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REPORTS ANALYSIS REFERRAL
TO

OFFICE Or GENERAL COUNSEL

DATE < 14 May 1991

ANALYST: ANDREW ZEHE

I. COMMITTEE: Doo for Congress Committee
(C00222919) 1
Charles K. Torigoe, Treasurer /
P.O. Box 11567
Honolulu, HI 96828

4

I1. RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. §441b

2

I11I. BACKGROUND:
Receipt of Prohibited Contributions

The Doo for Congress Committee ("the Committee”) has
during 1990, accepted a $37,375 apparent prohibited
contribution from one (1) non-registered political committee.
The Committee appears to have refunded the prohibited amount.

Line 13(b), Column A of the Detailed Summary Page for
the Committee’s 1990 Mid-Year Report discloses the receipt of
a loan for $66,185 (Attachment 2). The Comaittee failed to
provide a supporting Schedule A. Schedule C su rting this
Line item discloses a $55,000 loan from the Doo Kokua
Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo ("the Doo Kokua Comittee")
received June 30, 1990 (Attachment 3). S8Schedule C also
discloses $17,625 in loan payments to the Doo Kokua

Committee, leaving a potentially impermissible contribution
of $37,375.
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On October 10, 1990, a staff member of an accounting
firm hired by the Committee to file reports phoned a Reports
Analysis Division analyst (Attachment 4). The staff member
stated that a loan from the State committee was actually a
transfer consisting of mainly corporate contributions. The
staff member added that the transfer was deposited into the
federal account in error.

i/ Leigh-Wai Doo, the candidate, is currently submitting reports
in lieu of the official treasurer, who cannot be located.
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on December 4, 1990, a Request for Additional
Information ("RFAI") was sent to the Committee (Attachment
5). The RFAI notes the receipt of the loan from the Doo
Kokua Committee and requests that the Committee provide a
memorandum Schedule A to clarify whether or not the funds
were from permissible sources. On December 27, 1990, 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 immediately reimbursed.

On Pebruary 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
Mid-Year Report (Attachment 9). The amended Mid-Year Report
does not disclose a loan or transfer from the Doo Kokua
Committee.

On Pebruary 15, 1991, Mr. Doo met with two analysts
(Attachment 10). Mr. Doo stated that the money from the Doo
Kokua Committee was transferred in error and was immediately
refunded. The refund was made from a retirement account
which is controlled by his wife.

Since there is no record of a candidate contribution on
a Schedule A or of repayment to the Doo Kokua Committee on a
Schedule B, it appears that the Doo Kokua Committee was
reimbursed directly by the candidate or his spouse.

Oon March 18, 1991, Mr. Doo again met with two analysts
(Attachment 11). Mr. Doo stated that the money to refund the
Doo Kokua Committee came from the sale of some of his land.
Mr. Doo also submitted amended Mid-Year and Year End Reports.
The Amended Mid-Year Report does not disclose a loan or
transfer from the Doo Kokua Committee (Attachment 12). The
Amended Year End Report contains documents which itemize
$38,000 in receipts which are apparently from corporations
and a copy of a bank deposit slip250r $38,000 into a Doo for
Congress account (Attachment 13). Also included with the
Amended Year End Report is a copy of a $38,000 check from the
Doo for Congress Committee to the Doo Kokua Committee. The
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2/ These documents are characterized as checks withdrawn from
"F.0.LWD" and deposited in "DKC". They were attached to the
Amended Year End Report.
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original Year End Report (Attachment 14) and the Amended Year
End Report (Attachment 15) do not disclose the receipt or
disbursement of $38,000 on Schedule A or B.

OTHER PENDING MATTERS IMITIATED BY RAD:

None.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1989-19%0
CAMDIDATE INDEX OF SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS - (E)

CANDIDATE/COMMITTEE/ DOCUMENT RECEIPTS DISBURSEMENTS % OF
OFFICE SOUGHT/ PARTY PRIMARY  GENERAL  PRIMARY  GENERAL COVERAGE DATES  PAGES  LOCATION
TYFE OF FILER

DI, LEIGH-WAI HOUSE U1 DEMOCRATIC PARTY 1982 ELECTION 1D# HEHIO1101
. STATEMENT OF CAMDIDATE

2. PRINCIPAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE

w3

D0 FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE IT #C00222919 HOUSE
§5 MISCELLANEOUS REFORT TG FEC IMAYBY

HID-YEAR REPOFT 40,757 1JANBY ~30JUNG3
MiD-YEAR REFORT = APENDMENT &IANST -30IUNES
YEAR-END 1JULBY -31DECA9
YEAR-END ~ AMENDMENT 1JR 85 -310ECE9
YEAR-END - AMENDHMENT 1JWL89 -310€C87
YEAR-END - AMENDMENT 1JULEe? -31DECEY

EIHSE/378/4 10
gYHSE/382/1172
89HSE/285/1164
GOMSE/390/3514
SUHSE/392/2870
QOHSE/39%/ 1747
90HSE/405/3252

—

A T Cr =

REGLEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 2ND
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONA. INFORMATION 2ND
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 2ND
MID-YEAR REPORT

MID-YEAR REPORT - AMENDMENT
MID-YEAR REFORT - AMENDMENT
NOTICE OF FAILURE TO FILE

RERUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
FEQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
REGUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 2ND
FEGUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 28D
YEAR-END

YEAR-END - AMENDMENT
REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

1JUL8Y -31DECB?
13089 -31DECET
1JUL8? -31DECB?
1JULBY -31DECB9
1JUL89 -31DECRY
13ULBY -31DECEY
LIANSG -31JUL90
1JANSO -30JUNSO
1JANSO -30JUNSO
1IANFO -3CJUNSO
1JAN0 -30JUNTO
1JAN90 -31JUL90
1JANTO -31JUL30
1JANO -Z1JUL90
1JANO -31JUL9D
1JUL90 -31DECSO
1JUL9¢ ~31DECTO
1JWLS0 -31DECSO

SOFEC/629/4753
| SOFEC/631/4401
SOFEC/643/0029
| QUFEC/ 645/4249
1 FOFEC/635,/48%4
4 JOFEC/659/2423
9 F0HSE/ 406/ 5443

AY = P = O~ O

13 91HSE/426/0871
13 91HSE/427/0199

1 SOFEC/633/3719
2 SIFEC/692/1130
2 JOFEC/655/4891
4 9OFEC/659/2427
1 SOFEC/673/%84G
2 R0FEC/679/1999
b FIHSE/426/2317

10 91HSE/427/0189

1 9IFEC/691 /4016

TOTAL 110 TOTAL PAGES
3. AUTHORIZED COMMITTEES

FRIENDS OF LEIGH-WAI DOO FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE ID 2000222927 HOUSE
1990 STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION - AMENDMENT 12M4R90 1 SOHSE/392/3899
1 TGTAL PAGES

1 AUTH TOT PAGES
4, JOINT FUNDRAISING COMMITTEES AUTHORIZED BY THE CAMPAIGN

A11 reports reviewed.

Cash on hand as of 12-31-90= $4.44

Debts owed by the Committee as ~f 12-31-90= $36,319.02
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18 TAANSFEARS TO OTHEA AUTHOAIZED COMMITTESS.

16. LOAN REPAYMENTS: = -‘M-M
(a) O Leans Made or Guaraniesd by he Candidate . e 116,291.00 j™e
Ma”mm. e - W « o . . | A".—i—’—.m-—-
) TOTAL LOAN REPAYMENTS (add 1%a)and O . . . . . . . . &5 zaﬁ_co
20 RCFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS T0: R A "l-.".:l"J S
(e) Indviduais Persons Other Then Poliscal Commiess . . = 4,529,
®)PolocyPatyCommiess. . . . ¢ « « ¢ o o

() Qaner Polacal Commtises (rchas PACE) . . . . . 1,070, 0
: (0} YOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (a0d 20(a), HNK” A }_15‘9
NNLOTHERDISBURSEMENTS . . . . . « « « « « « o o

[ =8t vasererrh
494,951.21

22 YOTAL OSBURSEMENTS (add 17, 18, 19(c). 20(d) and 21).

P ML CASH SUMMARY
I
3 CASH ON HAND AT BEGINN'NG OF REPORTING PERICD

2,207.07

24. TOTAL RECEIPTS THIS PERIOO (romUine W) . « . « 83,810.00

ISHTOTN.(U”LN!SNUQN i & . wie -'o CHS T B B TR P N 86.01,.07

28 TOTAL OXSBURSEMENTS THIS PERIOO OromUne 22k « o « o « « o o « 85,475.70

37. CASH ON MANO AT CLOSE OF THE REPORTING PERIOD (subtract Uine 28 from 25} $41.37
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MEMORANDUM FOR FILES: TELECON

SUBJECT: Request for Additional Information on 1990 Mid-Year Report
PROM: Accounting firm staff member
Linda Tananey

NAME OF COMMITTEE: poo for Conoress Committee

DATE: 10/10/90

A staff member from an accounting firm hired by the Doo for Conaress
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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~C ~ Attachment # 5

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D C 20463

Charles K. Torigoe, Treasurer
Doo for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 11567

Honolulu, HI 96828

Identification Number: ¢€00222919
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
concerning certain information contained in the report(s). An
itemization follows:

-Schedule C of your report discloses a $55,000 loan from
the Doo Kokua Committee - Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo.
Transfers or loans from state or 1local committees must
be from sources permissible under the FECA, as amended.
Specifically, the transfer or 1loan 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 subject to the
limits of 2 U.Ss.C. §44l(a). Since the Friends of
Leigh-Wai Doo has not filed any reports, you should
provide a Memorandum Schedule A for this 1loan, 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,

Linda Tangney
Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division

K}é 7’(/@64 é/)’???u'{/
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20463 RQ-3

December 27, 1990

Charles K. Torigoe, Treasurer
Doo for Congress Committee
P.O. Box 11567

Honolulu, HI 96828

Identification Number: <¢€00222919
Reference: Mid-Year Report (1/1/90-7/31/90)
Dear Mr. Torigoe:

This 1letter 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 with
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) 376-2480.

Sincerely,

PVNINE

John D. Gibson
Assistant Staff Director
Reports Analysis Division

Enclosure
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ATTACHMENT $7
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MEMORANDUM TO FILES: DATE: January 17, 1991
b & 4 Telecon
vVisit

NAME 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
Leigh-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
30G 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. He
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 faxed
him a copy of the letter that was mailed to the treasurer (808)
544-0966.
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JCMORANDUY. POR PILES: TILECON

8TBIECTs Doo for Congress Committee, report amendment

YROMs Leigh-Wai Doo

TO8  pndy Zehe, RAD

; EAME OF COMMITTEER Doo for Congress Committee

~ DATEs 2-5-91

Mr. Doo phoned concerning the amendment to the 1990 Mid-year
report. He asked if he could fax a copy of the amended report so that
1 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.
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POHORANDUY. POR PILES; Visitcon
8-3VESTs Transfer from state committee
T2X: Leigh-Wai Doo

TOs Pat Sheppard and Andy Zehe

OEAME O COMMITTEE: Doo for Congress Committee

DATBs 2-15-91

~y

oy

e The two analysts met with Mr. Doo at the Commission. Mr. Doo stated that
the money from the state committee was transfefred in error. The money was
immediatley refunded when he became aware that the funds were potentially
i@permissible. The refund was made from funds in a .retirement account which
his wife controls. The analysts warned Mr. Doo tnat if the refund check
was signed by his wife it constituted an illegal contribution on her part.
¥r. Doo 2also submitted his year end report.

N

~
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JCHNORANDUY POR PILES3 Visitcon
87BJBSTs YE and MY reports

) ¢ 3= ¥ L‘eigh-'rlai Doo

903 Peter ye11 and ANdy Zehe

R
NAME O COMMITTEE:s Doo for Congress Committee

 pATEs 3-18-91
N

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 must
have been sufficient to cover the money refunded. The analysts also
asked Mr. Doo to clarify the source of the $100,000 candidate loan.
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2¢ TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS THIS PERIC0 (rom Lne 32). ¢ $3,043.30 g (2 (4 1?'
27 CASH ON MAND AT CLOSE OF THE REPORTING PERIOO (subr act Line 26 rom 295) $

.
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TCORNCRLTE OMECIS WITHOGAMR FRCA FOLWD/DEPCSTTED 1N DRC

I.‘-;enx- l/;ii-l gt
MOYED CAWAIGR SPENCING REPORT 14/90

LAST OB CON; MIY RANE FiRST mANE

VRIANIIAT[On Rt

ALVIN JARE § ASSC _IWC, _' = . ST SEP T 1$7

-

PR -

AOTAN] & ASSOCIATES, JAC.

COVE BNTERFRISES, IRC.

GINERAL CONTRATIORS ASSE.

WASEFQ (MAXATE), INC.

INVATIVE ARDXITECTURAL DESIGNS, TNC.
o® MvesPeENT___ =

LEE DEVELOPRENT InC. ABE
RIOEAC LURCER CO., LTY.

PACIEIC BEACH COPPORATION . _ _ -

PUSLIC AFFATRS CONSUL TANTS-HAMAL]
WIKRGKT & ASCOCIATES

STRVZ CLINIC & MOSEIKC. ..

TAR AXAS SERVICES, INC.

WAIRIKI INPROVENMENT ASSH.

uaeco mc,
FRAXKLIN GRAYRASSOC./ARCHITECTS, w
LEASE 11, INC.

. & E PACIFIC, [N

RORTGASE ASSICIATES
PACIFIC CORSTRUCTION €O., LTD.

MATKIKL. DEROVEVINT ASSOCIATION _ .

BAGATA, YAASHIRO, SUTWKI, IXC.
S. TARAKA CONSTRUCTION

Ao eRELONE (TS,

8AY VIEW GOLF COURSE
GENNETT ORANE RARURATSY

_MELOER, BASTERT R KIWA& .
ERNEST K.

WIRATA & ASSOCIATES, INC.
JOHNSCH TSUSHIMA LUERSEN LOMREY, INC.
RRIRSL PALNTING CORPANY . _
RATSOACA & ASC.

MURXA § SSSOCIATES, INC.

OSITA KININITSI § ASSACIATER 1w
SUTTON CARDIa PARTNERS

OESIEh PARTNERS INCORPORATED
BELT_COLLINS AND ASSOCIATES
CARLSFITH, WICHWAN, CASE, MUKAI

Cw ASSOCIATES, InC.

RICHARD

- DESIEN-N6 CompaNY
€0° mawaAl], ImC.

Edward lcﬁni
dba PARADISE COVE, Roy Yorujo
OF RAMALL

Kenneth C. Chang

8e~tha Ho-Koon Moy Tryst
Abrahae Lee

fs. Sue Kinochite

Wllece S Batcas / Jack K. Suws

dba TRADEWIND CHEVRON SERVICE
Cheisting Kresnsr, President
8111 Dornbush__

Franklin Groy

Pauahi Tower _
Ron § Sue Mige

Elio leng = _ _

Electrical Engtnoers Inc.

Pauaht Tower

ARCHITECTS, InC.

b cast

€ba GEOLARS-NI

18 Mraamy Ave  Brv 037
1522 Makalog St . Sre !
106% A Stree!

020 melflgnd S Qe -
1128 12t dver.o Ste
1952 You-g Street, Fn:
2350 (iptoms bn,

PO B 1T1Y

2057 Malers? Avenie
WITS Hing St , St
1123 10th Ave., 401

00 S.Ling Street

HSE Nalolee Ave.

2222 Kalakeus Ave. 30410

145 Foct _STEIMY Maweif Blz;

196 Bishop St., Ste. V¢
450 Ena Moad, Soece C-$

1001 Rishep St., Ste. $O3.

1188 0fshen Se., Ste. 1301
107 Richa~ds S¢.8400

2222 Kalehava Ave., Ste W:°
931 hpusten St | Ste 2.
§35 Ward Ave., 0 21

327 Queer St.8501

144 Kapiolant Bivd . 8058
1290 Aua*i St | Sre 20t
131 Bishop St.B258% PR: Towe-
905 Rakahiht way, Mangy Ste
oY Bishop St . Ste W€
96-139¢ mathong St

1152 S Ring St 952

1259 S Beete-re &t

150§ Aapiplans fiya

RN s Ave

198y Ngeyiia e

60 & & Ny Rive

P 0 B 880

018 Ko ape Sragee

1913 Yong St . S

nu Brgw- 30 gt
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1118 S Ping 5t B9
1900 Spvew Ave , Box 0178
1505 Rakplon St . Ste LIH
101) e Street
O 126 mivient St . Ste 820
. 1126 1eh Avenve, Ste. 20)
1552 Young reet, P2
- 208 {1pfoss Ney
0.0, ta 1Y
- _3680 salekeua hvewe
hwe 111 S, Ning k., o 200
oD 12 11tk Ave., 801
= 900 S.King Shrwet_ . _._
EON M Wiales Mve.
2222 Kalakaua Ave.BWN0

SO uS fort S M1 Nemadf Bldy. _ .

100 Sishep $¢., Ste. 200
T 450 Ene ood, Spece C-S
1001 Rishop 82, Ste 500
T 1108 0ishop S¢., See. 10
M 707 Richards .MM
‘. 2N Klekave Ave., Ste. N0
o 931 Neusten 8., $te. 280
4 $35 Mord Ave., M. 211
e N . -
1441 Kaplolant Bivd., 81284
1210 Auakf St., Ste 284
— 2122 Bishop $2.82590 PRI Tewer
NS Rekahiki way, Mokt S0,
1001 Oishop S¢., Ste. T80
96-135¢ Malhons S2. . . .
1150 S.Cing $2.8805
1239 S. Saretonie M.
1505 Mapfoleni Blvd  Ste. 1340
1210 Ware Ave.
1960 Kakelos St.. Ste. 1100
§2) Alg Moana Bivg., Ste. 200
P 0. Box 056
6 K21EN1 Sereet

1513 Yooy $8.. Ste. 2W
1104 Biedna Sr P984S

. - —— e — - " -

1ist date  10/31/00

Iy ST 110 DATE AOUKT COMMENT  ACCOUNT
wanolyly Ml 96014 04/09/90 $0 00 __FoLwe
Keanplyly N 9E8Y. 02/20/90 9. FOLWD
Rwnalyly W1 96814 02/26/98 0 0 FOLWO
sanolyly HI 96019 02/26/9¢ n.e FOLWD
Ranelyly Ml 96R1) 02/06/90 LI ] FOLWD
Honalyty Wl 96816 01/05/90 Ne FOLWD
Monolyly Hl 96026 0272V | ".e e TR
#onolyly Nl 96822 03/29/%0 0.0 FOLWD
Honolylu M1 96806 02/06/%% 0. FOLWD
Konolulv HI 96015 02/09/90_ . Se.h__ FOLWD .
Monolule NI 96014 02/28/90 “0.0 FOLWO
Hono lulv Rl 96816 03/29/80 “." FoLWD
Honolulv Hl 96013 Q/18/08 . _HL.WL_____ FOW
Honolule Nl 96815 03/8%/94 0.0 FoLWO
Nonolwle N1 96015 82,10/9 %N.0 FoL®

Borolulu_ KL AYN MM S

Nonolvlv K1 96013 02/25/1 10.0 oL
[ 1LY Rl 96015 03/0%/90 10.0 L8
Monoluhw. ... HL.960)3 66711200 10004 FOLND __
Konolule N1 96013 93/05/00 10.0 LD
Konotulu H] 96013 03/720/%8 1H.0 FoLWD
Konolule RI 96815 61°05°00 . _ 1L __ .. FOLWD
HonoWuly Hl 96026 H/11/%0 1.8 FOLWO
Honolulu Nl 95214 03/706/90 129.0 b g
Honoluly. . WL 9681 02/16/90.. _ 20400 _ ____  FOLW
Honolulu HI 96014 02/28/90 0.0 FOLWD
Honoluly Bl %edi¢ M/1 /00 %0.00 oL
Honolulu. _ N1 96013 83712790 _ 2500 _ . FOUNC.
Honolulv N1 96826 MV W/ 50.08 FOLWD
HonoYulv Rl 9601 M/ / N0 0.0 FOLWO
Pear) City Ml 95702 M/11/90 . a0 __
Honoluly Rl 95010 03/12/90 250.00

Nonolule K 6810 04/1V/90 %000

Honolulv NI S6R14 84/01/90 %0

Nonolule NI 96016 03/12/9%¢ 250.00

Honcluly UV I RO TYALTA AN ]

Bonolulu. . _MI 96213 GU/1V/90__. . $00.M

Honolule Nl 96058 04/09/90 $00.0¢

Konoluly Nl 95819 €2/28/%0 .M

Monolulu. . .  WI 86828 B4/11/90 $00.00

Kenoluly N] 96913 02726790 $00 0

NS

TOTAL $100 AND IwoEs /450
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B 1REERING CORCEPTS, INC. ST oma i hve Ste M
Recrrusk PROPLRTIES, LT, i Scott AcCoraack PN Runaica ot Sutredll
B S b EianT COLF COURSE ARCH]TECTS s30 Aia mosoa Rive BP0
OLTRIGESR NCTELS MAKALL - 2T Lewery St
VICTORIA MARD, LYD.. . _ e " 3 . =k TIT Acahi St., Ste 118
Wt CORXHAT IO Willien Meinberg, President 8210 Karala dvenve
_RAJICEA, OKAZA §_PARTNERS, InC. M e &
BEOFORT PROPERTIES, IRC. P. 0 Box 1287
T CAPITAL THWESTIONT OF MAMALL, IoC. ¢/o Re. Stuart Mo P 0. Box 2668
RPN LIKITED o .32 Beche) St.
KuoleenR I §6-1212 maihora S* , U=~e
B0 KA O TERMITE & PEST CONTROL, INC .0 Box IM
PALAZE_DEVELOPRCHT CONPORATION e A2C S, Eing St Ste 1780
CASTLE & COOKE LAND €O. P. 0. Box 2106
60, 0En CENTURY JNVESTRENTS CO., N.V. V6EE Bishop St., Penthouse
HORITA CORPORATION e e WA N, King Sk, M. 205
LATJEF HOLDING CORPORATION 1688 Bishog St.. Penthouse
SUFANTO HOLOING CORPORATION WEL Bishor St . Penthouse

. THE LUSK CORZAN]ES . e e im0, Bow C-19580
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As a cautionary gesture 2 contributions have been
returned though noted as deposZted durimg this
time period. They had the same address and the
source has not been determined. The two checks
vere from Latief Holdirg Corp. and Golden Century
Investment Co.

PLRPPRIPSTITY ST SR e

a9 e300 40

o il

The Doo Kokua Committee
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nealyly N IAT RN 502 00 fouuD
Pty wloAERIL 02,0008 $0¢.0¢ FOL NG
nanotuly om) BERYY QN0 562 o0 FO.M¢
monolulu Kl §11§ 02/06/90 50 00 FOLWD
Honoluly Wi 9ENA 03705790 $00.00 FoLuD
Hono lul KT SB016 02/18/86 - $52.00 FO.MD
Kol KI 95820 04/11/9¢ " FOLWD

lo‘cretto Cl !l‘ll 05/31/%: 1.000 04 FO.W0
Konoluly Ri 9562 02/CE/90  1,06C.00 FoLwD
Honolulv, HLJE01Y 02/20/90 1.0 0K Fo. un
Pear’ City H] $£762 01/05/90 1,000 OC FO. wr:
Peas: City ME 96782 01705/90 1,060 00

hono*ulu Al 861D 93/12/%7  1.000.00

wonolyly Ki 96903 03/12/3¢ 2. 000.80

Honolyly Wi 96813 04/69/9C 2,000 00

Hono Tyl H] 96019 S/e1/9Y  2.000.00

Konoluly Hl SE213 04709/90  2.000.00

#onoluly K1 96813 €4/08/90  2.000.80

Jrvine CA 92112 01/08/90  2.090.80  _  FOLMD TOTAL OWis §36c  §27.5%5 66

8
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TOTALe 29,025.80
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a-jﬂhalul-lluxulLdailsjﬁit:,dhrﬂu.h‘z3‘ﬂdlla-dlulii—lfiuluhnﬂih-al
 1§1 Bank of Hawall STATE

ARCH ACCOUNY NUMDLIR OB1-
c1_ 2908, WONOLULY NI o

; STATENENT PERTOD
R e ah TeLanss. .. 10701798 THROUGH 18/31/98
ST BCHECKINGA ne

D00 FOR CONGRESS COMMITTER
PO BCX 11567
HONULULU W1 96816

2 OTIRING ST kel
CHECK CHECK 10701

NUMBER  DATE AMOUNT NUL.BER s
1252 10712 58,800.00 10-31

SERVICE FEE

' creprrs
- CretiTaneR perosiy

OPEN!NO .Athﬁct ‘1.’.1”.) ®ececoecccestrncsscssces sss.“
'07‘[ o' .l .t’OSl‘(S) fo' Secscessssscsnscse 3.,.0._..

TOTAL OF ] CHECK(S) FOR ....cccoonvensncncnne 33,000.00
'OTAl OF 1 OTHEK .5"'(3, '0. esssntecccssses z.s.

STATEMENT BALATCE ON 10/31/98 «ouvvnrenseccccnns $32.66
Avmc! s“'mﬂ‘r .‘LA"CE..........'............ ss,

- «
- § =
ot

L

DOV ol bl P

SLAAM AIPORT Av (RIS OR CMEMONS PROMPA Y ST Swl STATRMRNT SR\ R CCOnceai O COmAg( *
BANAP. 099 APWERIE PINE GUA AAAANSAMYVINA ATATEMENTIA) SOR M
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Tolsl Thig Ported Catonder Yeur-1,

12634,00

7.658.00
'4_'-‘--2
14.92
2

§8,180.98

——— ¥,

$2,650.00 L

.02

$1.180.98

EWIMMMEE“& ;

8 RERMNDS OF
2 lvithushy®-—gng (Sher Than Pyting Commines .
P R - to i B = w voar R w w

.....

8,180.%9

¢3,180.98

% O Polie/ Conmiiems i @ M0 . . . .

TOTAL CONTRBUTION REFUNDS
N ONER DBUNIEMENTS .

22 TOTAL DRBURSEMENTS (ase 17. Y0 *0I) 3NNG and V)

B CASN SVARMARY
25 CASHM ON HAND AT BEQRENMNG OF AEPORTING PEMRIOD .

k]

M TOTAL AECEPTS NS PEAOD em Live W) .

5 SUSTOTAL (av L B3 0 Lo DG .

88 TOTAL OFSURSEMENTS Thag PEMAOD (rom Le IB)
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DETALED S8 PAGE
Disbursements

of Receipts and
e 2. PEC FORM 8

c‘"&’»ﬁ&? &QSRESS COMMITTEL FEC 1. D. MO.

L RECEIFTS

TIESRTRTOTSS ot fan Bare) FROW.
ta) ndvichainPersers Oher Than Peliical Commines
AN Ymized hoe S AN. . . .
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T T e
QTCICMM“
4 Pelscal Party Comminoes .

uounuc-.-m-nm

ATeConica . . . .

unmummmmxmnmmm ur
12 TRANSFERS FAOM OTHER AUTHOMZED COMMITTEES.

WY
mm-wnnw "

®) Al Oner Loore .

fc) TOTAL LOANS (scd 138 “N)
14 OFFSETS 10 OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Roncs. Redates. o) .

1. OTHEA AECEPTS (Dedends. inleredt. o) .

% TITAL RECEPTS (add 11(e). 12. 14c) 16 ang 1) .

[ — e

17.0PERATING EXPENDITURES . . . . . . .

0. TRANSFERS TO OTHER AUTHORIZED COMMITTEES.

. LOAN REPAYMENTS:
(a) Of Leans Made o Guaranteed by e Condidate .

7,658.00 62,658.00

< [ ] .
& DISSURSEMENTS PRSI BTSRRI

14.92 38.02

I 27

8,180.98 63,189,98

OOl . o « » s 5 4@ 6w

i) TOTAL LOAN REPAYMENTS (acd 19(a) and () .
] REFUNDS OF CONTRISUTIONS TO:
{a) nvouain/Persons Other Than Polscel Commaines -

80,98
8,1 63,160.98

®)PokicsiPatyCommtioes . . . . . .

c) Over Peleical Comminiess (such as PACY) .

&) TOTAL CONTR/SUTION RE RUNDS (09 20(a). () ond () .
DOTHEROSBURSELENTS . . . . . . « « « + - .

82 TOTAL DISSURSEMENTS (add 17, 18, 19(c). 30(A and 21). .

@ CASH SUMMARY

R

A
83 CASH ON HAND AT BEGINNING OF REPORTING PERICD . .

—

242,34

M. TOTAL RECEPTS THIS PERCD omUne ¥) . . . . .

7,658.00

BEBTOTALLWUNDsIUNIG . « « « . . « «

8,200.3

8 FOTAL OSSOURSEMENTS THS PEACO Mo Une 2. . .« .

8,195.90

37. CASH ON MAND AT CLOSE OF THE REPORTING PERQD (st i B ben 20 .

4.4

e o

R £ £

o

\




/

A
g

<0
™N
=0
0.8
o
g
o
M
o

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSEON-- - ..
999 E Street, N.W. °°
washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL’S REPORT sENS'TWE

RAD Referral #91L-51
STAFF MEMBER: Mark Allen

SOURCE: I NTERNALLY GENERATED

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

RELEVANT STATUTE(S): . . 44la(a)

P 441la(f)

s 441b(a)

o = 434

A i 433(a)
INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Disclosure Reports
FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

I. GENERATION OF MATTER

This matter was referred from the Reports Analysis Division
(RAD) to the Office of the General Counsel on May 15, 1991. The
referral notes that the Doo for Congress Committee ("the Pederal
Committee") accepted a $37,375 possibly prohibited contribution
from the Doo Kokua Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, an
unregistered committee ("the State Committee"). Leigh-Wai Doo was
a candidate in the Hawaii First Congressional District 1988
Democratic primary election.1 Mr. Doo never filed a statement of

candidacy regarding the 1990 election.

1. Doo for Congress ("Federal Committee") was Leigh-Wai Doo’s
principal campaign committee. Doo had a second authorized federal
committee, Priends of Leigh-Wai Doo, registered during the 1988
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 Committee 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 Committee’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.

II. PACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Law

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"), prohibits the use of corporate funds in federal elections.
2 U.5.C. § 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. § 441la(a)(1)(A). 1In 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. § 441la(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. § 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. § 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.S5.C. § 433(a) and file reports of receipts and disbursements
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 434.
B. Transactions in Referral
1. Pederal 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
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 repayment balance outstanding
$55,000 6-30-90 $17,625 537,375

(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, 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 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 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
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

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, 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 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.

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 Doo]/Deposited in DKC

3

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

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

. J 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

Conuittee.4

Neither the Federal Committee’s original nor amended
Year End Report disclose the receipt or disbursement of the
$38,000.

In sum, 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 Mid 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.®

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

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.

& 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 $11,185.00 received in loans as originally
reported on its 1990 Mid Year report summary page but not included
on Schedules A or C. 1In 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 figqures do not exactly add up. 1In

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. § 44la(a)(1l)(A), and the receipt of an
excessive contribution by the Federal Committee. See 2 U.S.C.
§ 441la(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. 1In addition, although the PFederal
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 Committee.8
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.lo

8. As noted above, Leigh-Wai Doo was a candidate in the Hawaili
FPirst 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 gquestions 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.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

12 the Federal

in corporate funds in its account during 1990,
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, and so this Office
recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that

Linda Doo violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(1l)(A). In light of the

Federal Committee’s apparent acceptance of this excessive

contribution, this Office recommends that the Commission find

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. § 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,l3 each violated 2 U.S.C. § 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. § 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. § 431(4)(A); 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(c)(6)(iii). The State
Committee, however, 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.
Murayama, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 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 44la 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 RAD’s
inquiries. Therefore, this Office alternatively recommends that
the Commission approve the attached Order and Subpoena.

III. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Open a MUR.

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

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

and 441b(a).

Find reason to believe that Linda Doo violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(a)(l)(Aa).
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Authorize an audit of the Doo for Congress Committee
(Pederal), the Priends 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. § 437g(a)(2).

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

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

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

e NP 4
Lois G. Lerner
Associate General sel

Attachments:

- Referral Materials

2. Pactual and Legal Analyses
3. Orders and Subpoenas
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON DO 20468

MEMORANDUM

TO: LAWRENCE M. NOBLE
GENERAL COUNSEL

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS /DONNA ROACHLJ
COMMISSION SECRETARY

DATE : FEBRUARV 20, 1992
SUBJECT: RAD REFERRAL #91L-51 - FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
DATED FEBRUARY 14, 1992.

The above-captioned document was circulated to the
Commission on TUESDAV, FEBRUARY 18, 1992 at 11:00 A_M._.
Objection(s) have been received from the
Commissioner(s) as indicated by the name(s) checked below:
Commissioner Aikens XXX
Commissioner Elliott
Commissioner McDonald
Commissioner McGarry

Commissioner Potter

Commissioner Thomas XXX

This matter will be placed on the meeting agenda

for TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 1992

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




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

RAD Referral[ [ R 2/[r rw
Doo for Congress Committee and $91L-51 ! A““{ :jL{7 7

Charles Torigoe, as treasurer

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, 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:

Open a MUR.

Find reason to believe that the Doo for
Congress Committee and Charles Torigoe,

as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b),
44la(f), and 441b(a).

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

Find reason to believe that Linda Doo
violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(1l)(A).

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification for RAD 91L-51
Pebruary 25, 1992

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. § 437g(a)(2).

Approve the appropriate Order and Subpoenas.

Approve the Factual and Legal Analyses and
the appropriate letters.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry,

Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons
retary of the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO J0461

March 9, 1992

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

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

Honolulu, HI 96828

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. §§ 434(b), 441a(f), 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 Pebruary 25, 1992, the Commission authorized an audit
of the Doo for Congress Committee and the Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2), and directed that the audit
take place at the Commission’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. 1If 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. §§ 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.




Mr. Charles Torigoe, 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,

BESS ¥, it .,ul'*'ci p

Joan D. Aikens
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
RESPONDENTS: Doo for Congress Committee MUR 3477
and Charles Torigoe, as treasurer
In the ordinary course cof 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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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. § 44lb(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. § 44la(a)(l)(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. § 44la(f). Pursuant to section 434(b),
committees must report all receipts in various categories such as

loans.

A. Federal Committee reports’ disclosure

1t 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
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 repayment balance outstanding
$55,000 6-30-90 §17,62§ $37,375

(not itemized on
schedule B)

The $37,375 balance outstanding may be an impermissible

2

contribution. The remaining $11,185 apparently received as lcans

& u 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 ("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
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.

Oon 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
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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 Committee remained with the

Federal Committee.

The Amended 1990 Year End Report contains documents including
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a list of $29,025.00 in contributions titled "Corporate Checks

2

Withdrawn From FOLWD [Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo)/Deposited in DKC

[Doo Kokua Con-ittee].'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

1 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 KRokua Committee is the State Committee.
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Connittee.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

Mid 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 Connittee.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 r
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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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.

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 Mid Year report summary page but not included
on Schedules A or C. 1In 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. 1In
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. 1If 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. § 44la(a)(1l)(A), and the
receipt of an excessive contribution by the Federal Committee.
See 2 U.S.C. § 44la(f).

There are also questions regarding the second set of

transactions. The candidate stated that the Federal Committee on

8 /

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

4

composition of the remainder. 1In addition, although the Federal

3

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
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. 1In 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 cC,
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.

E. 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 lcan 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. 1In 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.
§ 441a(f).

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

Committee and Charles Torigoe, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 434(b).

")
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9. 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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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20461

March 9, 1992

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Alice Y. Murayama, Deputy Treasurer

Doo Kokua Committee - Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo
P.O0. 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.

§§ 433(a), 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, 1992, the Commission authorized an audit
of the Doo Kokua Committee - Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo pursuant to
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(2), and directed that the audit take place at
the Commission’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. §§ 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(1l2)(A), unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.
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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. 1If you have any questions, please contact Mark Allen,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

- .
e ¥ AT M~

Joan D. Aikens
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
FPACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS
RESPONDENTS: Doo Kokua Committee-Friends of MUR 3477
Leigh-Wai Doo and Alice Y. Murayama,
as treasurer

In the ordinary course of carrying out its supervisory
responsibilities, the Federal Election Commissicn ("Commissicn™)
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 Pederal 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 Committees also
transacted even greater sums during 1988 and 1989.

The Act prohibits the use of corporate funds in federal

elections. 2 U.S5.C. § 441b(a). The Act also provides that no

[ 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.




® ®

=
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. § 44la(a)(l)(A). 1In 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. § 44la(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. § 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.

§ 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. § 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.S5.C. § 433(a) and file reports of receipts and disbursements
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 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 Eeport 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 loan repayment balance outstanding
$55,000 6-30-90 $17,625 937,375

(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

73 Hawaii permits corporate and labor organization contributions
subject 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 goon
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 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 alsc appears that the corporate
funds transferred to the Federal Committee remained with the

Federal Committee.
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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 Doo]/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,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

Mid Year and Year End Reports.

B. State Committee 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. w deposited into and
Friends of

Leigh-Wai Doo.

e 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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6 Also

reported lending $32,094.74 to the Pederal Committee.
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 Committee and the receipt of a $38,000 payment,
leaving a $1,905.26 balance owed by the State Committee to the
Federal Connittee.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

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.

T- The State Committee’s September 23 to October 22, 1990 report
discloses the same figures.
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reported on its 1990 Mid Year report summary page but not included
on Schedules A or C. 1In 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. 1In
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. 1f 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. § 44la(a)(1l)(A), and the

receipt of an excessive contribution by the Federal Committee.

See 2 U.S.C. § 44la(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 guestion regarding the
composition of the remainder. 1In 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. 1In 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.

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."




® ®

E. Conclusion

Hawaii law permits corporate contributions subject to
limitations, and the State Committee reports the receipt of
numerous corporate contributions. 1In 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. Murayama, as
treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a).

In addition, 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. § 431(4)(A); 11 C.F.R. § 110.3(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-Friends of

Leigh-Wai Doo and Alice Y. Murayama, as treasurer, violated

2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 434.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463

March 9, 1992

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT 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.
§ 44la(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 Commission’s finding, is attached for
your information.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate that no
action should be taken against you. You may submit any factual or
legal materials that you believe are relevant to the Commission’s
consideration of this matter. 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 pre-probable cause
conciliation, you should so request in writing. See 11 C.F.R.
§ 111.18(d). Upon receipt of the request, the Office of the
General Counsel will make recommendations to the Commission either
proposing an agreement in settlement of the matter or recommending
declining that pre-probable cause conciliation be pursued. The
Office of the General Counsel may recommend that pre-probable
cause conciliation not be entered into at this time so that it may
complete its investigation of the matter. 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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Ms. Linda Doo
Page 2

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. §§ 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A), unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the investigation to be
made public.

For your information, we have attached a brief description
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,

AT _: ‘_L‘LL'CZ 0%

Joan D. Aikens
Chairman

Enclosures
Factual and Legal Analysis
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Form
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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 Committee”). This loan was apparently repaid by the

2 8

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

O
O

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

J

M

Year Report.

The Act prohibits the use of corporate funds in federal

3 0 4

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

[N

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. § 44la(a)(l)(A). 1In 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. § 44la(f!.

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

may have received a significant impermissible contribution. The




3

N 409 8

3

[

7

® ®

-

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
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 lcan repayment balance outstanding
$55,000 6-30-90 717,843 937,373

{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 ("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 Seccnd N was sent on

: S Hawaii permits corporate and labor organization contributions
subject to limitations, and individual contributions up to $2,000
per election.
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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, 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 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 con the Federal T-ommittee’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. § d44la(a)(1)(A).
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D € 20463

March 18, 1992

Jack M.K. Gonzales
Executive Director
Campaign Spending Commission
335 Merchant St., Room 244B
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 Kokua
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.

Sincerel
HF&“%%”

Jonathan Bernstein
Assistant General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION MJ000768

WASHINGTON D C 20463

April 7, 1992
MEMORANDUM

TO: LAWRENCE M. NOB é/h
GENERAL COUNS

THROUGH: JOHN C. SURIN
STAFF DIRECTO

/ AL
FROM: ROBERT J. COSTA / R
ASSISTANT STAFF DIRECTOR

AUDIT DIVISIO

SUBJECT: DOO FOR CONGH;ESS - RECORDS TO BE SUBPOENAED[MZ{(3¢77>
{

-4
/

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
Doo. 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 based 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;

bank statements, cancelled checks, debit and credit
memoranda for all accounts, and Committee
reconciliations;
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Memorandum to Lawrence M. Noble

Page 2

8.

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;

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;

all records suppo g committee disbursements

including but n ““ited to bills, wouchers, invoices,
and other sourc uments for disbursements including
copies of any r s maintained on magnetic media and
the file and re layouts for this magnetic media;

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

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;

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 i

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;

bank statements, canc
memoranda for all acc
reconciliations;

elled checks, debit and credit
ounts, and Committee
records for all

contri butﬁr check copies,
1butor history




Memorandum to Lawrence M. Noble

Page 3

4.

all documents relative to transfers of funds between
committees not provided in response to 1 through 3
above;

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
lcan listed, provide a copy of the loan agreement,
including the date, amount and terms of the loan, the
collateral for the locan, the guarantor of the loan;

provide a loan history to ude evidence of the
receipt of the loan, d i payments made on the
loan and evidence to support payments on the loan, such
t tickets h“j c“ﬂ*o”oples of the instruments
led 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 by
yourself or jointly with Linda Doc, or any other
individual or entity, to Doo for Congress, Friends of
Leigh-Wai or Doo Kokua committees. This documentation
shall include the date, amount, and purpose of each
payment, photocopies ©f 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;

provide evidence with respect to the source of funds
used to make these payments. If from personal
checking, savings, money market or any other such
accounts owned by yourself or jointly with Linda 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;

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
Linda Doo or any other individual or entity, provide
evidence of the transaction, including bill of sale,
transfer of title, photocopie f cancelled checks
(front and back), or any other such documentation;

provide documentation f 3 1 payments received by you
from Dco for Congress, ds 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.

Memorandum to Lawrence M. Noble
Page 4

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 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 (freont and back) used to make the payment and
photocopies of the evant bank statements associated
with the accounts which payment was made;

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-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;

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;

o0
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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;

provide documentation r all payments received by you
from Doo for Congress, ier Leigh-Wai Doo, or Doo
Kokua Committee, to ;L= ude , amount, and purpose
of the payment. i '”tﬁuooles of the checks used
to make the payment ront and back along with deposit
slips and bank statem to show the deposit of the
payment.




Memorandum to Lawrence M. Noble
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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 20463

April 24, 1992

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

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. §§ 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. § 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. 1If 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,

--"f"‘,./‘:;r.\'lg Al

Mark Allen
Attorney

Enclosure
Subpoena




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
In the Matter of

MUR 3477

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS

Mr. Charles Torigoe, Treasurer

Doo for Congress Committee

P.O. Box 11567

Honolulu, HI 96828

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 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 ‘Z/St

day of d,wuL , 1992.

Joan D. Aikens, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

— {
L i

Marjorie W. Emmons

Secretary to the Commission




Mr. Charles Torigoe, Treasurer
Page 2

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 yocur 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.




Mr. Charles Torigoe, Treasurer
Page 3

DEFINITIONS

For the purpose of these discovery requests, including the
instructions therete, 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 cofficers,
employees, agents or attcrneys thereof.

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

"Document" shall mean the criginal 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, wvouchers, 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 fe.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 locaticn cf the document, the number of pages
comprising the document.

"Identify" with respect to a perscn 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.




Mr. Charles Torigoe, Treasurer
Page 4

"Account" shall mean the bank at which the account is located
and the account number.




Mr. Charles Torigoe, Treasurer

Page 5

DOCUMENT REQUESTS

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 cof that media along with all file and record
layouts.

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

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.




8.

Mr. Charles Torigoe, Treasurer
Page 6

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, photoccpies 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.

Provide documentaticn that is not provided in response
to questicns 1-7 above for all payments received by the
Committees from Leigh-Wai Doo, to include date, amount,
and purpose cf 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.

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463
April 24, 1992

CERTIFIED MAIL
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. §§ 433(a), 434, and 441b(a), provisions of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").
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.

§ 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,

Af W Nz M

Mark Allen
Attorney

Enclosure
Subpoena




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
In the Matter of

MUR 3477

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS

Ms. Alice Y. Murayama, Deputy Treasurer

Doo Kokua Committee - Friends cof Leigh-Wai Doo

P.0O. Box 11567

Honolulu, HI 96828

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 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 ZVJ?

day of d,a,u.l , 1982,

Y

Joan D. Aikens, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

M Marjorie W. Emmons

{/J
4

Secretary to the Commission




Ms. Alice Y. Murayama, Deputy Treasurer
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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 ycur response.

The response to each interrocgatory 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 fcllowing 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 cf this matter. 1Include in any
supplemental answers the date upon which and the manner in which
such further or different information came to your attention.
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DEFINITIONS

For the purpose of these discovery requests, including the
instructions theretc, 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 cr attcrneys thereof.

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

"Document” shall mean the criginal 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, lcg sheets, records of telephone
communications, transcripts, wvouchers, 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 f(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 cf 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.




Ms. Alice Y. Murayama, Deputy Treasurer
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"Account"” shall mean the bank at which the account is located
and the account number.




Ms. Alice Y. Murayama, Deputy Treasurer

Page 5

DOCUMENT REQUESTS

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.

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

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.

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.

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.

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.

Provide documentation that is not provided in response to
guestions 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

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

April 24, 1992

CERTIFIED MAIL
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.

§ 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 documents
within 30 days of your receipt of this Subpoena. 1I1f 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,
L3 401
[k Ll
Mark Allen
Attorney

1

Enclosure
Subpoena
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

MUR 3477

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS

Mr. Leigh-Wai Doo, Treasurer

Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo

99-453 Hokea Street

Aiea, HI 96701

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 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”3t

day of &f/u./, , 1992.

Joan D. Aikens, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

4, £
Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission




Mr. Leigh-Wai Doo, Treasurer
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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 reccrds.

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.

I1f 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. 1Include in any
supplemental answers the date upon which and the manner in which
such further or different information came tc your attention.




Mr. Leigh-Wai Doo, Treasurer
Page 3

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 tec include both singular and
plural, and shall mean any natural person, partnership, committee,
association, corporation, or any other type of ocrganization 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-cuts, 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 cf the connection or association that person
has to any party in this proceeding. 1If the person to be
identified is not a natural person, provide the legal and trade
names, the address and telephone number, and the full names of
both the chief executive officer and the agent designated to
receive service of process for such person.

"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.




Mr. Leigh-Wai Doo, Treasurer
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"Account" shall mean the bank at which the account is located
and the account number.
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Mr. Leigh-Wai Doo, Treasurer

Page 5

DOCUMENT REQUESTS

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.

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

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.




Mr. Leigh-Wai Doo, Treasurer
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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.

Provide documentaticn 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.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D C 20463

April 24, 1992

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Linda Doo

c/0

Doo Kokua Committee
P.O0. Box 11567
Honolulu, HI 96828

RE: MUR 3477
Dear Ms. Doo:

Oon March 9, 1992, you were notified that the Federal Election
Commission had found reason to believe you had violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(a)(l)(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 documents
within 30 days of your receipt of this Subpcena. 1If 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




BEPORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

MUR 3477

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS

Ms. Linda Doo

c/0

Doo Kokua Committee

P.O. Box 11567

Honolulu, HI 96828

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 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 ‘215[

day of (pril , 1992,

Joan D. Aikens, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

dgﬁ,ﬂarjorie g Emmons




Ms. Linda Doo
Page 2

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 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. 1Include in any
supplemental answers the date upon which and the manner in which
such further or different information came to your attention.




Ms. Linda Doo
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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 disccvery requests are addressed, including all officers,
employees, agents or attorneys therecof.

"Persons" shall be deemed to include both singular and
plural, and shall mean any natural person, partnership, committee,
association, corporation, cor 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 informaticn 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. 1If the person to be
identified is not a natural person, provide the legal and trade
names, the address and telephone number, and the full names of
both the chief executive officer and the agent designated to
receive service of process for such person.

"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.




Ms. Linda Doo
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"Account” shall mean the bank at which the account is located
and the account number.




Ms. Linda Doo

Page 5

DOCUMENT REQUESTS

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 cf 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.

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.

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.

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.
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LEITGH-WATI DOO
Attorney at Law
1188 BISHOP STREET
CENTURY SQUARE, SUITE 1203
HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813
TELEPHONE (808) 544-0963
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 documents to facilitate your review.
This letter is submitted to document this request in accordance
with our conversation with Mr. Richard Zansardino on July 9, 1992,
10:26 a.m.

Our office has recently seen an employee change. The incoming
individual who will be responsible for the administration of our
Federal Campaign Spending Reports is currently under training and
will need the time to gather and review the materials himself.

Thank You for your time and effort in this matter.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON. D C 20463

July 23, 1992

Mr. Leigh-Wai Doo
1188 Bishop Street
Century Square, Suite 1203
Honolulu, HI 96813

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. 1

Considering the Federal Election Commission’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. § 437d(b).

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

Sincerely,

M 0L,

Mark Allen
Attorney
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In the Matter of SENSITIVE

Doo for Congress Committee
and Charles Torigoe, as treasurer MUR 3477
Doo Kokua Committee and Alice
Murayama, as treasurer
Linda Doo
COMPREHENSIVE INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #1
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. §§ 434(b), 44la(f), and 441b(a),
Doo Kokua Committee and Alice Murayama, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a), 434, and 441b(a), and that Linda Doo
violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(1l)(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.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 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. 1In 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,z 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

£)3[92— i} oy S

Lois GJ/Lerner
Associdte General Counsel

Date

Staff Member: Mark Allen

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

WASHINGTON, D C 20463

MEMORANDUN

TOD: Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

FROM: (}{/ﬂarjorie W. Emmons/Bonnie J. Ross )63D
S

ecretary of the Commission
DATE: August 6, 1992
SUBJECT: MUR 3477 - Comprehensive Investigative Report
$#1 dated August 3, 1992.

The above-captioned matter was received in the
Commission Secretariat at 5:21 p.m. on Tuesday, August 4,
1992 and circulated to the Commission on a 24-hour no
objection basis at 11:00 a.m. on Wednesday, August 5, 1992.

There were no objections to the above-captioned matter.
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LEIGH-WAI DOO :
Attorney at Law 92 AUG 28 AMILI: 10
Seven Waterfront Plaza, Suite 400
500 Ala Moana Boulevard
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813-4918
Telephone (808) 523-8167
FAX (808) 523-3410

August 25, 1992

Ms. Joan D. Aikens
rhairperson

Federal Election Committee
999 E Street, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Mark Allen, Esqg.

i

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

90 :2Hd 02 90y 6

NUIS

Dear Chairperson Aikens and Attorney Allen:

Enclosed please find all documents requested of the Doo
for Congress Committee and Charles Torigoe, as Treasurer, pursuant
to your letter dated April 24, 1992, and documents requested of
Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo dated April 24, 1992, that are within our
possession. Please know that the reports and the correspondence
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
committee 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.
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August 25, 1992

Ms. Joan D. Aikens
Attention: Mark Allen, Esqg.
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 fly 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-Wai 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. 1 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).

Slncerely, j
\
0@

LEIGH-WAI DOO

Enclosures
LWD:ar




O~
™
O
L8

7 3 0 4

W

dTF
zfeﬁ, 29~ UDa.; :DG’O<MT4
ADORESS ¢ i - JPE&‘E— Sulle qeco

maéa %%%,‘BM@
63/>5 - RIS+

TRLEPRONE (808) SRS+
Pax (B0B) SRS I /0

The above-named individual ie hereby designated as ny

counsel and {s autheorized to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission and to act on my dehalf defore

the Commission.

%wv‘- A5 55 - ,///)dt«—-.
a

Yignatute i

RBSPONDENT'S NNE: ..I;tuu Nae /s .,
ADDRESS - 4SS 3 Mokea Shect
Aree pz 967

EOME PEONN: £5) 4£5-39¢>
BUSINESS PEONS: (Fek) 4556 £.7)




L8
N
0
o\
o
g
-~

3

2

| ST& OF DESIGNATION OF thx.
- 34 F7

NAME OF COUNSEKL:

ADDRESS ;
)

Soo /& o M@m E/Vy

v ol HA AL T65/ 23— S KL
TELEPHONE : (808) S22 /LS 7

FAX  (808) 52 D3 4/0

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

24 /1992 _/%L/C %m
py e &

Signature

RESPONDENT'S NAME: __ (” 744,-/(5 £ Lorigor
ADDRESS : 2752-P Beco . £4
ﬁon,;/u/a./qawm 7‘7"3

(fo8) 527-7212
(pes) f¥2 - Bofy




%o %0 159

LEIGH-WAI DOO
Attorney at Law
Seven Waterfront Plaza, Buite 400
6500 Ala Moana Boulevard
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813-4918
Telephone (808) 523-8157
FAX (808) 523-3410

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 Committee and
Linda Lee Doo whose designation of counsel form is enclosed. 1 am
also the former 1988 candidate for the U.S. Congress.

We apologize for any delays in response 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 Murayama, 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 31lst to ingquire 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.
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Ms. 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 Commission 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. 1If 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.

ly -

?incerely,

! . / [
_;!E<?¢LL éﬁigl( 'é)i,gji:i_

<t

LEIGH-WAI DOO

Enclosures
LWD:ar




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON | ETH

October 16, 1992

Mr. Leigh-Wai Doo

Seven Waterfront Plaza, Suite 400
500 Ala Moana Boulevard

Honolulu, HI 96813

MUR 3477

Doo for Cong'ess 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,

W, Ao,

Mark Allen
Attorney
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of SENSITIV

Doo for Congress Committee

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

Murayama, as treasurer
Linda Doo

Pt 2. 19
LA ® L |

COMPREHENSIVE 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. §§ 434(b), 44la(f), and 441lb(a);
Doo Kokua Committee and Alice Murayama, as treasurer, violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a), 434, and 441b(a); and that Linda Doo
violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(l)(A) (together, "respondents").
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
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 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). 1Included 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. 1In light of the possibility that funds did pass
through this committee, however, it is included in the audit.




O ®

i e
August 28 response was a request from candidate Leigh-Wai 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 come 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 M. Noble
General Counsel

/’///;lljfz%

Date
Associate General Counsel

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

Staff Member: Mark 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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THE READER IS REFERRED TO ADDITIONAL MICROFILM LOCATIONS

FOR THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS PERTINENT TO THIS CASE

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

2. Memo, General Counsel to the Commission, dated
April 14, 1993, Subject: Enforcement Priority Systeam.
See Reel 354, pages 1595-1620.

3. Certification of Commission vote, dated April 28, 1993.
See Reel 354, pages 1621-22.

4. General Counsel’s Report, In the Matter of Enforcement
Priority, dated December 3, 1993.
See Reel 354, pages 1623-1740.

5. Certification of Commission vote, dated December 9, 1993.
See Reel 354, pages 1741-1746.
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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 violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la(a)(1l)(A).

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no further action against you. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record
before receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when they are
received.

I1f you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,
f { -
{ ﬂ [
/VI i -lUJzM
Mark Allen
Attorney
Attachment
Narrative

BEC 0§«

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3477
Doo for Congress

This internally generated matter involves the apparent making
and receipt of corporate and excessive contributions, as well as
misreporting. On February 25, 1992, the Commission found reason
to believe that the Doo for Congress Committge and Charles
Torigoe, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434(b), 44la(f), and
441b(a); that Doo Kokua Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo and
Alice Y. Murayama, as treasurer, viclated 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a), 434,
and 441b(a); and that Linda Doo violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 441la(a)(1l)(A).

Mr. Doo’s involvement in federal elections was limited to his
defeat in a 1988 primary, and the source of impermissible funds
appears to be loans and/or transfers from Doo Kokua
Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, a non-federal committee that
has supported his city council campaigns.

The events in this matter appear to have had little impact on
the process, and there is no indication of any serious intent by
Respondents to violate the Act.
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Alice Y. Murayama, Treasurer

Doo Kokua Committee - Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo
P.0. Box 11567

Honolulu, HI 96828

RE: MUR 3477
Dear Ms. Murayama:

On March 9, 1992, you were notified that the Federal Election
Commission had found reason to believe the Doo Kokua Committee -
Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo and you, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
§§ 433(a), 434, and 441b(a).

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no further action against the Doo Kokua Committee -
Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo and you, as treasurer. See attached
narrative. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record
before receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when they are
received.

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

Sincerely,
Mark Allen
Attorney
Attachment
Narrative

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3477
Doo for Congress

This internally generated matter involves the apparent making
and receipt of corporate and excessive contributions, as well as
misreporting. On February 25, 1992, the Commission found reason
to believe that the Doo for Congress Committee and Charles
Torigoe, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S5.C. §§ 434(b), d44la(f), and
441b(a); that Doo Kokua Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo and
Alice Y. Murayama, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a), 434,
and 441b(a); and that Linda Doo violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 44la(a)(l)(A).

Mr. Doo’s involvement in federal elections was limited to his
defeat in a 1988 primary, and the source of impermissible funds
appears to be loans and/or transfers from Doo Kokua
Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, a non-federal committee that
has supported his city council campaigns.

The events in this matter appear to have had little impact on
the process, and there is no indication of any serious intent by
Respondents to violate the Act.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DO 26

OEC 10 9993

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, violated 2 U.S5.C. §§ 434(b),
441a(£f), and 441b(a).

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has determined to exercise its prosecutorial discretion
and to take no further action against the Doo for Congress
Committee and you, as treasurer. See attached narrative.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within
30 days, this could occur at any time following certification of
the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record
before receipt of your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record when they are
received.

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

Sincerely,
ﬁ[/tﬂﬂﬂ; :]j;&¢~
Mark Allen
Attorney
Attachment
Narrative

0EC 09 9°

Date the Commission voted to close the file:
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MUR 3477
Doo for Congress

This internally generated matter involves the apparent making
and receipt of corporate and excessive contributions, as well as
misreporting. On February 25, 1992, the Commission found reason
to believe that the Doo for Congress Committge and Charles
Torigoe, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S5.C. §§ 434(b), 44la(f), and
441b(a); that Doo Kokua Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo and
Alice Y. Murayama, as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a), 434,
and 441b(a); and that Linda Doo violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 44la(a)(l)(A).

Mr. Doo’s involvement in federal elections was limited to his
defeat in a 1988 primary, and the source of impermissible funds
appears to be loans and/or transfers from Doo Kokua
Committee-Friends of Leigh-Wai Doo, a non-federal committee that
has supported his city council campaigns.

The events in this matter appear to have had little impact on
the process, and there is no indication of any serious intent by
Respondents to violate the Act.




