 12, 1990 for $38,000 to Doo Kokua

Committee. 4 Neither the Federal Committee's original nor amended

Year End Report disclose the receipt or disbursement of the

$38,000.

In sum, the 1990 events in this matter involve two

transactions between the Federal and State Committees, a $55,000

loan from the State Committee to the Federal Committee, which was

apparently repaid by the candidate or his spouse, and the $38,000

in corporate funds deposited into the Federal Committee's account

but transferred out to the State Committee the same day. None of

this activity is reported on the Federal Committee's amended 1990

Mid Year and Year End Reports.

3. State Comittee reports' disclosure

During the first eight months of 1990, the State Committee

3. Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, as noted above, is Mr. Doo's other
authorized federal committee. It reported no activity during the
1990 election cycle. Doo Kokua Committee is the State Committee.

4. It appears that the corporate checks were deposited into and
then withdrawn from the Federal Committee, not Friends of
Leigh-Wai Doo.

5. As noted above, the Federal Committee reported receiving a
total of $66,185 in loans on its original 1990 Mid Year Report.
The source of the extra $11,185 is not disclosed.
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reported lending $32,094.74 to the Federal Committee.6 Also

included with the State Committee's January 1 through September 7,

1990 report was a printed list of $29,025.00 in contributions

titled "Corporate Checks Deposited into Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo

Account," but in handwriting amended to "Corporate Checks for Doo

Kokua Committee." This is the same list, with a different title,

as the one included in the Federal Committee's amended 1990 Year

End Report. The State Committee's September 8 to September 22,

1990 report discloses a beginning balance of $36,094.74 owed by

the Federal Comittee and the receipt of a $38,000 payment,

leaving a $1,905.26 balance owed by the State Committee to the

Federal Committee.7 The State Committee disclosed no change in

this balance during the next reporting period, October 23 to

November 6, 1990.

C. Inconsistencies between federal and state reports

Based on the Federal Committee's reports, the State

Comittee's reports, and the candidate's statements, there are

numerous questions in this matter. The Federal Comittee

originally reported in June 1990 receiving $66,185.00 in loans,

$55,000.00 of which was from the State Committee. This loan from

the State Comittee was described as a transfer consisting of

mainly corporate funds. The Federal Committee has not disclosed

the source of the other $11,185.00 received in loans as originally

6. The State Committee did not specify the date(s) of theloan(s). The State Committee also reported a $4,000 loan it hadmade in 1989 to the Federal Committee that remained unpaid.

7. The State Committee's September 23 to October 22, 1990 report
discloses the same figures.
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reported on its 1990 Kid Year report summary page but not included

on Schedules A or C. in addition, the $28,455 in loan repayments

disclosed on the original summary page may constitute the $17,625

repaid to the State Committee added to the repayment of the

unknown $11,185 loan, but the figures do not exactly add up. In

contrast to the Federal Committee's $55,000 figure, the State

Committee reported loaning only $32,094.74 to the Federal

Committee during the first several months of 1990. There is a

question, therefore, as to the size of the State Committee's

loan(s).

There is also a question regarding the repayment of the June

1990 loan. The candidate, Leigh-Wai Doo, on different occasions

told RAD of two different sources of funds to pay back the loan,

his wife and himself. If the former, such repayment would

constitute a contribution to the Federal Committee far in excess

of the $1,000 limit under 2 U.S.C. S 44la(a)(1)(A), and the

receipt of an excessive contribution by the Federal Committee.

See 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).

There are also questions regarding the second set of

transactions. The candidate stated that the Federal Committee on

October 12, 1990 had received $38,000 in corporate contributions

and transferred the funds to the State Committee that same day.

The Federal Committee included an itemized list of only $29,025 in

corporate contributions, but its records show a deposit and a

transfer out of $38,000. Thus, there is a question regarding the

composition of the remainder. In addition, although the Federal

Committee's reports and statements do not indicate a connection
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between the receipt and then transfer of this $38,000 and the
earlier $55,000 loan, the State Committee's reports disclose the
receipt of $38,000 as loan repayments from the Federal Committee.

D. Other Transactions

In addition to the $55,000 and $38,000 loans and transfers
between the State and Federal Committees during 1990, the public
record also indicates earlier loans from the State Committee to
the Federal Committee. For example, on its amended 1988 April
Quarterly Report, the Federal Committee disclosed receipt of a
$26,916 loan from the State Committee on March 22, 1988 and repaid
on April 15, 1988. Upon questioning by RAD, the Federal Committee
stated in a letter dated October 5, 1988 that it considers the
loan to be from the candidate. In addition, the Federal
Committee's 1989 Hid Year Report disclosed a $21,750 loan from the
State Committee, which was repaid on may 11, 1989. Schedule C,
however, discloses the existence of an $88,666 loan from the State
Comittee. Schedule D only lists the $21,750 loan and a loan from
the candidate. Therefore, there are questions in both the 1988
and 1990 election cycles regarding the transactions between the
State and Federal Committees, as well as the role of the

candidate's personal funds.

8. The transactions between the Federal and State Committeesappear to be entwined with the candidate's loans. The FederalCommittee's 1988 Year End Report discloses a $188,666 loan fromthe State Committee, with $66,916 in cumulative payments to date,leaving a balance of $121,750. On Schedule C of the FederalCommittee's following report (the 1989 Mid Year Report), the loanis split into a $100,000 loan from the candidate and an $88,666loan from the State Committee. On Schedule D of this report, the$21,750 loan from the State Committee is described as a "loan fromcandidate.*



-9-

a. Coacluslon

Havaii law permits corporate contributions subject to

limitations, and the State Committee reports the receipt of

numerous corporate contributions. In light of the State

Committee's transfer of funds that included corporate funds to the

Federal Committee, there is reason to believe that the Doo Kokua

Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo and Alice Y. Murayana, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a).

In addition, in light of the State Committees transfer of

funds far in excess of $1,000 to the Federal Committee, the State

Committee qualified as a federal political committee. See

2 U.S.C. 5 431(4)(A); 11 C.F.R. S ll0.3(c)(6)(iii). The State

Committee, however, never filed a statement of organization and

never filed reports of receipts and disbursements. Therefore,

there is reason to believe that Doo Kokua Committee-Priends of

Leigh-wai Doo and Alice Y. Murayana, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. 55 433(a) and 434.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIN TON. D C 20461

March 9, 1992

CERTIFIBD NAIL
RETURN RBCEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Linda Doo
3003 Waiomao Rd.
Honolulu, HI 96816

RE: MUR 3477

Dear Ms. Doo:

On February 25, 1992, the Federal Election Commission found
that there is reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The Factual and Legal Analysis,
which formed a basis for the Comission'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 Conmission's
consideration of this matter. Where appropriate, statements
should be submitted under oath.

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

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

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 Mark Allen,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Joan D. Aikens
Chairman

enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form



FED RAL ELECTION CONISSION

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

RESPONDENTS: Linda Doo MUR 3477

In the ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory

responsibilities, the Federal Election Commission ("Commission")

has discovered that Linda Doo may have violated the Federal

Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by making

an excessive contribution to the Doo for Congress Committee ("the

Federal Committee").

During 1990, the Federal Committee disclosed on its mid Year

Report that it received a $55,000 loan from the Doo Kokua

Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, an unregistered committee

("the State Committeew). This loan was apparently repaid by the

candidate Leigh-Wai Doo or his spouse, Linda Doo. None of this

activity is reported on the Federal Committee's amended 1990 Mid

Year Report.

The Act prohibits the use of corporate funds in federal

elections. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). The Act also provides that no

person shall make contributions to any candidate and her or his

authorized committees with respect to any election which, in the

aggregate, exceed $1,000. 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). In addition,

no candidate or her or his authorized committee shall knowingly

accept an individual's contributions exceeding $1,000 per

election. 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(f).

It appears from the Federal Committee's 1990 reports that it

may have received a significant impermissible contribution. The
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Federal Committeees original 1990 Mid Year Report disclosed the
receipt of $66,185 in loans and $28,455 in repayments on the
detailed summary page, but did not include the receipt of any

loans on Schedule A or any repayments on Schedule B. The Federal

Committee did include a Schedule C, which is reproduced below.

loan from State Committee

loan amount date loan reayment balance outstanding$55,000 6--690 $179625 $37,375
(not itemized on
schedule B)

The $37,375 balance outstanding may be an impermissible

contribution. 1 The remaining $11,185 apparently received as loans

was not included on Schedule C.

On October 10, 1990, the Commission's Reports Analysis

Division ("RADe) spoke with a staff member of an accounting firm
hired by the Federal Committee to file reports. The staff member 4
stated that a loan from the State Comittee was actually a

transfer consisting of mainly corporate contributions, and that
the transfer was erroneously deposited into the Federal Committee

account. On December 4, 1990, R&D sent a Request for Additional
Information (RFAI) to the Federal Committee noting the receipt of

the loan from the State Committee and requesting that the Federal

Committee provide a list of persons who had contributed more than
$200 to the State Committee. The RFAI also warned that the loan
must have been made with permissible funds. The Federal Committee

did not respond to the RFAI and a Second Notice was sent on

1. Hawaii permits corporate and labor organization contributionssubject to limitations, and individual contributions up to $2,000
per election.
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December 27, 1990.

On January 17, 1991, MAD spoke with the candidate himself,

who stated that the money given to his congressional campaign by

the State Committee had been repaid. Mr. Doo stated that as soon

as he realized that the transaction would result in possible

violations of the Act, he immediately had the funds returned. Mr.

Doo did not state when the repayment was made.

On February 5, 1991, RAD again spoke with Mr. Doo, who stated

that the Federal Committee had received a loan from the State

Committee and then immediately refunded the money. Shortly

thereafter, the Federal Committee submitted an amended 1990 Kid

Year Report that did not disclose any loan or transfer from the

State Committee. On February 15, 1991, RAD met with the

candidate, who stated that the funds from the State Committee were

transferred in error and were immediately refunded, with funds

from a retirement account controlled by his wife, Linda Doo.

Candidate Doo also submitted the Federal Committee's 1990 Year End

Report, which disclosed no loan from, or repayments to, the State

Committee.

On March 18, 1991, Mr. Doo met again with RAD, and he now

stated that the money to refund the State Committee came from the

sale of some of his land. Mr. Doo also submitted amended 1990 Mid

Year and Year End Reports. The former does not disclose a loan or

transfer from the State Committee. Since there is no record of a

candidate contribution on the Federal Cemmittee's Schedule A or of

repayment to the State Committee on Schedule B, it appears that

the State Committee was reimbursed directly by the candidate or
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his spouse. Consequently, it also appears that the corporate

funds transferred to the Federal Committee remained with the

Federal Committee.

In response to questions regarding the repayment of the

$55,000 loan, one of Leigh-Wai Doo's versions of the events is

that the funds were provided from a retirement account controlled

by his wife, Linda Doo. Therefore, she may have made an excessive

contribution to the Federal Committee, and so there is reason to

believe that Linda Doo violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(1)(A).



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

March 18, 1992

Jack M.K. Gonzales
Executive Director
Campaign Spending Commission
335 Merchant St., Room 2448
Honolulu, HI 96813

RE: MUR 3477

Dear Mr. Gonzales:

The Office of the General Counsel of the Federal Election
Commission requires the Campaign Spending Commission's
assistance in a Matter Under Review by this Office.
Specifically, this Office requests copies of the Doo Rokua
Committee's state disclosure reports covering the period
January 1, 1985 to December 31, 1986.

In light of the Commission's role as a law enforcement
agency, this Office respectfully requests a waiver of any fees
associated with the copying of such documents.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter. If you
have any questions, please contact Mark Allen, the attorney
assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3690.

Jonathan Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION NJ000768

WASHINGTON. DC 20463

April 7, 1992

MEMORANDUM

TO: LAWRENCE M. NOB

GENERAL COUNS

THROUGH: JOHN C. SUR N
STAFF DIRE 0

FROM: ROBERT J. COS
ASSISTANT STA F DICTOR
AUDIT DIVISIO

SUBJECT: DOO FOR CONG ESS - RECORDS TO BE SUBPOEAED(#Z4II1gf#7)

At your request, we are forwarding a listing of records to be
subpoenaed in the matter of the Doo for Congress Committee. These
records are to be provided by Doo for Congress Committee
(Federal), Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo (Federal), Doo Kokua Committee
- Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo (non-federal), Leigh-Wai Doo, and Linda
oo. It is our understanding that a review of loan activity
between the aforementioned parties is to be conducted in addition
to a review of possible prohibited contributions bated on a
preliminary review of the Doo for Congress disclosure reports. It
is also our understanding that OGC would prefer to issue subpoenas
that tend to be broad in scope so that further requests for
records may be eliminated. The following records for 1987 through
1990 should allow us to perform a thorough review relative to the
above matters.

For both the Federal committees, Doo for Congress Committee
and Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo for Congress Committee, the following
records are recommended for subpoena:

1. all books of record to include but not limited to
general and subsidiary ledgers, journals, and
transaction registers. Further, if any of these
records are maintained on magnetic media, copies of
that media along with all file and record layouts;

2. bank statements, cancelled checks, debit and credit
memoranda for all accounts, and Committee
reconciliations;
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3. records for all contributions received by the Comittee
including but not limited to contributor check copies,
contributor cards, lists, contributor history
printouts, deposit batches, including copies of any
records maintained on magnetic media and file and
record layouts for this magnetic media;

4. all documents relative to transfers of funds between
the Doo for Congress Committee, Friends of Leigh-Wai
Doo Committee, and the Doo Kokua Committee not provided
in response to 1 through 3 above;

5. all records supporting committee disbursements
including but not limited to bills, vouchers, invoices,
and other source documents for disbursements including
copies of any records maintained on magnetic media and
the file and record layouts for this magnetic media;

6. a listing of all loans entered into by the Committees,
either as lender or borrower which details the entities
or individuals involved in the transaction. For each
loan listed, provide a copy of the loan agreement,
including the date, amount and terms of the loan, the
collateral for the loan, the guarantor of the loan;

7. provide a loan history to include evidence of the
receipt of the loan, detail of payments made on the
loan and evidence to support payments on the loan, such
as deposit tickets and photocopies of the instruments
or cancelled checks (front and back) used to make the
payment;

8. workpapers which support the derivation of the totals
shown on all FEC disclosure reports.

In respect to the Doo Kokua Committee, we recommend
subpoenaing the following:

1. all books of record to include but not limited to
general and subsidiary ledgers, journals, transaction
registers. Further, if any of these records are
maintained on magnetic media, copies of that media
along with all file and record layouts;

2. bank statements, cancelled checks, debit and credit
memoranda for all accounts, and Committee
reconciliations;

3. records for all contributions received by the Committee
including but not limited to contributor check copies,
contributor cards, lists, contributor history
printouts, deposit batches, etc.;
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4. all documents relative to transfers of funds betweencommittees not provided in response to 1 through 3
above;

5. a listing of all loans entered into by the Committees,either as lender or borrower which details the entitiesor individuals involved in the transaction. For eachloan listed, provide a copy of the loan agreement,including the date, amount and terms of the loan, thecollateral for the loan, the guarantor of the loan;

6. provide a loan history to include evidence of thereceipt of the loan, detail of payments made on theloan and evidence to support payments on the loan, suchas deposit tickets and photocopies of the instrumentsor cancelled checks (front and back) used to make the
payment.

We also recommend that subpoenas for Leigh-wai Doo provide
the following:

1. Provide documentation to support all payments made byyourself or jointly with Linda Doo, or any otherindividual or entity, to Doo for Congress, Friends ofLeigh-Wai or Doo Kokua committees. This documentationshall include the date, amount, and purpose of eachpayment, photocopies of the cancelled checks (front andback) used to make the payment and photocopies of therelevant bank statements associated with the accountsfrom which payment was made;

2. provide evidence with respect to the source of fundsused to make these payments. If from personalchecking, savings, money market or any other suchaccounts owned by yourself or jointly with Linda Doo,or any other individual or entity, provide evidence ofthe source of the funds used to make the paymentsincluding photocopies of bank statements for theaccount from which payment was made, and evidence ofthe source of the funds deposited into the account thatcomprised cash on hand at the time of the payment;

3. if cash on hand at time of the payment is comprised offunds resulting from the sale of any assets (stocks,bonds, land, etc.) owned by yourself or jointly withLinda Doo or any other individual or entity, provideevidence of the transaction, including bill of sale,transfer of title, photocopies of cancelled checks(front and back), or any other such documentation;

4. provide documentation for all payments received by youfrom Doo for Congress, Friends of Leigh-wai Doo, or Doo
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Kokua Committee, to include date, amount, and purposeof the payment. Provide photocopies of the checks used
to make the payment, front and back along with deposit
slips and bank statements to show the deposit of the
payment.

With respect to Linda Doo, we recommend subpoenaing the
following:

1. Provide documentation to support all payments made by
yourself or jointly with Leigh-Wai Doo, or any otherindividual or entity, to Doo for Congress, Friends of
Leigh-Wai Doo, or Doo Kokua committees. This
documentation shall include the date, amount, and
purpose of each payment, photocopies of the cancelled
checks (front and back) used to make the payment and
photocopies of the relevant bank statements associated
with the accounts from which payment was made;

2. provide evidence with respect to the source of funds
used to make these payments. If from personal
checking, savings, money market, IRA, or any other such
accounts owned by yourself or jointly with Leigh-Vai
Doo, or any other individual or entity, provide
evidence of the source of the funds used to make the
payments including photocopies of bank statements forthe account from which payment was made, and evidence
of the source of the funds deposited into the account
that comprised cash on hand at the time of the payment;

3. if cash on hand at time of the payment is comprised of
funds resulting from the sale of any assets (stocks,
bonds, land, etc.) owned by yourself or jointly with
Leigh-Wai Doo or any other individual or entity,
provide evidence of the transaction, including bill of
sale, transfer of title, photocopies of cancelled
checks (front and back), or any other such
documentation;

4. provide documentation for all payments you made by
yourself or jointly to Leigh-Wai Doo in connection with
the Doo for Congress Committee, Friends of Leigh-Wai
Doo, or the Doo Kokua Committee by date and amount.
Provide copies of the checks (front and back) with the
related bank statements;

5. provide documentation for all payments received by you
from Doo for Congress, Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, or Doo
Kokua Committee, to include date, amount, and purpose
of the payment. Provide photocopies of the checks used
to make the payment, front and back along with deposit
slips and bank statements to show the deposit of the
payment.
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Should you have any questions, please contact Valerie
Conroy or Joe Swearingen at 219-3720.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 2O43

April 24, 1992

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUSTED

Mr. Charles Torigoe, Treasurer
Doo for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 11567
Honolulu, HI 96828

RE: MUR 3477

Dear Mr. Torigoe:

On March 9, 1992, you were notified that the Federal Election
Commission had found reason to believe the Doo for Congress
Committee and you, as treasurer, had violated 2 U.S.C. 55 434(b),
441a(f), and 441b(a), provisions of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). Also on that date, you were
notified that the Commission had authorized an audit of the Doo
for Congress Committee pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(2), and
directed that the audit take place at the Commission's offices in
Washington, D.C.

Pursuant to the audit in this matter, the Commission has
issued the attached Subpoena requiring you to provide documents
which will assist the Commission in carrying out its statutory
duty of supervising compliance with the Act.

It is required that you provide all requested documents
within 30 days of your receipt of this Subpoena. If you have any
specific questions regarding the requested materials, please
contact Valerie Conroy in the Audit Division at (202) 219-3720.
For any general questions about this matter, I can be reached at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mark Allen
Attorney

Enclosure
Subpoena
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In the Matter of )
)
) MUR 3477

SUBPOKNA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS

TO: Mr. Charles Torigoe, Treasurer
Doo for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 11567
Honolulu, HI 96828

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

investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal Election

Commission hereby subpoenas the documents listed on the attachment

to this subpoena.

Notice is given that these documents must be submitted to the

Audit Division of the Federal Election Commission, 999 E Street,

N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, within 30 days of your receipt of

this subpoena. Legible copies which, where applicable, show both

sides of the documents may be substituted for originals.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set her hand in Washington, D.C. on this 2/1s ,

day of a , 1992.

Joan D. Aikens, Ciirman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission
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INSTRUCTIONS

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

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

The response to each interrogatory propounded herein shall
set forth separately the identification of each person capable of
furnishing testimony concerning the response given, denoting
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 1, 1988 to the present.

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

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

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

"Document" 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,
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.

"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 association that person
has to any party in this proceeding. If the person to be
identified is not a natural person, provide the legal and trade
names, the address and telephone number, and the full names of
both the chief executive officer and the agent designated to
receive service of process for such person.

"And" as well as "or" shall be construed disjunctively or
conjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of these
interrogatories and requests for the production of documents any
documents and materials which may otherwise be construed to be out
of their scope.
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"Account" shall mean the bank at which the account is located
and the account number.
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DOCUNEIT R3QUSTS

1. Provide all books of record to include but not limited
to general and subsidiary ledgers, journals, and
transaction registers. Further, if any of these
records are maintained on magnetic media, provide
copies of that media along with all file and record
layouts.

2. Provide bank statements, cancelled checks, debit and
credit memoranda for all accounts, and Committee
reconciliations.

3. Provide records for all contributions received by the
Committee including but not limited to contributor
check copies, contributor cards, lists, contributor
history printouts, deposit batches, including copies of
any records maintained on magnetic media and file and
record layouts for this magnetic media.

4. Provide all documents relative to transfers of funds
between the Doo for Congress Committee, Friends of
Leigh-Wai Doo Committee, and the Doo Kokua Committee
not provided in response to 1 through 3 above.

5. Provide all records supporting Committee disbursements
including but not limited to bills, vouchers, invoices,
and other source documents for disbursements including
copies of any records maintained on magnetic media and
the file and record layouts for this magnetic media.

6. Provide a listing of all loans entered into by the
Committee, either as lender or borrower, which details
the entities or individuals involved in the
transaction. For each loan listed, provide a copy of
the loan agreement, including the date, amount and
terms of the loan, the collateral for the loan, the
guarantor of the loan.

7. For each loan listed in response to question 6, provide
a loan history to include evidence of the receipt of
the loan, detail of payments made on the loan and
evidence to support payments on the loan, such as
deposit tickets and photocopies of the instruments or
cancelled checks (front and back) used to make the
payment.
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8. Provide documentation that is not provided in response
to questions 1-7 above to support all payments made by
the Committees to Leigh-Wai Doo. This documentation
shall include the date, amount, and purpose of each
payment, photocopies of the cancelled checks (front and
back) used to make the payment and photocopies of the
relevant bank statements associated with the accounts
from which payment was made.

9. Provide documentation that is not provided in response
to questions 1-7 above for all payments received by the
Committees from Leigh-Wai Doo, to include date, amount,
and purpose of the payment. Provide photocopies of the
checks used to make the payment, front and back along
with deposit slips and bank statements to show the
deposit of the payment.

10. Provide workpapers which support the derivation of the
totals shown on all Federal Election Commission
disclosure reports.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. C 20463

April 24, 1992

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Alice Y. Murayama, Deputy Treasurer
Doo Kokua Committee - Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo
P.O. Box 11567
Honolulu, HI 96828

RE: MUR 3477

Dear Ms. Murayama:

On March 9, 1992, you were notified that the Federal Election
Commission found that there is reason to believe the Doo Kokua
Committee - Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo and you, as treasurer,
violated 2 U.S.C. 55 433(a), 434, and 441b(a), provisions of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the Acta).
Also on that date, the Commission authorized an audit of the Doo
Kokua Committee - Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
5 437g(a)(2), and directed that the audit take place at the
Commission's offices in Washington, D.C.

Pursuant to its audit in this matter, the Commission has
issued the attached Subpoena requiring you to provide documents
which will assist the Commission in carrying out its statutory
duty of supervising compliance with the Act.

It is required that you provide all requested documents
within 30 days of your receipt of this Subpoena. If you have any
specific questions regarding the requested materials, please
contact Valerie Conroy in the Audit Division at (202) 219-3720.
For any general questions about this matter, I can be reached at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mark Allen
Attorney

Enclosure
Subpoena



53OR3 THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONRISSION

In the Matter of ))
MUR 3477)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS

TO: Ms. Alice Y. Murayama, Deputy Treasurer
Doo Kokua Committee - Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo
P.O. Box 11567
Honolulu, HI 96828

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

investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal Election

Commission hereby subpoenas the documents listed on the attachment

to this subpoena.

Notice is given that these documents must be submitted to the

Audit Division of the Federal Election Commission, 999 E Street,

N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, within 30 days of your receipt of

this subpoena. Legible copies which, where applicable, show both

sides of the documents may be substituted for originals.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set her hand in Washington, D.C. on this 213 ,

day of at , 1992.

Joan D. Aikens, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

%ff cearjorie W. Emmons
c'Secretary to the Commission



Ms. Alice Y. Murayamar Deputy Treasurer
Page 2

INSTRUCTIOfS

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 1, 1987 through December 31,
1990.

The following interrogatories and requests for production of

documents are continuing in nature so as to require you to file

supplementary responses or amendments during the course of this
investigation if you obtain further or different information prior

to or during the pendency of this matter. include in any

supplemental answers the date upon which and the manner in which

such further or different information came to your attention.
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DEFINITIONS

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

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

"Document" 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,
telegrams, telexes, pamphlets, circulars, leaflets, reports,
memoranda, correspondence, surveys, tabulations, audio and video
recordings, drawings, photographs, graphs, charts, diagram,
lists, computer print-outs, and all other writings and other data
compilations from which information can be obtained.

*Identify" with respect to a document shall mean state the
nature or type of document (e.g., letter, memorandum), the date,
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 association that person
has to any party in this proceeding. If the person to be
identified is not a natural person, provide the legal and trade
names, the address and telephone number, and the full names of
both the chief executive officer and the agent designated to
receive service of process for such person.

"And" as well as "or" shall be construed disjunctively or
conjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of these
interrogatories and requests for the production of documents any
documents and materials which may otherwise be construed to be out
of their scope.
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"Account* shall mean the bank at which the account is located
and the account number.
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DOCMIT NDUESTS

1. For the period January 1, 1987 through December 31. 1990,
provide all books of record to include but not limited to
general and subsidiary ledgers, journals, transaction
registers. Further, if any of these records are
maintained on magnetic media, copies of that media along
with all file and record layouts.

2. Provide bank statements, cancelled checks, debit and
credit memoranda for all accounts, and Committee
reconciliations.

3. Provide records for all contributions received by the
Committee including but not limited to contributor check
copies, contributor cards, lists, contributor history
printouts, and deposit batches.

4. Provide all documents relative to transfers of funds
between the Doo for Congress Committee, Friends of
Leigh-Wai Doo Committee, and the Doo Kokua Committee not
provided in response to 1 through 3 above.

5. Provide a listing of all loans entered into by the
Committee, either as lender or borrower which details the
entities or individuals involved in the transaction. For
each loan listed, provide a copy of the loan agreement,
including the date, amount and terms of the loan, the
collateral for the loan, the guarantor of the loan.

6. For each loan listed in response to question 5, provide a
loan history to include evidence of the receipt of the
loan, detail of payments made on the loan and evidence to
support payments on the loan, such as deposit tickets and
photocopies of the instruments or cancelled checks (front
and back) used to make the payment.

7. Provide documentation that is not provided in response to
questions 1-6 above to support all payments made by the
Committee to Leigh-Wai Doo. This documentation shall
include the date, amount, and purpose of each payment,
photocopies of the cancelled checks (front and back) used
to make the payment and photocopies of the relevant bank
statements associated with the accounts from which payment
was made.



Ms. Alice Y. Murayama, Deputy Treasurer
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8. Provide documentation that is not provided in response to
questions 1-6 above for all payments received by the
Committee from Leigh-Wai Doo, to include date, amount, and
purpose of the payment. Provide photocopies of the checks
used to make the payment, front and back along with
deposit slips and bank statements to show the deposit of
the payment.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C 20463

April 24, 1992

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Leigh-Wai Doo, Treasurer
Friends of Leigh-wai Doo
99-453 Hokea Street
Aiea, HI 96701

RE: MUR 3477

Dear Mr. Doo:

On February 25, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
authorized an audit of the Doo for Congress Committee, the Friends
of Leigh-Wai Doo, and the Doo Kokua Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai
Doo for the 1988 and 1990 election cycles pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a)(2).

Pursuant to the audit in this matter, the Commission has
issued the attached Subpoena requiring Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, a
registered federal committee, and you, as treasurer, to provide
documents which will assist the Commission in carrying out its
statutory duty of supervising compliance with the Act.

It is required that you provide all requested docvments
within 30 days of your receipt of this Subpoena. If you have any
specific questions regarding the requested materials, please
contact Valerie Conroy in the Audit Division at (202) 219-3720.
For any general questions about this matter, I can be reached at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mark Allen
Attorney

Enclosure
Subpoena
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In the Matter of )
)
) KUR 3477
)

SUSPOEN TO PRODUCE DOCUNTS

TO: Mr. Leigh-Wai Doo, Treasurer
Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo
99-453 Hokea Street
Aiea, HI 96701

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

investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal Election

Commission hereby subpoenas the documents listed on the attachment

to this subpoena.

Notice is given that these documents must be submitted to the

Audit Division of the Federal Election Commission, 999 9 Street,

N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, within 30 days of your receipt of

this subpoena. Legible copies which, where applicable, show both

sides of the documents may be substituted for originals.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set her hand in Washington, D.C. on this 2/st ,

day of 44 - , 1992.

Joan D. Aikens Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjorie Wto Emmons

/qXSecretary to the Commission
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INSTRUCTIONS

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

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

The response to each interrogatory propounded herein shall
set forth separately the identification of each person capable of
furnishing testimony concerning the response given, denoting
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 1, 1987 to December 31, 1990.

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

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

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

"Document" 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
comunications. transcripts, vouchers, accounting statements,
ledgers, checks, money orders or other comercial paper,
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.

"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 association that person
has to any party in this proceeding. If the person to be
identified is not a natural person, provide the legal and trade
names, the address and telephone number, and the full names of
both the chief executive officer and the agent designated to
receive service of process for such person.

"And" as well as "or" shall be construed disjunctively or
conjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of these
interrogatories and requests for the production of documents any
documents and materials which may otherwise be construed to be out
of their scope.
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"Account" shall mean the bank at which the account is located
and the account number.
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DOCUIM REQUESTS

1. Provide all books of record to include but not limited
to general and subsidiary ledgers, journals, and
transaction registers. Further, if any of these
records are maintained on magnetic media, provide
copies of that media along with all file and record
layouts.

2. Provide bank statements, cancelled checks, debit and
credit memoranda for all accounts, and Committee
reconciliations.

3. Provide records for all contributions received by the
Committee including but not limited to contributor
check copies, contributor cards, lists, contributor
history printouts, deposit batches, including copies of
any records maintained on magnetic media and file and
record layouts for this magnetic media.

4. Provide all documents relative to transfers of funds
between the Doo for Congress Committee, Friends of
Leigh-Wai Doo Committee, and the Doo Kokua Committee
not provided in response to 1 through 3 above.

5. Provide all records supporting Committee disbursements
including but not limited to bills, vouchers, invoices,
and other source documents for disbursements Including
copies of any records maintained on magnetic media and
the file and record layouts for this magnetic media.

6. Provide a listing of all loans entered into by the
Committee, either as lender or borrower, which details
the entities or individuals involved in the
transaction. For each loan listed, provide a copy of
the loan agreement, including the date, amount and
terms of the loan, the collateral for the loan, the
guarantor of the loan.

7. For each loan listed in response to question 6, provide
a loan history to include evidence of the receipt of
the loan, detail of payments made on the loan and
evidence to support payments on the loan, such as
deposit tickets and photocopies of the instruments or
cancelled checks (front and back) used to make the
payment.



S 0
Mr. Leigh-Wai Doo, Treasurer
Page 6

8. Provide documentation that is not provided in response
to questions 1-7 above to support all payments made by
the Committee to Leigh-Wai Doo. This documentation
shall include the date, amount, and purpose of each
payment, photocopies of the cancelled checks (front and
back) used to make the payment and photocopies of the
relevant bank statements associated with the accounts
from which payment was made.

9. Provide documentation that is not provided in response
to questions 1-7 above for all payments received by the
Committee from Leigh-Wai Doo, to include date, amount,
and purpose of the payment. Provide photocopies of the
checks used to make the payment (front and back) along
with deposit slips and bank statements to show the
deposit of the payment.



S S
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

April 24, 1992

CERTIFIED RAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Linda Doo
c/o
Doo Kokua Committee
P.O. Box 11567
Honolulu, HI 96828

RE: MUR 3477

Dear Ms. Doo:

On March 9, 1992, you were notified that the Federal Election
Commission had found reason to believe you had violated 2 U.S.C.
5 441a(a)(1)(A), a provision of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

Pursuant to its investigation of this matter, the Commission
has issued the attached Subpoena requiring you to provide
information which will assist the Commission in carrying out its
statutory duty of supervising compliance with the Act.

It is required that you provide all requested documentswithin 30 days of your receipt of this Subpoena. If you have any
specific questions regarding the requested materials, please
contact Valerie Conroy in the Audit Division at (202) 219-3720.
For any general questions about this matter, I can be reached at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

jL22A..

Mark Allen
Attorney

Enclosure
Subpoena
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In the Matter of ))

MUR 3477
)

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS

TO: Ms. Linda Doo
C/o
Doo Kokua Committee
P.O. Box 11567
Honolulu, HI 96828

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

investigation in the above-captioned matter, the Federal Election

Commission hereby subpoenas the documents listed on the attachment

to this subpoena.

Notice is given that these documents must be submitted to the

Audit Division of the Federal Election Commission, 999 E Street,

N.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, within 30 days of your receipt of

this subpoena. Legible copies which, where applicable, show both

sides of the documents may be substituted for originals.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set her hand in Washington, D.C. on this 2/si ,

day of d , 1992.

Joan D. Aikens, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

MarjrieW. Emmons



Ms. Linda Doo
Page 2

INSTRUCT IONS

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

Unless otherwise indicated, the discovery request shall refer
to the time period from January 1, 1987 to the present.

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

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

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

"Document" 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,
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.

"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 association that person
has to any party in this proceeding. If the person to be
identified is not a natural person, provide the legal and trade
names, the address and telephone number, and the full names of
both the chief executive officer and the agent designated to
receive service of process for such person.

"And" as well as "or" shall be construed disjunctively or
conjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of these
interrogatories and requests for the production of documents any
documents and materials which may otherwise be construed to be out
of their scope.
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"Account" shall mean the bank at which the account is located
and the account number.

S
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DOCUMENT REQUESTS

1. Provide documentation to support all payments made by
yourself or jointly with Leigh-Wai Doo or any other
individual or entity, to Doo for Congress, Friends of
Leigh-Wai Doo, or Doo Kokua committees. This
documentation shall include the date, amount, and
purpose of each payment, photocopies of the cancelled
checks (front and back) used to make the payment and
photocopies of the relevant bank statements associated
with the accounts from which payment was made.

2. Provide evidence with respect to the source of funds
used to make the payments listed in response to
question 1. If from personal checking, savings, money
market, IRA, or any other such accounts owned by
yourself or jointly with Leigh-Wai Doo, or any other
individual or entity, provide evidence of the source of
the funds used to make the payments including
photocopies of bank statements for the account from
which payment was made, and evidence of the source of
the funds deposited into the account that comprised
cash on hand at the time of the payment.

3. If cash on hand at time of the payment is comprised of
funds resulting from the sale of any assets (stocks,
bonds, land, etc.) owned by yourself or Jointly with
Leigh-Wai Doo or any other individual or entity,
provide evidence of the transaction, including bill of
sale, transfer of title, photocopies of cancelled
checks (front and back), or any other such
documentation.

4. Provide documentation for all payments received by
yourself or jointly with Leigh-Wai Doo or any other
individual or entity, from Doo for Congress, Friends of
Leigh-Wai Doo, or Doo Kokua Committee, to include date,
amount, and purpose of the payment. Provide
photocopies of the checks used to make the payment,
front and back along with deposit slips and bank
statements to show the deposit of the payment.



AttOmy at La1186 RIUDP 5R
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FAX (808) 544-0966

July 15, 1992

Federal Elections Commission
999 E Street NW
Washington D.C., 20463

RE: MUR 3477

Dear Sir,

We would like to request for a 60 day extension/grace period
from July 15, 1992 for the reorganization and preparation of our
reports, records and other doctmnts to facilitate your review.
This letter is submitted to dcmInt this request in aordance
with our conversation with Mr. Richard n dino on July 9, 1992,
10:26 a.m.

Our office has recently seen an nlapte change. The inoin
individual who will be r8on:ible for the aini stration of our
Federal Campaign Spending Reports is currently under train and
will need the time to gather and review the materials hiinelf.

Thank You for your time and effort in this matter.

sincerely,

4WM Leigh-Wai Doo



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 20463

July 23, 1992

Nr. Leigh-Wai Doo
1188 sishop Street
Century Square, Suite 1203
Honolulu, HI 96813

RE: MUR 3477
Doo for Congress Committee
Doo Kokua Committee
Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo
Linda Doo

Dear Mr. Doo:

On April 24, 1992, the Federal Election Commission issued
subpoenas for the production of documents to Doo for Congress
Committee, Doo Kokua Committee, Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, and
Linda Doo. On July 20, 1992, we received your letter dated
July 15, 1992, requesting an extension of 60 days to respond to
the Commission's subpoenas.

Considering the Federal Election Comission's
responsibilities to act expeditiously in the conduct of
investigations, the Office of the General Counsel cannot grant
your full request, but can only agree to a 40 day extension. This
is in addition to the 40 days that have already passed since the
original due date early last month. Accordingly, the response is
due by close of business on August 25, 1992.

This due date is firm and please be advised that the
Commission has the authority to enforce the subpoenas in federal
court. See 2 U.S.C. S 437d(b).

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mark Allen
Attorney



FECEIVED
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33R3 WE F3D.3A ELECTION COMxNiW" -11 Pi 5:21
In the Matter of ) SE ST E

)
Doo for Congress Committee )

and Charles Torigoe, as treasurer ) MUR 3477
Doo Kokua Committee and Alice )

Murayana, as treasurer )
Linda Doo )

COMPREHENSIVE INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #l

On February 25, 1992, the Commission found reason to

believe that Doo for Congress Committee and Charles Torigoe, as

treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 434(b), 441a(f), and 441b(a),

Doo Kokua Committee and Alice Murayama, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. 55 433(a), 434, and 441b(a), and that Linda Doo

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(1)(A). Also on that date, the

Commission authorized an audit of the Doo for Congress

Committee, Doo Kokua Committee, and Friends of Leigh-Wai

Doo. On April 24, 1992, the Commission issued subpoenas for

the production of documents to Doo for Congress Committee, Doo

Kokua Committee, Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, and Linda Doo, so

that the audit of the three committees could take place here

with documents provided by the committees in response to the

subpoenas. On July 20, 1992, we received a request from

candidate Leigh-Wai Doo for an extension of 60 days to respond

to the Commission's subpoenas.

1. The Commission made no finding regarding Friends of Leigh-Wai
Doo, which reported no federal activity during the 1988 and 1990
election cycles. In light of the possibility that funds did pass
through this committee, however, it is included in the audit.
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In light of the time that had already passed since the due

date and the size of the request,2 this Office granted a partial

extension to Mr. Doo's request. Consequently, the subpoena

responses are due by August 25, 1992. At that point the Audit

Division will analyze the subpoenaed documents, and thereafter

this Office will report to the Commission.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Date
By:

Lo isG fLerner
Associte General Counsel

Staff Member: Mark Allen

2. This Office spoke with the treasurer of the Doo Kokua
Comaittee on June 15 and again on July 9, 1992 regarding the
responses.

0. 3 IqI - I
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TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Lavrence X. Noble
General Counsel

0 arjorie . Ramons/Bonnie J. Ross
Secretary of the Commission

August 6, 1992

NuR 3477 - Comprehensive Investigative 3epOrt
#1 dated Aug t 3v 1992.

The above-opttoed otftr yes reteivd in tAe
Commission coretariat at ai p.m. on 4sa y ^Wgutt 4#
1992 and circulated to tba C 00io Ot di 24 r mo
objection basis at 11:00 a.s. on - --- Augut 5, 1 1".

There were no abjeotions td the 0ciconed mattr.
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FAX (06) 528-MI0

August 25, 1992

Ms. Joan D. Aikens
Chairperson
Federal Election Committee
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Mark Allen, Esq. - Z

Re: MUR 3477
Doo for Congress Committee and -
Charles Torigoe, as Treasurer -j
Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo

Dear Chairperson Aikens and Attorney Allen:

Enclosed please find all documents requested of the Doo
f or Congress Committee and Charles Torigoe, an Treasurer, pursuant
to your letter dated April 24, 1992, and o nts requested of
Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo dated April 24, 1992, that are within our
possession. Please know that the reports and the corespondence
filed with and from the commission are not included as they appear
not to be part of the requested material. If you do wish those
reports and correspondence, I'd be glad to forward them to you.
Your letter to the Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo dated April 24, 1992,
is addressed to Leigh-Wai Doo, Treasurer, at 99-453 Hokea Street,
Aiea, HI 96701; said address is that of James Naylon who was
Treasurer of the Committee Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo for Congress.

I am Leigh-Wai Doo, the candidate in 1988 for the U.S.
House of Representatives, Congress, and now a private practicing
attorney and Honolulu City Councilmember. Since I lost the race
for Congress in 1988, the Doo for Congress Committee and the
Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo disbanded in 1988 and none of the
comnittee officers or staff are connected with me or have any
interest in the reports, and one of the principal report preparers
is out of the country. Accordingly, in order to facilitate the
processes and to hopefully conclude the matter, I am personally
involved. Please find the designation of counsel from Charles
Torigoe and James Naylon to me so that responses may be provided
expeditiously.



August 25, 1992
Ms. Joan D. Aikens
Attention: Mark Allen, Esq.
Page Two

Please also know that we seek conciliation of all matters
conclusively. We wish to do what is right but need your guidance
on what needs to be amended and corrected if there are errors.

I would be pleased to f ly to Washington,, D.C. , at a
convenient time to conclusively resolve any outstanding issues,
answer such questions that you may have and reach agreements with
you. Or, in the alternative, to pay for your cost of airfare to
Hawaii to study the people and material firsthand. My hope is to
reach a conclusion of this matter soon.

The matters of investigation arise from a congressional
race four years ago which was lost. The amounts I believe are not
large in comparison to the amount of costs of investigating and
amending the reports. I have no plans to run for a federal office,
and to my knowledge there are no complainants. Moreover, as time
moves on memories fade the people involved in the reports have lost
interest and have moved away and documents get mixed; thus my hopes
to reach an early, rapid conclusion.

Finally, I wish to sincerely apologize for the many times
the Committees - - Doo for Congress and Friends of Leigh-Vai Doo --
and the individuals to whom letters were written did not respond.
I personally only discovered the failures of the past year and a
half, from the July 23, 1992 letter of Attorney Mark Allen, which
I received on August 14, 1992. The envelope showing the receipt
date of August 14th is enclosed. That July 23,, 1992 letter was
prompted by my earlier letter which was written in general
recognition that July is a normal date for updating congressional
reports. I apologize that I was unaware of the many prior requests
for responses. I shall endeavor not to have that occur again. I
wish and ask that this investigation and all related matters be
kept private and confidential.

As always, please feel free to contact me at anytime
directly. My telephone number are (808) 732-0006 (home), 523-4615
(city office), and 523-4615 (law office).

LEIGH-WAI DOO
Enclosures
LWD:ar
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September 16, 1992

Ms. Joan D. Aikens-=
Chairperson
Federal Election Committee
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Mark Allen, Esq.

Re: MUR3477

Dear Chairperson Aikens and Attorney Allen:

Enclosed please find original material in the possession
of the Doo Kokua Committee and Linda Lee Doo to our knowledge
requested in subpoenas asserted to have been issued by the
Commission. I am the attorney for the Doo Kokua Cittee and
Linda Lee Doo whose designation of counsel form is enclosed. I am
also the former 1988 candidate for the U.S. Congress.

We apologize for any delays in responm to requests- for
information. I personally was unaware of any outstanding requests
until mid-August 1992. Many persons involved in the reporting for
the 1988 Congressional race are no longer interested nor in the
state. On this account the mail pickup, attentiveness, reporting
and analyzing by volunteers is made very difficult. We earnestly
seek a conclusion. We seek conciliation if there are any errors
and we ask that all these matters be confidential.

Please know of our good faith. To the best of our
knowledge we were unaware of the issuance of subpoenas issued to
Linda Lee Doo and the Doo Kokua Committee. If you have a return
receipt for the subpoenas issued, I would greatly appreciate
receiving a copy for my records and knowledge of our system. Both
Linda Doo and Alice Nurayama, Deputy Treasurer of the Doo Kokua
Committee, have no recollection of certified mail to them. In any
event, after mailing other documents for which we have subpoenas,
I called Attorney Allen on August 27, 28 and 31, and spoke to him
on August 31st to inquire of him whether the enclosed documents
were requested due to the reference in Attorney Mark Allen's letter
dated July 1, 1992. He thereafter faxed the subpoenas to which we
now respond.



ft. Joan D. Aikens
Attention: Mark Allen, Esq.
September 17, 1992
Page Two

As the enclosed documents are the originals for which we
have no copies, please take care of them. We are sending them at
the suggestion of FEC staff in the absence of better alternatives.

We had asked to have a Commwission representative fly out
here, for which I would pay airfare, to resolve matters or, in the
alternative, I would fly to Washington, D.C. with the material if
we could try to resolve all matters in three to four days.

We did not copy the files and papers this time due to the
enormous manpower requirements and expense of copying. Given the
great breadth and generality of the subpoenas, we have provided you
everything on hand that we are aware of. If there are specific
items that you need, please ask it of us with particularity and we
will search for it from banks and other institutions or persons.

If there are any further matters that I may do to
facilitate a conclusion, please do not hesitate to call me. Given
the difference in time, please also feel free to call me in the
early mornings, Honolulu time, at my home (808) 732-0006.

incerely,

A~

LEIGH-WAI DOO

Enclosures
LWD:ar



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

October 16, 1992

Mr. Leigh-Wai Doo
Seven Waterfront Plaza, Suite 400
500 Ala Moana Boulevard
Honolulu, HI 96813

RE: MUR 3477
Doo for Congress Committee
Doo Kokua Committee
Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo
Linda Doo

Dear Mr. Doo:

Please find enclosed copies of the return receipts for the
subpoenas sent to Linda Doo and the Doo Kokua Committee, as per
your request by letter dated September 16, 1992.

Sincerely,

mark Allen
Attorney
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In the Matter of ) SENI E)
Doo for Congress Committee )

and Charles Torigoe, as treasurer ) NUR 3477
Doo Kokua Committee and Alice )

Murayama, as treasurer )
Linda Doo )

CORPRHEZNSIVE INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #2

I. BACKGROUND

On February 25, 1992, the Commission found reason to

believe that the Doo for Congress Committee and Charles Torigoe,

as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 434(b), 441a(f), and 441b(a);

Doo Kokua Committee and Alice Nurayama, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. IS 433(a), 434, and 441b(a); and that Linda Doo

C4 violated 2 U.S.C. I 441a(a)(1)(A) (together, respondents).

00 Also on that date, the Commission authorized an audit of the Doo

for Congress Committee, Doo Kokua Committee, and Friends of

Leigh-Wai Doo.1  On April 24, 1992, the Commission issued

subpoenas for the production of documents to Doo for Congress

Committee, Doo Kokua Committee, Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, and

MLinda Doo, so that the audit of the three committees could take

place here with documents provided by the committees in response

to the subpoenas. On August 28, 1992, and September 21, 1992, we

received responsive documents which were forwarded to the Audit

Division (cover letters at Attachments 1 and 2). Included in the

1. The Commission made no finding regarding Friends of Leigh-Wai
Doo, which reported no federal activity during the 1988 and 1990
election cycles. In light of the possibility that funds did pass
through this committee, however, it is included in the audit.
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August 26 response was a request from candidate Leigh-Wal Doo on

behalf of respondents that "we seek conciliation of all matters

conclusively." Subsequently, this Office informed Mr. Doo in

conversations that the Commission would not take further action in

this matter until the Audit Division had analyzed the documents.

The Audit Division has now indicated that the audit in this matter

has not begun and may not be for some time to cone in light of the

priority of presidential committees. Thereafter, or at a point

when this Office has further recommendations in this matter, we

will report to the Commission.

Lawrence F. Noble
General Counsel

/1Alg3By:t
Date / e r

Assoctral Counsel

Attachments
1. Cover letter to August 1992 subpoena response
2. Cover letter to September 1992 subpoena response

Staff Member: Hark Allen
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ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS WILL BE ADDED TO THIS FILE AS THEY
BECOME AVAILABLE. PLEASE CHECK FOR ADDITIONAL MICROFILM
LOCATIONS.
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FOR 133I FOLLOING DOCWIENTS P UUW., Y ..- 10 WER CAS

1. Memo, General Counsel to the Coission, dated
September 22, 1992, Subject: Priority System Report.
See Reel 354, pages 1590-94.

2. Memo, General Counsel to the Comission, dated
April 14, 1993. Subject: Unforceent Priority Sytm.

See Reel 354, pages 1595-1630.

3. Certification of Con, issioh vote, dated April )0 1H3.
See Reel 354, pages 1621-22.

* 4 General Counsel's Report, In th Ratter of ... +e

* Priority, dated Deeaber 3, 1993.,,,
* .. See Reel 354, paes. 162 3-1140..

-. Cetifietl..o..O i*S ,.
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Re. Linda Do
@/o DOO Kokta Cornit te
P.O. DoE 11S7
IUonolulu, I3! 96626

RtI: KUR 3477

Dear Ns. Doc:

On Kth 9. 1992, you yore notified that the Federal Ilection
Cimislon bad found ream~ to believe you violated 2 U.s.c.
S 441a~a) (l)(A).

A ~o sidetJ ntb circmte nco of tis mter t~he
.e t* ear4ie it* :proctsn~t o

Sincerely,

Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

Date the Comnission voted to close the file:



s intetnally wanerated aer inol~s -the a~rem t i.w
aipt of corpovte and excessve conttbut ions. a# V0P

rtin . On ftebwary 25. 1992.'" the Coissi8on found r io
* t- b ;avetht te oe orCongress Cmittepe and Chaes~8

"ttoeo, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 434(b). 441a(f), and
441b(a) ; that Doo Kokua Comittee-riends of Leigh-Val Doe and
Alice Y. Nurayams, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. if4334e), 434.
and 441b(a); and that Linda Doo violated 2 U.S.C.
S 44la(a) (l)(A).

Mr. Doe's involvement in federal elections vas limited to his
defeat in a l988 primary, and the source of impermissible funds
apers to be loans SMd/or transfers from Doo kokua
e ~ttee-Friends of L, eyh-Vai Doc, a non-federal Comaittee trhat
bas supported his city council campaigns.

Ik.e., swats in this, emtter appeatr to have had L lit ~ . st on

we.an ieian niato fan'qt . ttb
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*osolulu, Il! 96626

i13: RU 3477

Dea r Is. Rturaysma:
On Iarch 9, 1992, you were notified that the Federal Election

Commission had found reasn to believe the Doe Kokua Committee -

friends of Leigb-4Wai Doe and you, as treaurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
15l 433(a), 434, and 441W~a).

After ci

~t&~t*. I
~*051~
i~1~e.

*irot~e.s of this mtter, the
to e*~~w it. tt.ui~uhl
~- ~-i~ ~*~*

If you hays any questions, pl se oetec at(202) 219-3400.

Sinoerely,

Mark Allen
Attorney

Attachment
Narrative

DEC 89 9
Date the Commission voted to close the file:

. , , .: ,. ,. ,

.

rote 1] e
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.a E p of i , '., corortean ecese bnrluto, as.. vel1:
w:roti;... i... y 5 192 the: Commission fon rea.. son;

and: 441bIat and €o tha Lind o vioslaed 2 nt/U..C. a ei

defeat i n 66 rary and19 the eo mpissibleundeso
apar toae lans ahnD/oor transfrs fom oo oadChre

44Cin ta o KkaCmittee-Friends of Legh-Wai 0,ann-eea ommte at
haseY s urya, tesrvolted hisUcity.council3campaig4s

he eveos intoi maer anpfeder etion a lited Iat on

i . pe 'ies, and there is no indication of any serious i~tetby
Via . to violate the Act.



flr fo 0 CongresSl Comittee
P.O. lox 11567
Nknolulu, II 96628

33: NU 3477

Dear Htr. Torigoe:

On Ketch 9, 1992, you were notified that the Federal ElectionCommission had found reason to believe the Doo for Congress
Cittee and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. SS 434(b),
441.(f), and 441b(a).

Cm K.)* has 4I the efr mm~ms f-

,t # . .... .. .

,.4.

If ymhe* nyqtims -se sooo. t

Sincerely.

Hark Allen
Attorney

AttachmentNarrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file: DE 9OEC09
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W s rtin,. On Vbebruary 259 1)93, the Comlion found t~ihu
o e~tve hatthe Dnfor Congress Ceomittde and Charles

VpYOtgoe, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 434(b), 441a(f), and
441b(a)i that Doo Kokua Committee-Friends of Leigh-val Doo and
Alice Y. Nurayama, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 55 433(5), 434,
and 441b(a); and that Linda Doo violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a) (l)(A).

Kr. Doo's involvement in federal elections vas limited to his
defeat in a 1966 primary, and the source of impermissible funds
appears to be loans and/or transfers from Doe Kokua
Citee-rieuds of rLeigh-val Doo, a non-federal €ommittee that
has supported his city council campaigns.

flw events in this netter apar to have had little lmuc on
*U. toe.., end there is no indictiron of any serivu i4 t by
: gbqet. to vilalte the Act.
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