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and Mr. John Coyie.

Please do no: hesitate to contact me If you have
about this.

any quexstions
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Edmund V. Gulnas
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Th is is the Swoin Statement of Edmund V. Gudenas

I, Edmund V. Gudenas, am asking the Federal F1(-(-! ions Commission to
,ivestc1qate the oriq1n of. numerous $I, 060 donit i cns to Congressman
Louis Stokes. Au I )I the donors axe ii ,ends, relatives or
empiovees ct John M ("oy))ne, Mayor of the f o, kiyn, Cha 1 rman
of the Cuvahoqa Cotlnty Democrat ic Patty ar'.k c lose pCiit Ica! aliy of
-t okes .
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asA several of nis empoyees_ it t ne .T fi BrooKi'.,n to make these
donat ons On o.e Cay, August 4 _ -.: . c'.e and t-ree citv
employees, plus :our employees or Aest.borooK Vx.iaqe Apartments
vart-l, owned by Mr. colne', plus twc c.:ecr :eiatives and one

friend all gave bi uuu each to )toKes. These were the only
donaions Stokes received at this time and these were not part of
a fund raising event. Mr. Coyne clearly organized this group and
elther told the employees that they must make a donation or
actually provided the money for the donation.

The people who made these donations on that day of $1,000 each had
occupations as follows: co-property manager, clerk, leasing agent,
co-property manaqer, co-property manager, leastng agent, manager,
housew;ie, mayor, administrative assistant and rettred.

• ther donors ,, eacn .eie cinempooved students who did not

% ye rn the dIst: : . These students aie realatives of '.'i . Coyne.

Ti-e same day the students mace mhe donat ions, another block of
reiatives, friends and employees also made donations of exactly

('Onldt ieO~t' '.%" ire,<,.
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Mr. Coyne has refused to provide public salary information on what

the City of Brooklyn employees that made donations are paid. This

is in direct violation of our State law. High salaries for lower-

level positions may indicate that public money was used to pay City

employees more so that they could make large donations.

The bottom line is that I do not believe that these "middle class"

people would qive $1,000 donations to a Congressman who they could

not vote foi, had only 'oken opposition and who already had

hundreds of thousands of dollars irn the bank without first being

told to OC 50 01x ) i ve. i the money do so. i ou s Stokes knew

i 'h " '<]... :.. e " they. ad 2' malke - ese do0!I " Ion 017. , .....7 , ','er ,.

e they feel t..t they must p-otect Coyxe and St okes now.

e''e the' w" vciuntar_' provide ae IQ: e facts.

Sme researc-. oni your part wili be necessary. rI t . mir

am sugges -in several questions t ask these donors.

i. Who contacted the donors conce:ninq the donation they made?

2. Why d'd they make the donatrlon they d:d cn that particuiar
day?

W .-a- contact have they had wlt .ouis Stokes?

4. How did they select the amount they did?

Why did they pick a Congressman outside of their own district

instead of a person they could actually vote for?

#5. Ddi Mr. Coyne ever discuss making a donation to Stokes with

them?

-. Was their salary adpusted in any way to reflect the donation

they made?

-. Dwd Mr. Coyne ever gve them money to give to 'r. Stokes or

other candidates?

Hcw do they knrcw X:. Ccyvne? r how are they related to Mr.
Covne.

,-it debts i~J the" -a~e a: -:e i'e c -nese donations ann

i C:T1 Sa cna lc:c nave Ihev ma.e o ou s Stokes.1 When? How

.I.ve t.(V e7er made a dena -n a, a to any other

cand!date since 19667
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Questions to Mr. Stokes.

i. What contact did you have with these donors'? (personal visits,
letteis, thank you notes, etc.

Which of these donors did you meet n per son?

The attached i ist 3ie the donations :ha t I believe are possibly

C_"i va- .... _ I )-" i - " - i9'V e a _ ed
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Joseph Puccl
102206 Biddulph Road
Brooklyn, OH 44144

Pamela j. Krickler
t, 7) Dawninq Road
Brooklyn, OH 441.44
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James Dixor, Jr
1215 Ramona
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Peter Luckianow
4691 Ridge Road
Brooklyn, CH 44144
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John M. Coyne
6620 Giencoe Avenue
Cleveland, OH 44144

Mary Coyne
4i6 Sunset Irai

FI-ookiv, OH 44144
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Brenda S. Hdrte
-1391 Schwab Drlve
Parma, OH 4413D

Jeanie Joyce
3619 West i48th Street
Cleveland, OH 44111

James Coyne
-) 7 .encoe

Hrooklvn, OUh
AVenue
44114

c'coe Avenue
. 44144
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N~M rCOMAIITTEX (ir' Full)

:ZOtJTS STOKES FOR CON(]RE"SS CO-MTT TE
k. Fuil Name. Mailing Address and ZP Coda NaMe @Of Employar Data (month. Amount of Each,

:,_4nev S-ectz: lSenlor HoS:; day. year) Reept this PersOCI

2e0 a w r.:
'ASSOCcA_-0s

a____ In '2 '36 3_t

2 50 .r0

'~ar Ma -gAdd-vu ar'.1 - aamo'. Am ds~ ar

v l* ay. veaf Rocelat !'si Percc

a.-w. Y~ailng Address and ZIP C0de Name of E-P::ver Zt o'~ m.rt Sc

A l. r~,- r.e razr ay. year Recalla' :t'r Per--

C!%# soqc".v Aggragata ,ear-!o-Cat. j S - j'' J

Pullt Nasme. Mailing Addrms anid ZIP Code Name of E-ntolo'.r Zeamonth. Amourit of Esvc
lay. y'ear Receipt mfts PprOcc

239 c~2 ?a 3-v n-e rna L na~

e,.,e- a~oa n otn

=ar tor: 
0 :1mary .. Z'ri Arc

ZTtr wa0c'y": Aggregate '.'ar..o.Zate j>S-

cull Name, Maisling Addrali and ZIP Code Name of Employar :)at* imontm. Amount of Each

ICamy. yegrl Raceipt thisI Per too

114 Arngler-: Dr lve

QWC*IOT For,, P-mary ' era 'i?. sxer 3 '6300 .00
I Otrmar Aggregatear05t5 S

i i FullName. Meailing Addra and ZIP Code Namhe of Er"oIovoi ate tmontn, Amount at Eath
a~ -~ a--. lay, year I Receipt 'hirs Period

.aro'a na~ -.. a

______ ______a 300 .02

*. ccuosticn

=aOt 01 m!ary Zera

C'Ie' , e' Aggregate Year-'o-Za&ta S

C: jil Nae. %W~ing Add~ at-t ZIP C-ode

4 4>

&eCa :), ;,If* ,. -,a,, .. "e S.6-

Nam'e of SE'oiov

-~ Ocupa 7z

Pes-i<.-

:ate 'nor!!- Amour! of Eav
lay wear! Raceipt -his perloo

3 ' - 630 3.110

Agrit ar-* ' - S-
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\NAM E OF CO SgTl'r fi O K' 11411)

L2UI S'li10K _-S FOR CONGRESS C()t MIT'EE
A. ruh V Pe*. W ilng Addram and ZIP Cod.i 44arnt :f eI' -

Jcseh P.:'- c
13~33~dctln Rd.

?rcc.< 1, (H 4"144

F N-..-w e - .a A he

Z r-. Z's ,K $ 4

'LI monto)

day. year)

z-- 1 /2 -,/8 6

e _ - e ve _ -- f - -E-

,AV 'm OT " ,

A ount of EiaCh
Receipt this Period

001.00

' 'ar. .'.

Fu ji N e MaIing Addvame and ZP C,,do.""..~"a 3. Kr- zker
6279 Daw~n--. 4

6 ~ ~ ~ * 21 -t 9 D*t n

0 C*Pt o'P-1r-ar Y X( Goer

pe c ICV i

0. Full Noma, hailing Ad4,I and ZIP Cc:de

Sandra L. Maloney
4740 Autumn Lpne
Brcoklyn, OH 44144

Is,. vqar- ?.C-' "per $ , .

r L-. , >'/86
-. A. d.o

., %.% - ,

?erscnne "  ReCcrds .Z' i

%aNe :* "olower OIe mont Amount of Eacr
day. yearI Receipt this Plriod

1,300.00
O;u r On3 rF 4, nMr29/

ecotot For: Primary .X' Gne Clerk
Age,,,t,,-,oo=,,eS !, T000 . 00

E. FulI Merw. MW llng A6& and ZIP Code
Barbara 'S. Resenthal
22276 Douglas Rd.
C eve.J QH 44:-22

Nor"* of E-,tooyo,

Occup /on

Dare .montr. Amount of £.scrm
Cy. year) Rece pt th4ai.,c.o

300.00
Receipt For: -

FI Ottier (Specify):

I Primary r 
General oI

Ag~aga-,* 
Lei~o~ae

F. Fud Name. Maing Ad-e aid ZIP Code

Carole F. Hoover
One Bratenahl Place

- eve ., f- 44"3

" 'I' o. ~ r. :" , . '

F. il Name. Mailing Addrem end ZIP Code

- -W. -- C7'SO

>0 Er:.ev: 2~J ?Iaza, 3-au'. -

'1-t=,=,-

Na.Me of Emplover Oate month, Amount of Ech
day. year) Raceiot this Pwlod

OcI-u A _-A -- o3 n936
Oc :.pat on

Aggre,,a'e year -:o-2 a.e ' S -, . . . .
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'ay' "ear' arecepor :-s Per,>
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NAME O -O ,eW TEl (in '%11)

LOU:S STOKES FOR CONG
A. Fus, %4arr'~l MA6m Addrom and ZP Cod@

Candace R. V:'as
154 Chickasa 

RESS MMTTEF

*"Me of Emolc ,er

e'e tra . Cordnat

Date (month.

day. vear)

Am"mn of Eacn
Roeor this Perjoa

R c t .' e' 0.. -.: . -- ~S 1e'"ca 138 ,000.00

• . I %t"' k~~l' A ~r S - 5'e -..-:.

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ A upsr Q nag " c ~ ~

":'-er s c. ,
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cay. Year; RectIPT thtis Pirso'd
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Martin Listcn
25250 Rockside Rd.
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" LOUIT S STOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMI'TTEE
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F'OR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
A. Ful Naeme, Meiling Addriei end ZIP Code

Ri~chard Meyers
2250 Claren-dcn B'-d.,, 4411
Arlington, VA 22201'

Pecasiat For ' r ' J'Cl- r n

Y Narre of Employer

Self E-ploved
7/20/90

on

Oth~er S 'Voc Aggregate "'earoZt Sdp
1. Full Name, %4~NII Advin and Z'P C >de %er'@ 31 F-'z-,g' a & r"ilr A-ouenr of Eactn

e. -1r~ -3 %A Ciy veo R&Cll~ !his PeroC

Cull 448me. iistefling Adress arod ZP Code 3.'W~ - 41 aer"-r Arro..r'l of EaC---~r ee e.e s77a- n ! t ear Receipt i.S plyr
5-9 1 - --h A'e ne eX ez vi229 2.

"'e Y rk, or Y -;,J ___ __ ___ __3__ __ __

Other 'Sooc'tv' Aggreate Yeor-o:ete g

0. FulNme. Wling A y aMed ZIP Code %Vro of Ei'olover :are '!-nOrtm Arrmount of Eacn~Kattleer. M. oladWe szrc 0 ~ a ckea Recesc !'is Per
4:0 2 Bush Avernue Ama r-Me n S

e -:e 1.anj, C 1 4 4X____________ 3 9 0 1,000.02-

Mece'or ;:or ~ "~rv XGenral C-rpryM
Z~er ~Aggregate vae ::at* >.s ;

E - ull Name. Mail inq Addrw an d Z IP Cooe Name of Empoyqrv, Zala Month Amount of ac? a ce 1a Krick'.er C.v yea c rov.VVCI Rceipt th'is Pit-0
4737 Autuamn Lane
!3rooC..n, CH "'4144 __________3 "D'9 '-'00o.C;--

Qocelot :o - 0.e Y General___C_____
Other booc Agre-t

I FulNlifiiMelnAddraessa Zo P Cooe Namea of E--,oio,,r 2ate -nnnAmount of Eac-
ZaLeteso brcck V I L'a:e -'av veer, Receipt hIPS Pt-00

3-9 Weszt 36-n Sz-ree- pr:e-
21e'~e~and :H 4 4>9__________ 1

___________ ___________ On

zeea ar.l3eeeasin AZe-

0-ill Nafm 'stactre Addr ari Z P C04e Name 0' E'cc1-v,

Date (Month,
day. year)

Amount of E.c~i

Receipt Itis Period~

1,000.00

-3v tea,

P a rn a a
".; a -- e- -:, C

0
ecelo? "to$ '

7- -; 1, 0 2
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I . SCHEDULE A ITOED RECEIPTS meac -90," ofteos irtchedwis Is) PACGi OF•achcaseg.-wo, oth 5, 14
taled Summery Pop POR LINE NUMBER
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Any Itfonaa-ii, 400i -frtm such Reports a Statement. may not be sold or used by ean person for the purpose of moliciting Contribution$ or for omeecapiwrpos. @tftr OW u "q the name and addres of ay poltical CommitiW to solicit conrbuztona from Such committee.

J' E EOU~TTIS (in Pull)

IOISSTOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE

I,

'I
I

I
'I
I

.et.or '2r ,", X 3e'e
3" ?

•
AgD4e ' ,

6,,3 ,Q.92 1.,000.03

eaqr- -,OLat a .4t2*I

SUT OTAL it , A " .. , Page 'c"r , ..,

TOTAL Ia- d~*,* i~'' 3,5 0

3ro'vn, Ci 44"44

A wFU N11ame. M4Ing Address and ZIP C. oei Name of Employer Dt (month. Amount of Each
Brenda S. Hartel Westbrook Village day, yearI Recett.Po
11391 Schwab Dr.ve Apartments 8 90Parma, OH 44130 jT 8/31/90 1,000.00

-ect Co perty Mgr.

B. FulI Name. Mailing Addres and ZIP Clode Name of Ernlover Oats (month. Amount of Each
Jean;e Jovce Westbrock V11. lage day. veer) Recet tts Perlo
3619 West 148tn Street Apart.ents
C'eve'.and, 0- 44111 8/31/90 1,000.00

I oe Pimry X General Leaslng AgentI O e zc!,V) A ,greg,, Vear.to ,st, 1 3 0 0 . 00
C. Fulf Name. Mali" Addrm and ZIP Code 'darns of Emplover Date (mont, Amount of Eac:

James Coyne C - /. ty of roo ~i n avy.) ,Recipt tries Per,o
6620 Glencoe Avenue
Brooklyn, OH 4421-4 __________ 8/31/90 1,000.00

Receipt For: - cry General Mnae. -,,__o,:.- e~ ,_/,. , -Manager
Other 'specify): AgWrsgte Year -to-Oat* S I U u . U U

0. P il Nam. MaI ing Addie and ZIP Code Name of Employer Oate month. Amount of Eac
Ruth J. Coyne day. year) Receipt ti hs Ptwru
6620 Glencoe Avenue
Brooklyn, OH 4444 Housewife 8/31/90 1,000.00

o, I €, -- i w , . -oO,,,L 0 0 0.0 0Ocuption
Receipt FmW: Primary (Getwal

SOther ($peCif') Aggeae Year-to-Oa--:e > -S 1, 000 . 00
E. Fud Nwm. hilln Addw aod ZIP Cods Name of Emplover Date (month. Amount of Eaci

John M. Coyne C it or Brooklyn day.e Pr,,o
6620 Glencoe Avenue
Brooklyn, OH 44:44 __ i 8/31/90 1,000.00

Occupation
Recpt For 0 : eiy P "tMry ' eea ao_LL Mayor

I Og, (specify): gWept Yer.-toOate > 1 000 . 00
F Ful Name. Miling Addrs and ZIP Code Nme of Employer Date Imonth. Amount ot Eachi

M.aryari Merce Cit' cf Brook'vin daya V, Reciot t,s Peroo
8060 Nortn Hills Dr''e
Broadv_,ew Hts. , JH 4414_ 831 /90 1,000.00

_____________________________ Occupat an
Peeot Cor ,( Zenma AXdGeera Ass;sta-t

Fiji eme. Moiling Addrew ari d ZIP Code Ner•i of E-010v, -at* month. Amount of Eart
~coert J. M~c~e; U Jay. year? lhgPiO
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c r n3n r e s s
... We A. X s, as

C-mmittee
treasurer

['ear *-.s . .4i " S :

-he ?ederal SLc:
.ncates -har the Lou

cmm ittee" n: "'u,
-"eo :on Camnait n "c:
..e -omolal-"t :s enc-.
.e=ase refe -- z

Under --e .-
t  v.

r:3n1 that no "T '- s--
ease sumit env :1 .S -

SoCose, 3na-e:eous -.-

~ -'us 2e :OS2= e

:1 v a e e - r------------..e o-m"se ' n ? -. $-. ' .. -e. _i

- ~ f~ :,-e. . -- .

-ar -er,z ease ac';:se .e
am sr-a:n -he name, aiooecs

-cunsei, and author ..
~... .:n er rcmrun - " -.

iSion received a complaint which
-- naress Comm-,:ee

surer, may nave vio a:ed the Federa,
amended '"the Act'. A copy of

oave numbered thls matter MUR 3558.
utur- -orresondence.

oe --ocrtunoty o demonstrate in
:7 -n3en aaainst you In this matter.

-a-er-a-s wni -n you believe are
.S o :..,s mater. Where.um=::ed under oath. Your

=o to the General ozunsel's
- ays or recetc: of this

-J .i'n "days. the Commission
-.. e avataole nformation.

:en. accr--ance with
" 2 A' unless you notify

.Yu-iSn :ne matter to be made
resen, en --v counsel in this

s o -compieting the enclosed
- elechone numner of such

-':nsei to receive any notifications
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Ms. Cheryle A. Wills
Page 2

If you have any quest:ons, Iease ccntact Veronica M.
!lespie, the attornev 3ss -.e. -":s matter, at
.02) 19-3690. For vcu: :.f:r3:t-rn, we have enclosed a brief

4escription of the zrnmmss;'.s :':-cedures for handling
oemolaints.

.eneral cunsei

7Eclosures

C.omolaint

n. esianatilcn :2 -unse- t e-n
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F F D[R A t " )\ ,O\10ISSIO,

Ju., 23, 1992

? .e~eet3t:"29 U:
' e .r. s e t: %, .

-he Teder3 1 E-I"e ..... -'-

7. s S a ende.
e.. se. e 3. e M - e -7

Sumer n al :-:u:e i:res

-ri. er --
=o .. ... r -

:.D z:3: : ee rae , S
- -nse , ; : -.-.r : : -. m:e. -
f: he ' 3 s r0 0!::,-::0 Sa-,n e ..... mle ,e !d.'"

:~~ ~ ~~ m: r-a '- uR n ae -i"-e_ 3

received a complaint which
A:eo :; e Federal Election Campaian

- the complaint is
-:-'r MUR 3558. ?lease refer to

:=cndence.

': n -emonstrate :n
-3Ken against you in this matter.

n nateriais which you believe are
• -s -- " s matter. Where

Z*_;Cm.:zed under oath. Your
ser or :e eneral Counsel's

- -3,s : -eceipt -f this
n1n iavs, -he Commissc--

:.a:aDe :nforrmation.

-..: "- rrrrdance with
".unless you not:.

"atter or be made
......... rounse.. :n this

z--: -rmoie:z- the enclosed
:-c --. enncne number -f such

r eceive any notifications
-mmiSSion.
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Representative Louis Stokes
Page 2

If you have any ques :=ns, ".ease -ontact Veronica M.
3.I'espie, the attzrney 3ss" re -.- '.: tatter, at
,'2C 219-3690. Fcr vou: " naz:cn, e nave en.losed a briefdescr pt1cn of .'.e Ccmm, .edures for handing

A. fc ?. n z" 4n

; - n: 3enerai :unsel

En!sures
. Complaint

?rccedures
D. es 1 nato o :use::~~n
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FfDFRAL \Li ( T), , ,\

7ui'" 23, 1992

C .h
Oh::5 ...

- *ay'-;~

T'~ a- ~r. ''"~

Ac of 1 , s a ened : ... Af
n- s numter " uture .. . denoe.

complaint which
Election Campaign

the complaint is
•Please refer to

7nder -he :-, .-:u 7.- e :occrtun:t" to demonstrate in
.at -- :::n::: :e ~aen a nst you In this matter.

.... su ..: :V:.. .L3na,:eriaIs which you believe are
eievant to zhe :mmss ... z nSs of this matter. Where
SCprorIate, 3tatement3 o. s 7 -3uO-0 ted under oath. Your

:escnse . -:: "sse, to :e ,eneral Counsel's
'- :f~e, must ::e :'4D: - - o ..- ~ } dcays o receipt of this

a e . "= :~-? - n. Ae,: n days, the Commissicn
a...e ''a:3a~e :nformation.

- . .. . - .. . .. .- -"

-

M-~ u "I -n " 7 C 3 1 -I
* - .- -*~ -

_n accordance with
:A, 'iniess you notify

U-e natter to be made
y:unsei "n this

cmLDet~ni the enclosed
none number cf such

-ce: any not1ficatt:rc
S ?7 ..

eaenc
e and,

'I

-his

S-at

-7 .. e r



Mr. .1ohn M. Coyne
Page 2

If yeu
illespie,

'esc-r pt -on
-cmpiaints.

have any ques:
-he attcrney as
t90. For ,'cur
of the "Cmm IsS

ease contact
:n:s matte

. we have
c edu.es for

Ve ron i ca
r, at

enclosed
handling

0,1-J6t p.-

-E. l'e:n
A3r'.]n 3eneri

Enc....sures
-. omola~nt
. ?r-ceures

3. Des, a3ron c cunse

M.

a brief

,unse

7 s



1[ D1 RAL ILU CTI()\ (-O'.1MISSIO ,

-I' 22, 1992

" C nseK 'a-

- 58

The -edera £ect-onc:'.-.::-:n recei-ed a
3tes -- v ,  

'ay .' ":e -he aederai
"I M" end d ' _ . A : y cf

sed. *-;e -ave nu~rereo - atter mUR 3558
numner in a ure2,Dd eos noe

compiaint which
Election Campaign
the complaint is

? ?lease refer to

U.de • r :or- e . .nty to demonstrate in::r- t-~-a: no ac-:cn r"e :aen against you in this matter.
Please sumo: an. :ao-ua, r eza. nateriais which you believe are

.......n ~c.s of .."s matter. Where
tVoor:ate, ta een s:, .c-e uorni::ea under oath. Your

-esccnse, "-n Enou i e o-eseo to -he General Counsel's
f.,e "s: :e 'zn:t-e w- - 'ays r receipt of this

_o." r ns~ :=e:.eo ,'th:n 15 days, the Commission
-3'. -Ke -ne' -. . 2c . .e a',aale nformation.

_ .Z .... - tT. :

" ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ , ":-, a ' t e me,I .3 OAa nov- r e , U 
-

- .. .. aen - c ordance with
- :- - A unless you notify

.sn -enatter to be made
e "r:esented 5counsel :n this
S- -: v-. mLet na -ne enclosed

S :e~ecnone number of such
-. :nse t eceive any notification!;

5 ....Z -7' 12 51' [3

t~:s
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Ms. Mary Coyne
Page 2

1f you have any quest:zns, : ease contact
GI-Xespie. -he attcrney ass:_ned -- -his matte
22' 2l99O. For ;'ou: ~2:n : -,'e nave
lescrlpt:cn If the mnss::n'3 :'rsedures for
comDiaints.

Veronica M.
r, at
enclosed a brief
handling

-.- --.. eneral i-unsel

-D sures
-. ompia_,nt
-Procedures

3. Deslonaticn
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FFDF:R\i C O f T ',9 2'I,

-'',... 2
"' ..,.9 9

n~. n

ehe -eea_ e" : : m~s::n received a :-mOlaint which
s...c-a s - a- a- deua ": ' - J -- ederai Election Campazn

n s e n . A -"e complaint is
,_se1. ;;e r ave 8"ere. -- :er MUR 358. Please refer

......'er :~~ .... r re3 -2.jenCe.

demonstrate :n

- _ease s

toern

.9so2 s

u

20 *:~,---

-: ay f* t

-ze -- 'in'=

, --f re'e' -

-:: ~sncus

a.. -

A

-.- ~

- : . - -*-----~-~'--~ - - -

* ~ ~2i ~.Jt22::::r'i~

2~ ~2rnu2'

•e :-aen against you in this matte:.
_ iarer~ais which you believe are

-.-"s T this matter. Where
-: :e Dio~mtted under oath. Your
2:1e3: to The General Counsel's

.avs :- roceict of this
- -~i . hIn 13 days, the Commissicn

.-o avallable :-formation.

3e n crdance with
a _ A :niess you not fv
:sn -'.e matter to be made

::-=entei cv cOunseji :n this
:-- : ;. ! -cranle' ."- - hn qclcse

"" t" V P , nl e :' v im u r "- t S U ' ih

- cctunity -o
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Ms. Kathleen M. Roiland
Page 2

:f you have any -uest:-ns, -.ease contact
5 es r), 1 e attt:-nev ass zneo s m atte

- .c' your :nr a-- on, we have
descr:ptcn cf the mm ..ss .e -i :Cedures 'r

Veronica M.
r, at
enclosed a brief
handling

-- ,- "e ecunsel

nc. :sures

..Des " __a



;ie'. e- n e "

Act

n :

The .edera -e::'--
cates -nat "you may 2a

S :-i, as amended
ose'. .co have e re4

numner :n ft

Under :2e

- ease Su0 ::
:elevant -r the0

30C::Dr~ate
esoonse, -n::n

-:2:eceiv.ei a complaint which
•e :-e -he Federal Election Campaign

A copy of the complaint is
Sa:e: 1UR 3?8. ?lease refer tc

,. -r- : -in itv demonstrate in
-":2 ...:._:e -3ken against you in this matter.

a. z a s wan icn you believe 3re
lim S. S -this matter. Where

atements :-ucni niczted under oath. Your
:ne eneral Counsel's

.: :avs z- receipt of this
s ::w. n I :n'.in days, the Commission

~3~* 3~ :::02e:~c:::2:3sec

~3:t

- Thfl sel

information.

- - :- .:-= - ".- n i accordance with
-, inless you notify

- .-. - --- : .... .. s . .e 2atter - be made
-- .- _ n -e. unsel I n this

S -7: -.o. . .cm i e t u he encosed

7 :... 0. 7 --e:"e -nv notificat~c,

23, 1992

3t ree:

3ea, 'i, . !" " l

-- e _%...a1_a ibl e
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Ms. Paulette C. Hiains
Page 2

:f you have any quest:-ns, rlease contact
'Sll&espie, the attorney 3ssi:oned -- n:s matte
"0, , 219-3690. -For your : : :n, *we have

description 2 f the C-:rmss c'z: :rz'-edures for
comlaints.

Veronica M.
r, at
enclosed a brief
handling

"-:eneral Counsel

E., .  uSures

Procedures
3. Desianaticn .:unse_ _-_eme



S FDR 1% J ot 23ui , 1992

'. Erenda S. Hte

" S ' chwab Dr " ''

?: UR 3a58

.ear !s. Harel:

The Federal Eec::: :m:ss::n received a complaint which
ndicates That you :,avy -ave "-a:ed the Federal Election Campain

A.ct 193, as a-ended "te A:: A -opy of the complaint is
enclosed. we have numcereo =n3 hatter !UR 3558. Please refer t:
,--s numtec in a- :ut:e :. :es::ndence.

Under...- ::, " .ave -n tor- tv to demonstrate in
¢r't~no !:na: 2o a3:::n n'ul: :e a-aen ag3ainst you in this matter.
Please suomi: any factua -r e:ai mater-ais which you believe re
:eievant tc The C., nmiss:cn's ., .al,-sis of this matter. Where
iDorocriate, sa:emen:s -u e ubmitted under oath. Your
•esconse, .tnlcn sncu: -= o i t -o t. e General Counsel's
T f:e , nust -- :: .J:~ I vays of receipt of this
_etner. : no :es-se -" == wit nn 15 days, the Commission

- -3Ke :u:2e: -:::7 vn e av.a_:abie information.

.. s -a er _4:e n! - ien:-a in accordance with
_ . - - a A unless you notify

- e M: 1 -S: 773- : .,sn -ne matter to be made
7uo :. C: vcu nLeno j :e :-resented by '-ounsel :n this
-ar:er, es aJ'., se --e 722:ss:2n ey Somoietina the enclosed
r sta::oci ie -o ar, r-< -i roliernone numoer of such
--uns 32 3ni ut2?r:: 2~: .... ... ... o<e --_ - ~ ,., anty notificit ion

~~~~~~- ecoive: otm2:3:-inyrr~s~n
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Ms. Brenda S. Hartel
Page 2

If you have any quest:cns, -'ease contact Veronica
3illespie, the attCrnev assi7.nec --n.us matter, at
202) 119-369e. Fcr your -nfz:maz" ri, we have enclosed

description of the "cmm~ss:::'7 :r:'-edures for handling
:cmplaints.

" ntn General Counsel

Enclosures
Compiaint

2. Procedures
3. Desina icn c4 cune. 3--e-

M.

a brief

('Jtm )
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FEDER-\L El [IC-' ( 2\v l<i(>O

23, 1992

e. ,1anie 8J vcS e
:"?West " 48th 5 :e

Dear Ms. Joyce:

The Federal Elect:-- -- m::s::n received a complaint which
:ndcaces that you ay -3'.'e .. aeo the Federal Election Campaign
Act cf 19-, as ame nded 'he .:: A copy of the complaint is
Pnccsed. .e nave cuae ed -..:: ,arter MUR 3558. Please refer t
trus cumDer in a" :u.... :... lccence.

Under the Ac:, .'cu 2a.e --e :or-unity to demonstrate

?lease sucm:t an
reievant "o -he
ac":C2 11".ate. Sra
esPoCse, "n --

-a'. -3 e -''r n er

V :ac-Sa

temen:

.. aS : a t- e r "

''dE"" -. - "'-' " ten.
mat-l, - ease ao'.: se
" :- -atr:o O2'e "'3ce

.... ,]ns . , ;nd a tb, : z
7 71 S S- 1 , :1 1'? , LT n I3"

:e-en against you in this matter.
-r _ 7ater:ais which you believe are
-'= a a°s _f this matter. Where

.... -eu -ed under oath. Your
S..e -enerai Counsel's
•avs of receict cf this

. : tn:n 15 days, the Commissicn
.. .. 3...a e lnformation.

.ent'al n accordance with
3 a A unless you notify

*-; : :sn -e matter to be made
-e :9eente1 -v counsel in this
--. :. .. ': oomDletinQ the enclosed

-at-nne numuer _f such
;~~~ ... .. In e 11P :Iet e nv n:)t 1f i ,7 -,

M

:.
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Ms. Jeanie Joyce
Page 2

If you have any quest:cns, -ease contact Veronica M.
i1espe, the attorney ass-- ne0 . .s matter, at
0 2 "1-3q0. For -u: -r:7cnatn we have enclosed a brief

descr:pt.,n Cf the Ccrn:ss c's n ocedures for handling
omoiai.ts.

<A

• -a . -' ea

a 3enerai Counsel

1nclosures
-. omo.aint

-. r~-o eures
. Des n at o " - e n



'EDERAL FA T()\

23, 1992

r. James -r,'e
ear ,enO ve

De ar Mr. : ,'e

The Eede "..- . E' r- - : .,::-i- e:ved11 . z.7 -- .Je
r--cts ,t oj 7nay ra P z 3. ae~ -e Fede

Act of " , as amended "the At . A copy
enVosed .e a''e -Ce c S UR 3,ni"s numcer in- a,- '= re . .77r .... doncee

a complaint which
ral Election Campaigr
of the complaint is
558. ?lease refer -T

ner -- Ac:, . .. : ."= --e ::pcrtuni y to demonstrate in'r n :-a: - .... ... : -axen agains- you :n this matter.
- ease suzm:: i . .aterlals wnich you believe are
relevant ... :ne -- m:ss-. sn S's's of this matter. Where
icpcocrate, statements ' e sucmitted under oath. Your
.... s,~......: te eneral Counsel's

U S -ays fr receict of this
. r. - - esco~e : :e:: wiz:n - days, the Commissic.1

-Ia ' 3Ke e:t: :.. 3va.... e30ie information.

• - .2 ": ". 7 " 7 .'._9 -

-:na --cn Tne -a-e,
"'. [ 7 ..'-1 T 1 sT " "'

:n accordance with
a A unless you notify

:e matter :: be made
-- r -: ee:ed bv -ounsei in this

e -c V cv -cm~ietina the enclosed
e7 : cnone cumber -f such

-: r e reeive any nclficatlc.7
< . ... .. ,n - " ! S Icn

.M
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Mr. James Coyne
Page .

f vcu have any 'ues... ns, -ase *-ntact
Gillespie, The -t !rnev Ss" :he2 .. . : atte

202' 219- '. ?'r 'ur~r~.L: n a r 7.. 3 v e
descrlptien , thn -,I:ss s

comclaints.

Veronica
r, at
enclosed
handling

. rn :enerai --unsel

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures

3. Desionat-cn C zunse -:3-e-'-

M .

a brief
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:FDERAL EL[ATO\ (C\1bSJO\

X1' 23, 1992

Ms. Rutn
R-4,: ]Ien
T! r c c -c Vn,

. Ayne
c0P Ave n e

Z UR 358

Dear ",s. zvne:

The Federal Election
:nd:cates that ycu may ha
Ac f ,as amended
enosed, we nave nu-moer
-his number :n a7 " ' ..... re

-.mmlssion received a complaint which
e "':aed the Federal Election CampaiQn

SA A -opy cf the complaint Is
ec ::s 7na--er MUR 3-58. ?lease refer tc
...rescndence.

Under --e Act, v:.

?lease su
re ev a nt

Se s: n se,

ma';" :aKe

C M-I

us:

t a

se

- crtunit

nly :actual:
ComrnSSICn'

a iement s1c

sucm:tted.

71 'Z

"7 9 S ',

7 a t--e-3.r
=rm stat

"ounse,
-Inc2 : :he !

-3 tete-"

t>ase -d'.-:se
in2 the "ame,

r.d ;Iu .U ..
:O U I73t1

. Ce a3Ken agains
-eQa materials

3na-,s:s of this
_:e sucm::ted u

zresed to the Ge
: iays of r

I~:e i t n : 15

to demonstrate in
t you in this matter.
which you believe are
matter. Where

nder oath. Your
neral Counsel's
eceipt of this
days, the Commission

n:-e avao:aie "nformation.

-2.: en::ai :n accordance with
- a " A unless you notify

- '1: sn the matter to be made
:--resented by counsei :n this

>cn y om"leln, he enclos r
C -7d ti"ennone numoer of such

.-unse o r ve .v - any iootific t1-l t,-Mi " m S S I n.

- ','e -'e
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Ms. Ruth J. Coyne
Page 2

Tf
Cu Ilesp=
'202) 21

descript
-ompoain

cu have any quest:ns. lp l.p -cntact

9-%59O. For 'r :nf nc-a " rn, we havee f e I rnv3ss, S "natte
Ie TMm 'A S ,, ' ' ; .lures< f-

Veronica m.
, at
enclosed a
handl inq

I-

- Z --ant -ene ra

Enclosures
Compiaint

. ?r ocedures

..De s i o n a t c n o u e . ... . ...

brief
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-f D FRAL ELE CTIO COMMISSION

%ly , 1992

Ms. '!aryann '.er e
"forth ... s " .. ..z=3!:.':ew pie: n=, -

!ear, '.s .Mer:o:

The Feder3_ E7ec::Cn zm!:ss:cn received a
cates that .:cu -av nave tated The Federal

.. s amened "e A:' A copy cf
csed. Ne nave nunce:-ed -- is .. ater MUR 3358
number in al :uzurecr r, sondence.

complaint which
Election Campaian

the complaint is
Please refer to

Under -he Ac-. 'ou na--e - :coortunitv to demonstrate inra::n t at:on 3 u -T -e :axen against you in this matter.
?lease submit any factual or l eai materials which you believe are:e1evant -cne I -ss:-n's anal.";sis of this matter. Where
DF= e. - -noi ze submitted under oath. Your
:esconse, :n: n nouli ne desed -4o the General Counsel's
?ff-e, nust -e sm::e: ,tn:n - lays of receipt of this

7 . e S Cn Se M--" v:nn ': days, the Commissicn
-av -aKe :urther -n:e ... -7e 3vaa:'e -nformation.

.e oM i n - ..

7at:er, 2.ease adv se -ne-n-
mm stating :re name, AiA
-:unse , an au . r-::n .
ano -:ner COmMU1ci.a....ns

--n:-nen::a" " acoordance with
A unless you notify

sn -e hatter to be made
coresented b, rounsei in this
:ass:n ov romDietlno the enclosed

S-iepncne number of such
......se o receive any notificaticns

-ommissiOn.

ndI

h s

7: - : .!U R 3.:_ _ _
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Ms. Maryann Merce
Page 2

you
GJ,!esple, t202' z19-;6

descript: on
c mc aIn 2.

have anv ques •:7n-,
he .tt.'rnev 3ss" onec

-ce ntac,,
-s tn: s matte

!, e have
.. en:es

Ve roni ca
t, at
enclosed
handl inq

(i; oj
A-: 7z - eneral Counsel

Enoosures
-. Comia~nt

-.Procedures
3. Desionat:cn cunse :3:e~en:

a brief

J
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FEDERAL FJ C(TIO% (()MNISSIO©

23, 1992

mr. ?obert

_ear "r. "I e

The Federal 'e::::nf::ass . eceived a complaint which
Snd:cates that . ma -ave .. aec :e Federal Election Campaign

,s a. A:n: A opy of the complaint :snc'.:sed. We nave niereo t s .a: er 'IUR 3358. ?lease refer to
tn..s numDer n a :" .... szcndence.

Under -_

?Please submit an

"ff1:se, "ust Ce

.av "3Ke 

CCortunity to demonstrate in
e.. taen against you in this matter.

v :a:ua,. :r ea-a nazerials which you believe are
:mmiss-n' na"ss -f this matter. Where

m- e 5uc :-ed under oath. Your
CC aoires ed t .ne General Counsel's

s e : : as f -eceipt of this
-s::-se _S Cee: 7 days, the Commissicn

- nCase: ... e a-:aaDie :nf.riation.

ae m e...'at'er, "'ease ad'.v:ae -'e
;rr sta::'no tne -ane, i~res

z:unsei, ind authz::r-.,n n uc
3nd -ther :ommuni:a-:: ns ...... .

acccrdance with
_ A uniess you notify

SiSh :ne na ter to be made
cresenteJ Cy 7cunsei in this
5sign -v -ompieting the enclosed
oco :elecnone numDer of such
:ucse :o receive any notifications

m . is ssion .



Mr. Robert J. Mickey
Page 2

f you
"illespie, t
202' 219- 3

Jescr:otion

have an y uestion -,
he attorney is:sneo

0 the -. mrtss:, ,r-

.ease ccntact Veronica
this matter, at

-~n'., we have enclosed
:--ed'ires for handling

.- zz- 3nt eneral Counsel

tnc. osures
I.Comco'aint
- -. cedures

3. Desianatiozn of Cunse_ -a-enen:

M .

a brief



FEDERAL ELE(-1O", CO M.siISSION
A % ". % ,, , , . ,

23, 1992

r. Joseph PUc1
C2-4 Bidduion F-ad
---. lvn, Ohio 44144

- :A3UR 3=58

D e a r Mr. ? ....

The Fdera . e~ "- - s- n received a
Cates that you may -3:e c a :e the Federal

S1-, as amended 'the A copy of
Csed. re nav'e nuom-e-ej -n:s -atter MUR 3558
number :n a-- -fuz 're . e:.ndence.

Under -"e A-:, ".
.:r ::no that no
Please submit an
:eievant t: one

- .
• euessense,one

---- mu t -

-3y - Ke e :7e

act: :n
v ;act"
lormi ss
tfomentssneui!7

sutnmIlto
S sCon S -FI... -

71Mq S i.a "e "" "" -.

f: - Ja. s e "-- n - -

s"rn stat i tie name, .

-unsei, rnd a unDr:z n
and other -ommun:cat:cn

complaint which
Election Campaian
the complaint is
. Please refer to

a* - -one ortunity to demonstrate in=-cuo ze -aKen against you in this matter.
3a -r ea materials which you believe are
-:n' s ana*s-s of this matter. Where

ouoe :z - -mitted under oath. Your
-a 3Ioresse : - the General Counsel's

h says of receipt of this
eej %thin ' days, the Commissicn

case: --e avaiIable ,nformation.

oe S
5 dC r'
fro1

-:2:t::ent:al n accordance with
S. A 'unless you notify

sn the matter to be made
:eo:esented by counsel .n this

-. C. by oomolettna the enclosed
s nS telephone number of such

o-'nsei to recei:e any notifications
_:e 7 mmission.

encl
-n:s



Mr. Joseph Pucci
Page 2

if you have any questic-s, rlease 7-ontact Veronica M.
Gillespie, the attorney assi:oed *,-,n.s matter, at

202) 219-36Q0. For your :nfzrmar:c0 we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commsc: rc ceduies for handling

rompialnts.

vlein
a::n General :cunsel

Enclosures
i. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Desiqnatlon of Counse- S--:ement



FEDERAL ELECMiO"\ COM,'1ISSION

July 23, 1992

's. ?amela . -
-? Drawln- Rcad
-rcolyn, Oh4..

. MIUR 3%58

Dear Ms. Fr::_-x er:

The Federal EZecticn ..... sscn received a complaint which
.nd-:ates that vcu nay -a*.-e -vcated the Federal Election Campaign
"- f - 1, as amended " . Acopcy cf the complaint isenclcsed. -;e have numberec -n:s matter MUR 3538. Please refer to

-n:s number in ai" :utu ::..espondence.

Under -- = c- ....... "" -- O tunitY -o demonstrate in
wrtt:ng that no ac:-cn s .... Ze -aKen against you in this matter.
?lease submit any ;actual cr oeaai materials which you believe are
-elevant to _ C:mmiss..' -- nai.vss of this matter. Where
icrzcr'ate, Statements -nc-_: ce sucmitted under oath. Your
resconse, wn- - snuld :.e add e ssed o the General Counsel's
ff:-e, must: "-e .. :-. days f; receipt ocf this

:escnse • s :15:e:.e w.tun 1d days, the Commisslin
nay take tr : - .. .ne avalabie :nformation.

7h:s "a--er - 7-::den--ai Ln accordance with
. .. a A unless you not;f';
ne -mm:ss::n :n ,A:::n .sih -he matter to be made

-u ,*-u nC r m -cresented bv counsel in this
nat-er, cIease adSe -ne mmm:ss cn tby ompletino the enclosed
rorn stat:no -ne name, cres and telephone number of such
eunsei, and authcr:z:n su: munsei to receive any notifications

and other c=mmunxca:icns .... mne Zommi sson.



t

Ms. Pamela J.
Page 2

If ycu ha
Gillespie, the
1202) 219-36Q0
descript:cn of

Krick ler

ye 3nV'qUes-" <.s,

.. you: n:c ra

ease contact
thls matte

'..!e have
z-edu-es fcr

Veronica M.
r, at
enclosed a brief
handl ing

6&J
:.-Az z --ant eneral "zunsel

Enclosures
1. Compiaint
2. Precedures
3. Desianaticn 2f Czunse.. S:a:e-en~

C----



i[[)IRAL [LECTIOC, CO()iVlISSION

JulyP 2, 1992

n' " e y

. 7 0 e

Z : UR

-ea- :.s. 'laI :' ev:

The ,odera Elec :n :rm,:s-n received a
rates -_ha: vou-.av ave .... _ -.e Federal

Si, as e-_e - .A copy of
csed. we have umnerei -n-s hatter MUR 3558
numcer :n a f ,-e :.... c r res:ndence .

complaint which
Election Campaign

the complaint is
. Please refer to

Under - -
writ-nq tPat no act::
Please suom- an-: fac
rel.evant to -ne C ommi

-aororaa:e, sta-emen
resconse, wn:In c

'ay -3Ke ur' I

. .. .1 i ..3I 1..e -:mss::n -n.:

-'at t: - . :O:"e - . e
rm stat:a -e name

.:ounsei, and autno:::
ind : ner ccmmun::a: -

-ave-.. 'portunity to demonstrate in
snou/ -e -aKen against you in this matter.

-a.u :r _ea.a mater-.als which you believe are
ss-:n' s ana_:'sis o this matter. Where
s d-u 2e submitted under oath. Your
c a- reass -c t e General Counsel's

te .... - days cf rece:pt of this
se -: e-eo e within 15 days, the Commission
-n ... ne avalable :nformation.

n-, : accordance with
a i A) unless you notify

. :.sn the matter to be made
o:sented by counsel in this

o :z::n cv compietina the enclosed
j r4 iess J e teepnone number of such

":unsei to receive any notifications
n :S -cmrissicn.

I.s. zandra L.
4 7? Aut nn-7

~r C K 'V V n

Act
nP:



bS

Ms. Sandra L. Maloney
Page 2

If you have any quest:cns, please contact Veronica M.
3illespie, the attorney -ss'oned this matter, at
202' 29-369O. &Ir vour :nfzrnat cn, we have enclosed a brief

descr:ption of the -- mm, ss,. -n : : edures fcr handling
comciaints.

an General ounsel

Enclosures
.Complain

-. Procedures
. esianaticn of C^un-e-



FEDERAL ELECTION COM,1MISSION

July 23, 1992

Ms. Candace R. v'as
72 GavIe Dr:-e

he ; :ei- Lake, 2 . .. 3...

.: MUR 3558

Dear 'Is. ""t3s:

The Federal Elec-:on -=m:ss-:n received a complaint which
-ndzcates that "'',- nav. .ave ":z-d the Federal Election Campaign
Act of i -', as atended _he A::' . A copy of the complaint is
enc-.sed. .,e nave numcered -n's natter MUR 3558. Please refer to
,h:s number _n all future c:rrescondence.

Under -he A:. *-,.vu :ave -e !1ortunity to demonstrate in
wr-Itn a at no a2-:cn sn ui ce :aKen against you in this matter.
Please submit any :actuai :r -ecal materials which you believe are
relevant t 2e =mi-ss :nP ana:'ss of this matter. Where
3p0ropriate, 3tatenents sncou .e zubmitted under oath. Your
response, wnicn1 snouln ce adressed to the General Counsel's
-ff:e, Must :e s u 1tted .i::n~n: days cf receipt of this

_elter. -: n resconse -5 reoe -.ei with:n 15 days, the Commission
-ay 'aKe f"rther i--" on cased .n..n available information.

Sh 4  .. .. .r- a - e .--. _ _- -_M .- .

- : -mmiss::ni ,Y i~ ~

.att:e , e r eease a .:se tne -M
rn stat:in ne -me, re

-cunsel, and aut r: nc uch
and other -ommun:-a -_ ns :r.

?nf::ent:31 :n accordance with
a A) unless you notify

. - -sh the matter to be made
e7resented ty counsel in this
:1sS:n "v comDletinq the enclosed

teiechone number of such
--,nse to receive any notifications
tne 7cmmission.



S D
Ms. Candace R. Vitas
Page 2

If you have any questions, -lease contact Veronica M.
Gillespie, the attorney assianed to this matter, at
1202) 219-3690. F':r your nfcrration, we have enclosed a brief
description of the 7ommissicn's orocedures for handling
-omplaints.

" cereiy,

"e Gnerai Counsel

Enclosures
. Complaint

Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel ':atement



FEDERAL ELECTIO\ (j\i\IjSSIOQ

.ilV 23, 1992

Ms. Debra C. Dixon
'44 N. Beaccn Stree-, :4A

ir:ornton, Massachusett-

=7: MUR 35=8

Dear Ms. Dixon:

The Federal Elect:=n Coimm s:c-n received a complaint which
indicates that you may have ":c'lated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 19-1, as amended "the Ac:" A copy of the complaint isenclosed. We have numbered -.n:s hatter MUR 3558. ?lease refer to
This number in all future ....rresndence.

Under -e Act, vcu -'av.-e -he :cortunity to demonstrate in
• r t no -hat no ac:-cn incu ce -aKen against you in this matter.
?lease submit an, factual cc lezal materials which you believe are
relevant to -he rmmiss'cn's aa-.,s:s of this matter. Where
3pproprlate, statements sncuJ ce suomitted under oath. Your
:esponse, .nl-n snould :e addressed -c the General Counsel's
?._f.e, Must 2e sub-mn-te - iays of receipt of this
_etter. 0f o esCcnse is ce'e:7. 1thin 15 days, the Commission
a.ia ta~ e :urther -cn case, - :ne available ;nformation.

rhis natter ¢ en7eai- -" ientiai -n accordance with
. " al A, unless you notify

-"e Commissicn in wr:t:no cnat wsn the matter to be made
CUE.&i. :f --u .::end c- ce re::esented by counsel in this
matter, ;71ease advise :e -cmn:ss'cn by completing the enclosed
form statlnz the name, dciress ani telephone number of such
counsel, and author-.::- sucn -ounsei to receive any notifications
and other communications 'rcn -ne ?cmmlssion.



Ms. Debra J. Dixon
Page 2

If you have any questicns.
Gillespie, the attorney assionel
'202) 29-S690. For your inf-mra,
descriptcn of the ommi s '-
compiaints.

ease contact
tnis matte

we have
-dures for

Veronica m.
r, at
enclosed a brief
handling

22ere

". 2eneral Counsel

Enclosures
" . Compla~nt

. ?rocedures
3. Designation of Counse.



FEDE RAL ELECTION O MSSO

... > 1992

r jarres Dixon,
Pamona Avenue

3Kewno:, Cnu 441

- -. : R 3 }

Dear .r. Dixon:

The Federal El'It n Cm-s- n received a complaint which
ndcates that you may have .:.. -, the Federal Election CampaiQn

...... as amended 'the A.: . A copy of the complaint "s
enc'csed. We nave numbered :n: -natter MUR 3358. Please refer to
:nzs number :n all future :crresccndence.

Under e Act, -ou na v e --e ocortuni- to demonstrate in
::an t -hat no ac---n s nou: e -a3en against you in this matter.

?lease sucmt any factual cr _ecal materials which you believe arerelevant to the Commissicn's anaysis cf this matter. Where
3pcrccr:a te, statements snculd :e suomitted under oath. Your: e s pc n s e , ',n i c - s n o -' d -e - .A :.. n. e J -c rszJ to the General Ccunsel's
?ff:ce, -ust be sucm:-ten wilon:- :jays of receipt of this.. r.. r. . _-=rsccnse iS e:e:-. - th:n 1 days, the CommiJsi~..

v- axe ."roner a.... o 3sed one available "nformation.

-s na:te:..-" remai ... - dential in accordance with
- _. . - B - -: 3 A unless you notify
e.. mmsstn n Ir ...... nat . isn the matter to be made

S...u "n-: .  . .- . .. ..--: sented by -ounsel :n this
matte r, cease adv:se - .-:ss':n by compietinq the enclosed

trn soa'--. oe name, 3ddress -: telephone numter of such-- unsei, and author:z:nz SUo -- :unse' o receive any notifications
3nd otner -ommunicat:cns :o r2mmission.



Mr. James Dixon, Jr.
Page 2

:f you have any questi-,ns, - eise contact Veronica M.
Gliespie, the attCrney is,; inef -- this matter, at!20">) 219-3690. For your -rft::cn, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Ccmm:ss:c-n's '::-edures for handling
:ompiaints.

. r:n General Counsel

Enclosures
complal'.t
Prcedures

3. Desi:naton of Counsei -e-e-



FFDRALELECTION COMMISSION

July 23, 1992

Mr. Peter Luckianow
;69I ?idle Read

K c v n, 1h- 44 4

S: MUR 3558

Dear !r. Luckianow:

The Federai Elect cn Cznmissicn received a complaint which"nd.cates ,hat you may nave c' ated the Federal Election Campaign
ACtc as amended " A A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numoere4 -.nis -atter MUR 3558. Please refer to
this number In all future czrresocndence.

Under the Act, vou have -he -ocortunity to demonstrate in
*r:ting that no act:n snoui re :aKen against you in this matter.
?lease submit any factual r Iecal materials which you believe arereievant -- the Commissicn's analysis of this matter. Where
aorooriate, statements sc" z re suomitted under oath. Your
respcnse, wnicn shoud -e aodressed to the General Counsel's
Tff::e, must be submi-td w':2:n : days of receipt of this
- .etrer. Sf . . r Mso nse - e -e. witnLn 15 days, the Commission
may -ake further ac-- 3asea .n :te available information.

This natter wil -ea:-- ::nf:zential in accordance with
" .. " n - 3 A) unless you notify

-te C2mmisslcn "n t . :-a- v:u .nisn the matter to be made
oUD U -. :f '.u "ntend : rep resented by counsel in this

-atter, prease advise -no --mmss'cn dy completing the enclosed
rrm statina the name, 3ddress and -elephone number of such

-ounsel, and authorIz-n, su- ::unsei to receive any notifications
and other ccmmunicaticns .r..me --mmission.



9 q

Mr. Peter Luckianow
Page 2

If you have any questzcns, ,-ease contact Veronica M.Gillespie, the attzrney ass: rne This matter, at
202) 19-3690. F-r your :r::rmat'n, we have enclosed a briefdescription of the Commxssicn'-s ... ,edures for handling
complaints.

7Snze ely,

a . Klein
" ant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designaticn tf Counse e een



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

7uly. 23, .992

Ms. Lois Pucc:
1 0206 Biddulch Read
Prooklyn, Ohl: 44144

R-.: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. PucO.1:

The Federal Election Ccmmission received a complaint whichIndicates that you may have violated the Federal Election CampaignAct of 1971, as amended 'The Act"'. A copy of the complaint isenclosed. We have numbered :..s matter MUR 3558. Please refer tothis number In all future Correspondence.

Under the Act, lcu have the cpportunity to demonstrate inwriting that no action snouij be taken against you in this matter.Please submit any factual 2r leaai materials which you believe are:elevant to the Commisslcn's analysis of this matter. Whereappropriate, statements snould be submitted under oath. Youresponse, wnlcn should be addressed to the General Counsel's-...e must ce subm tteI -in -1 days of receipt of this.....e.. f no resoonse "s :ec-e:.'ed within 15 days, the Commissionmay take further act-in cased sn the available information.

-his matter :-i: remain -:nfidential in accordance withSU.. .,*, n12)(A) unless you notify:ne CommisscIn :n wr::n: -na you wish the matter to be madepuoliC. f you :ntend t: ce represented by counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commissicn by completing the enclosedform starino the name, aciress and telephone number of such.counsel, and authorizina sucn unsel to receive any notifications
and other communicatl,-ns -r m the Commission.



Ms. Lois Pucci
Page 2

If you have any quest:cns, please contact
Gillespie, the attorney ass:ranej to this matte
(202) 219-3690. For you& fr-ati-n, we have
description of the Cmmissic-''7 procedures for
complaints.

Veronica M.
r, at
enclosed a brief
handling

-incereiy,

" sa E. Klein
Ass: stant General Counsel

osur es
Complaint
Procedure,;Dpsianat l-n "u s, tAe en

EncI



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Jul y 23, 1992

Ms. Marlene Rain
1005 Oak Street
!eedina, Ohio 44 2= -Z

FE: IMUR 3558

Dear Ms. Rain:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which:ndicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended '"the Act '. A copy of the complaint isenclosed, we have numbered this matter MUR 3558. Please refer to
th.s number in all future :orrespondence.

Under the Act, ":'oi nave the cpportunity to demonstrate inwrit-ng that no action should be taken against you in this matter.Pease submit any factual or leaal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commissicn's analvs:s of this matter. Whereapprooriate, statements snould te submitted under oath. Yourresponse, which should be addressed to the General Counsel'soff:ce, must te submitted ;ith-n days of receipt of this
t ter. : no respcnse is rece:-ed within 15 days, the Commissionmay take furtner act:on nased on :ne available information.

7h:s matter will rema:n -zni;dent:aj in accordance with".:.:. § 43-a a 4 B a- 5 43-'a ;I )(A unless you notifythe CCmmission in "wrtin= -. at ".'ou wish the matter to be made
pu 0 C .f you :ntend to ze represented by counsel in thismatter, please advise the :ommission by completino the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of suchrounsel, and authorz:no sucn counsel to receLive any notification
and other communicat:ons frcm the Commission.



Ms. Marlene Rain
Page 2

If ycu have any questions, clease contact
Gillespie, the attornev assiqned to this matte
(202) 219-3690. For your :nformation, we have
descripticn of the C miss:on's t:,cedures for
complaints.

Si ncrely,

/ If-. E -
":sa E. Klein
Ass:stant General

Enclosures
Complaint

2. Procedures
3. Designation of Cunsel Statement

Veronica m.
r, at
enclosed a brief
handling

(6CAse

Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
.SH1%(;1o% Di( '11465

July 23, 1992

Ms. Jeanette Coyne
7130 Stone Road
Medina, Ohio 44256

RE: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Coyne:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint whichindicates that you may have violated the Federal Election CampaignAct of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of :he complaint is
enclosed. we have numbered this matter MUR 3558. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate inwriting that no action should be taken against you in this matter.Please submit any factual or :ecal materials which you believe arerelevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Whereappropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Yourresponse, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's
Dff:ce, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this

Tetter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission
may take further action based on the available information.

'hls matter w:;1 remain conf dentlal in accordance with
U.S.C. 5 43 ai and 5 4 ' g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe Commission in writ-no that you wish the matter to be madepublic. if you intend to- be represented by counsel in thismatter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed

form statinq the name, address and telephone number of suchcounsel, and authorizno such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.



Ms. Jeanette Coyne
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Veronica M.
Gillespie, the attorney assigned to this matter, at
(202) 219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

L:sa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
\%ASIiNITO% Ut 204hi

July 23, 1992

Ms. Penny J. Dixon
1215 Ramona Avenue
Lakewood, Ohio 44107

RE: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Dixon:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3558. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate inwriting that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. Your
response, which should be addressed to the General Counsel's
Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this
letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the Commission
may take further action based on the available information.

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



00

Ms. Penny 3. Dixon
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Veronica M.
Gillespie, the attorney assigned to this matter, at
(202) 2119-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement



STOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
P.O. BOX 99358

CLEVELAND. OHIO 44199

August 7, 1992

rand Li :w-,"A'ttor:.-x.'s .- .i
95_3 _= t S~r e<, N. W.

W . . : .. -. - . ..

_ouls S-okes fcr -naress /mnittee
an ,yer A. Wil Is, as treasurer

i enclose herewith all of the papers related to the above
captioned complaint, including the form designating your law
ir-= as unsel fzr the Respondent.

i have contacted Ms. Veronica M. 7illespie at the Federal
Election Commission for the purpose of ac(Tairing an extension of
the fifteen day r-ale. i advised her that while the letter from
the Federal Election Commission transferring the complaint is
dated July 23, 1992, it was just received by me a few days ago.
I did not go into Cleveland until after the Democratic National
Convention which I attended in New York. I also advised Ms.
Gi!lespie that Ms. Cheryle A. Wills is not our current
treasurer. The current treasurer Is Eugene Pearson, who is
desianate- as respondent on the Designation of Respondent form.

_n requesting an extension of time in this matter, Ms. Gillespie
adv ised when you nave received the Desianation of Counsel form

.m e c u s-hould fax a copy t he r and that :f you call her,
:sZhe will arrange an appropriate extension if tome with you.

am a-so en:song herewith a cov of the transcription of
taced recordo :_ t-he. press conference held by Ed Gudenas a

eohe biree yb- n y announced h's 'ntentoon to file this
com:pJ- a in. As advised you, Ed Gudenas is my opponent n ti.e

ion th-e Elvethncresslona]A Dst~--



0 S
Attorney Stan Brand
August 7, 1992
Page Two

irwould appreciate hearing from you after you have had an
opportunity to study these materials.

/ " ly..ie f 3-.rsI/ A



-- O&C. U03

STOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
P.O. BOX 99358

CLEV-LAND, OHIO 44199

Auo.',st 7, " '-

Re: MUP 355
Louis Stokes for C-ongress Commit
and 'heryle A. Wills, as treasurer

-n cordan-e with our telephone conversation of this date
rc- ative to the above captioned matter, I am enclosing herewith
a copy of a letter dated April 25, 1991 in which Mr. Eugene
Pearson advised the Clerk, U.S. House of Representatives that
Ms. he-yle Wils resigned as treasurer of the Louis Stokes for
Congress Co~rra.ite, effective April 1, 1991, and that he has
-aken her ilace as treasurer.

Also pursuant to our telephone conversation, I have forwarded
the complaint in this matter to Attorney Stan Brand. A copy of

-ettr ftr-aansmitta! 4s enclosed herewith.

Sin,

otS STOKE'S

Memb ;f Cn cir ess



O-OI-92 04:48P FROM CON. ST01 22 4906 TO D, C. FAXS 0010O!

STOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMIlTEE
P.O. BOX 99358

CLEVELAND, OHIO 44119

Ilmd T. AdMe

Cbuf* Vik
April 25, 1991 NO

Clerk
U. S. House of Representatives
1036 Lonqvorth HOBWashinqton, D.C. 20515 c

C".
RE: Louis Stokes for Congress

Committee
FEC ID #C00046995
October Quarterly, 12 Day
Pre-CGonaral, 30 Day Post-
General & Year End Reports

Dear ;ir:

In accordance vi letter dated April 11, 1991 from theFederal ElectionsCoamission concerning the above, enclosedpleasm find Amended Reports.

In regard to the excessive contribution made an indicated inthe 30 Day Post-General Report, the Comittee has notifiedthe recipient an ezpect a rerund shortly, vhich will beincluded in the report covering the period of receipt.
Additionally, thvi5 letter is to notify you of a change in theofficers of this Committee. Mrs. Cheryle Wills resignedeffective April 1) 1991 and the undersigned has taken hex-place, and we have added Mr. Linton Freeman as Financial
Secretary.

Should you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact me.

incerely, /

Eujn Pearson
Treasurer

EP/j g
Enclosures

cc: The Honorable Robert Taft
Secretary of State

~-I.A4 4
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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. /* Y k to4 ,.

Date S/ignaur
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BRAND & LOWELL
A P ,#OrSS 064A. COROPONATIO.

923 FIFTEENTH STREET. N.W

WASHINGTC%. 0 C. 20005

August 11, 1992

BY HAND DELIVERY

Veronica Gillespie, Esquire 15
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission 7
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Gillespie: c

As you know, we represent the Louis Stokes for Congress
Committee and its treasurer, respondents in the above-captioned

7' matter under review.

We transmitted the relevant designation of counsel form to
you yesterday and thereupon requested, and were granted, an
extension of time until August 26, 1992, to file a submission in
response to the complaint. We also transmit under this cover the
original designation of counsel form, which we "faxed" to you
yesterday.

Thank you very much for accommodating our and the
Committee's needs and schedules in granting the extension of
time.

. Frulla

Attachment



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~%AS1;(,ODC V0463

August 12, 1992

David E. Frulla, Esq.
Brand & Lowell
923 15th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 3558
Louis Stokes for Congress Committee and

Eugene Pearson, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Frulla:

This is in response to your letter dated August 11, 1992,
which we received on the same date, requesting an extension of
15 days until August 26, 1992 to file a response in the
above-referenced matter. The Office of the General Counsel has
granted the requested extension. Accordingly, your response-is
due by the close cf business on August 26, 1992.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Veronica M. Gillespie
Attorney



,•''--10- -. HI'tA 1t :4 0  Iti. t u E REMOTE 4 0

SERKINS GE
AV PA 3I '%w f FV-4 P8 '(". 4. q~ , rI t, C.

RcatxTF 1WkliK August Iv .-92
(2' 434 I',

Lisa E. Klein
A sistant (eneral Counsel
ieJeral Election Cummssion -
'3, F Street, N.W.

;-.:Znington, D.C. 20463
o ,

Rat MUR 3558: On behalf of John Coyne, %r
Mary Coyne, Debra Dixon,
James Dixon, Jr., Penny Dixon,
Pamela Irickler, Sandra Maloney,
Maryann Morco

Dear Ms. Ylein:

This letter seeks an extension of time on behalf of the
Respondents here Identified, to respond to the Commission's
notification of reason to believe in Matter Under Review 3558.

The number of Respondents are many, and interviews and
relevant information involving each one must be

scheduled. Vacation schedules in the month of August add to
.c diff±"U-Ity of completing responses without an extension.

A!-o, sor'v apparent Respondents who have changed addresses
ha.-: yet to receive their notifications which were no doubt
directed tc their previous residences.

M. re '_, it r.,y appear upon further inquiry that certain
; r' '-,on- "will re:1uire separate counsel. Tn the meantime,

a'. rceei allow Perkins Coie to act on their behalf
f,_.-" the pcte -t obtaining an extension of time.

Fer thesr reasons, I would request an extension of time,
ur-t11 Soptcr-tc' 30, 1992, at which time responses on behalf of
thf ;n Pesrponicents will be filed with the Commission by the

'' L%2i~e
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Federal Election Commission
August 10, 1992
Page 2

undersigned (or should it Le
other counsel).

"" ecessary, the undersigned and

Very t.Luy you

e&c fy

t~,g

Robert F. Bauer
Counsel to Mayor John Co re

iFL5: snub

1 i0 J2

4 T0 F . ki T

Iti A ',4 ...jk P')1 AY!2 1 9' ' ..'4 ,1
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
AI % ti ' ' % ! (4-

August 27,

Pobert F. Bauer,
Per :ns Coie
S~14th Street,
S'n te 800
Washi:niton, D.-.

1992

S 7 .

270C5-2011

RE: MUR 3558

Dear Mr. Bauer:

This is 4- response to your letter dated August 10, 1992,which we received on August 12, 1992, requesting an extension
until September 30, 1992, to file a response in the
above-referenced matter. After our telephone conversation on
August 25, 1992, in which you agreed to shorten your request and
after considering all the circumstances presented in your letter,
the Office of the General Counsel has granted the requested
extension for 30 days. Accordingly, your response is due by the
close of business on September 10, 1992.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202' 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Veronica M.
Attorney

G~~~ 411



BRAND & LOWELL
A PVWSrl SIONAL COWPORATiO'.

923 FIFTEENTH STREET. N.*

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20005

Tic, Cpwr R ,22 '3'? 6

August 14, 1992

P1 HAND DELIVERY

Veronica Gillespie, Esquire
Office of th_ General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
9099 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Gillespie:

As you know, we represent the Louis Stokes for Congress
Comrmittee and its treasurer, respondents in the above-captioned
matter under review. We enclose the original designation of
counsel form which we "faxed" to you yesterday.

Please do not hesitate to contact me with questions or
comments.

Sincerely,

aVi E. Frulla
DEF: 1dm
Enclosure
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ADDREMS:

TELEPHROME:

ATTORNEY STAN BRAND

BRAND & LOWELL

923 131 STRUE,

WA. IMTN (' T ON , " 2,)0 ) C5

A L1 bt' *~Q~*'

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.

A U"GS 12, 1992

Date ure

RESPONDNT 'S NAME:

ADDRES:

HONORABLE LOIS STOKES

11924 VIEWCREST TERRACE

SILVER SPRIA:, MD 20902

HONE PHONE:

BUSIVIW8 I=:

301/593-13' 4

202/'225-' i2



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~% AHICU)N1) C 20M4h 4

August 19, 1992

David E. Frulla, Esq.
Brand & Lowell
923 15th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 3558
Congressman Louis Stokes

Dear Mr. Frulla:

This is in response to your telephone call and letter dated
August 14, 1992, which we received on the same date, requesting an
extension of 15 days until August 26, 1992 to file a response in
the above-referenced matter on behalf of Congressman Louis Stokes.
The Office of the General Counsel has granted the requested
extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on August 26, 1992.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 210-3690.

Sincerely,
/

Veronica M. Gillespie
Attorney



WElLER & WEILER
A'TORNYS A I I AWV
2 BRFCKSVI I F ROAD

HRF'KS'1l I F, Ot!!O 44141

Kevin P. Veiler
Jennifer P. Weiler

(heri L. \Ve;terburz

#A I 8 53 fA iL
(216) ;26-087t

FAX: (216) 2(1-41!4

August 18, 1992

Federal Election Commission
Office of General Counsel
Veronica M. Gillespie
Washington, D. C. 20463

RE: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Gillespie:

Please be advised that the undersigned represents
Brenda S. Hartel (n.k.a. Rolland), Jeanie Joyce and Robert J.
Mickey relative to the above-entitled case.

Confirming my telephone conversation with you on
this date, August 18, 1992, please accept this as my formal
request for filing my clients' response to be extended to
August 28, 1992.

request.
I sincerely apprecia te your consideration of this

\Very truly yours,

....... TLER & WEILER

Kevin P. eiler

KPW/sce



WEILER & WEILER
ArI'T'RNFYS AT I AW

$'JX0 tBHIKSN\l I F RO)AD 10 I 4
BRrCKS'II 11, OHiO 44141 'I "

Ke. it, P. W%'edhr (216) 5216-O87t
Jennifer P. W,'etlhr FAX: (216) S26-4314

'h-ri L. \Vet.rb'urv

August 18, 1992

Federal Election Commission
Office of General Counsel
Veronica M. Gillespie
Washington, D. C. 20463

RE: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Gillespie:

Please be advised that the undersigned represents
Brenda S. Hartel (n.k.a. Rolland), Jeanie Joyce and Robert J.
Mickey relative to the above-entitled case. I am enclosing
herein fully executed authorizations by said clients regarding
such representation.

The complaint in question appears to have been filed
by Edmund V. Gudenas of a group known as "Citizens for a
Bright Light". In his complaint, Mr. Gudenas is charging
that, among other things, my clients somehow were coerced or
used as a conduit for campaign contributions to the Louis
Stokes for Congress Committee.

I have spoken with my clients regarding this matter.
All of my clients are employees of Westbrook Village
Apartments. Westbrook Village Apartments is owned by a
partnership consisting of Zaremba Builders, George Zane, and
the Michael Hearns Trust, John M. Coyne, Co-Trustee. John M.
Coyne has no equitable ownership in the Trust er Westbrook
Village Apartments. As a practical matter, George Zane is the
immediaLe manager of this particular organization.

My clients relate to me that Mr. Bob Mickey has an
interest in the Louis Stokes campaign since Mr. Stokes is
apparently a member of a number of committees involved in
appropriations to the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (N.A.S.A.) as well as to the Veterans
Administration (V.A.). Mr. Mickey is a disabled veteran.
Moreover, his son Steve, as a student (and now an honors
graduate) of Cornell University in Aeronautical engineering,
has previously worked for N.A.S.A on a part-time basis and
will be working full-time in the future. In addition, another
employee of Westbrook Village Apartments who w:as mentioned as
a contributor (although, apparently, not charged in this



Page Two
August 18, 1992

matter), Paulette C. Higgins, has a brother-in-law who works
for N.A.S.A. Accordingly, she also was particularly
interested In M. Stckjs caIpa.i n! c.:couragcd my clients'
donations.

Contrary to the campaign report, Brenda S. Hartel
(n.k.a. Rolland) did not donate $1,000.00 on two occasions but
only on one occasion in August of 1990. The campaign report
is also incorrect in that the donations were not all made on
August 31, 1990 but were made on various dates, to-wit: August
3, 1990, August 4, 1990, and August 7, 1990. We suspect that
the contributions were all dated as August 31, 1990 since the
campaign committee apparently kept their books on a monthly
basis. Alternatively, it may be that their checks were
submitted on August 31, 1990. My clients do indicate to me
that the checks were given to Mr. Coyne since he is the local
Democratic Party Chairman and since he is acquainted with my
clients. He was thus in a position to drop off the funds.

My clients all indicate to me that under no
circumstances did Mr. Coyne ever request them to make these
donations. The suggestion originally came from Robert Mickey
and the money came from our clients' persoiial funds. My
clients' position is substantiated by the enclosed affidavits
which I have preparea.

We would request that the Federal Elections
Commission consider this information and dismiss any
complaints against our clients.

This letter also confirms my conversation with you
on August 18, 1992 wherein you agreed, subject to the approval
of the Commission, to extend the response date to August 28,
1992. I am grateful to you for your indulgence in this matter
and for the record would specifically reaffirm my request that
the Commission approve such extension.



Page Three
August 18, 1992

If we can provide further information, please do not

hesitate to contact us.

Very truly yours,

Wl''LER & WEILER

I I

Kevin P. Weiler

KPW/sce
Enclosures
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(evirn P, Weiler

{920 Brecksville Road

Brecksvile, Ohio 44141

TELEPHONE:

C.:

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.

__ I -~-----~ f L __

Date Signature F f

RESPONDENT 'S NAMZ:

ADDRSS :

HONE PHOM a

BUSI S IPmN :

p .Nw,

L

c._,:~ * 1 ..
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STATE OF OHIO)
SS. AFFIDAVIT

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA)

Jeanie Joyce, being first duly sworn according to law,

deposes and states as follows:

1. That I am a citizen and voter of the United States

of America;

2. That I have been identified as a campaign

contributor to the Louis Stokes for Congress Committee by one

Edmund V. Gudenas in reference to a complaint filed by said

Edmund V. Gudenas before the Federal Elections Commission;

3. That a co-worker, Robert Mickey, suggested a

contribution to the Louis Stokes for Congress Committee in 1990.

Such request was based upon Mr. Mickey's support of Louis Stokes

in his activities on committees involving appropriations for

N.A.S.A. (with which his son is affiliated) and the Veteran's

Administration (Mr. Mickey is a veteran);

4. That I also became interested in Mr. Stokes through

my co-worker Paulette Higgins whose brother-in-law is affiliated

with N.A.S.A.;

5. That all contributions made by me to the Louis

Stokes for Congress Committee were made of my own free will and

under no coercion or compulsion of any kind by any person;

6. That the funds for campaign contributions to the

Louis Stokes for Congress Committee given by me came from my own



funds and that at no time was I provided funds or reimbursed or

otherwise received any consideration, including but not limited

to salary adjustment or personal debt reimbursement, by John M.

Coyne, the City of Brooklyn, or the Cuyahoga County Democratic

Party for said campaign contributions;

7. That I am an acquaintenance of John M. Coyne but am

not a relative or employee of John M. Coyne;

8. That at no time was the campaign contribution made

under any threat or promise of employment or termination of

employment on the part of my employer nor was any campaign

contribution made by me ever required as a condition of my

employment; and

9. That I made the said campaign contribution of my

own free will and based upon my desire to support the re-election

of Congressman Louis Stokes.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

SWORN TO and subscribed before me, this day of

August, 1992.

NOTARY PUBLIC
xrW 10 .47T'JC-K W'U I.

S&~WM 0:'
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MU 3558

KAME OF CO01 -I,, K

ADDRESS: 8

eLT-Vfn P. Weilr

920 Brecksville Road

rtcksvill,,, Oh:.- 44141

TELEPONEIC :

The above-named individual is hereby desicgnated as my

counsel and is authorized to rece:ve any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Date Signature

RBSPOIDWT 'S MADE:
ADEDRESS :

HONE PRO:

BUSIRM,8 PUM:

7
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STATE OF OHIO
SS. AFFIDAVIT

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA

Brenda S. Hartel (n.k.a. Rolland), being first duly

sworn according to law, deposes and states as follows:

1. That I am a citizen and voter of the United States

of America;

2. That I have been identified as a campaign

contributor to the Louis Stokes for Congress Committee by one

Edmund V. Gudenas in reference to a comrlaint filed by said

Edmund V. Gudenas before the Federal Elections Commission;

3. That a co-worker, Robert Mickey, suggested a

contribution to the Louis Stokes for Congress Committee in 1990.

Such request was based upon Mr. Mickey's support of Louis Stokes

in his activities on committees involving appropriations for

N.A.S.A. (with which his son is affiliated) and the Veteran's

Administration (Mr. Mickey is a veteran);

4. That I also became interested in Mr. Stokes through

my co-worker Paulette Higgins whose brother-in-law is affiliated

with N.A.S.A.;

5. That all contributions made by me to the Louis

Stokes for Congress Committee were made of my own free will and

under no coercion or compulsion of any kind by any person;

6. That the funds for campaign contributions to the

Louis Stokes for Congress Committee given by me came from my own



0

funds and that at no time was I provided funds or reimbursed or

otherwise received any consideration, including but not limited

to salary adjustment or personal debt reimbursement, by John M.

Coyne, the City of Brooklyn, -r the Cuyahoga County Democratic

Party for said campaign contributions;

7. That I am an acquaintenance of John M. Coyne but am

not a relative or employee of John M. Coyne;

8. That at no time was the campaign contribution made

under any threat or promise of employment or termination of

employment on the part of my employer nor was any campaign

contribution made by me ever required as a condition of my

employment; and

9. That I made the said campaign contribution of my

own free will and based upon my desire to support the re-election

of Congressman Louis Stokes.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

9- -

SWORN TO and subscribed before me, this _ _ day of

August, 1992.

NOTARY PUBLIC

Now~1P~c$r) t~

Ma VW48""~



MM 3558

IAN3 Or

ADDRESS

S% =Uwr Of DIQIITIC OI AW_ L

2 Kevin P. Weiler

89/0 Brecksville Road r -

Ck:' c-ksv 1e, Oh'c. 4414

TW UEK:_.

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.

,2

Date Agnature

ADDRESS : / _

ROME PRO=*>- ~K 5
BusriNES P:___________

Z7
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STATE OF OHIO )
SS. AFFIDAVIT

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA )

Robert Mickey, being first duly sworn according to law,

deposes and states as follows:

1. That I am a citizen and voter of the United States

of America;

2. That I have been identified as a campaign

contributor to the Louis Stokes for Congress Committee by one

Edmund V. Gudenas in reference to a complaint filed by said

Edmund V. Gudenas before the Federal Elections Commission;

3. That I suggested a contribution to the Louis Stokes

for Congress Committee to various Westbrook personnel in 1990. I

support Louis Stokes in his activities on committees involving

appropriations for N.A.S.A. (with which my son is affiliated) and

the Veteran's Administration (I am a veteran);

4. That all contributiors made by me to the Louis

Stokes for Congress Committee were made of my own free will and

under no coercion or compulsion of any kind by any person;

5. That the funds for campaign contributions to the

Louis Stokes for Congress Committee given by me came from my own

funds and that at no time was I provided funds or reimbursed or

otherwise received any consideration, including but not limited

to salary adjustment or personal debt reimbursement, by John M.

Coyne, the City of Brooklyn, or the Cuyahoga County Democratic



Party for said campaign contributions;

6. That I am an acquaintenance of John M. Coyne but am

not a relative or employee of John M. Coyne;

7. That at no time was the campaign contribution made

under any threat or promise of employment or termination of

employment on the part of my employer nor was any campaign

contribution made by me ever required as a condition of my

employment; and

8. That I made the said campaign contribution of my

own free will and based upon my desire to support the re-election

of Congressman Louis Stokes.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

#7_

SWORN TO and subscribed before me, this -__tday of

August, 1992.

NOTARY PUBLIC

wMVffVk* "N"
""'i usaC WF ft 8Ab"

Af900Sin n wRir be. h



FEDERAL. ELECTION COMMISSION

Auuust 21, 1992

We1ler, Esq.

" eeRoad

E S"v i e, Ch: 414 1

PE: MUR 3558

Deat ,r. Weile r:

rhis is in response to your Fax dated August 18, 1992, which
we received cn the same date, requesting an extension of 10 days
until August Z8, 1992 to file a response in the above-referenced
matter. After considering all the circumstances presented in your
letter, the Office of the General Counsel has granted the

ureo' sted extension for 10 days. Accordingly, your response is
due b the close of business cn August 28, 1992.

f you have any questions, please contact me at

S ncerely,

Veronica M. Gillespie
Attrney



BRAND & LOWELL
A PUoofE%'O6AL. COwpoltA?,04An 2 L

923 rIFTEENTH STREET. N.W.

WASHINGTON. D C 20005

I t P.00v " he Ivy,

August 25, 1992

3y FACSIMILE AND REGULAR MAIL

Veronica Gillespie, Esquire
office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Gillespie:

This is to confirm that you have graciously agreed to allc
Respondents, Congressman Louis Stokes, the Stokes for Congress N
Committee, and the Committee's treasurer, an additional extension
of time until August 31, 1992, to respond to the complaint in the
above-referenced MUR. As I explained to you, we plan to submit
an affidavit of the committee's former treasurer to the
Commission, but the treasurer will be away from her house and
office until August 27, 1992. Our submission was formerly due on
August 26, 1992, the day before the treasurer's return.

Thank you very much for accommodating us with this brief
further extension.

E. Frulla
DEF: 1dm
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"Home of the Sembeft Lmw"
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August 7, 1992

F ::-.a Bm"w r: :

The t-1lowir 9 is a 1:st of wagcs fcr the years 1985 through 1991 that you

.AYANN MERCE - ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 70 THE MAYOR

$29,667.27

$32,666.48

$32,863.05

$34,638.61

$36,626.57

$37,028.85
$38,731.42

- $ 1. o0 o A L C-a c-- v kc_

PAWELA KRICKLER - CLERK-PERSONNEL & RECORDS

$23,359.37
$24,376.39
$25,551.71
$27,551.92
$21,595.83
$28,767.54
$30,134.58

0~C 4-c' L C c' ;I.S+-C U S

-4ic~o4-t Lcvi,,- S,4-0e5-

-- CiO 0, Io- S0 OS.S

.,- SANDRA MALONEY - PART-TIME PERSONNEL FINANCE

$ 1,723.93
$ 4,783.28 - l,0c 4.,,
$ 4,472.19
$ 4,925.07
$ 4,733.82
$ 5,866.02
$10,632. 53

Sincerel y,

Frank P. Scarano
Finance Director

F.FS rp

.'999'

1989
"990

-" 1991

1985

1q7

988
1989

-990
1991

L985

. 986
9 7

5-
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FEDERAL FIAI.CTION COMMISSION
,% A c14 1,'-( '"f '*. - f ! ' 1

August 28, 1992

Mr. Edmun "V. Oudenas
Citizens for a Br:ont t
24553 Lakeshore BojIe.aro
E'j l-, r, H 4 4 .1' 3

MU? 3333

Dear Mr. Gudenas:

This letter acknowled~es receipt
supplement to the oomDia:nt you f:led
the Louis Stokes for Conoress Comintte
treasurer, Louis Stokes, John M. Coyne
Rolland, Paulette C. Higgins, Brenda S
James Coyne, Ruth J. Coyne, Maryann Me
Joseph Pucci, Pamela J. Krickler, Sand
Vitas, Debra j. Dixon, James Dixon, Jr
PuOcc, Marlene Rain, Jeanette Covne an
respondents will be sent occies cf the
notified as soon as the Federal Ele cti
action cn your complaint.

on August 26, 1992, of the
on July 17, 1992, against
e and Eugene Pearson, as

Mary Coyne, Kathleen M.
• Hartel, Jeanie Joyce,
rce, Robert J. Mickey,
ra L. Maloney, Candace R.
. Peter Luckianow, Lois
d Penny J. Dixon. The
supplement. You will be

on Commission takes final

Si n cerely,

Veronica M. illespiei ,
Attorney
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FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION
W% ASHI fl. ) II l,

Auc-us t 28, 1992

David E. Frulla, EsquI:e
Brand & Lowell
923 15th Street, N .W.
Washinqton, DC 20005

-c. a r'L Stoke3 and

T - .- , - _ e Cn, L ' w e P e a r s o n ,.

Dear mr. Frula:

Cn July 23, .992, 'our :!:ents -4e:e not:f:ed that the
Federal Election Cn ecei.,ed i :..molaint from
Edmund V. Gudenas allegqnq v _.:f certain sections of the
Federal Elect:on Campaign Act cf , as amended. At that time
your clients were given a cop; te :ormlaint and informed
that a response to the compIaInt should e submitted within 15
days of receipt of the nct:f:cat:n.

On August 26,
information from t
in the complaint.
information.

he comciaiant -ert
Enclosed s a coccv

cn recee--.ed add:tiona.
a:nnlni to the allegations

-th:s addticna!

If you have any questions, :lease c-,ntact e at 202
'19-3400

. / e

";rc... "" .t lK -" es:e

Enc'-sure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

AugUst 28,

Pobert Bauer, Esau:re
Perkins Coe
()0 14th Street ..

washington, DC 20005

RE: MUF 3558
John M. Coyne,
Maryann Merce,
Krickler, Sand
Debra J. Dixon
Dixon, Jr. and

Mary Ccyne,
Pamela J.
a L. Maloney,
James

Penny J. Dixon

Dear Mr. Bauer:

On July 23, 1992, your clients were notified that the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint from
Edmund V. Gudenas alleging violations of certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. At that time
your clients were given a copy of the complaint and informed
that a response to the complaint should be submitted within 15
days of receipt of the notification.

On Auaust 26, 1992, the Commission received additional
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations
in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional
information.

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

e Ve onica .i 1 ! e s p
A " '-rney

En c o su e

S

1992



BRAND & LOWELL
A POOFESIONA. COnPOWA ,O

923 FIFTEENTH STREET. N.W

WASHINGTON. DC. 20005

T FE[PH ONC 2, 66"2 9700

TFC'37 75 ' 67

August 31, 1992

BY HAND DELIVERY

Veronica Gillespie, Esquire
office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Gillespie:

Enclosed please find the response of the Louis Stokes for
Congress Committee, its treasurer, and Congressman Louis Stokes
to the complaint that initiated the above-captioned matter under
review.

Respondents also attach three affidavits (those of George
Mazzaro, Jewell Gilbert, and Cheryle Wills Matthews) to their
submission. They are submitting facsimile reproductions of the
signature pages of each of the affidavits. The affiants are
mailing the original signature pages to us, and we will submit
them to the Commission as soon as they are received.

Please do not hesitate to call me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Frulla

Enclosures
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIi;';M i 4:

OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

)
In the Matter of

The Honorable Louis Stokes, ) Matter Under Review 3558
Louis Stokes for Congress

Committee, and
The Committeeus Treasurer.

RESPONSE OF CONGRESSMAN LOUIS STOKES, THE LOU 8 TOi E
FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE, AND THE COMMITTEE'S TREASURER

DEMONSTRATING NO "REASON TO BELIEVE" EXISTS FOR
THE COMMISSION TO PROCEED WITH THIS MUR

Congressman Louis Stokes, the Louis Stokes for Congress

Committee (the "Stokes Committee"), and the Stokes Committee's

treasurer (collectively, "Respondents") are respondents in the

above-captioned matter under review. MUR 3558 is based on a

complaint dated July 14, 1992, filed by Mr. Edmund Gudenas

("Complainant"), one of Congressman Stokes's 1992 general

election opponents. Mr. Gudenas's allegations pertain to the

1986, 1988, and 1990 election cycles.

Respondents hereby submit, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a),

the following response and Affidavits of Cheryle Wills Matthews,

George Mazzaro, and Jewell Gilbert demonstrating that the

Commission should take no further action on the complaint. No

"reason to believe" exists for the Commission to conclude that

the Stokes Committee and its treasurer improperly accepted the

Ms. Cheryle Wills Matthews (formerly Cheryle A. Wills)
was the Stokes Committee's treasurer when the allegations herein
arose. Ms. Matthews had been named a respondent solely in her
official capacity. Mr. Eugene Pearson has succeeded Ms. Matthews
as the Stokes Committee's treasurer.
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contributions involved in this complaint or that Congressman

Stokes acted in any way contrary to the Federal Election Campaign

Act ("FECA") or applicable regulations. Accordingly, Respondents

respectfully submit the Commission should thus expeditiously

dismiss the complaint pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.9(b).

I. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Congressman Stokes is an eleven-term Member and chairman of

the House of Representatives Committee on Standards of Official

Conduct.

Complainant is an independent, dark horse, general election

opponent of Congressman Stokes. Complainant's political motives

in filing this complaint are, unfortunately, abundantly evident.

In fact, he convened a press conference to unveil his complaint

at the Euclid, Ohio City Hall on July, 10, 1992 -- that is, the

Friday before he apparently signed and transmitted it to the

Commission. Exhibit 1 hereto includes a transcript of that press

conference and documents Complainant's disregard of FECA's clear

confidentiality requirements.2 Se 2 U.S.C. S 437g (a)(12) & 11

C.F.R. 111.21. The Affidavit of Jewell Gilbert (attached as

Exhibit 2 to this submission) collects and verifies three recent

newsclips from the Cleveland area which demonstrate that Mr.

Gudenas has been able to employ FEC proceedings to generate

2 Exhibit 1 is the Affidavit of George Mazzaro, verifying
the transcript. The troinscript itself is attached to Mr.
Mazzaro's affidavit.

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 2
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publicity he hopes will assist his and damage Congressman

Stokes's campaigns, respectively.3

Mr. Gudenas explained at the outset of his press conference

that he or his operatives reviewed the Stokes Committee's FEC

reports for the three prior election cycles to find somethi.n

upon which to attempt to base an FEC complaint.

Reduced to essentials, Mr. Gudenas states that Brooklyn,

Ohio mayor and prominent Cuyahoga County Democratic party leader

John Coyne and certain persons Mr. Gudenas purports are

associated with Mayor Coyne made facially permissible $1,000

contributions to the Stokes Committee over a three year election

cycle period. The contributors, as reflected in the Stokes

Committee's FEC reports4, allegedly include individuals in Mr.

Coyne's family, employed by the City of Brooklyn, and/or employed

by business entities in which Mr. Coyne allegedly has an

interest. Mr. Gudenas asserts the Coyne-related individuals are

the only "ordinary people" who made contributions to the Stokes

Committee, and that all the committee's other contributors are

3 Respondents both request and desire the Commission to
discharge (as it consistently has adeptly done) its obligation to
ensure that no further breaches of confidentiality occur,
particularly as the general election draws nearer. TIhe
confidentiality provisions' legislative history explains they
were designed to prevent the Commission's investigative powers
from being used for partisan political purposes.

It should be noted that the Stokes Committee's
painstakingly thorough (at least as far as those pages attached
to the complaint) FEC reports comprise the basis for the
complaint. All names, addresses, employers, and contribution
amounts are listed for these contributors -- hardly the work of a
committee bent on propagating or covering up a disguised
contribution scheme.

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 3
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"wealthy individuals" and special interest groups. Based on this

massively sweeping generalization -- which even if true fails to

state a violation of law -- Mr. Gudenas takes a leap of surmise

to argue that contributions in question must have been reimbursed

because the contributors could not have afforded to make them on

their own. Such a reimbursement, if it occurred, would

apparently be illegal under the FECA's contribution in the name

of another prohibition. See 2 U.S.C. S 441f. Complainant has

not made, nor can he on this record make, a direct allegation

that any contribution was made from one of the four prohibited

sources (corporation, labor organization, foreign national, or

federal contractor).

II. OUNSTION PRESENTED

The main issue presented involves whether the Stokes

Committee and its treasurer should have,, under applicable

standards, questioned the contributions' legality and refunded

them, either when they were accepted and deposited or upon later

discovering evidence they were illegal. Federal campaign finance

regulations delimit a campaign committee treasurer's obligation

to review contributions in the following terms:

(b) The treasurer shall be responsible for
examining all contributions received for evidence of
illegality and for ascertaining whether contributions
received, when aggregated with other contributions from
the same contributor, exceed the contribution limits of
11 CFR 110.1 or 110.2.

(1) Contributions that present genuine Questions
as to whether they were made by corporations, labor
organizations, foreign nationals, or Federal
contractors may be, within ten days of the treasurer's
receipt, either deposited into a campaign depository

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 4



under 11 CFR 103.3(a) or returned to the contributor.
If any such contribution is deposited, the treasurer
shall make his or her best efforts to determine the
legality of the contribution .... If the
contribution cannot be determined to be legal, the
treasurer shall, within thirty days of the treasurer's
receipt of the contribution, refund the contribution to
the contributor.

(2) If the treasurer in exercising his or her
responsibilities under 11 CFR 103.3(b) determined that
at the time a contribution was received and deposited,
it did not appear to be made by a corporation, labor
organization, foreign national or Federal contractor,
or made in the name of another, but later discovers it
is illegal based on new evidence not available to the
political comnittee at the tine of receipt and deposit,
the treasurer shall refund the contribution to the
contributor within thirty days of the date on which the
illegality is discovered....

- 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b) (emphasis added).

A campaign committee treasurer's obligations are thus two-

fold: (1) to investigate a contribution when it is received if,

at that time, a "genuine question" exists concerning whether it

was made by a corporation, labor organization, foreign national,

or federal contractor; and (2) to refund a contribution if newly

* discovered evidence shows a contribution atualjly "is" illegal.

It should be noted that 11 C.F.R. 103.3(b) (1) recognizes that a

contribution made in the name of another will not present a

"genuine question" of legality when it is received and deposited.

Such a contribution is camouflaged to prevent a treasurer from

knowing it is made in the name of another. 11 C.F.R. Section

103.3(b) (1), accordingly, only addresses contributions that

present a genuine issue concerning whether they were made from

one of the four prohl-ibited sources (i.e., a corporation, labor

organization, foreign national, or Federal contractor).

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 5
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The Stokes Committee and its treasurer and Congressman

Stokes (insofar as these obligations can be imposed on him) have

breached neither of the two obligations enumerated above. As

will be explained below, no "genuine question" existed whether

the contributions in question were made by any of the four

prohibited sources when they were received and deposited.

(Parenthetically, and apart from a campaign committee treasurer's

expressly defined obligation under federal regulations, no

"genuine question" was presented when the contributions were

accepted and deposited whether they were made in the name of

another.) Finally, no evidence has subsequently been unearthed,

and Complainant provides none, to demonstrate these contributions

are, in fact, illegal. For their part, Complainant's allegations

comprise, at this juncture, only bare, politically motivated

speculation. Thus, as will be demonstrated, no "reason to

believe" exists that Respondents ran afoul of 11 C.F.R. Part 103.

Additionally, the FECA prevents a person from "knowingly"

accepting or receiving a contribution in the name of another

(2 U.S.C. S 441f), or from a corporation (2 U.S.C. S 441b(a)).

No allegations are presented that any of the contributors were

foreign nationals or that any federal contractor was conceivably

involved in any of the allegations presented, so 2 U.S.C. SS 441c

and 441e are not implicated. No such knowing violation of 2

U.S.C. SS 441f or 441b(a) occurred.

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 6



III. D STOrEB COinnTEE AND LTI JS-URR_ n EE UDEn MO
OlLIZQTION TO INVESTIGAT3 OR RXE D 122 COMML!UTISQl
ZISUE KERD AND DID N= OIWZISE KN=OWIGLY VIOlATE

AT

APPLICABLE FEDERAL CQAPAIGN FINMCE LAW AD REULATIO N

The Affidavit of Cheryle Matthews (attached as Exhibit 3 to

this submission), then treasurer of the Stokes Committee, avers

that she knew her obligation to screen contributions as treasurer

of the Stokes Committee (Matthews Aff., 2), abided by that

standard as a matter of policy and practice (id. at 11 4-5), and

required her staff to do the same (id. at 1 3-5). Ms. Matthews

then avers that:

[She] did not know when each such contribution was
accepted and reported, nor . . . (has she] ever since
been informed, otherwise come to learn or have any
facts to indicate that any of the above contributions
were illegal in that any was made by a corporation,
labor organization, foreign national, federal
contractor, or made in the name of the another[ ] (and
that] . . .

[N)othing on the face of any of the checks
comprising the contributions listed above or in the
circumstances surrounding the making and receipt of any
such contribution led . . . [her) to conclude that a
genuine question existed as to the legality of any such
contribution so as to necessitate investigative or
corrective action pursuant to federal campaign finance
regulations.

Matthews Aff., 7-8. The Stokes Committee and its treasurer

thus properly accepted and did not refund the contributions.

No objective, surrounding circumstances should otherwise

have led the Stokes Committee or its treasurer to conclude that a

5 In that the Stokes Committee's treasurer is charged by
law with accepting and receiving contributions, Ms. Matthews's
averment that she did not knowingly accept or receive a
contribution in the name of another or from a prohibited source
puts to rest the issue whether Respondents violated 2 U.S.C. §§
441f or 441b(a), absent competent evidence to the contrary.

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 7



genuin, issue was presented that any of the contributions in

question were made from one of the four prohibited sources when

any of the contributions in question were accepted or

deposited. 6 Individuals made each of the contributions in

question. All such contributions were within applicable limits.

of the twenty-six contributors in question, only eight (over a

si year period) even worked for a corporation. Unless the law

is that employment by a corporation M se raises the implication

of illegal corporate contributions, the fact of corporate

employment cannot alone trigger treasurer obligations under the

regulations. Ms. Matthews has averred that she knew of no

circumstance surrounding the making or acceptance of these

otherwise facially valid contributions that led her to entertain

a genuine question as to whether they were made from one of the

four prohibited sources or in the name of another.

Moreover, the Commission should not interpret its

regulations so as to require a committee treasurer to question

the bona f ides of a contribution from each person whose

occupation might lead a politically interested interloper to

allege the contributor might not have been wealthy enough to

afford the contribution. The obligation to "means test"

6 As explained above, Section 103.3(b) (1) does not extend
to a contribution presenting a genuine issue if it was made by
another. Nonetheless, arguments explaining why no genuine
question existed when the contributions were accepted and
deposited as to whether they were made from one of the four
prohibited sources apply equally, if not with more force, to any
argument that might be required to be made that no genuine
question existed as to this latter issue.

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 8



contributors Complainant urges, would impose unprecedented,

unreasonable administrative burdens on campaign committee

treasurers and on the Commission, as well. Indeed, such a "means

testing" obligation would, from a practical standpoint, create

standards of conduct that are impossible to administer

consistently and risk offending contributors. For instance, must

a treasurer question all contributions from students or spouses

who work within the home ? 7Would certain students or house-

wives or house-husbands be exempt from scrutiny because of their

sur-names or their acquaintance with a treasurer? By contrast,

should vice presidents of any corporation be presumed to be able

to "max out?'" Or, must a treasurer investigate an individual

contributor who lists his or her occupation as the vice president

of, for example, a lawn care company (as opposed to a Fortune 500

company) to ascertain how he or she could have "afforded" the

contribution in question? Who in (as Complainant describes it)

the "middle class" must a treasurer investigate? A treasurer's

duty begins with the presumption that contributions are legal

when made unless real questions exist to the contrary. The

regime Complainant seeks would, without constitutional,

statutory, or regulatory basis, reverse the presumption of

7 Both spouses may contribute separately even though only
one has an income. See 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(i)(1). And, Commission
regulations recognize the even minor children (most likely
students) may make permissible political contributions.
11 C.F.R. S 110.1(i)(2). The plain fact is that spouse and
children contributions are commonplace and unremarkablc.

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 9



legality for a wide, undefined and undefinable segment of

contributors and contributions.

Furthermore, contributions from individuals with family,

personal, or business ties aare, not unexpectedly, often made at

or about the same time. The occurrence of such contributions

thus does not -- absent independent, objective, contrary indicia

of illegality -- raise a primna facie burden on a treasurer to

inquire about their legality. Nor is it remarkable -- not to

mention suspicious -- that certain of these contributions may

have come from outside Congressman Stokes's district. If the

Commission chooses to interpret its regulations to require a

treasurer to investigate any contributions arriving in such a

common fashion, it should do so publicly and in advance, through

rulemaking.

Finally, the Stokes Committee and its treasurer have come

under no obligation pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 103.3(b) (2) to refund

the contributions in question on the basis of newly discovered

evidence. Simply put, no credible evidence has been presented

that the contributions in question are, in fact, illegal. Mr.

Gudenas's politically motivated surmise hardly rises to the level

of fact. The Commission has imposed a duty to refund only in

circumstances where wrongdoing clearly occurred and was

8 An individual's decision to build personal or business
good will by making a contribution that another individual asks
or directs the former individual to make does not implicate
Section 441f or the FECA's or campaign finance regulations' other
limitations and prohibitions (except as to the amount of any such
contribution). Sjee A.0. 1984-21.

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 10



demonstrated with record evidence. For instance, in A.O. 1984-

52, the Commission required Congressman Russo's campaign

committee to refund contributions, finding that "the Criminal

Information and guilty plea of the corporation" for making

illegal contributions through its employees "constitute an

adequate factual basis for concluding that the corporation should

receive the refunds." No similar factual basis for a refund --

or for any supplemental, extra-regulation-based Stokes Committee

investigation of the need therefor -- appears on this record.

IV. O- "REASON TO BELIEVE" EXISTS THAT CONGRESSMAN STOKES
VIOLATED FEDERAL CAMPAIGN FINANCE LAW OR REGULATION

Federal law and regulations cast the duty to accept and

deposit contributions and to examine them for evidence of

illegality upon the campaign committee's treasurer. Put

differently, a candidate permissibly delegates these duties to

his or her campaign committee's treasurer. As explained above,

Ms. Matthews (the Stokes Committee treasurer for the time period

at issue herein) was responsible for accepting and depositing

contributions to the Stokes Committee, and stated in her

affidavit that she had no basis upon which to conclude the

contributions were illegal either when she received and deposited

them or at some later date.

Yet, the Commission has named Congressman Stokes himself as

a respondent, even though Complainant offered no basis to impose

the treasurer's duties or obligations on Congressman Stokes.

Indeed, in response to a pointed question from the audience at

his press conference, Mr. Gudenas could point to no evidence that

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 11



Congressman Stokes was involved in any wrongdoing, and could

conjure up only the following inadequate basis to involve

Congressman Stokes in this matter under review:

I guess he (Congressman Stokes] very well might say
that I have never looked at my balance of my campaign
funds and I don't know anything but I would say that
doesn't make any sense . ... Because those are forms
he is responsible for. You wouldn't just have somebody
file these forms and give him the legal obligation to
tell the truth and not even look at them.

Mr. Gudenas is wrong. As explained above, federal

regulations delegate the duty to investigate a questionable

contribution to a candidate's campaign committee's treasurer, not

the candidate himself or herself. That Ms. Matthews did her job

properly should conclude this matter equally as to Congressman

Stokes, absent specific, competent allegations of the

Congressman's wrongdoing.

V. CO CLUSXQN

For the foregoing reasons, Respondents respectfully submit

the Commission should expeditiously dismiss this matter under

review as to all of them.

Respectfully submitted,

* Dated: August-3 , 1992 BRAND & LOWELL, P.C.

S nley Brand
David E. Fiulla
923 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
(202) 662-9700

Counsel for Respondents Louis
Stokes, the Stokes for
Congress Committee, and the
Committee's Treasurer
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DEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CONMIBSION

OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

)
In the Matter of )

)
The Honorable Louis Stokes, )
Louis Stokes for Congress ) Matter Under Review 3558

Committee, and )
The Committee's Treasurer.

AFFIDAVIT OF GEORGE MAZZARQ

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA
) SS

STATE OF OHIO )

I, George Mazzaro, being duly sworn, depose and state as

follows:

1. I am of full age, competent, and have personal

knowledge of the facts to which I attest in this affidavit.

2. I attended the press conference held by Mr. Edmund

Gudenas on July 10, 1992, at the Euclid, Ohio City Hall.

3. At that press conference, Mr. Gudenas announced that he

planned to file a complaint against Congressman Louis Stokes with

the Federal Election Commission. Mr. Gudenas made certain

allegations against Congressman Stokes at the press conference

and responded to certain question from members of the audience,

including myself.

4. I often rake cassette tape recordings of public

meetings that I attend. Pursuant to this practice, I made a
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cassette tape recording of Mr. Gudenas's July 10, 1992, press

conference.

5. My cassette tape recording of this press conference has

been transcribed. The transcript is attached to this affidavit.

6. I have reviewed both the cassette tape and the attached

transcript made therefrom.

7. Based on ry review of the cassette tape and attached

transcript, I attest that the transcript is a fair and accurate

depiction of the proceedings of Mr. Gudenas's July 10, 1992,

press conference at the Euclid, Ohio City Hall concerning his

than imminont filing of a Federal Elecotion Commission complaint

against Congressman Stokes.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

George Mazda

Subscribed to an _ worn
before re1his . day
of/ , 1992.

Notary Pu~lio

fly Commission Expires:
ED! 7H C (AL J -f

St,,Wor, of ,~ ,,:,,ilC.,'

mllly ccmrrlr ,ss ,, ,"i- ,I 4 9
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C TRANSCRIBED FROM TAPE) 0

ED GUDENAS PRESS CONFERENCE 7/10/92

ED GUDENAS: ??? AND THEY SENT ME, I ASKED THEM TO GO BACK TO

1986, THE BASIC FORMS, EXPENSE AND CONTRIBUTIONS AND AFTER LOOKING AT

THE FORMS A PATTERN QUICKLY DEVELOPED THAT ALL THE DONATIONS CAME FROMi

HIGHER SPECIAL IJTEREST GROUPS OR VERY WEALTHY INDIVIDUALS REPRESENTING

THEIR OWN SPECIAL INTERESTS EXCEPT 1T ONE INCIDENT THERE WERE A GROUP

OF ORDINARY PEOPLE IRITNZ S1,c0 DONATIONS WHERE THERE WERE NO OTHEE

ORDINARY PEOPLE THAT AT ANY TIME IN '91 OR '86 IN HIS DISTRICT THAT

GAVE EVEN $50 OR ANlYTHING ELSE THAT WAS IN THE REPORT. THESE ORDINARY

PEOPLE SUCH AS STUDENTS, SECRETARIES, CLERKS, HOUSEWIVES, WHO ALL WERE

LISTED AS EACH GIVING CONGRESSMAN STOKES $1,000 AT THE SAME TIME.

THESE INDIVIDUALS WERE GIVING THESE DONATIONS OF $1,000 AND THESE

DONATIONS WERE COMING AT A TIME WHEN OTHER WEALTHY INDIVIDUALS WERE NOT

GIVING THESE KIND OF DONATIONS WHERE THERE WERE NO FUNDRAISERS OR THERE

WAS REALLY NC REASCN TO JUST SUDDENLY SEND CONGRESSMAN STOKES $1,000

AND THESE PEOPLE ALSO DID NCT LIVE :N THE DISTRICT THAT CONGRESSMAN:

STOKES REPRESENTED AND LOOKING AT IT A LITTLE BIT CLOSER SUDDENLY JOHN

COYNE KEPT COMIING UP AND THE CT OF BROOKLYN KEPT COMING UP BECAUSE



MANY OF THESE PEOPLE WORKED FOR THE CITY OF BROOKLYN WHICH ALSO IS NOT

IN THE DISTRICT AND SUDDENLY I REALIZED THAT EVERY SINGLE PERSON WAS

LISTED AT A $1,000 DONATION FOR LOUIS STOKES WAS DIRECTLY RELATED TO

JOHN COYNE, MAYOR OF BROOKLYN AND CHAIRMAN OF CUYAHOGA COUNTY

DEMOCRATIC PARTY AND THEY WERE PEOPLE RELATED TO MR. COYNE EITHER IN

DIRECT RELATIONSHIP AS A RELATIVE, FRIEND, CR EMPLOYEE FOR HIS COMPANY

CENTRAL COORDINATING SERVICES OR WORKED FOR THE CITY OF BROOKLYN. I

BELIEVE THAT CONGRESSMAN STOKES ALWAYS KNEW THAT THESE DONATIONS WERE

COMING FROM PEOPLE THAT DID NOT REALLY HAVE THIS KIND OF MONEY BECAUSE

HE WOULD HAVE QUICKLY SEEN THAT AN UNEMPLOYED STUDENT COULD NOT SUPPORT

A DONATION OF $1,000. AN INCOME OF A RETIRED PERSON WHO IS A VALET FOR

SOMEBODY COULD NOT AFFORD A DONATION OF $1,000. THESE DONATIONS

STOPPED RIGHT AROUND THE SAME TIME THE CENTRAL COORDINATING SERVICES

COMPANY NO LONGER HAD THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO SELL OR TO SELL THE AUTO

TITLE BUSINESS IN CUYAHOGA COUNTY. WHAT I'M GOING TO DO, THE REASON I

CALLED THIS CONFERENCE IS FILE A FORMAL COMPLAINT WITH THE FEDEPAL

ELECTIONS COMMISSION EARLY NEXT WEEK ASKING THEM TO RUN A COMPLETE

INVESTIGATION ASKING THESE PEOPLE WAS IT TRULY THEIR MONEY THAT WENT TO



0
LOUIS STOKES. THEY WILL CONTACT EACH OF THESE INDIVIDUALS WITHIN A FEW

DAYS AFTER RECEIVING A COMPLAINT AND THE PEOPLE HAVE ABOUT 15 DAYS TO

RESPOND. THE PENALTY IS BOTH CIVIL AND CRIMINAL FOR THIS KIND OF

VIOLATION BECAUSE YOU CANNOT MAKE A DONATION IN THE NAME OF ANOTHER

PERSON WHEN IT'S NOT YOUR MONEY AND I THINK IT'S VERY SIGNIFICANT THAT

THIS WAS HAPPENING BECAUSE LOUIS STOKES, ONE OF THE SENIOR MEMBERS OF

CONGRESS, WAS VERY INSTRLMENTAL IN GETTING THESE LAWS PASSED AND

MAINTAINED THROUGHOUT THE ALMOST FOUR DECADES HE'S BEEN IN CONGRESS.

LOUIS STOKES HAS BEEN AGAINST CAMPAIGN REFORM LAWS BUT HAS BEEN IN

FAVOR OF THE SAM.E SYSTEM WE HAVE TODAY--SPECIAL INTEREST MONEY--SO IF

HE'S IN FAVOR OF THE SYSTEM, HE SHOULD BE HELD ACCOUNTABLE FOR

FOLLOWING THE LAWS FOR THE SYSTEM HE IS IN FAVOR OF KEEPING. AND I

THINK THAT THIS IS SIGNIFICANT AND CLEARLY SHOWS THAT LOUIS STOKES IS

GETTING ALMOST ALL OF HIS MONEY FROM SPECIAL INTEREST GROUPS AND FROM

VERY WEALTHY INDIVIDUALS AND NONE OF HIS MONEY FROM REGULAR PEOPLE IN

THE DISTRICT. AND THAT'S THE BASIS FOR THIS CONFERENCE. ARE THERE ANY

QUESTIONS?

UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE: WHEN DO YOU PLAN TO FILE THE COMPLAINT?



I HOPE ON MONDAY IT WILL BE SENT OUT, BUT JUST IN CASE

THERE IS ANY LAST MINUTE THINGS THAT ARE NEEDED AND THEN FIVE DAYS

LATER BY LAW, THEY'RE SUPPOSE TO SEND SOMETHING OUT TO THE

INDIVIDUALS.

GEORGE MAZZARO: MR. GUDENAS, ON WHAT LEGAL AUTHORITY DO YOU USE

PUBLIC PROPERTY TO PROMOTE YOUR CAMPAIGN?

GUDENAS: WELL ANYBODY, ANY FACILITY IN1 THE CITY OF EUCLID IS

AVAILABLE AND I HAVE CONTACTED THE SERVICE OFFICE TO MAKE SURE THAT

THIS WAS SO. ANY CITIZEN IS ALLOWED TO USE THIS FACILITY.

MAZZARO: THERE'S NO QUESTION ABOUT THAT, BUT BY WHAT LEGAL

AUTHORITY DO YOU USE PUBLIC PROPERTY TO PROMOTE YOUR CAMPAIGN?

I WAS TOLD FROM THE CITY OF EUCLID THAT YOU COULD

CONTACT THE CITY AND ASK TO USE IT.

SHOULD PROBABLY ASK THE LAW DEPARTMENT.

AS FAR AS LEGAL AUTHORITY, YOU

I CAN'T QUOTE YOU SECTION X,

Y, Z PARAGRAPH 3.

MAZZARO: I WANT TO MAKE SURE YOU UNDERSTAND WHAT I'M SAYING. THE

FACT IS YOU'RE RUNNING FOR CONGRESS. THE LAW PROHIBITS THE USE OF

PUBLIC PROPERTY OR BUILDINGS FOR PERSONAL PROMOTION FOR ANY TYPE OF

GUDENAS:

GUDENAS :



CANDIDATE.

GUDENAS: I'M NOT FAMILIAR WITH THAT AT ALL.

MAZZARO: I KNOW ANYBODY CAN USE THIS BUILDING BUT NOT WHEN YOU'RE

RUNNING FOR OFFICE.

GUDENAS: MAY BE YOU S'OULD ASK ?? ABOUT THAT.

MAZZARO: JOHN PISCATELA SAID YOU COULD USE THIS BUILDING?

GUDENAS: YES, JOHN PISCATELA, NO I DIDN'T CONTACT HIM, I

CONTACTED HIS OFFICE TODAY ASKING TO USE THIS BUILDING.

MAZZARO: AS A CANDIDATE OR AS A COUNCILMAN?

GUDENAS: FOR A PRESS CONFERENCE, FOR THIS PURPOSE, AS A PRESS

- CONFERENCE.

MAZZARO: FOR A PRESS CONFERENCE AS A CANDIDATE FOR CONGRESS? I

ASSUME YOU'RE REPRESENTING YOURSELF AS SUCH.

GUDENAS: I ASSUME THEY KNEW EXACTLY WHAT I WAS DOING. THEY KNOW

I AM A CANDIDATE FOR CONGRESS.

MAZZARO: OKAY BUT ARE YOU STANDING THERE TODAY AS A CANDIDATE FOR

CONGRESS?

I'M STANDING HERE TODAY AS A CANDIDATE FOR CONGRESS, ASGUDENAS:



A RESIDENT OF THE NEW 11TH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT, AS A PERSON WHO IS

REPRESENTED BY LOUIS STOKES.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION.

ANY CITIZEN CAN MAKE A COMPLAINT TO THE

YOU DON'T HAVE TO BE A CANDIDATE, YOU

DON'T HAVE TO BE A COUNCILMAN, YOU DON'T HAVE TO BE ELECTED ANYTHING.

MAZZARO: BUT YOU HAVE YOUR BANNER UP AS FD GUDENAS ?? BRIGHT

LIGHT WHICH IS YOUR CONGRESSIONAL CANDIDATE'S THEME, RIGHT?

GUDENAS: THAT IS MY THEME, YES.

MAZZARO: THANK YOU.

BOB BUTLER: ARE YOU MAKING CHARGES OR JUST FILING A COMPLAINT?

GUDENAS: I AM FILING, IT'S BASICALLY THE SAME, I'M FILING A

COMPLAINT STATING THERE ARE ACTIVITIES THAT DID NOT FOLLOW THE LAW.

BUTLER: THEN YOUR SPECIFIC COMPLAINT IS THAT COYNE IS LAUNDERING

MONEY TO STOKES CAMPAIGN.

GUDENAS: MY COMPLAINT IS THAT APPARENTLY MONEY IS COMING FROM

COYNE INTO THE STOKES CAMPAIGN NOT MEETING ??. AND THAT THIS MONEY IS

BEING FILTERED THROUGH THESE PEOPLE FOR THE STOKES CAMPAIGN. THAT IS

THE COMPLAINT BEING FILED WITH THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION.

BUTLER: BUT YOU GOT THE NAMES OF PEOPLE HERE WHO GAVE FUNDS AND



You're SAYING NOW THAT THE FUNDS ARE GIVEN BY PEOPLE WHOSE NAMES ARE

NOT ON HERE. AND YOU'RE SAYING THAT THIS IS ILLEGAL?

GUDENAS: IF THESE STUDENTS, THESE SECRETARIES, THESE CLERKS GAVE

THIS MONEY TO LOUIS STOKES AND IT WAS NOT THEIR MONEY, THEN IT IS

IT HAS TO BE THEIR MONEY. IT CANNOT BE REIMBURSED, IT CANNOT

BE DONATED, IT CANNOT BE A GIFT, IT CANNOT BE A SALARY RAISE. A PARENT

OR GRANDFATHER CANNOT GIVE THE MONEY TO THE KIDS.

THEIR MONEY.

IT HAS TO BE IO2I

THERE CAN BE NO THREATS, THEY CAN'T BE TOLD TO MAKE THIS

DONATION OR THEY WILL LOSE THEIR JOB, ETC. AND IF YOU AGAIN LOOK AT IT

IN CUYAHOGA COUNTY, ANYWHERE IN FACT IN THE STATE OF OHIO, ONE

UNEMPLOYED STUDENT IS DONATING MONEY TO A CONGRESSMAN NOT IN HIS

DISTRICT. FINDING CLERKS ANYWHERE WHO ARE DONATING THOUSANDS OF

DOLLARS TO A CONGRESSMAN WHO DOESN'T LIVE IN THEIR DISTRICT.

BUTLER: CAN YOU BE ASSURED THAT THIS IS NOT THEIR MONEY?

GUDENAS: I AM ASKING THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION, THAT'S WHY

WE HAVE AN INDEPENDENT ORGANIZATION AND THEY WILL MAKE SURE THE

ELECTIONS ARE RUNNING WITHOUT THE UNFAIR ??. WELL THESE ARE STRICTLY

MY SPECULATIONS THAT JOHN COYNE IS A VERY INFLUENTIAL PERSON OF THE

ILLEGAL.



CUYAHOGA COUNTY DEMOCRATIC PARTY AND THERE IS CERTAINLY THE

OPPORTUNITIES. I'M NOT MAKING ANY SPECIFIC ??. ALSO AT THE SAME TIME

HE WAS THE OWNER OF A COMPANY THAT HAS A VERY LUCRATIVE LICENSE TO DO

WORK IN CUYAHOGA COUNTY AND THESE COULD BE THE PROFITS.

UNIDENTIFIED FEMALE: ??

GUDENAS: THAT'S ONE POSSIBILITY, THE POINT AT THIS POINT IS

DOESNJ'T REALLY MATTER WHERE THE MONEY CAME FROM AS LONG AS IF 1-

WASN'T THEIR MONEY, IT DOESN'T MATTER .F ;T WAS WON IN THE LOTTERY, OR

PROFITS, OR FROM DRUG SALES, IT'S ALL THE SAME THAT IF IT IS NOT THEIR

MONEY, YOU CANNOT MAKE THAT DONATION. AND THERE ARE LIMITS OF $1,000

PER INDIVIDUAL AND IF THAT INDIVIDUAL HAS ALREADY GIVEN $1,000, THEY

CANNOT GIVE $1,000 TO ANOTHER INDIVIDUAL TO GIVE. THESE LAWS HAVE

BEEN IN EFFECT SINCE THE EARLY 70'S WHILE CONGRESSMAN STOKES WAS IN

OFFICE.

MAZZARO: YOU HAVE NO KNOWLEDGE THAT CONGRESSMAN STOKES KNOWS

ABOLU THIS?

GUDENAS: WELL, I WOULD THINK, OBVIOUSLY WITH THE WAY HE HANDLED

THE CHECK BOUNCING, HE NEVER EVEN LOOKED AT HIS CHECKBOOK AND HAD NO



S
CONCEPT OF HOW MUCH MONEY WAS IN IT. I GUESS HE VERY WELL MIGHT SAY

THAT I HAVE NEVER LOOKED AT MY BALANCE OF MY CAMPAIGN FUNDS AND I DON'T

K!OW ANYTHING BUT I WOULD SAY THAT DOESN'T MAKE ANY SENSE. IF A GROUP

OF PEOPLE ALL AT THE SAME TIME GAVE YOU $12,000 LET'S SAY, YOU WOULD

KNOW ABOUT IT. BECAUSE THESE ARE FORMS HE IS RESPONSIBLE FOR.

WOULDN'T JUST HAVE SOMEBODY FILE THESE FORMS AND GIVE HIM THE LEGAL

OBLIGATION TO TELL THE TRUTH AND NOT EVEN LOOK AT THEM.

MAZZARO:

GUDENAS:

MAZZARO:

BUT YOU HAVE NO KNOWLEDGE THAT HE KNOWS ABOUT THIS?

I DID NOT ASK CONGRESSMAN STOKES WHAT PAGE HE LOOKED AT.

WHAT YOU ARE STATING IS NOT FACTS, IT'S ASSUMPTION OR

-, APPEARS.

GUDENAS: OBVIOUSLY, IF I HAD ALL THE FACTS, IT WOULD BE SETTLED

AND THERE WOULD BE NO COMPLAINT ABOUT IT BECAUSE IT WOULD BE OVER AND

DONE WITH AND WHY WOULD THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION EVEN LOOK AT

7T

MAZZARO: MR. GUDENAS, ON THE EVE OF THE DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS

TOMORROW, YOU BROUGHT THIS INFORMATION FORWARD. WHY WASN'T IT DONE

EARLIER WHEN YOU HAD THE INFORMATION SEVERAL WEEKS AGO?

YOU



S
GUDENAS: WELL, I GAVE THE FACTS TO THE PLAIN DEALER EARLIER AND

THEY CHOSE TO IGNORE THEM AND I HAD WAITED TO SEE WHAT THEY WERE GOING

TO DO.

MAZZARO: WHY WOULDN'T YOU WAIT UNTIL MONDAY MAYBE RATHER THAN THE

FRIDAZ, THE EVE OF THE COUNTY DEMOCRATIC ELECTION?

GUDENAS: BECAUSE THERE IS MORE INTEREST IN WHAT JOHN COYNE DID

TODAY THAN ON MONDAY.

MAZZARO: SO IF NO NEWS MEDIA SHOWED UP TONIGHT, YOU'D HAVE IT

AGAIN A WEEK OR TWO FROM NOW WHEN YOU HAD ANOTHER OPPORTUNITY?

GUDENAS: WELL, WHETHER OR NOT MEDIA SHOWED UP HERE AT ALL, THIS

THING WOULD HAVE BEEN FILED ON SCHEDULE MONDAY OR TUESDAY. IF NO ONE

WOULD HAVE COVERED IT AT ANYTIME, I WOULD STILL PROCEED AND IF COYNE

AND STOKES WERE FOUND GUILTY AND NO ONE REPORTED IT IN ANY MEDIA, I

WOULD STILL TELL PEOPLE THAT'S THE CASE.

MAZZARO: YOU'RE MISSING MY POINT, YOU HAD THE INFORMATION SEVERAL

WEEKS AGO AND YOU GAVE THEM TO THE PLAIN DEALER, WHY DIDN'T YOU FILE

WITH THE ELECTION COMMISSION WHAT YOU'RE GOING TO FILE TOMORROW OR

MONDAY.



GUDENAS: BECAUSE I DID NOT HAVE ALL OF THE INFORMATION CONCERNING

ALL THE PEOPLE, SOME I GOT YESTERDAY.

MAZARRO: BUT YOU HAD MOST OF IT BEFORE YESTERDAY. THAT'S WHAT

YOU STATED TO THE PLAIN DEALER.

GUDENAS: I LEARNED SOMETHING NEW TODAY FROM A GENTLEMAN ??, ETC.

THERE IS EVEN MORE INFORMATION I'M GOING TO GET OVER THE WEEKEND.

MAZZARO: YEAH, BUT YOU COULD HAVE FrLED AN AMENDED COMPLAINT, T

DOESN'T MEAN YOU HAVE TO ...

GUDENAS: I CAN DO AS I PLEASE, YOU COULD FILE A COMPLAINT TOO.

MAZZARO: THAT'S RIGHT.

GUDENAS: YOU CAN FILE A COMPLAINT, AND I'LL DO IT MY WAY AND YOU

DO IT YOUR WAY.

MAZZARO: BUT WHAT I'M SAYING TO YOU IS WHY DID YOU WAIT THIS LONG

TO FILE THE INITIAL COMPLAINT WHEN YOU COULD HAVE AMENDED YOUR

COMPLAINT? ON THE EVE OF THE CUYAHOGA COUNTY DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS?

GUDENAS: AGAIN, THIS INFORMATION WAS PROVIDED TO THE PLAIN DEAI.i1 }

THE PLAIN DEALER DECIDED TO NOT RUN ANYTHING

DO THIS TODAY BECAUSE I WANTED TO.

EARLIER. I DECIDED T(,
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BUTLER: ARE YOU A DEMOCRAT OR AN INDEPENDENT?

GUDENAS: I'M A DEMOCRAT.

BUTLER: ARE YOU SUPPORTING GEORGE FOR ELECTION TOMORROW?

I'M NOT SUPPORTING ANYBODY BECAUSE I DON'T GET TO VOTE,

ONLY THE DEMOCRATIC PRECINCT COMMITTEEMEN. I AM NOT INVOLVED TN THE

VOT I NG.

BUTLER: THEN YOU'RE SAYING THAT THERE'S REALLY NO SIGNIFICANCE IN

YOUR HAVING THIS PRESS CONFERENCE TODAY?

GUDENAS: THERE'S OBVIOUSLY SOME SIGNIFICANCE BECAUSE IT'S

PROBABLY MORE INTERESTING TO THE PEOPLE OUT THERE TODAY THAN IT WOULD

BE NEXT WEEK. IN OTHER WORDS, YOU DON'T WANT TO SELL YOUR CHRISTMAS

ITEMS IN JULY BECAUSE PEOPLE DON'T WANT TO BUY CHRISTMAS PRESENTS IN

JULY, THEY WANT TO BUY THEM IN NOVEMBER OR DECEMBER.

BUTLER: THEN WHY ARE YOU SAYING IT WOULD BE MORE INTERESTING

TODAY?

GUDENAS: BECAUSE WHEN A CANDIDATE IS RUNNING FOR OFFICE, THE

MEDIA IS MCRE INTERESTED RIGHT BEFORE THE ELECTION AND THE ELECTION IS

COMING UP WHICH ONLY MAKE SENSE. IF YOU'RE RUNNING FOR PRESIDENT, IF I

GUDENAS:



ANNOUNCE TODAY I'M RUNNING FOR PRESIDENT IN THE YEAR 2002 NO ONE WILL

CARE, BUT IF IT'S 2002 AND YOU'RE RUNNING FOR PRESIDENT, THEY MAY CARE.

BUTLER: THEN YOU'RE SAYING YOU WERE NOT CONTACTED BY GEORGE'S

PEOPLE TO DO THIS TODAY?

GUDENAS: NO, I WAS NOT CONTACTED.

BUTLER: OKAY.

GUDENAS: AS FAR AS WHAT THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY DOES NEXT WEEK

IS. . . , I',M NOT RUNNING AGAINST THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY, I'M RUNNING

AGAINST LOUIS STOKES. THIS WHOLE POINT IS THAT LOUIS STOKES IS VERY

-~ TIED TO JOHN COYNE, THE LEADER

RELATIONSHIP IS VERY BENEFICIAL

OF THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY

TO EACH OTHER BUT NOT

CONSTITUENTS OF THE DISTRICT.

MAZZARO: THAT'S YOUR POSITION THEN?

GUDENAS: NO, THAT'S THE FACTS.

AND THE

TO THE





BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COM SION

OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMZRICA

)
In the Matter of

The Honorable Louis Stokes, )
Louis Stokes for Congress ) Matter Under Review 3558

Committee, and
The Committee's Treasurer.

AFFIDAVIT OF JEWELL GILBERT

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA
.SS

STATE OF OHIO
)

I, Jewell Gilbert, being duly sworn, depose and state as

follows:

1. I am of full age, competent, and have personal

knowledge of the facts to which I attest in this affidavit.

2. I assist the Louis Stokes for Congress Committee and

have come to review three newspaper articles concerning Mr.

Edmund Gudenas's public announcement that he planned to file a

complaint with the Federal Election Commission against

Congressman Stokes.

3. These three ne%,.spaper articles are: (i) "Contributions

to Stokes called 'suspicCus,'" Cleveland Plain Dealer (July 11,

1992); (ii) "Gudenas .+.t File Conplaint," Euclid Sun Journal

(July 16, 1992); anrd "Candidate plans complaint over

contributions," The Sun iPress (July 16, 1992).
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4. Attachd to this affidavit ara true and aocurate copies

of each of these three newspaper articles.

FuRTtiZx ArrxltT SAYETI NOT.
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of 1992,
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3FORZ THE FEDERAL ELECTION COSWI3SSION

OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

In the Matter of

The Honorable Louis Stokes,
Louis Stokes for Congress

Committee, and
The Committee's Treasurer.

)
)
)
)
) Matter Under Review 3558
)
)

AFFIDAVIT OF CHERYLE WILLS MATTHEWS

COUNTY OF SUFFOLK
) SS

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
)

I, Cheryle Wills Matthews, being duly sworn, depose and

state as follows:

1. I served as treasurer of the Louis Stokes for Congress

Committee ("the Stokes Committee") for the 1986, 1988, and 1990

U.S. House of Representatives election cycles, I have personal

knowledge of the facts to which I aver herein, and I am

authorized to make this affidavit on the Stokes Committee's

behalf.

2. In my capacity as treasurer of the Stokes Committee, I

was mindful of, and made it my policy and practice to comply

with, the Federal Election Campaign Act ("FECA") and the

regulations promulgated by the Federal Election Commission

pursuant to the FECA.

3. As treasurer of the Stokes Committee, I endeavored to

ensure that those assisting re were equally mindful of federal



campaign law and regulations and made it their policy and

practice to comply with federal campaign finance law and

regulations in the course of their discharging their

responsibilities.

4. Accordingly, both my assistants and I made it our

policy and practice to comply with the federal regulation

requiring the treasurer of a campaign committee to be responsible

for examining all contributions for evidence of ii '-ity and

for ascertaining whether contributions received, when aggregated

with other contributions from the same contributor, exceeded

applicable contribution limits.

5. Further, pursuant to and in accordance with the federal

regulations governing how to handle contributions, my assistants

and I made it our policy and practice to: (i) investigate a

contribution when genuine questions existed as to wnether it was

made by a corporation, labor organization, foreign national, or a

federal contractor, or was made in the name of another; and (ii)

refund any contribution initially thought to be legal when my

assistants or I learnei that the contribution was, indeed, made

by a corporation, labor organization, foreign national, or

federal contractor, or was Made in the name of another.

AFFIDAVIT OF CHERYLE WILLS MATTHEWS - PAGE 2



6. When I was treasurer of the Stokes Committee, that

committee accepted and reported the following contributions on

federal disclosure reports:

CQntributor Amount

John M. Coyne $ 1,000 9/5/86
Joseph Pucci 1,000 10/21/86
Pamela J. Krickler 1,000 10/21/86
Sandra L. Maloney 1,000 10/29/86
Candace R. Vitas 1,000 11/3/86

Debra J. Dixon 1,000 6/11/88
James Dixon, Jr. 1,000 6/11/88
Pamela Krickler 1,000 6/11/88
Peter Luckianow 1,000 6/11/88
Lois Pucci 1,000 6/11/88
Marlene Rain 1,000 6/11/88
Jeanette Coyne 1,000 6/11/88
Penny J. Dixon 1,000 6/11/88
John M. Coyne 1,000 6/11/88
Mary Coyne 1,000 6/11/88

Kathleen M. Rolland 1,000 8/31/90
Pamela Krickler 1,000 8/31/90
Paulette C. Higgins iooo 8/31/90
Brenda S. Hartel 1,000 8/31/90
Jeanie Joyce 1,000 8/31/90
James Coyne 1,000 8/31/90
Ruth J. Coyne 1,000 8/31/90
John M. Coyne 1,000 8/31/90
Maryann Merce 1,000 8/31/90
Robert J. Mickey 1,000 8/31/90

7. I did not know when each such contribution was accepted

and reported, nor have I ever since been informed, otherwise come

to learn or have any facts to indicate that any of the above

contributions were illegal in that any was made by a corporation,

labor organization, foreign national, federal contractor, or made

in the name of the another.

8. Furthermore, nothing on the face of any of the checks

comprising the contributions listed above or in the circumstances

AFFIDAVIT OF CHERYLE WILLS MATTHEWS - PAGE 3



surrounding the making and receipt of any such contribution led

me to conclude that a genuine question existed as to the legality

of any such contribution so as to necessitate investigative or

corrective action pursuant to federal campaign finance

regulations.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

Cheryle' iIs Matthews

Subscribed to and sworn
before me this ____day

of . - , 1992.

. -. 'Notary Public

My Co

OF1 V

AFFIDAVIT OF CHERYLE WILLS MATTHEWS - PAGE 4
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BRAND & LowELL
A PO'(SO4A, CORWORA1 ON

923 FIFTEENTH STREET. N.W.

WASHINGTON. D C 20005

September 1, 1992

BY FACSIMILE/HAND DELIVERY

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

Re: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Gillespie:

Further to our discussion of this morning, this letter
confirms that you have agreed to allow Respondents Louis Stokes
for Congress Committee, its treasurer, and Congressman Louis
Stokes to have until Friday, September 11, 1992, to respond to
Complainant's supplemental submission.

Thank you very much.

Sincerely,

David E. Frulla
DEF: 1dm
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September 9, 1992

Veronica Gillespie
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW, 6th Floor
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Gillespie:

I appreciate your letter of August 27, 1992, confirming
the extension of time granted for a response in this matter to
September 10, 1992.

As I anticipated, this extension granted by the Office of
General Counsel will be insufficient to enable me to complete
the preparation of the response. As you recall, I advised you
of this possibility in our telephone conversation immediately
before my letter request of August 10, 1992.

There are numerous respondents in this matter and some
considerable factual preparation required. The intervening
August holidays have made an expeditious completion of this
task impossible. I would appreciate if you would forward to
the Commission my request for an additional extension of time
within which to respond to September 25, 1992. This is five
days less in length than my originally proposed extension to
September 30, 1992.

If you have any questions or comments, please do not
hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Very truly yours,

Robert F. Bauer

RFB: d,- 1

V .~

* . P .- . .- ,.
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BRAN D & LOWELL
'A P"OF W"066.M. r.omoa

31 1IF ILL4VM STRILT N.W,

WAHJINGTON. D.C. RO00

TrLIMPMON' 1l 66? 0)00

rtLCCOPI9 tO 737

September 11, 1992

BY FACSINILI

veronica G'.liespie, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Pederal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: xj p558

Dear Ms. Gillespie:

As you know we represent the Louis StOkes for CongressCommittee, its treasurer, and Congressman Louis Stokes in the
above-captioned matter under review. We discussed last week
these Respondents' filing a supplemental response to new
allegations provided by the Complainant and net today as the date
for that filinq.

I have attempted to contact you by telephone today to inform
you that logistic difficulties viii not make it possible for us
to file that response and an accompanying affidavit today. We
would thus greatly appreclate your allowinq us to tile the
submisaicn on Monday, Beptenber 14? 1992.

Thank you very nuch in advance for your consideration in
this regard.

Frulla



BRAND & LOWELL

9.3 FIFTEENTH STREET. N W

WASHINGTON 0 C 20005

September 14, 1992

BY HAND DELIVERY

Veronica Gillespie, Esquire
Cffice of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Gillespie:

Enclosed please find Respondents' supplemental submission
and accompanying Affidavit of Eugene Pearson stating that no
basis exists for the Commission to proceed with this MUR. We
will provide the original signature page for Mr. Pearson's
affidavit as soon as we receive it.

Also attached to this letter are the original signature
pages from the Affidavits of Jewell Gilbert, George Mazzaro, and
Cheryle Wills Matthews. These three affidavits accompanied
Respondents' original submission in opposition to the complaint.

Please call me if you have any questions. I also look
forward to hearing from you on the confidentiality issue we
discussed today and thank you very much for your assistance in
this regard.

Srincerely,

David E. Frulla
DEF:Idm
Enclosures
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

In the Matter of

The Honorable Louis Stokes, ) Matter Under Review 3558
Louis Stokes for Congress

Committee, and
The Committee's Treasurer.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE OF CONGRESSMAN LOUIS STOKES. THE LOUIS
STOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE, AND THE COMMITTEE'S TREASURER

DEMONSTRATING NO "REASON TO BELIEVE" EXISTS FOR
THE COMMISSION TO PROCEED WITH THIS MUR

Complainant fied two supplemental submissions after the

Commission processed his complaint pursuant to 1I C.F.R. § 111.5.

The Commission transmitted this new material to counsel for these

Respondents (the Louis Stokes for Congress Committee, its

treasurer, and Congressman Louis Stokes, on August 28, 1992.

Respondents did not have the opportunity to address Complainant's

latest two submissions in their August 31, 1992, response

demonstrating that no "reason to believe" exists for the

Commission to proceed with this MUR. Respondents, accordingly,

submit the following supplemental response addressing

Complainant's newly proffered material.

Complainant's first submission is a letter on City of

Brooklyn, Ohio letterhead dated August 7 19L. The letter lists

the salary history for three city employees who made

contributions to the Stokes tcr Congress Conmittee. Complainant

had alleged contributions from these contributors must have been

reimbursed because the contributors dii not have sufficient

income to support the contriu-o1; question.



Respondents explained in their earlier submission that

federal regulations placed the Stokes Committee's treas~urer under

no obligation to "means test" these contributors, either when the

contributions were received and deposited or now, absent some

credible evidence of wrongdoing not presented on this record.

Complainant's innuendo-based surmise (even with the addition of

the August 7, 1992, Brooklyn letter's salary information) is not

sufficient to disturb the presumption set out in 11 C.F.R. Part

103 that a contribution may be accepted unless and until

competent evidence to the contrary arises. But, insofar as any

supplemental response is required, Complainant persists in

conveniently ignoring myriad other perfectly permissible

potential sources of funds (e.g., other employment or unearned

income; spouse's income, see 11 C.F.R. S 110.1(i)) available for

these contributors to make the contributions at issue.

Complainant's second submission alleges that Brooklyn, Ohio

Mayor John M. Coyne made an excess contribution to Congressman

Stokes's authorized committees in 1986. The Commission

disclosure records Complainant provided show the following two

general election contributions from Mr. Coyne: (i) $1,000 to the

Louis Stokes for Congress Committee on June 18, 1986; and (ii)

$1,000 to the Minority Business Friends Committee for Congressman

Louis Stokes on August 5, 1986.

Review of these committees' records indicates they were both

authorized committees of Congressman Stokes in 1986 and thus

affiliated for purposes of aggregating contribution limits. See

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 2



11 C.P.R. S 100.5(g)(1). On that basis, Mr. Coyne appears to

have made an excess general election contribution to Congressman

Stokes's authorized committees in 1986.

Respondents submit the committees' acceptance of an excess

contribution from Mr. Coyne was an inadvertent, isolated error.

Indeed, Complainant has scoured and (based on his second

submission) re-scoured all Stokes-related committee disc~osure

forms and found precisely one such error. Commission records

reveal Mr. Coyne provided different contributor information

(ie. different employer information) to the two committees.

Provision of the different information appears to have

contributed to the confusion that occurred.'

This single apparent violation should not, however, prevent

the Commission from concluding this MUR. Respondents have taken

the only possible step to ameliorate the excess contribution.

Mr. Eugene Pearson, current treasurer of the Stokes for Congress

Comnittee, avers in his affidavit (attached) that Respondent

Stokes for Congress Committee has refunded Mr. Coyne's $1,000

contribution.

Based on this record, Respondents respectfully request the

Commission to act as it has recently done in MURs 2934, 3271, and

3371. In these three recent MURs, the Commission found reason to

believe excess contributions occurred, but took no further action

I It should be noted that Complainant offers no evidence
that Congressman Stokes either knew his authorized committees
accepted an excess contribution or authorized these committees to
do so.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 3



based on that "RTB"1 finding. fiM FEC Record (September 1992).

The same result is particularly appropriate here, given the

isolated, inadvertent nature of the error and the prompt (upon

notice of the error) refund. 
2

For the foregoing reasons, Respondents respectfully submit

the Commission should expeditiously conclude this matter under

review as to all of them.

Respectfully submitted,

Dated: September L41 1992 B & LOWELL, P.C.

David E. F hla
923 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005
(202) 662-9700

Counsel for Respondents Louis
Stokes, the Stokes for
Congress Committee, and the
Committee 's Treasurer

2 At a very minimum, however, the Commission should
dismiss all aspects of the complaint pertaining to allegations of
improper acceptance of allegedly reimbursed contributions. As
respondents explained in their prior submission, Complainant has
adduced no "reason to believe" that Respondents should have
either not accepted or refunded the contributions originally at
issue on the basis that they were made in the name of another.
Mr. Coyne's unfortunately over-generous contribution to the
Stokes committees for the 1986 general election does not itself
provide "reason to believe" for the separate proposition that
these committees or any of Respondents knew or reasonably should
have concluded that Mr. Coyne reimbursed the contributions at
issue herein and, accordingly, refunded them.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 4



DEFORB TUE FEDURJL NLE ON CQIOIS8ION

OF THU UNITED 8TATU8 OF ANUZICA

)
In the Matter of )

)
The Honorable Louis Stokes,
Louis Stokes for Congress ) Matter Under Review 3558

Committee, and
The Committee's Treasurer.

AFFIDAVIT OF EUGENE PEARSON

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA
.ss

STATE OF OHIO

I, Eugene Pearson, being duly sworn, depose and state as

follows:

1. I am of full age, competent, and have personal

knowledge of the facts to which I attest in this affidavit.

2. I am treasurer of the Louis Stokes for Congress

Committee and make this affidavit based on facts available to me

in that capacity.

3. Records of the Louis Stokes for Congress Committee and

the Minority Business Friends Committee for Congressman Louis

Stokes reveal the following two general election contributions

from Mr. John M. Coyne: (i) $1,000 to the Louis Stokes for

Congress Committee on June 18, 1986; and (ii) $1,000 to the

Minority Business Friends Committee for Congressman Louis Stokes

on August 5, 1986.



.09-14-92 12:35PM FROM BRAND T 5 OL

4. Review of the two coumittes' records indicates they
were both authorized comittees of Coriqrsessan Stokes In 3986 and
t-hu affiliated for purpsesl of aqgcegatinq contribution limits.

IA 11 C.F.R. 5 100.5(g)(1).

5. On September 11, 1992, the Louis Stokes for Congress
Committee transmitted a refund of $i,OOO to Mr. John X. Coyne.

7tURWZ AFPIANT GAYNTH NOT.

/

Subscribed to and sworn
before as this day
of , .

1Nottry ftbic-

My Commission Rxpirees

AFFI1AVIT OF EUGENE PEARSON - PAGE 2

TO 12165224906///41771 4 03/003
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SENSITIVE
Septev'ber 16, 1992

TO: The Commission

FROM: Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

BY: Lois G. Lerner. )f
Associate General Counsel

SUBJECT: MUR 3558 - Request for Extension of Time

On July 17, 1992, the Federal Election Commission received acomplaint filed by Edmund V. Gudenas alleging certain violations ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, byCongressman Louis Stokes, Louis Stokes for Congress Committee("Committee"), its treasurer, and several other respondents. OnJuly 23, 1992, the Commission notified the respondents of thecomplaint in this matter. On August 26, 1992, the Commissionreceived additional information from the complainant pertaining tothe allegations in the complaint and on August 27, 1992, the
appropriate respondents were so notified.

On August 12, 1992, the Commission received a request fromCounsel to some of the respondents for an extension of 46 days untilSeptember 30, 1992 to file a response in the above-referenced
matter. However, after discussing the circumstances with staff ofthis Office, counsel agreed to reduce his request to 30 days. ThisOffice Qranted the extension for 30 days, until the close ofbusiness, September 10, 1992. Nevertheless, on September 9, 1992,the Commission received a second request from counsel for anotherextension. See Attachment. As justification for the additionalextension, counsel cites the considerable factual preparationrequired, intervening August holidays, and the numerous respondentsinvolved in this matter. This Office recommends that, in order toprevent even further delay, the Commission grant an extension of
time in MUR 3558 until September 25, 1992.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

I. Grant an extension cf time until September 25, 1992, to
counsel in MUR 3558 to respond to the notification letters.

2. Approve the appropriate letter.

Attachment
ReA.est fL Extenion

Staff Assigned: Veronica M. Gillespie
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BETORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Congressman Louis Stokes; Louis Stokes
for Congress Committee ("Committee"),
its treasurer, and several other
respondents - Request for Extension
of Time.

MUR 3558

CERTI FICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election

Commission, do hereby certify that on September 21, 1992, the

Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the following

actions in MUR 3558:

1. Grant an extension of time until
September 25, 1992, to counsel in
MUR 3558 to respond to the
notification letters, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Memorandum dated September 16, 1992.

2. Approve the appropriate letter, as
recommended in the General Counsel's
Memorandum dated September 16, 1992

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry, Potter

and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

ateMa or ie W. Emmons
Secret4ry cf the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Wed., Sept. 16, 1992 12:37 p.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Wed., Sept. 16, 1992 4:00 p.m.
Deadline for vote: Mon., Sept. 2 1, 1992 4:00 p.m.

. Of

/ Dateg 7-
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FEDERAl. ELECTION COMMISSION

September 24, 1992

Robert F. Bauet, Esq.
Perkins Cole
607 14th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2011

RE: MUR 3558

Dear Mr. Bauer:

This is in response to your letter dated September 9, 1992,
requesting an additional extension of time until September 25,1992 to file a response in the above-referenced matter. OnSeptember 21, 1992, the Commission granted the requested
extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close ofbusiness on September 25, 1992. No further extensions will be
granted.

If you have any questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Veronica M. Gillespie
Attorney



F[ RAt. F[I.ION COMMISSION SEP Zd I ii'

September 16, 1992

POSTMASTER

U.S. Post Officc'

Medina, Ohio 44256

MUR 3558

ADDRESS INFORMATION REQUEST

Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. S 265.6(d)i1), please furnish this "

agency with a new address, if available, for the individual or
entity listed below, or verify whether the address given below
is one at which mail for this individual or entity is currently
being delivered.

NAME: Ms. Marlene Rain

LAST KNOWN ADDRESS: 1005 Oak Street

Medina, Ohio 44256

Under 39 C.F.R. 5 265.8(g)(5)(i), we request a waiver of
fees. In this connection I hereby certify that the Federal
Election Commission, an agency of the U.S. Government, requires
the information requested above in the performance of its
official duties, and that all other known sources for obtaining
it have been exhausted. A return envelope is enclosed for your
convenience.

Lois G. Ler er

Associate General Counsel

FOR POST OFFICE USE ONLY

Mail is Delivered to Above Address
Moved, left no forwarding address

( No such address
Other (Please Specify)

New Address : /- f. z / 4 e, '- X
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September 16, 1992

POSTMASTER

U. S. Post Offlce

h rihton, Massachustts 

MUR 35 5

ADDRESS INFORMATION REQUEST
C.,

Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. S 265.6(d)(1), please furnish this ;

agency with a new address, if available, for the individual or
entity listed below, or verify whether the address given below
is one at which mail for this individual or entity is currently
being delivered.

NAME: Debra J. Dixon - " ." <;

LAST KNOWN ADDRESS: 144 N. Beacon Street, *4A '-_

Brighton, MA 02135 L. BRIGDHTN -11

Under 39 C.F.R. S 265.8(g)(5)(i), we request a waiver of
fees. In this connection I hereby certify that the Federal
Election Commission, an agency of the U.S. Government, requires
the information requested above in the performance of its
official duties, and that all other known sources for obtaining
it have been exhausted. A return envelope is enclosed for your
convenience.

Lolls G. Ler"

Associate General Counsel

FOR POST OFFICE USE ONLY

Mail is Delivered to Above Address
( -'Moved, left no forwarding address

No such address
Other (Please Specify,

New Address :
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September 16, 1992

POSTMASTER

U.S. Post O~f~ic,.

3r cok n, Ohio 44144

MUR 35.6

ADDRESS INFORMATION REQUEST

Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. S 265.6(d)(1), please furnish this
agency with a new address, if available, for the individual or
entity listed below, or verify whether the address given below
is one at which mail for this individual or entity is currently
being delivered.

NAME: Peter LucKianou _

LAST KNOWN ADDRESS: 4691 Ridge Road

Brooklyn, Ohio 44144

Under 39 C.F.R. S 265.8(g)(5)(i), we request a waiver of
fees. In this connection I hereby certify that the Federal
Election Commission, an agency of the U.S. Government, requires
the information requested above in the performance of its
official duties, and that all other known sources for obtaining
it have been exhausted. A return envelope is enclosed for your
convenience.

Associate General Counsel

FOR POST OFFICE USE ONLY

) Mail is Delivered to Above Address
) Moved, left no forwarding address
No such address
Other (Please Specify)

z I , .'

New Address : C

p

C
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!,eptember 16, 1992

POSTMASTER

U.S. Post O"fa.

e-vela nd , Oh: 44" '-

MUR _

ADDRESS IHFORFLATION REQUEST

Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. 5 265.6(d)(1), please furnish this
agency with a new address, if available, for the individual or
entity listed below, or verify whether the address given below
is one at which mail for this individual or entity is currently
being delivered.

NAME: Kathleen RoIland

LAST KNOWN ADDRESS: 4002 Bush Avenue

Cleveland, Ohl' 44109

Under 39 C.F.R. S 265.8(g)(5)(i), we request a waiver of
fees. In this connection I hereby certify that the Federal
Election Commission, an agency of the U.S. Government, requires
the information requested above in the performance of its
official duties, and that all other known sources for obtaining
it have been exhausted. A return envelope is enclosed for your
convenience.

Lois G. Lertier "

Associate General Counsel

FOR POST OFFICE USE ONLY

Mail is Delivered to Above Address
Moved, left no forwarding address
No such address

(-K) Other (Please Specify)

New Address :
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September 16, 1992

POSTMASTER

U.S. Post OfficC

Brooklyn, Chi,, 44144

MUR 3558

ADDRESS INFORMATION REQUEST

Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. S 265.6(d)(1), please furnish this
agency with a new address, if available, for the individual or
entity listed below, or verify whether the address given below
is one at wiich mail for this individual or entity is currently
being delivered.

NAME: Pamela Krickler

LAST KNOWN ADDRESS: 6279 Dawning Road

Brookly, Ohio 44144

Under 39 C.F.R. 5 265.8(g)(5)(i), we request a waiver of
fees. In this connection I hereby certify that the Federal
Election Commission, an agency of the U.S. Government, requires

the information requested above in the performance of its
official duties, and that all other known sources for obtaining
it have been exhausted. A return envelope is enclosed for ycur
convenience.

Lois G. Lerer

Associate General Counsel

FOR POST OFFICE USE ONLY

Mail is Delivered to Above Address
K ) Moved, left no forwarding address

No such address
Other (Please Specify)

I 4iA ~I I~~-~X 'i~A -

New Address :

'~-' '4.

'Q \)~'
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September 25, 1992 q

T

Veronica M. Gillespie
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

Re: NUR 3558

Dear Veronica:

This letter replies to your notification of a complaint
filed by Edward Gudenas. The complaint alleges violations by
certain relatives of Mayor John Coyne of Brooklyn, Ohio and by
certain employees of ,-at city.'

The complaint does not clearly identify the individuals
alleged to have violated the Act. Mr. Gudenas has instead
attached certain Schedule A's, affixing black check marks by
the names of certain contributors. Certain of those with the
check by their names have been notified of the complaint,
while others have not. This firm represents the following:

Family Members:

Mayor John M. Coyne
Ruth Coyne
Penny Dixon
Debra D'xon
James Dixon, Jr.
Jeanette Coyne
Marlene Rain
James Coyne
Mary Coyne

The-e i alsc a contribtwtion reauiring attention from an employee of
a sole prcriretorshp cf John Coyne's, Central Coordinating Services,
Liscusse infra.

,000



Veronica M. Gillespie
September 25, 1992
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Employees:

Pamela Krickler
Maryann Merce
Sandra I . Maloney
Joseph and lois Pucci

Those named individuals who have not been served assume
that there was an intention to do so or that in some way
notification was directed to a dated or incorrect address.
Since none wishes any delay in the resolution of this matter,
they are prepared to identify themselves as respondents and to
reply through counsel at this time.

Nature of the Allegations

Mr. Gudenas' complaint is brief and its argument is
simple. He has identified roughly two classes of individuals,
family members of Mr. Coyne and employees of the city of which
he is mayor, 2 and he has concluded without further evidence
that none would have possessed the resources or the
independent will to make contributions of $1,000 to
Congressman Louis Stokes.

The emphasis in the complaint is on the absence of will
or resources: its claim is framed in the alternative.
Mr. Gudenas alleges that if they had the resources they lacked
the will, contributing only at the direction of Mr. Coyne.
And if they possessed the will, he would claim, they lacked
the resources which would, in turn, have been supplied in some
fashion by Mr. Coyne. 3

...e one exceptizn, n-;ted evl ~sly, s Candace Vtas, an employee

-f Centra, C -ordinated Services which was a s-De proprietcrship of John M.
Cryne.

3 an ar'enda J -:77 a nt , Mr. GOuenas see s - s.-:7e: t that city

e~lotoees -- Mn. Kr:k Yer, MO. Merce a:. Ms. Malone, -- J i not have

adequate incomes rrah h to ra~e a contribute: . s a slight

7hanoe fr-7, It e -7na. - r a7r n hch a s',uest - as that Mayor

Covne -av' have aJ-.stei t.er .corres nig.er a-c:-oiate contributions
they c~'i n t otnerx..ise afforn.
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Finally, Mr. Gudenas has by amended complaint identified
what he alleges to be an excessive contribution by Mr. Coyne
to Mr. Stokes in 1986.

Position of the Respondents: Family Members

All of the family members have been interviewed by
counsel and fully participated with information and with
necessary documentation. Each refutes any suggestion that
their contributions were made with resources supplied by
Mr. Coyne. So as to simplif'" the presentation, counsel has
attached to this response exhibits for each of the individual
family member respondents which set out their position.
(Exhibits 1-12.)

The information provided to the Commission in this
fashion is substantial, more than customary in responding to
notification of a Complaint. All of the Respondents were
prepared to offer liberal amounts of information to assure
that the Commission had what is necessary to make quick work
of the Complaint, dismissing it without the need for a further
investigation. The approach here is unusual, but .t reflects
the keen wish of all concerned to clear their names in an
already highly publicized matter. It also presents a "Catch-
22": to shorten the proceeding and avoid a protracted
investigation, the respondents are supplying information which
in normal circumstances would only be available upon
investigation. All are agreed, however, that an open,
cooperative engagement with the Commission at this stage
should render any further proceedings unnecessary.

The Commission will note that all of the accounts are
similar in the most crucial respect: that family members made
their contributions with their own funds, not with funds
specifically supplied for that purpose by Mr. Coyne and
contributed to Louis Stokes only at his direction.'

Krf course, tehere -s esti~r tnat neither tre A -nr any other
statuti:e prohibits o.e hers-n f r s at- nc e asnotner that a contribution

e made, rr even fr m ur tha-- re ma-e, nr 4d ar.v such enactment
fcn "" . ..e ,.e t -i Gudenas'

c anT. .s tn e c nt ra r , 7." - -e .s- sed r. t.-E. I. and no further
argument tv resopucend € e n,- F-t .s neessar' r _I- Le offered.
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The statements also note that Mr. Coyne has made gifts in
substantial amounts to family members over many years.
Supplementing the accounts of individual family members is a
letter submitted to counsel by Mr. Joseph Iawson, an attorney
and Certified Public Accountant who hat lorng advised Mr. Coyne
on the tax and other leqil issuts assoclited with gifts to his
family. Exh b t >3.I

One such gift was -ade ln May of 198 and it followed the
pattern of gifts ln identIcal arounts to all children and in
different but also identical amounts to all grandchildren.
Around the time that the oift was made, Mayor Coyne
recommended to various family members a contribution for Louis
Stokes. In some cases he made the suggestlon directly to a
family member, and in other cases, it was relayed by one
family member to another. All family members, however, made
their contribution willingly and all had the funds necessary
to make it.

Attached is Exhibit 14, a listing of each member of the
family receiving a gift in May of 1988 following the
liquidation by Mr. Coyne of an investment and as confirmed by
the letter from Mr. Lawson. Apart from illustrating the
pattern, it underscores the additional point that not all
family members receiving a gift made a contribution and that
the gifts cannot therefore be viewed as having been made for
that purpose. In any event, each gift was substantially
larger than any one of the contributions made to Mr. Stokes.

Accordingly, tho rec-rnrionts who are family members
respectfully request dismissal of that portion of the Gudenas
Complaint which alleges violations of the Act by them.

Contributions b- itEployees

Mr. Gudenas builds this case around the peculiar
proposition that people of a certain income will not make
contributions of $,001. Th:s specious position is applied in
particular to the contributions by Ms. Krickler, Ms. Merce and
Ms. Maloney. in his most recent amended complaint, he submits
information about their various salaries provided upon request
to Brooklyn City Councilwoman Rita Brown. This, he apparently
believes, makes his case that their income could not on its
face support a $1,000 contribution.

Gudenas omits any considerati:n of the possibility that
each of these three women are married to working husbands.
They discussed the contribution recommended by Mayor Coyne

14 '1 W2
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with their spouses, then decided to give. None of the three
can easily accept that thls explanation on their part is
required. Each feels that she was entitled to make the
contribution in the maximum amount allowed by law -- whatever
her income. The suggestion that people cf certain income can
never contribute in the maximum amcunt is demeaning to them.
Even more offensive to these respondents is the application of
this maxim to three working women.

On the basis of this prejudiced worldview, the, have come
under the scrutiny of Gudenas. The allegations have been made
public and much damage to their families and their reputations
has been done. Ms. Merce and Ms. Krickler have each set out
detailed accounts of how this matter has unfolded to their
detriment. (Exhibits 15 and 16., The General Counsel's
office will note that the letters were addressed to counsel,
but counsel in turn with the permission of Ms. Krickler and
Ms. Merce are submitting it for the record. Counsel offers
these statements in the hope that it will spur the Commission
to a prompt decision in recognition of the costs already
inflicted by the Complaint and this proceeding on these
respondents.

In sum, none of these employees contributed with any but
their own resources and none did so for any reason other than
their wish to do so. 5 Mr. Gudenas' complaint is simply
without foundation. This type of proof should never be
treated as sufficient to support a reason to believe finding
and subsequent investigation.

Accordingly, the portion of the Gudenas Complaint
alleging violations by these City Employees must be dismissed
and Ms. Krickler, Ms Merce, and Ms. Maloney request prompt
action to this end.

Enplo ees of Central Coordinating Services

Two employees at Central Coordinating Services, Ms. Vitas
and Mr. Luckianow, have also been marked by Mr. Gudenas as
having made suspect contributions. Mr. l uckianow has moved

GOne a:airn, there s at r. made at th..e
SuciQest-:r-. :f another, n r there ze o ne Gudenas
Corplaiant which makes te -ntrar-vca-7 car re s sta=ne
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from Brooklyn, Ohio and his whereabouts are unknown.
Ms. Vitas ]ives in the area and she too was interviewed.

It turns out upon further examination that Ms. Vitas'
contribution wai,; masreported. It was in fact a contribution
drawn on the account of Central Coordinaiting Services, a sole
proprietorship cf John Coyn,. While Ms. Vitas had check
writinq authority, the funds were Mr. Coyne's, not Ms. Vitas',
and when she executed the check in question, she was effecting
a contribution from Mr. Coyne, not herself. The contribution
should have been treated as a contribution from Mr. Covne.

An excessive contribution has been alleged by
Mr. Gudenas, reported to have been made on August 5, 1986. It
turns out that the Stokes Committee reported this contribution
from the Cuyahoga Democratic Executive Committee as one from
Mr. Coyne personally. A copy of the relevant check is
attached as Exhibit 17. Mayor Coyne requests therefore that
this claim of the Gudenas complaint also be dismissed.

Very truly yours,

Robert F. Bauer
Traci JT. Stegemann

SMB:slh
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John and Ruth Coyne

John M. Coyne is the Mayor of Brooklyn, Ohio and has held

elective office as the City's mayor for 53 years. Ruth is his

wife. They have a large, close-knit family. They have many

friends and political contacts. Mayor Coyne is well respected

by his fami y, triends, colleagues, employees, and

constituents.

The Mayor is a good friend of Congressman Stokes. They

see each other frequently at poiitical events. Mayor Coyne is

an active supporter of Congressman Stokes. During the

Congressman's campaigns in 1986, 1988, and 1990, the Mayor

contributed $1,000 each year. His wife Ruth also gave $1,000

in August, 1990.

In addition to his own contributions, Mayor Coyne asked

various members of his family and employees to consider giving

contributions to Congressman Stokes. The Mayor did not give

any of his family members or employees money with which to

make a contribution or with the understanding that a

contribution be made. He did not give any of his employees a

raise in salary to compensate for a contribution.

Mayor Coyne simply tried to help a respected friend raise

money for a campaign by asking the people he knew best to

contribute. He is very upset by Ed Gudenas' implications that

he did anything improper. Moreover, he is deeply concerned

about the effect this matter is having on his family members

and employees who contributed to Congressman Stokes. He is

particularly troubled by the harassment and unkind remarks his

employees have been subjected to because they followed his

suggestion and decided to contribute roney to Congressman

Stoke s.
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Penny J. Dixon

Penny Dixon is the daughter of Mayor Coyne. Over the

years Penny has received numerous gifts of money from her

father. Many of these gifts have been for sizable amounts of

money. Penny and her husband often have invested this money

as wel I as their awn money.

in May C: , Mayor Coyne asked Penny if he would

consider contributing to Congressman Stokes' campaign. Penny

thought the suggestlcn over and decided to contribute to the

campaign. She emphasizes that the decision to contribute was

her own. Penny and her husband have managed their money well

and could well afford to make the contribution, Her father

did not give her any money to rake a contribution. Indeed,

she resents the implication that she and her husband could not

have afforded to make a contribution on their own.

She does not believe that her father suggested an amount

to give Congressman Stokes. She gave the check to the Mayor

to send into the Stokes' headquarters. Her check to

Congressman Stokes is dated May 21, 1988.

Penny and her husband regularly attend political dinners.

They have always made contributions to political campaigns,

both at the local and national levels. Political

contributions are a way of life in their family.

Penny spoke to her son James and her daughter Debra about

making contributions to the Stokes campaign. Due to the

generosity of her father to her children over the years, she

knew they had sufficient funds to make a contribution if they

were interested in doing so.
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Debra J. Dixon

Debra Dixon is Mayor Coyne's granddaughter. For as long

as she can remember, her grandfather has given her gifts of

money for birthdays, Easter, graduations. At least once a

year, he will also give her a check in a substantial amount.

As she got older, the check amounts increased. By June of

1988, she had saved a tubst m.itia I amount of monE-y. She

graduated from college in May, 1.4F8 without any i-tudent loan:;

to pay.

Debra has been active in the political scene for a number

of years. She attends political functions and fundraisers

fairly frequently. Debra has known Congressman Stokes for a

number of years.

In May or June 1988, Debra's mother, Penny Dixon,

suggested to Debra that she contribute to Congressman Stokes'

campaign. Because she thought highly of Representative Stokes

and because she had more than sufficient funds, Debra decided

to follow her mother's suggestion and contribute $1,000 to

Congressman Stokes. Debra's grandfather did not give her

money for the contribution or with the understanding that she

would make a contribution to the Stokes' campaign.

;~ QJ ,s .41
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James Dixon, Jr.

James Dixon, Jr. (Jim) is Mayor Coyne's grandson. Like

the other grandchildren, he has always received generous gifts

of money from his grandfather. When his mother, Penny Dixon,

suggested to him that he contribute to Congressman Stokes'

campaign in .June IS, he aqreekd to mike the contribution

partly because his mother h,id asked and partly because he

believed it was a good idea. Jim's grandfather did not give

him any money for the express purpose of making a contribution

or with the understanding that he would contribute money to

the Stokes' campaign. Jim followed his mother's lead in

making the $1,000 contribution.
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Jeanette Coyne

Jeanette Coyne is Mayor Coyne's daughter-in-law. For all

of her married lite, Jeanette has benefited from the

generosity of her father-in-law. She cannot remember a time

when he has not given her and her husband gifts of money.

Jeanette's husband is employed. 7he couple has managed their

money well.

In May, 1988, the Mayor asked Jeanette if she would

consider making a contribution to Congressman Stokes. He told

her that $1,000 was the maximum amount she could give.

Jeanette decided to make a $1,000 contribution because the

Mayor had asked her to do so. She felt that because the Mayor

had done so much for them and had been so generous over the

years that if he wanted her to do this, she would be happy to

oblige. She also likes Congressman Stokes and was very

comfortable supporting his campaign. If she had not liked the

Congressman, she would not have agreed to make a contribution.

Mayor Coyne did not give Jeanette any money for the

purpose of making a contribution or with the understanding

that she would make such a contribution. Jeanette's check to

Congressman Stokes is dated May 25, 1988.

Jeanette asked her daughter Marlene Rain to consider

making a contribution to the Stokes' campaign because it

seemed to mean a lot to Mayor Coyne. Jeanette knew that

Marlene could well afford to make a contribution. Jeanette

did not ask her other three children to contribute.
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Marlene Rain

Marlene Rain is Mayor Coyne's gran-cil-ughter. Like the

Mayor's other grandchildren, she has always received generous

gifts of money from her grandfather. Over time, she has saved

a substantial amount of money. MKrlene is married. Her

husband is employed.

In May, 19SO, Marlene's mother, Jeanette Coyne, asked her

to consider rakinq a contribution to Congressman Stokes'

carpaign. While Marlene does not recall ever contributing to

a polit:cal carpaign in the past, she realized that a

contribution to Congressman Stokes would be appreciated by her

grandfather. in addition, she thinks highly of Congressman

Stokes. She could well afford to make a donation. She

decided to contribute $1,000 to Congressman Stokes. Her check

is dated May 23, 1988. The contribution was her own money.

Her grandfather did not give her any money for the

contribution or with the understanding it would be used for a

contribution to Congressman Stokes.

i~



0000



QS

james Coyne

James Coyne is Mayor Coyne's son. He is the Recreation

Commissioner for the city of Brooklyn, a civil service job.

He has served on a state board on state parks and recreational

facilities. While on that board he came to know many of

Ohio's politicians. Throughout the years he has made numerous

contributions to state and local politicians.

James is single. Between his job and the generous gifts

of money from his father throughout the years, he has saved a

substantial amount of money. In July or August of 1990., James

mentioned to his father that he was thinking of making a

contribution to Congressman Stokes' campaign. James decided

to give $1,000 to the campaign.

Lj 'S '
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Mary Coyne

Mary Coyne is Mayor Coyne's daughter-in-law. Mary and

her husband receive gifts of money from Mayor Coyne throughout

the year. Her father-in-law has been consistent in his

generous gift giving throughout her marriage. Her husband has

a job and together they have managed their money well.

In May, 1988, Mayor Coyne asked Mary if she would

consider making a contribution to Congressman Stoke:;. She

said she was interested in doing so and asked what amount she

could give. Her father-in-law explained that she could give

up to $1,000. Mary decided she would give that amount. Mary

is very outspoken and if she had not wanted to make a

contribution she would have told her father-in-law that she

was not going to give any money to the Stokes campaign.

Mary could easily afford the contribution. Her father-

in-law did not give her any money for her contribution to

Congressman Stokes. She resents the implication that because

she is a housewife she does not have either the money or the

independence to make this kind of a contribution.

Neither Mary nor her father-in-law asked Mary's children

to contribute to Congressman Stokes.
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Pamela J. Krickler

Pamela Krickler is Mayor Coyne's secretary. She has

worked for him since she graduated from high school. She

regards the Mayor as her boss and as her friend. Pamela is

married. Her husband is employed.

Pamela qave to Conqrt--man Stokes (,n October .1, 1986,

June 11, 1988, and Auqust 51, 199(. Her contribution e3ch

time was for SI,000. She qave to the Stokes campaigns because

each time Mayor Coyne asked her to consider makin a

contributlon. She made the contributions because she trusted

the Mayor completely and feIt that if he thought this was a

good thing to do, then it was. Pamela also decided she could

afford to make the contributions.

Mayor Coyne did not give Pamela money for the

contributions. Nor did he give her a raise in salary to

compensate for the contributions. Pamela's salary is set by

City Council. At no time was she concerned she could be fired

if she decided not to contribute to Congressman Stokes.

Ever since this matter has appeared in the paper Pamela

has been taunted by a member of the City Council as well as

other members of the community. Her children have also been

subject to rude comments. This matter has placed a strain on

her marriage. She is embarrassed and annoyed by the whole

situation. She works and so does her husband. While she

understands that Mr. Gudenas is simply playing politics with

his allegations, she deep'y resents beinq used as a political

pawn.
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Maryann Merce

Maryann Merce is Mayor Coyne's administrative assistant.

She is on the Cuyahoga County Democratic Executive Committee.

She has met Congressman Stokes on several occasions. She is

married and her husband is employed.

In July, 1990, Mayor Coyne asked Maryann if she would

consider making a contribution to Congressman Stokes'

campaign. He told her she could give up to $1,000.

Maryann discussed making a contribution with her husband.

She is very loyal to the Mayor and decided that if he really

wanted her to do this, then she would. Maryann and her

husband wanted to support the Mayor. Her check to the Mayor

is dated August 2, 1990.

The Mayor did not give Maryann any money for the

contribution. The Mayor did not give Maryann a raise to

compensate her for the contribution. Maryann's salary is set

by City Council. Maryann did not feel her job was in jeopardy

if she did not make the contribution.

Maryann is extremely upset and embarrassed by Ed Gudenas'

allegations. Since an article has appeared in the paper on

this matter, she has been subjected to unkind and rude remarks

from members of the community. Maryann is completely

perplexed at why it is anyone's concern about who she gave to

and how much she gave since she gave within the legal limits.

She resents the implication that because she is an

administrative assistant, she cannot afford to make the

contribution. Such an allegation not only ignores the fact

that she has another source of income, namely her husband, but

it also passes judgment on how she chooses to spend her money.

IDAIJ-222',"- sl
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Sandra L. Maloney

Sandra Maloney is a part-time clerk for the City of

Brooklyn. Her husband is the Chief of Police in Brooklyn.

In October, 1986, Mayor Coyne asked Sandra if she would

consider qxvinq a contribution to~ Congressman Stokes. He

suggested she could qive as mnuch as $1,000. Sandra discussed

the request with her husband. They decided they would make

the contribution. They viewed it as a one time deal. Her

check to Congressnan Stokes is dated October 23 1986.

Mayor Coyne did not give Sandra any money for the

contribution. Neither her salary nor her husband's was

raised. Their salaries are set by City Council. She was not

worried that either her job or her husband's would be in

jeopardy if she decided not to contribute.

Sandra is very upset over this whole matter. She does

not understand why her political contributions are of anyone's

concern or why it should be of anyone's concern how she

chooses to spend her money. She has been so disheartened by

the entire matter that she says it is highly unlikely she

would ever contribute again to any political campaign.

Q ' '
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Joseph and Lois Pucci

Joseph (Joe) and Lois Pucci have been friends with the

Mayor and his wife for over forty years. At the time they

contributed money to Congressman Stokes, Joe was the Fire

Chief in Brooklyn.

In September 1FSf and May P)88, Mayor Coyne asked Joe to

consider glvirj money to Congressman Stokes. The Mayor had

never asked Joe to do anything like this in the past. Joe and

his wife are very loyal friends of the Coynes. Joe felt very

strongi-" that i.1 the Mayor wanted to rake a contribution,

he would do 1t. Joe talked over making a contribution both

times with Lois. They decided they would like to make the

contributions and did so. Their checks were dated September

29, 1986 and May 27, 1988.

The Puccis decided they could afford the contributions.

Their house was paid for and their children were grown and

living on their own.

Mayor Coyne did not give the Puccis any money for the

contribution. The Mayor did not give Joe a raise in salary to

compensate for the contribution. Joe's salary was set by the

City Council.

, ,j- -,
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September 24, 1992

Robert Bauer, Esquire
Perkins Coie, Attorneys
6C7 Fourteenth Street N.W. - Suite 607
Washington, D.C. 20005

?- FAV VAAfts(T $TN4q&&v
£dio4 OmtO A4 O..gOp*

:ae 274-8700wq 3g

G."I'r 520
CAi6CNI. 00IO L4102
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Re: Coyne Family

Dear Mr. Bauer:

The undersigned is a licensed attorney and CPA in both Ohio
and Florida. For over twenty-five (25) years to date I have served
as tax and financial counsel to John M. and Ruth Coyne, their
children and grandchildren. Beginning in 1967 and more
significantly during the 1980's to date, John M. Coyne and his
wife, Ruth, have systematically on an annual basis made substantial
gifts to their children and grandchildren.

have prepared and/or reviewed all required gift tax returns
which have been timely filed with the Internal Peveneo Service.
After 1981, the said gifts have generally equaled n:t n cz: eeded
the annual gift tax exclusion anount of $10,000 per year per donee
under Section 2503(b) of the Internal Revenue Code. The sa-e gifts
have been comprised of either interests in real estate or the
proceeds of the sale of such type or other Investnents. :- May,
1988 gifts to certain children and grandchildrer were ccie-el
shortly fo]iowing a liquidatio. of a particular investment.

Please ad..ise e if ,Io% require any addit>o..r -

Yours very tryiy,

JIL: rU

I MONNOWAMOMM- . . M

F. 2
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Members of Mayor Coyne's Family Receiving Gifts
on May 20, 1988 From the Liquidation

of an Investment

John Coyne, Jr.

Renee Coyne

Danny Coyne

Edward Coyne

Eddy Coyne

John Coyne, III

Eileen Coyne

James P. Coyne

Penny Dixon

Debra Dixon

James Dixon, Jr.

Marlene Rain

24"S wI DA4220*) 1. )31



" 0see



~LP ~; *~,z ~Q:c7 

p.~. ~

September 22, 1992

Robert Bauer
Perkins Cole
607 Fourteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2011

Dear Bob:

I would I ike
Elections Commissi
Congressman Lou i s

First of all',

of my donations, I
manner in which r

to express my
ons investlga

Stokes.

I have no pr
do, however,
* Gudenas han

feelings on the Federal
tion of my donations to

obleT with an invest
have a problem with

died his allegations

igat ion
the

Mr. Gudenas held a press conference the day before an
i.mportant election in the Democratic Party. The election

was to elect a Chairman for the Cuyahoga County Democratic
Party. At the press conference, he made accusations that
illegal donations *ere made to Congressman Stokes. The
timing of his allegations lead me to believe this was either
a political ploy or that or a racial nature.

Dea I er,
Gudenas
time wa
you can
the Sat
times,
persona
largest
private

1 received a call

a newspaper
press confe

s I told ther
imagine the

urday paper.
I became very
I finances *e
newspaper.
individual A

This whole situation

from a reporter from the Plain
in Cleveland, the day before Mr.
erence questioning my donation. At no
e was going to be a press conference sc
shock I experienced when my husband read
After reading the article several
upset, part of my and my husband's
re being exploited in Cleveland's
My husband became enraged, he is a verv
ith no pol ticai connections dt all.
is causing a strain on my marriage.

%e feel our rights have been violated. kMr. Gudenas
should have asked for an inv~stication first before he went
public Involving innocent people. In the eyes of the
public, I have beern labeled a criminal. Mr. Cudenas h
used people thru association to smear his opponent Congress
man Louis Stokes and Mayor John Coyne. I can't help but
fee! there are others involved with Mr. Gudenas'
a l l ega t ions.

For several monthsi, I have been he victim of public
hum, I iat ion. The same day the article was wr:tten iir the
C:evelard PI j n D,aler, I wa, :n attendance at the ineetiri
of the Precirct Corrmnitteemen to elect a Chairman for tht.
Democratic Pa",,,. I was asked by several people there, to
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"throw some of my money their way." 
Brooklyn Councilwoman

Rita Brown made a sarcastic comment such as, Pamela, I saw

your name in the paper today, very interesting. I went to

my bank and was bombarded with comments 
and jokes of giving

money to a "brother", and I must like "them" dark and MN...

lover." My Mother has been teased at work about her

daughter's contributions. I was even at an Open House at

the elementary school for my 6 year old daughter, and was

asked to help promote the school levy. When I explained I'm

not sure how I felt about the levy, and that i feel money is

being wasted in our schools, 1 was irnrnediately chastised and

told that I cared more about giving my moley to political

figures than I care about my own child's education. 
How

unfair it is to have to take this criticis im. It is as if

have to prove my innocence, rather than Mr. Cudvnas prove m,

qu It. Mv whole fami ly l i fe has been affected by Cudenas

allegatiols. My husband has been harassed at work (he is a

Fireman Paramedic). He is constant!y coming home upset by

comments he has heard regarding our pe-sona! finances. Even

While attending a Council meeting for the C tv of Brooklyr,

Councilwoman Rita Brown made reference to articles written

in the Sun Newspaper, the locai paper. concer-ir'Q Mr.

Gudenas' allegat!ons, she saw. "Pamek. se you made the

paper again," with a chuckle.

I can no longer go through dail life without someonke

making comments about my private financei. I am not a

oublIC official, I have not asked to be publicly recognized,

but I ha'e been pul led into a cross-fire between Mr. Gudena

and h:s opponent.

Mayor Coyne would never ask me to do anything illegal,

he has not been in office for over 53 years by coercing

anyone into doing something. Mr. Gudenas has used his

alleqations as a political attack on his opponent. But in

doing -o, ht has hurt my marriage and ca ised publ Ic

humi I iation on mie and my fami 1,.

SincerelI ,

Pamela K-Ickler"
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September 24, 1992

Maryann Herce
8060 North Hills Drive
Broadview Heights Ohio 44147

Pertins Co~.e
Fourteentb Stree!t N
Vashington. 0. C 200C5-169C

R:,. Federa E.ectlons Commission NUR 3558

Dear Bct

Regarcirng Mr Gudenas' complaint flied aga~nsi me witt 'he Federal

EleCtions Comxissio. relative to a contribution I made in 1990 to Congressman

Louisc Stokes' ccongressionai caspaign. I would like t.- state, t r the reccrd,

t ,e following9 (1) how my contritbutioi came about- (2) Ymy ab:!ity to affora

tc mace such a ccrdributloa; (3) my employment longevity with the city of

Brcoilyr and the manner :n which I am compensated; (4) my perscnat cpiniorF
an-d guspicons regarding Mr. Gudenas' complaint: and finally. '5) my personal

cbser.atiofls regarding this process.

In mid-Juiy, 1990. Mayor John Coyne. asked if T.would consider making a

-cc-trioutiofl to Congressman Lou Stokes' campaign indicating that $1.000 was

t~e maximum amount 1could give. I said irprobably ccui:d make a
c0"&.ntxution but wou.1d have to discuss this with, my husband and that ! would

)et his know. 1 checked wilth some co-workers wtic had given to past

camipaigns as to whether they were asked and the amount they gwve Forti

record. Congressman Stokes is no strarger to me. Being a member of the

Cuyahoga County Democratic Part) I see his at var,,ous political and sociai

Partyv functions. I've attended various 21st District Caucus events and

functionS at whic'h Congressman Stokes was being honored. 1*%e chatted with

hr nutercus t.vts on. the phone and in person (he's been aut tc. tthe city hal'

many tlmes; Be's a decert, down-to-earth man w~o takes time to listen t

wat vo , tja e t .- s ay regard him as a hig ;: -resprevted anid h~hra~r

Congresziiondi ieader, a powerhouse on the -thili one who ne,.P- fiaints

tis rccit,,ca str e ngt hi. & mar. wnno is respors!,e n.ot only to the needs c! h:s

c ors ,. t u fl,,s but+ o f o:he@ entire Northeast 0hi.o reg-,r. My husband and
airee",wa sire - ,e toth I ikea Lou Stokes and te'ir.g a dual inroar

hospi a s,,6,:at~e contritutior. war, certainly with~r (,ur mearni Aai t2

*'a. ,e fact ttLat m. husband s job &I lot : hi. T( cowe trvo o-,ccasjo-a.

D ~t - Ccrngressman Slokes As a matter o! fact. his pjace

1 1" c : ;s o cated !n Stokes' corgreis~onl dFtr(cl 'we ditCrded !

c,rr ~to,11e S' _, to Congressman Stoke5' campalg. presf-rted ojr .e'rsnona,

chet:r f!-tx or i r t accourn:. oated August 271"., 'n t Mayor Co'rir dnr

7oct!:e a perscna, acinowecgement from ;.CL Stc~es about a wetek a A a.

nev'er gave a seco-A tt.cught of~ tVe app:ran.ee mr-re*.kcas

- " Ii Cu' %s t, 7 r .

7
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1 bel ieve I can contribute to any candidate (male, female, black, white,

etc.) campaign or issue of my choice--regardless of whether the contribution

perta~rcs to a candidatec!ampaignl inside or o6Autside my district, county or

state: locaie is irre'evant, especially today. The problems facing our

Cities eytend, far beyond our owni backyards and certainly transcend municipal

congressional ar-d state bcundariest have tn wonder if Mr. Gudenas would be

makin~g 'hese accusations if I were a black male l~ving cutside thep 21st

Distr:Ct and not ee-loyed by, u)r associated with, 4ayor Coyne,

ma~.e t .s !-ontribution of my own wili, witri my Own mocey, and under cce

-1L'ss~'*r -).r Coyne, Congressman Stokes. or anyone else Iwas never

r-w dr.. cortetary remurnerath i.f or .,-. ccrisiderat.,on or sa lary increart in

vj,-titn~r f !,r, r b ,onl

It e ja -,i ,. j~ af rdab i ity fac-t-i and X-r. Gudenas' ridi culous, iriferen, es

that Ansehiw :wa! compernsated wt.a 'high salary for a low level pose.ton

t Ae 0,argI e 'Z~rrnati~ ,)n t hi b na trf glr er. Gudenas' believes

ha'-e a higt. salas-. but take exception. to tne inference that taxpayer wornies

may ha~e beer, used in :hs arne - Mayor Coyne has achieved an impress!ve

record of pubi ic ser~ ace and has earned the pubi trust by being

cosistentY re-el ected to of fice. He runs a tigrnt ship in his

administrati 0r of loca! government and has receivec high marks on ever

financial aid'it of the city's accounting procedures Wheni I assused the

position of 'admnistrative assistant to the mayor ,i received the same

selary-nothing moroe nr !ess, than LY male predecessor received. Sirice

beig promoted to thi.s pos~t1&or ir. 1913. I've recetyed the same

acrcss-the-board percenltage wage increases granted all other city

emplicyees -- even though my lob responslbilities are considerably greater thar,

my male predecesor's *ere. 4y salary. like all city employees' salaries, is

set b'. city counci. . I taie eyceptioDn to the fact that Mr. Gudenas'

c 0:d ers cy ;Acsitior. 7ower !eve:---erhaps, he should have checked my ~Ob

description, aiong with mywages. prior to making tn~s accusat~on. T rc',r

with him that . receive a -hlagh saiarWy bu;t believe I deserve a higher

compensat ion than what I receiv'e fcr the value of the work I do! I believe

t Ca 11 d pay equitIty,

Pee m~he Bot. but you don't need to tie a coliege graduate, %hichn I1

r:* ee.,6::- tterp's more to this w!%ol thing than meets the eve. I caL't

t(- e 'his Wrolie thing msp:c.ntft anufarturcC

n~r. t e rPCJc t de fa 3e te r ~t e s fnu t 0ony o n g:essmar, Stoiis

hi ,' ovrae ar.4A e,. eryorie cIlse 2c him, Farthermore, I belaeve that Hr.

~ w& ~ nv ala'~ nfo~atzr.frcm a Brookl.yn councilwoW&l.

.: S, o. lwm a% ~rc decanderd to nav.e tne, saiary informat ior.

pr1ldtO t he :r~eda'~ ad oiced her dissatisfacL.-_.-

to-1 :in '" tNte rpa Yr c rk u : ,t .,cgether She dad rna,- 6

~ . ~ u.~'was Bruwr. unt.er some Itp-e cf dad;,ne' rhere are some

r. :.~~'o~ S-oun.: w~~ioaea yatc Mayor Coyne's rep---* at

n C,4 'y , ractf e%,er cnars.o e .ey get a-.-- would enjoy noIthing morte

~o .'er.~h~ r.~ tVse no er'e nde ). disgraced an-~ run -)L!, f

4# L,'C'>iwmr r~ ~scC5K ag~' es to a o:al opponen'

~;M ~ w 0onc Ea r, o itr, ,uPs . .%,. a rokr .,af iorskY
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party chairman. with Councilwoman Rita Brown sitting at his side Brown

herself made an unsucceSSful attemPt to repeal an ordinance which allowed the

Mayor to serve as County Des. Party ChairmanD.

I belir,, she was workir4 with Mr. Gudenas on these romrliant8. Prior to

filling these charges. Mr. Guderias. an opponent of Congressman Louis Stokes,

held a press conference regarding his suspicions of improper campalIgn

donat!ons and his intent to fIe a complaint with the FEC 1101 :t I"a I ie'-i

Comes with the territory" Yes.- Timing' Most definitet), calculateJ 'I is

press conference was held the day before precinct cumv Itteepersonii gathered

to elect a cr.airman of the Cuyahoga Count), Demc(:rat~c F-arty Irc 1dentall"

Mayor Coyne wcn r-elect~on as Party Chaifl3an.,

.Lublicity given Gudenas' cemplaint has sparked inquiri-- !rm) rosidents

akd fam .,y members. rac~ai comments and slurs and served as the .n sat on

of many jokes wh~ch. I personally don t think are v'er) funny. TL ike m>-

cc-workers, 1 was spared the pub]i~c husilIittion of bav i ,g a) name ana

character clestioned in the paper. But, nonetheless. I'e beer. askeA if

on~e Of the 'big-giv,.ers- and have been the subject of tooin gcsip ant. ric 1&.

jeers &2a a working wife and mother I take "ride in my family, and ir.

what we ha,.e achieved wo.rking together. I take pride in my job ar.l that fact

that I put n an. honest day's work tcr the compensation I earn. And belip-,e

me. it's not easy juggling career and motherhood. The demands on m> time are

grea!. I anguish from time to time whlether my work:ng full-time is In tne

best interests of icy family. Within the past year, my husband has begurD

hounding se t~j q%;:t work. get out of pciilf.cs anc stay home full-time to

raise our sorb. !magirle his reaction when I received this Complaint

Truthfu'.- th.s Ccmplaint and the nature in which it was made certain.

added fuel tO tl ,e fire and has been a source of anger and anxiet 4or- tha~n

=~r y husbland thinks its time to call it quits Even if ! wanted to,

which % don, A old even co.nsider it oith these alloegatiolns pending'

',.e voltd :r. practicai y e-very election since the age of 18 anic

understand the importance of the eiectorai process. 1 ha~e a totai disrega-c

for peope who complain and moan about politics, gc~errnmert the 3system. etc

yet don't bother to register and vote' I aiso understano that succesfiful

camnpaigns tate time and money Parenthood has a~loved me to better

appreciate t'".e importance of civ:c resoonisibii .ty anid invok-eel. with penpt,

and causes 2nt teli1eve s % i . ae a pcs'.ti.~e difference fur fctLre

gen-era! ;on, fe this ov. more sc now thar. tefce as my son nas euttrea

1nde-9rte~. .c - is focus on am' ~t i te c f -.scs f rci ecu'>ilic:. +

drugs t inaii;.~ h: s collIege educat ,or4 >e gctter, a ':rc '

haven ? . :! I') rigs 2e t c m f inal t ervat,,cr

f cr -n a forsd. ,omplair.t ir.the Federa. Eltct.crns oiscr. Irse

toe pr)v~ thte FE st ates t,, g, g-en the matter durin- t)ie co urst- c!

c-i.% wisri M'- Gudlenas' ilould ha',,e iIew i t r e'useI t

s'. a eatO'.S ~ _,e meca& f,,-s: .. s persornaL: U Sf.Tt iS t. A

"i a= Il ~'a* 307ecre ke hir Gue'i .an 4-uestI'"!. the m'i.U y

a~~~~~~~ cc.r~t 7s s C) eoe0 7~IZ 7f mydsr:' .

p e- -v
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political agendas. Elected public officials expect to be held up to such

scrutiny. Citizent who act responsibly and in good faith do not. I wonder

if Mr. Gudenas would question my contribution if he didn't know ahead of time

wlo I worked for or was associated witt. Just Iie Hr Gudenas questioned

my mot!%ation for making my contribution, I question his motivatof for

making these allegations putllir at the exact lime he did and whether ne acted

alone or received assistance from cthers in ths what T consider to be

man-factured harassment- against the personal ;ntegrit: of myself a:(- t)v

family. I know Mayor Coyne regrets every ,aing asked u2 to make a

contrlbuticn.

Thn.En yo; I.r agreeing to represert me I. th.s matter 've cne not6n.

Wrong. Therefore. :t goes without saying tha* I %K! cooperate with tte

Commission wi:n adv:ce of Counse: I ocly hope tie FEC .s mace aware an.,

consiers the -c'::tical mareuverinrs that were in motion prior to this

coepiar:* beini fz]ed an urge them to act qcny n conduct:ng their

*estat'o an -eact:i.g the.r determinati...

a r cre4 e



-,-.. # ' V .1f V ~.~1-.0



A. -- m - -____ - -- - - - -I



rI MR 1\ FF( MIION )%mp. (

September 29, 1992

M1r. Peter Luckianow
4170 Treadway
Beaumont, Texas 17206

RE: MUR 3558

Dear Mr. Luckianow:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the
complaint was sent to you on July 23, 1992, but was returned due
to an out-dated address. However, I have obtained your current
address and accordingly have enclosed the original
correspondence for your review.

Should you have any further questions, please contact me at
(202) 219-3690.

Sincerely,

Veronica M. Gillespie
Attorney

Enclosure
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CKIS1 1 3 5s o

In the Matter of SENSITIVE
Enforcement Priority

GENERAL COUNSEL'S QUARTERLY REPORT

I. INTRODUCTION

This report is the second Enforcement Priority System

Quarterly Report. The purpose of this Quarterly Report is to

recommend that the Commission no longer pursue the identified

lower priority and stale cases.

II. CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSING

A. Cases Not Warranting Further Pursuit Relative to Other
Cases Pending Before the Commission

A critical -omponent of the Priority System is identifying

those pending cases that do not warrant the further expenditure

of resources. Each incoming matter is evaluated using

Commission approved criteria

By closing such cases the Commission is

able to use its limited resources to focus on more important

cases.

Having evaluated incoming matters, this Office has

identified 16 cases which do not warrant

further pursuit relative to the other pending cases. ! A short

1. These matters are: MUR 3920; MUR 3930; MUR 3934; MUR 3939;
MUR 3942; MUR 3943; MUR 3945; MUR 3948; MUR 3953; MUR 3955;
MUR 3957; MUR 3964; MUR 3965; MUR 3967; RAD 94L-22; and
RAD 94L-25.
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description of each case and the factors leading to assignment

of a relatively low priority and consequent recommendation not

to pursue each case is attached to this report. See

Attachments 1-16. For the Commission's convenience, the

narratives for externally-generated matters are immediately

followed by the complaint and responses and the narratives for

internally-generated matters are immediately followed by the

referral.

B. Stale Cases

Investigations are severely impeded and require relatively

more resources when the activity and evidence are old.

Consequently, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the

Commission focus its efforts on cases involving more recent

activity. Such efforts will also generate more impact on the

current electoral process and are a more efficient allocation of

our limited resources. To this end, this Office has identified

42 cases that

do not

warrant further investment of significant Commission resources.
2

Since the recommendation not to pursue the identified cases is

based on staleness, this Office has not prepared separate

2. These matters are: MUR 3132; MUR 3432; MUR 3466; MUR 3470;
MUR 3473; MUR 3495; MUR 3558; MUR 3575; MUR 3581; MUR 3594;
MUR 3600; MUR 3625; MUR 3647; MUR 3663; MUR 3684; MUR 3698;
MUR 3712; MUR 3733; MUR 3744; MUR 3749; MUR 3756; MUR 3759;
MUR 3767; MUR 3776; MUR 3779; RAD 92L-26, RAD 93L-25;
RAD 93L-26; RAD 93L-29; RAD 93L-31; RAD 93L-33; RAD 93L-35;
RAD 93L-36; RAD 93L-38; RAD 93L-39; RAD 93NF-02; RAD 93NF-03;
RAD 93NF-06; RAD 93NF-10; RAD 93NF-12; RAD 93NF-15; and
RAD 93NF-20.
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narratives for these cases. However, for externally-generated

matters in which the Commission has made no findings, the

complaint and response(s) are attached to the report and for

internally-generated matters in which the Commission has made no

findings, the ieferral is attached. See Attachments 17-53.

Because the Commission has already made findings in five of the

stale cases, no additional information is being attached to this

report in regard to these cases.3

3. These matters are: MUR 3132, MUR 3432, MUR 3466, MUR 3495,
and MUR 3733.
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This Office recommends that the Commission exercise its

prosecutorial discretion and no longer pursue the identified

cases effective August 1, 1994. This will

allow the Legal Review Team adequate time to prepare the Pre-MUR

and MUR files so that the cases can appear on the public record

by September 1, 1994, within 30 days of the August 1, 1994,

closing date. This timeframe also w:1_1 enable this Office to

prepare closing letters so that the letters can be mailed on

August 2, 1994. Additionally, the Press Office will need time

to review the files for inclusion in one of its press releases.

III. RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Decline to open a MUR and close the file in the
following matters to be effective on August 1, 1994:

I) RAD 92L-26
2) RAD 93L-25
3) RAD 93L-26
4) RAD 93L-29
5) PAD 93L-31
6) RAD 93L-33
7) RAD 93L-35
8) PAD 93L-36
9) RAD 93L-38

10) RAD 93L-39
11) RAD 94L-22
12) RAD 94L-25
13) RAD 93NF-02
14) RAD 93NF-03
15) RAD 93NF-06
16) PAD 93NF-10
17) RAD 93NF-12
18 PAD 93NF-15
19) RAD 93NF-20



* 0
-5-

B. Take no action, close the file effective on August 1,
1994, and approve the appropriate letter in the following
matters:

1) MUR 3470
MUR 3473

) MUR 3558
4' MUR 3575

MUP 3581
MUp 3594
MUR 3600

8' MUR 3625
MUR 364-'

" MUR 3663
11) MUR 3684
Zi MUR 3698

:3) MUR 3712
14) MUR 3744
15) MUR 3749
16' MUR 3756
17) MUR 3759
18) MUR 3767
19) MUR 3776
20) MUR 3779
21) MUR 3920
22) MUR 3930
23) MUR 3934
24) MUR 3939
25) MUR 3942
26) MUR 3943
27) MUR 3945
28) MUR 3948
29) MUR 3953
30) MUR 3955
31) MUR 3957
32) MUR 3964
33) MUR 3965
34) MUR 3967
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C. Take no further action,

August 1, 1994, and approve the
following matters:

MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR
MUR

close the file effective on
appropriate letter in the

3132
3432
3466
3495
3 733

. ~Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Date



0 0

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
Agenda Document

Enforcement Priority OX94-72

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the

Federal Election Commission executive session cn July 19,

1994, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by a

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

to Agenda Document *X94-72:

A. Decline to open a MUR and close the
file in the following matters to be
effective on August 1, 1994:

1) RAD 92L-26
2) RAD 93L-25
3) RAD 93L-26
4) RAD 93L-29
5) RAD 93L-31
6) RAD 93L-33
7) RAD 93L-35
8) RAD 93L-36
9) RAD 93L-38
10) RAD 93L-39
11) RAD 94L-22
12) RAD 94L-25
13) RAD 93NF-02
14) RAD 93NF-03
15) RAD 93NF-06
16) RAD 93NF-10
17) RAD 93NF-12
18) RAD 93NF-15
19) RAD 93NF-20

continued,



Federal Election Commission Page 2
Certificationt Enforcement Priority
July 19, 1994

B. Take no action, close the file effective
on August 1, 1994, and approve the
appropriate letter in the following matters:

l" MUR 3470
2' MUR 3473
3) MUR 3558
4) MUR 3575
5) MUR 3581
6) MUR 3594
7) MUR 3600
8) MUR 3625
9) MUR 3647
10) MUR 3663
11) MUR 3684
12) MUR 3698
13) MUR 3712
14) MUR 3744
15) MUR 3749
16) MUR 3756
17) MUR 3759
18) MUR 3767
19) MUR 3776
20) MUR 3779
21) MUR 3920
22) MUR 3930
23) MUR 3934
24) MUR 3939
25) MUR 3942
26) MUR 3943
27) MUR 3945
28) MUR 3948
29) MUR 3953
30) MUR 3955
31) MUR 3957
32) MUR 3964
33) MUR 3965
34) MUR 3967

(continued)
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Federal Election Commission
Certifiction: Enforcement Priority
July 19, 1994

Page 3

C. Take r- further action, close the file
effective on August 1, 1994, and approve
the appropriate letter in the following
matters:

1) MUR 3132
2) MUR 3432
3) MUR 3466
4) MUR 3495
5) MUR 3733

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry,

Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

WecMarjorie W. EmmonsUcretary of the Commission
Date
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August 2, 1994

Edmund V. Gudenas
Citizens for a Bright Light
24555 Lakeshore Blvd.
Euclid, OH 44123

RE: MUR 3558

Dear Mr. Gudenas:

On July 22, 1992, the Federal Election Commission received
your complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action in the matter. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commission's docket. In light
of the information on the record, the relative significance of
the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the
Commission determined to close its file in this matter on
August 1, 1994. This matter will become part of the public
record within 30 days.

The Act allows a complainant to seek judicial review of the
Commission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a)(8).

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

August 2, 1994

Stan Brand, Esq.
Brand and Lowell
923 15th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005

RE: MUR 3558
Representative Louis Stokes, Louis
Stokes for Congress Committee and
Cheryle A. Wills, as Treasurer

Dear Mr. Brand:

On July 23, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
your clients, Representative Louis Stokes, Louis Stokes for
Congress Committee and Cheryle A. Wills, as treasurer, of a
complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the complaint was
enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against your clients. This case was evaluated
objectively relative to other matters on the Commission's
docket. In light of the information on the record, the relative
significance of the case, and the amount of time that has
elapsed, the Commission determined to close its file in this
matter on August 1, 1994.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In 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 prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at

(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

J TQC4 \.

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney
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WASHINCTOP. ( 2046)

AUG 0 2194

Kevin P. Weiler, Esq.
Weiler and Weiler
8920 Brecksville Road
Brecksville, OH 44141

RE: MUR 3558
Jeanie Joyce, Brenda S. Hartel,
and Robert J. Mickey

Dear Mr. Weiler:

On July 23, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
your clients, Jeanie Joyce, Brenda S. Hartel, and Robert J.
Mickey, of a complaint alleging certain violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of

N- the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against your clients. This case was evaluated
objectively relative to other matters on the Commission's
docket. In light of the information on the record, the relative
significance of the case, and the amount of time that has
elapsed, the Commission determined to close its file in this
matter on August 1, 1994.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In 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 prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney
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August 2, 1994

Peter Luckianow
4170 Treadway
Beaumont, TX 17206

RE: MUR 3558
Peter Luckianow

Dear Mr. Luckianow:

On July 23, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against you. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commission's docket. In light
of the information on the record, the relative significance of
the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the
Commission determined to close its file in this matter on
August 1, 1994.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In 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 prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney
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August 
2, 1994

Candace R. Vitas
252 Gayle Drive
Sheffield Lake, OH 44054-1913

RE: MUR 3558

Candace R. Vitas

Dear Ms. Vitas:

On July 23, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against you. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commission's docket. In light
of the information on the record, the relative significance of
the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the
Commission determined to close its file in this matter on
August 1, 1994.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In 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 prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

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

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney
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August 
2, 1994

Robert F. Bauer, Esq.
Perkins Cole
607 Fourteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005-2011

RE: MUR 3558
John M. Coyne, Ruth Coyne,
Debra Dixon, James Dixon, Jr.,
Jeanette Coyne, Marlene Rain,
James Coyne, Mary Coyne,
Pamela Krickler, Maryann Merce,
Sandra L. Maloney, Penny Dixon,
Joseph Pucci and Lois Pucci

Dear Mr. Bauer:

On July 23, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
your clients, noted above, of a complaint alleging certain
violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. A copy of the complaint was enclosed with that
notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against your clients. This case was evaluated
objectively relative to other matters on the Commission's
docket. In light of the information on the record, the relative
significance of the case, and the amount of time that has
elapsed, the Commission determined to close its file in this
matter on August 1, 1994.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public recordwithin 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 prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.
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If you has.'
(202) 219-3400.

Esq.

any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney
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August 2, 1994

Paulette C. Higgins
Westbrook Village
3879 West 36th Street
Cleveland, OH 44109

RE: ?OUR 3558
Paulette C. Higgins

Dear Ms. Higgins:

On July 23, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against you. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commission's docket. In light
of the information on the record, the relative significance of
the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the
Commission determined to close its file in this matter on
August 1, 1994.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In 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 prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at

(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney
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August 2, 1994

.athleen Rolland
4002 Bush Avenue
Cleveland, OH 44109

RE: MUR 3558
Kathleen Rolland

Dear Ms. Rolland:

On July 23, 1992, the Federal Election Commission notified
you of a complaint alleging certain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission exercised its prosecutorial discretion to take no
action against you. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commission's docket. In light
of the information on the record, the relative significance of
the case, and the amount of time that has elapsed, the
Commission determined to close its file in this matter on August
1, 1994.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In 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 prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

If you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at

(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attcrney
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