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Citizens for a Bright Light

MU

Mr. Lawrence Noble
ODiffi1ce of the General Counsel
3G9 E. Street, N.W.

Washington, X 20406 3

Dear Mr
Encleosed is ms worn statement concerning Federal Electaon Law
Louis Stokes and Mr. John Coyne.

violations between Congressman

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions

about this.

Singerely

w4

Edmund V. Gudpfnas
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This 18 the Sworn Statement of Edmund V. Gudenas

1, Edmund V. Gudenas, am asking the Federal Elections Commission to
investigate the origin of numerous $1,000 donaticns to Congressman
LLouis Stokes. Ail o©oif the donors are friends, relatives or
emplovees of John M. Coyne, Mayor of the City of Brooklyn, Chairman

of the Cuyvahoga County Democratic Party anc cliose political ally of
sStokes.

o1danl enocudgrn

eXactl b

-~

seems impossible that Mr. Covne, the Mavor f Brooklyn, did not
ask several of nis emplovees 4t the City ©I Brooiivn to make these
donations. On one day, August 3l 1990, ¥Mr, Covne and three city

’ L
empliovees, plus Ifour emplovees oI Westbrook Vililage Apartments
partly owned by Mr. Covne), plus two direct relatives and one
friend all gave 51,000 each tc Stokes. These were the only
donations Stckes recelved at this time and these were not part of
a fund raising event. Mr. Coyne clearly organized this group and
o either told the employees that they must make a donation or
actually provided the money for the donation.
The people who made tnese donations on that dav of $1,000 each had
occupations as follows: co-property manager, Clerk, leasing agent,
CO-property manager, Co-property manager, leasling agent, manager,
housewilie, mayor, administrative assistant and retired.

JTher donors 0%

I 81,000 eacn were unemploved
live 1n the district. These students are re

udents who did not
ves of Mr. Coyne.

The same day the students made the donations, another block of
; relatives, friends and employees also made donations of exactly
$1,000.
people who are Irienas, family or emplovees f Mr. Coyne maaqge
donations oI %1, CoAn groups on tne same dav 1 Mr. Stokes. NO
the middie class” resident of the Stokes Districr ever made tinls
type 0f donation 1 4r. Stokes. Even people who are much wealthie:
ild not make these kKinds of donations.
/ne and SLOoRes are Lends and eacn rRne what the ner persc
1 8 G S Wi AWATE the Iunds glve t 118
MNITTEee were Irom mat Leon who cou n AV unds
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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
1s 1n 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 give $1,000 donat:ions to a Congressman who they could
not wvote for, had only 41oken opposition and who already had
hundreds of thousands of doliars inn the bank without first being
tolid to do so or given the money to do so. Louls Stokes knew

ctly what

had to make thes donations then, very
they mast pr Coyne and Stokes now.

Tige i o

-
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With this 1in min
ask these donors.

| Wwho contacted the donors concerning the donation they made?
< Wwhy did they make the donation they did con that particular
day?

what contact have they had with Louis Stokes?

. -

4. How did they select the amount they di

>

Q.

5, why did they pick a Congressman outside of their own district
instead of a person they could actually vote for?

5 Did Mr. Coyne ever discuss making a donation to Stokes with
them?

7 Was theilr salary adjusted in anv way to reflect the donation
they made?

B. D:d Mr. Coyne ever give them money to give to Mr. S5tokes or
other candidates?

9. How do they know Mr. Coyne? Jr how are they related to Mr.

Coyne?

hat debts did thev have at the time of these donations and

13 How many deonaticns have they made to Louis Stokes? When? How
much

12 ve they ever made a donation of more than %100 to any other

candidate since 19867



Questions to Mr. Stokes.

what contact did you have with these donors? (personal visits,
letters, thank you notes, etc

Which of these donors you meet in person:

The attached list are the donations that I believe are possibly
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Joseph Pucci

102206 Biddulph Road
Brooklyn, OH 44144

Pamela J. Krickle:
.79 Dawning Road

Brooklyn, OH 44144

Debra J. 1Xon
i34 N, Beachon Street, ®4A
Brighton, MA 32135

James Dixon, Jr.
1215 Ramona
Lakewood, OH 44107

eter Luckianow
691 Ridge Road
rooklyn, CH 44144

Lois Pucca
10206 Bidduliph Roaa
¥ Brookiyn, OH 44144

Marlene Hain

100 Qak Street

nedlna, VR F%4 L2000
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John M. Coyne

6620 Glencoe Avenue
Cleveland, OH 44144

Mary Covyne
610 Sunset Trai

4
a3
Brooklyn, OH 44

ey
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Lilo

Lreet

irenda 5. Hartel
™ 113%1 Schwap Drive
Farma, UH 4130

- Brenda 5. Harte.l
:13%1 Schwab Drive
Parma, OH 4413C
Jeanie Joyce
3019 West 148th Street
“leveland, OH 44111
James Covyne
npbelt siencoe AVenue

= prookiyn, UH 44114
RUtLh _aovyne
hHl0 Glencoe Avenue
Brooklvn, ORH 14144
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CULE A

S

. NAME 2F COMMITTEE lin Full)

) whe -
LOUIS STOKES FOR CONGRESS CO) TR
Ad f Name of Emplayer | Dare (mantn, Amount of Each
iSer or Hou ng day. year) Recwmot this Perioa
11 in
‘886 250.00
Secept For Beimary
Qikgr (soecity - il
3 T, Narre, Mail ng Address ane TP Tode S AmEusE 5 Baeh
, Tohn M o . vear Recuipt this Peroc
4 )36 Weass B reat
A% leveland, i 44113 85 1,000.00
-
ETE Prmary
Oznar lspecity 0,60
I Ful Nemw. Mading Addrem and ZIP Code Name of Smpizyer Cate imontn, Amgunrt 3t Sach
Tames M "arne X Carrnev & Brocadhent day, vear Receip: =15 Perco
710 Ohie Savings Plaza
/L0 Opao sSavings S ) R
= cleveland, OH 44114 1/ 3/ 86 1,000.9¢
Qeccupaticn
Secept For Primary K Cenerni Attorney
Cther sowcify ! Aggregate *ear-to-Cate . § 1,90, b
= Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Emplaver Sate 'month. Amaunt af Saen
3 ~ " - 28y, vesr! Rece:pt this Perica
Ropert PF. Madiscn Madison-Magison
. 2339 North Park Blvg -n_e:na:;:ra;
! ~laweland, CH 44106 3/23/86 500.20
Uo7 - | Oecupation
Secept For: Pemary .. Senreral xT Archi-ecs
e, . - — ——r - - = =V
Cther l1pecifyl: Aggregate Yesr-ro-Cate > § 500.00
i £ Eyll Name, Mailing Address and ZI1P Cade Nama of Emplayer Sate Imanth, Amount af Each
i R. S. Sondhe : ‘ day, yeer: Feceipt this Perioa
- 114 Anglers Drive 2
Chagrin Falls, OH 44022 | Palyearb, Iingc.
- e Om—_tra.g-cn
| Agemot For- Primary W Generai ¥¥| BEpes.denc 3/30/88 300.00
e L b v P s =~
| Cthar '1pec:ty Aww.g. ear-1o 3.“> s =3 ~ .0 ,:
| £ Full Neme, Muling Address and Z!P Cods Name of Emoloyer Cate Imontn, Amgount of Esch
imete & Daas R t thrs Periog
{ Manchar Daga Dingus & Daga any, year] N
: 5507 Renee Drive
. - o i
' gighland Heights, OH 2414 = 1/886 300.00
\ . -« Jccupaticn
| Recept For Primary o Geners | ooA
e Y "
Cher ec:’ Y to-ar . 2
fas ¥ Aggregate Yesr-ro-Cate . § k 0
3 Full Name. Maling Address and ZIP Code Nema of Smaicver Sate cmontn, Amount of Sacn
Ramesh Y. Gavhane Arrow rFabricating Zay veer Receipt this Periog
| 3579 Shadow Hill Trail Compan) o
' "westerland, 0# 44020 3/306/8% 300.00
i — Octupetion
| Secwnt Far Primar o Jenare Pregidenc
! T "~ L] — ——— . -
ther specity Agoregate Year1o-Zate - § 3
SUBTOTAL of Teceicts This Page coticna \ —_— i
g ;430 .00

STAL s Pering layt dage thus line sumbDer anly 4
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Any information copied from such Raports and Statements mey not be sold or used by any Derton for the purpose af soliciting contributions or for commaere sl
purpoies, other than uaing the "ama and addres al any political committes ta salicit cantrbutions from such committes.

\ NAME OF qquungf‘un Fuil)
)
SMOKES FOR CONGRESS CCHMMITTEE
dadrass and ZIP Code ' Name cf Smployer Date imonth, aAmount of Each

Ciew k1 day. year) Receipt this Perica
B oL

AL

() e g o Bib

1,000.00

s —

Rezeipt For

r
l
!
l
i
{
{

Siner (apecty

3 Full Name, Mziiling Address and 7'P Tt

sroe s Bans

-

-

Tinar ipec .ty AgeTraate Yagro-D

Ful Nerme, Mailing Addrem and Z!P Cuode Narme of B . Amount of Eech

ia §, Erickler Beceip® this Paricg

oy

Apcw.pr Sor Primary x Seneral

Oiner specityi

- D. Full Namas, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Emplover Date (month, Amount of Eacn
. sandra L. Maloney day. year| Recupt thus Perica
4740 Autumn Lane '

~ 3rcoklyn, OH 44144 Ciry of 8ragklyn 10/29,/86 1,000.00
Occupation
Recept For: L Prmary ._‘C_. General | Clerk
T Other lspecityl: Agoragate Year-to-Date >$ 1, 000.00
E. Fuil Name, lhi!lng Address and ZIP Code Name of Empioyer Date !month, Amount of Eacn
day. year) Receipt thig Perica

Barbara S. Resenthal
22276 Douglas Rd.

Cleve., OH 44122 Jerry Sales 10/29/86 300.00
Qccupation
— RQeceipt For: ) Primary S Geners| 1 Prasgibdsntr
{1 Ower | fyi: A te Year-to-Cate ™. ~
o spec, Quregate Year-to-Cate s N0 .00
F. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date imanth, Amount of Each
Carole F. Hoover day. yearl Receipt 1his Period
Cne Bratenahl Placse Greater Clewveland
Y S » AN R & 5 p— = = a
L BVEe , OH *‘!,_3 aIoWTO associatrion J _;:),/’_’3'3 z‘lj_c_,
Qczupation
Rece gt For _ Primary X Seneral S~ Staff Officer | ] _
{ Cther 'spec fy! Aggresats Yearto-Cate .8 300 i
| 5. Fuil Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code ““ere of Smpicyer Sate (mar:h Amount af Each
| Albert W. Thompson e ARG s S
| 108 Erievi laza, 34zh Floor Al Thompson &
' ~“lavra nd 14 P R L - - A .
S < =« 7 -ae - —r G T A S i W ) &, 2D S RVET RS RS
| Jecupatien
Receipt T or Primary v areg Tom@is v e~ el - -
—— _ ——— = = At b sty Sy L -
Stner 'spec fy Aggrecate Yenr-1o-Jate - 8§ 5 o U

SUBTOTAL 2t Peceprs Thias Page 2otcra | 1 |

—_— — - - - e — s

TOTAL Thi Peroc last page ‘his lire numoer oniy !
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any information coped from such Raporm and Statements mav "ot ba 1old or used by any perian for the purpose af saliciting conIributions or lor commerc:a

surposes. otner than uting the name and scdres af #ny politica

ammittew ta taliclt cortrnibutiont from tuch committes.

NAME OF SCMMITTEE {in "ull)

Q
c
X

(]

STOKES FOR CONGRESS

COMMIPTEE

-

p—

v
&
F
-
-
'

E

. Majing Addrees and Z!P Coda

1Tas

A W

S S |

Receipt For
oec 'n

e ge

| Date (month,
day, yeur)

3/886

A Full Nene MMaling Adaresy enc I'P Tooe

a

’

1oec by

Amcaunt 0f Each
Receipr this Perwod

1,000.00

Amount o! Each
Hece:2t thit Per00

L D 15
£ J

! Quner

t 2, Fuld Nae. Mailing Address anc J.P Code “amec! Smglicyer Cate imaonh, Amecynt of Each
Tarsr 2zeoxa day, yeari Receipt this Perica
252539 BRocxside Rd.

5 P .y - e - o ‘2 % 3 —— = e
_ Bedford Hts., CH 44145 LPFM Partnership 1i/3/886 250.00
- SearloX
Jezupation
Aeceipt For. Primary X Genern Partner
Qther 'specity Agpregate Yearao-Cate S S L2020 . UU
o 9. Full Nama, Mailing Address ana Z(P Code Name of Emplover Date imonth, Amaount of Sach
“~ui3 Freiberg cay, vear) Rece:pt this Period
- ~0Uul35 el =
25250 Rockside R4.
. - o i 75 P e } 22 2% B e o
P Bedford Hts., OHE 441486 LOFM Partgership 11/3/8% 250.00
Dczupstion
~ s -+ = re— i
Receipt For: | Pnmary _af General Fartner
[ Other lspecityi: Agpregate Year-:o-Date $250.00
€. Full Nams, Maling Addrass and Z/P Code “ame of Employer | Date imonth, Armount ol Sach
o ]
: Say, vear) Receipt this Pericd
Marcin Listcn
25250 Reckside RZ.
Y- S T 5 % - T
Bedford Hts., OH a4l4% BEM 2a arasbin 11/3/8%6 250.00
Occupation
o
il ' s : o
Receiot For: Primary i Seneral 23r=mpor
| Crner [specity): Aggregate Year-1o-Cate 5 $ 25 0 Q
il g
F. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer | Date imonth, amour: of Each
3 - ~ cay, vear!) Receipt this Period
Ronald Ratner Forest City
2 i s en = e T3 == & o
10800 Brookparkx E4, Enterprises YL/3/88 500.00
Cleve., CH 34130
Jecupation
T
Recuipt For L | Premary . TGerers P s, g 5 . s
! Crner (specifyl Aggregate Year to-ate 8 303 03

! 3. Fuil Name Mailing Address and Z!P Coda Sare (month, Arount of £ach

i Charles RaTraer Cay. vear: Recept s Perioa
10800 Brogkpark Rd4.

Cleve,, CH 44130 11/3/8% 500.00
| Receior For Peimary < Senera
8TOTAL 5! Jece s THit Page aptiona . ‘ ‘
e ——— — e ——. — - o o -
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l lay ~formatan codiad *rom such Paporm and Statements may ot De 10!d or wsad by any perion 'or the
{ 3ucOoes JTRer Then ylng the "eme and adaress 3' any Dolltical cammirties 10 1QNHCIT 2aN rBULONE from Iueh committee.

|

guroote of sgiiciting contribulions o ‘or commer-

| NAME OF COMMITTEE in Fuill

L LOUIS STCKES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE

“TA

Full

“ame, Mading Addrem ana 2™ Coce

‘wnme 0! Smpiover

Zate mantn Amount of Eac-
I LEeys Puacel day. jeer! Raceor N Peric
{ 10206 8iddulzh Read
V | Broeeklvn, OH 44144 6/11/88 1,000.00
|
Carqigt S 1o ey
Trnar 1oec S -3gTegate " c@r 2
E_ ! Nawae Mailing Accreas and 7P aTe ot F - ot - A ¢ 8F 30
55 T S - - 4 wwr Aecar it Aar
"E Jak trast
iedina, 44 25% 8/ 11l/38 1,008,00C

T I Eilaal "2l W Cenery
tres 1zec t. ~3sregate ‘= cc Cate 1 ,.000.00
“. ‘sarme Waiiing Acarem and P CToce Rame 29 Togioyer Sane wmanTH amSunt 57
. ear Qece 3
jeanettea Covne
;ZL Stone Road
. e oy A Y T . 1 maA A
dad ina, OH £32390 8/11/88 1,000.090
...u-.‘ . ;: - ~ry - :.—'_,.
— il
Siner (soec fy =zgreqate Y ear 1o Care 5 Y bt an
Ll Nare. Maiuing Sgaress ang Z!P Zoae ame 3t Sonicaer it monre amaLnr or Iae-
3 cTar o g Peess
Sesengane 7 R i o e i RS
Fenny o YLECN ry -t
1215 Rapona Avenue B s sl S
-~ 4419 SOLSeWioe = 4 2 s 5 - o i
_asew OCC “id W\ 2 &) S0 -p v « M4
Oggucation
" -
l Ascmpt “o Zor- Primary 4 Caners
Dther ‘soecifv| Aggreqate Yesr-ro-Sate -3 00 .40
(PRELILE N
Fuill Name Mawiing Addrem ana Z1P Coce Name of Emoicver Zite ‘'monrn ~moyr® 2t T3¢~
- P = = . zay  .ear AsceicT i Per o
John M. COVR LiTY OL 300K .iyD
£y ~~ New .
> o Glencce Avenue o
- -~ iy * 3 - 2 3 A0 A AN
Zlaveland, CH 44144 == —— B LL788 1,000.00
<fSgpat N
. Seceor ~2 Aermary e Jeterar M s
. \ ; M3
o — — ; = T
tnar 1oec: v ~Zgrecate ~earo-Zate 3 L,9UuU.,0U
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; Mary Covne zav ,eac QAecei0T 1S Pee oo
[ s 2T N -~ = 3 - - .
{ 4610 Sunset Trail 3
. .- . T e s < g, § & - . a ~ . AN n
i 3rooklyn, CH 34134 Housewlli= §,11/88 1,980.00
~ . ~av -
| ."A"R*"' 2
f— - T T — Ty
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Lsll Gyrarad strast,
Wash. L -:,_r-..‘ 2 o ded 0 - e
MRAn At 27
- - -
Recetot ~Sr il T , Genera 3 d o P T o e e ik _ ~ s .
-_ — — e E Tt L v e e T - tn ke .
~er soec T |
SUATOTAL o Beceats This Prze oo
TETAL TR Aerigo I3 a3 1Ny une e




Usa separate schadule(s) PAGE QOF

¢ SCHEDULE A ITEQUZED RECEIPTS ol s s Al 0, S BR
siled Summary Page FOR LINE NUMBER

lla

Any information copied from such Reporn and Statements may not be sokd ot used by any Derson ‘or the purpose of soliciting cantributions or for commerciai
Durpoees. other than uting the name and address of any polltical committes to 1ciicit cantributions from sich committes.

wl OF COMMITTEE (in Fuil

LOUIS STOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
A. Full Name. Mailing Address snd ZIP Code | Name of Employer
Richard Mevers

R
! Oate Imonth, Amount of Each

| dav. yesr) Receipt this Perica
i

i 2280 Clarenden Ivd., #4 Self Employed 7/30/90 { 1,000.00
Arlington, V 2201
Cecupation
[ Recaipt For __| Prishary z 4 L Lobbyigt ;
T Dther soec Aggregate Yearc-Cate > §
| B. Full Name. Mailing Address and Z'P Code Name of Employer Cate ‘mentn Amount of Each
f Dale P. Dixrks SR YA fesion o Parios
| -
| 511 Capital C M. $3e
o . e = _
\ Wash., D . ) I 00.00C
2 ecaint For X Seneral
Cther 'scecty 2
S Full Name, Mailing Address and Z'P Code Neme of Empicyer Zate ‘mantn, Amaount af Sacn
| Maiiy i me mn_ﬁﬂ‘ sman Zay. year Receiot Mg Perice
| 329 Fifth Avenue Self Emploved 1/306/90 S00.00C
| New York, NY 10017
Occupaticn
Agcmpt For: Primary X!Genersi - Lebbvyist
T Otner 'soecity; Aggregate Yearto-Cate > 377 00
g 0. Fuil Name, Maiing Address ma ZIP Code Nema of Emplayer Sate Imantn, Amount of Eacn
| Kathleen M. Rolland Westbrocx Villacs i, weecs Flecatis s Murisa
J4352 Bush Avenu Apartments
| Cleveland, OH 44109 8/31/90 1,000.0¢C
| Occupation
| 2gempt For Bemary L Ceneral Co-Property Mgr,
| Tiner s1oec tyi M Aggregate Year s Cate >3 T 30 1)
| E. Eull Name, Mailing Addr- ana ZIP Cooe Namae of Emglover Date month Amount of Eac~
i . o S 4 -
| Pamela Xrickler City of Breooklyn oy, ) PSS thin Faruan
{ 4737 Autumn Lane
!3rooxlvn, CH 44144 ) = 8/31/90 1,000.00
Jdexupartion
| e Do - Y G Y
| Qgc.;og:r ary ___(_ General ) Clerk _
| Cther spec.*y Agoregate Yesrrolate w5 SO0 A4
1 = . A
F  Full Name. Mailing Address ana Z!P Coae ) Narme ot Empiover Sate ‘monn Amount of Sacn
Pauletrrte C. Higgins Westbrock Villace dav. year) Hechas it Peeod
3879 West 3b6zh Street Apartments '
’Z‘.eve-.a:*.:‘. OH 44109 8/31/90 1,0040.048
| dccupar 0n
Secmot Tor demary L Seneral Leasing Agent
P Jther 1oec gregaze Yewr-ro-Sate ~. 5 1 000 .00
| 3 Full Name Maiing Agdress ana I'P Coce Vame of Empicyer Date \monrn Armgunt of Sacn
|Branda S§. Harzel westorocx Llace 2av vear Aeceipt thit Pariog
{11391 Schwab Drive Apartments
|Parma, OH 44130 8/31/%90 1,000.00
. Occupation
| Seceicr “ar Semgry C Serera ::_:':—::e e M
! ‘ner soeC 'y Aggregate Yeprro-Care S 1 070 00
CTAL ot Qeceiciy Thiy Page coticna SEEN
= e SE—— i S Sy G ! Lo 2> " 1L ° 178" " N

AL This Periog |las! pige 10 [ine "umcer SNy
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. SCHEDULE A

S

IT‘ED RECEIPTS

atailed Summaery Page

50 separate schedulels)
esach category of the

PAGE OF

5 |14

FOR LINE NUMBER
lla

Any information copiad from weh Reports and Statements may not be toid or used by any persan for the purpose of soliciting contributions or for commaercia
purposes, other than uling the name and address of aly political caommittes to solicit contrdutions frem such committes.

PYAME QESPMMUTTEE (in Full
i

LOUIS STOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE

A. Full Nsma, Mailing Address and ZIP Code

}' Name of Employer

Other specity)

Brenda S. Hartel Westbrook Village | dcav,yer!
11391 Schwab Drive |Apartments !
Parma, OH 44130 : {8/31/90
. " Occupation

Aecmpt For: Py N Genern |Co-property Mgr.

Date (month,

T, 000,00

. Aggregats Yeer-to-Oste - §

Amount of Esch
Recept this Perwod

1,900 .00

. Full Name, Mailing Address and Z1P Code
Jeanie cScyce
2619 West l1l4a8zh
Cleveland, CH 44111

Street

Name of Employer | Oare imonth,

Westbrock Village day, year)
Apartments

8/31/90
' Occupation '

Prirnary

A ecept For
e
Other 'spec:fy)

X ' Ganeral

Leasing Agent

Aggregate Yesr-to-Oate >3$ 1, 000.00

Amount of Esch
Recept this Pariog

1,000.00

C. Full Name, Mailing Addrem and ZIP Code
James Coyne

6620 Glencce Avenue
3rocklyn, OH 44114

Neme of Emplover Date imontn,

day, year)

~

City of Brooklyn

8/31/90

Qccupation

Recmpt For: Primary

- Other 'specilyi:

JG'W'I

-
P

~3 [, 000.00

Aggregate Year-ro-Oate

Amount of Eacn
Recwipt this Periog

1,000.00

D. Fuil Name, Masling Address and ZIP Code

Name of Employer | Date tmonen,

Amaunt of Each

Ruth J. Coyne | dav, year) Receiot this Perioc
6620 Glencoce Avenue
Brooklyn, CH 44144 | Housewife '8/31/90 1,000.00
! Occupation i
Recewpt For: Primary A Ganeral |
'__? Other (specityl — Aggrecate Yesr-to-Date > § LOO 0.00
E. Full Neme, Mailing Address and ZIP Code ! Nama of Empiloyer [ Date (montn, Amount of Sacn
J - John M. Coyne ity of Broocklyn | dav.yes Receior thi Perioa
6620 Glencoe Avenue |
Brooklyn, OH 44144 '8/31/90 1,000.00
-~ Occupation |
Aecespt For: __ Prmary i(_'s.nmu Mavor [
I Otner (specify) Aggregate Yur-to-Dani\ $1,000.00
J F. Full Neme. Masing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date Imanth, Amount at Each
Maryann Merce City of Brooklyn dav. vear) Recmiot this Periog
8060 North Hills Draive
3roadview Hts., CH 44137 8/31/90 1,000.Q00
Occupation
Rycmot For - _) Prirnary X_ General Admin. Assistant
—_ Drner soecity - Aggregate Yew-to-Date ~ .8 1, JJ0.00
G Full Name. Mailing Addrowus and ZIP Code Name of Empicyer I Cate imomin, amount at Eacn
Robert J. Micxkey = Jav. year) Rece0t this Perica
6232 Brookside Orive
: Brooklyn, OH 44144 Ret.rac 8/31/90 1,060.00
| Occupation
( Secepl For Srmury X Ceneral
i — Qmmer speeityl o Aggregate Year-to-Cate > S _ JU0. JJ

ne Sgmiies Ny
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Lous stozes for Congress Ccmmittee
zna Chervyle A, Wills, as treasurer
. Dear #Ms. Wills:
The federal Zleczicn Cocmmissicn received a complaint which
G ndicates that the Louis EStokes for Conaress Committee
"Committea"™) and wveou, as Irsasurer, may have violated the Federal
Election Campaign act =f 12T1l, a5 amended ("the Act"). A copy of
's the complaint is enclosed. We nave numbered this matter MUR 3558
zlease refer to th:is cer in 21l future correspondence.
Under the Act, wou hsve tThe opportunity to demonstrate in
riting that nmo action shouid Df taken against you in this matter.
- Zlease submit 3ar ' mater:als which wyou believe are
alevant o tne s of this matter Where
E appropriate, st pmitted under cath. Your
agponse, which o the General Counsel’'s
- Jffice, must be ays of receipt of this
. letiar. 1 1thin 1 days, the Commission
mav take In available information.
This r will rema.in infidential in accordance with
.85.C. § 437g(a)(4)(8) and 7gtall(l2)(A) unless you notify
rhe Commissicon in writing that yveu wish the matter to be made
sublic. £ you inteng to Ce represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commiss:icn by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, addr2es and telephone number of such
a horizing such counsel to receive any notificaticens
i =

)
3 0
=
=
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D =
"
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Ms. Cheryle A.
Page 2

I€ you ha ions, please contact Vercnica M.

illespie, th this matter, at

202) 219-369 PO n, we have enclosed a brief
description o | s $51 's procedures for handling
complaints.

e
_——

Lua E C(,u,\ (bpim )

closures




FEDERAL LECTIONTOMMISSION

The Federal Electicn Commissicon received a complaint which
o ndicates that you may nave 4 the Federal Zlection Campaian
” act of 1871, as amended bR Aek A copy of the complaint is
senclosed. j& have numbered thisz matter MUR 3558 Please refer to
% £ number in a&ll Zfuture correspondence
‘ jnger the &5c¢t fou Rave ine opportunlity to dempnstrate in
Ao ac =n snould L taken against you in this matter.
t anv ctual or l=gal mater:als which you believe are
- the Commission’s inalysis of this matter. Where
statements =hould D2 supmitted under ocath. Your
y nich snould be addressed to the General Counsel’s
3 st be submitt th iavs o of this
= ] : f esp 1ve ithin the Commission
may take Ifurther scgi 35e n the a1l rmation.
This matts 11 =7 nfidential in accordance with
- t37ala AR 12) (A mnless you notify

Mis581l0N 11 WLLITing 'ou wish the matter o be made

I£f you inteng 2 rspresented by counsel in this
t please advise the Commissi y completing the enclosed
form stating the name idress and Telephone number =2f such
“ounsel and authoriz:ng s Y insel to receive any notifications

ANng oLher communicaclons Lrom The CommisSsion.



Representative Louls

=

Page 2

If you have any ions o4 Tan nica M.
Gillespie, t rney fn -
or your infermation, we have er sed a brief

202F 219=

description
complaints.




FEDERAL ELECTION CONMMISSHON

The Federal Electien mmissicn received a complaint which
ndicates that you may have viclated the Federal Election Campaign
‘. act of 1871, as amended the act™). A copy of the complaint is
snclosed je hawve numbered this matter MUR 3558. Please refer to
thizs number ina all future cograspendence.
< inde cu have The opportu o demonstrate in
X reiTing % n ghouléd be taken a you in this matter.
slease su tual _=z3l mater:als which you believe are
relevant ssicn’'s znal.ysis 2f this mactter. Where
Appreopria ts should e submitted under gath. Your
:esponse, 3 te 3acressed T2 the General Counsel’s
YEEice, ® tfeg within 15 days of receipt of this
lagter. se i3 f=2ce:ived within 13 days, the Commission
” may “axe cn based on the available information.
This matie I Eama nfidential in accordance with
P U:.E.C. § 437gtle B Tglallld)la) uniess you notify
re Commisgsion in :ting thar 1SR the matter £o be made
mlic F 1Lend e represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commissicon by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, adcress and telephone number of such
3 izing 3uch counsel to receive any notifications

and other communications from the ommission.



stions, please contact
csianed te this matter,
informatien we have

1en’'s procedures for
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- The Federal Electicn Commissicn received a complaint which
indicates that you may have viclated the Federal Eleection Campaign
et of 1871, as amended rhe et A copy of the complaint is
anclcsed ye hawve numpersd zTn:i:z matter MUR 3558B. Please refer to

; this number in all fugure correspgondence

e the cpportunity to demonstrate in
W 2.4 e taken against you in this matter.
= r _2gal materials which you believe are
e 1S ‘% anal s of this matter. Where
Appropriate statements =nouls Ze submitted under ocath. Your
ssponse snich 3 > zhe General Counsel’s
§ )€£ice, must be Jays cf receipt of this
' srTar IZ no 1 5 within 13 days, the Commission
1 may Take further action bassd of the awvailable information.
This matter will remain -onfidential in accordance with
B.C. § 437gl1ai(4)(E nd § <37glalil2)tal unless you notify
3 riting that you wish the matter to be made
3 end = e represented by counsel in this
m se ¢ “CRAM1S5ion ~omulieting the enclosed

v M

ame, addreszz and telepnone number of such
"ounsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications

aNG oCner cOMMURICBERTIONS I rfrom ThRe Lommission.

-



Ms. Mary Coyne

Page 2

you have any guesticons, please contact Veronica M.
attorney assigned te this matter, at
g tiocn, we have enclosed a brief
precedures for handling

Enclasures
— 1 Complaint
2 Procedures
3 Desigriation ¢f Counsgel tartement



FEDERAL FLECTION CONMMISSION

LN

- The Federal Election Commi received a complaint which
indicates that vou @AV have vig the Federal Election Campaign
fer of 1971, as amended the &etg A copy of the complaint is
anclosed we have numbered tnis matter MUR 3558. Please refer %o
this sumber in all ure corrcespondence

Inder the the cgportunity to demonstrate in
sEiting that no 3 £e zZz<en against you in this matter.
clease subm:it 3 J - mater:ials which you believe are

elsavant T2 thne 3 15 2f this matter. Where
appropriace 5T ild s:upmitted under oath. Your
ssTCons *nich 20 the General Ccunsel’s
£f:ce, must oo days of receipt of this
letter. £ no within 13 days, the Commissicn
ma e rehe available :nformation.

This matt 1 A3 2 tidesnzidal in accordance with
% 5.C 317G & B g rg{al(iZ)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writimg Lnat 2 wish the matter to be made

Blic, Tf ywou intend ¢ - resented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the C“ommizszicn by completina the snclesed
form stating the name, addrs nl Telepnone numper 2f such
cunsel, and authorizing suci insel o receive iny notificationt
i othe ~mmun ations fron mmission '



Ms. ¥Xathleen M. Rolland
Page .

Pl

Veronica M.

WY D e

snclosed a brief
handling

descript
complaint

0

1




FEDERAL ELECTION COSUMISSION

AT

The Federal Elecrticn Commissicn recelwed a complaint which
indicates that you may nave viclated the Federal Election Campaign
- Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act A copy of the complaint is
anclosed we have numbered THis matrter MUR 35%8. Please refer to
tHig number in aii futurs CcOofrsxpoOndence
; Undet the Act, you have the ocpportunity o demenstrate in
WELEANG Chat ac -2 02 taxKen against you in this matter.
£ =53l materials which you believe are
e s analysis of this matter. Where
e ubmitted under cath. Your
: n 2 =2 the Ceneral Counsel’s
2 Jays of receipt of this
response 15 received within 15 days, the Commission
" er acticn based on the awvailable information.
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i
he Commission In writing thiat vou wish the matter to be made
abli f you intend T > represented by counsel in this

matter, please adviss The mmirssicon by compieting the encliosed

form stating the name, addrsss and ta2lephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such rcounsel to receive anv notifications
Anga ther commun BT ns i | L& =, opmlission



Ms. Paulette C.
Page 2

If you have ] ns, please centact Veronica M.

ts this matter, at
:on, we have enclecsed a brief

rocedures for handling
complaints,

neral Tcunsel

Enclosures
Complaint
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FEDERAL FLECTION CONMMISSION

% A = % o

i
w w1

P

The Federal Zlect:on Commiss:ion received a complaint which
— indicates that you may nave wviolated the Federal Election Campaign
wct of 1871, as amended the Act” A copy 2f the complaint is
enclicsed. We have numpered Tnis matter MUR 3558. Please refer tc
" this number in all future correspondence

S inder the Acz, wou nave The cpportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no acticn should De :zaken against you in this matter.
Please submit any Zactual 2 mater:als which you believe are
relevant to the Commissie sis cf this matter. Where
appropriate, starements = submitted under oath. Your
rasponse, which sneould be d to the General Counsel‘s
Dffice, must be submitts > days of receipt of this
. letter., I%f no response 13 recaived within 15 days, the Commission
may take further ztion based the available information.
is matter will rema:in niidential in accordance with

L
J

)

4

: 5. C. 137g1a)(4}(B) &nd § 37gta)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commi o3 1 uow

E 0 ssion Iif writing that vou wish the matter t¢ be made
public I£ you intsengd to be cepresented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the CTommissicn by completinag the enclosed
form stating the m ddress and teliephcne number of such
~punsel; and auvthorizi 3 ~unsel to receive any notificatinons

A Na ther >Ommunications Ifrom the Commissian.



Ms. Brenda S. Hartel
Page 2

If you have an:
3illespie, the at
(202) 219-369
description o©
complaints.

ease contact Veronica M.

¢ this matter, at

:on, we have enclosed a brief
rcedures for handling
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The Federal Electicn Commissicn received a complaint which

indicates that you may have :clated the Federal Election Campaign

o ner of 1871, as amended =he 222" ., A copy of the complaint is
enciosed. We nave numbered T3i1:s matter MUR 3558. Please refer to
this number in ail future correspondence.

Indetr the Act, ¥you nave the cgportunity to demonstrate in
writing Thart no astion shoul = tagen against ycu i1n this matter.
2lease submit any factual or L . mater:ials which you believe are
réievant o the Commission’'s a s:35 2f this matter. Where
appropriate, statements snoul o2 supmitted under cath. Your
rasponse <hiich should b= iress22 -2 =zne General Counsel’s
YEfice, must be submitted thin 13 davs of receipt of this
latter. If ho response s pCe ryed nin 15 days, the Commissicn

- may take further cticn Based fn The ilable information.

This matter will remain costidential in accordance with

13T7ala)(4)(B Tztal{l2)(A) unless you notify

sion 10 writiag AT vou wish the matter to be made

] n

£ vou iatend o be rspresented by counsel in this
ase advise thne Commizsion oy completing the enclosed

il
i
'

L

D

ng CThe name, 3 ] &l gnone number such

1id avthorizaing 1ct Unse to receiwe any notifications

CReE ommuUnication L 2 mmisslion



Ms. Jeanie Joyce
Page 2

.ease rcontact Veronica M.
this matter, at

on, we have enclosed a brief
edures for handling
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TEDERAL ELECTION CONMISSION

The rederal Ele _cmmissicn received a complaint which
indicates that you m re wiclated the Federal Election Campaign

- Act of 1971, as ame "the B¢t A copy of the complaint 1is
anclosed. ie nhave ed this er MUR 3558. Please refer to

3
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Bnder the Act, you have crtunity to demonstrate in
¢riting that 5o action should en against you in this matter.
Pleage submit anyv factual or aterials which you believe are
relevant ©o the Commission’s s of this matter. Where
Appropriate, statements shoul upmitted under ocath. Your
response, which shounid be ags =2 the General Counsel’s
yf£ice, mugt De submitied withis 13 days of receipt of this
Larter ifF n ig recetved within 15 days, the Commission

= may Take Efutt paseg T The availlable information.

THis matier il remaic nfidential in accordance with

§.C. § 437gla B ils Talal(lZ2){A) unless you notify
he Commission ip writing that ! WiEn Tne matter =2 be made
bl i If Dy ifntend to be epresented by counsel in this

matter se advise the Commission by completing the enclosed

1
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the name, address and telephone number of such
o receive any ncctifications
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Mr. James Coyne

Page .

‘antact Veronica M.
matter, at
‘e have enclosed a brief
'r handling

I1f you have any
Gillespie, th
021 219-36%90.
iption
aints,

~

.

ae
o

scr
mpl

sz:z2tant Ceneral Zcunsel
Enclosures
o 1. Complaint
.. Procedures
3. Designation gf Counsel Statement



EEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

VANHIN s at

Dear Ms.
on received a complaint which
ed the Federal Election Campaian
. A copy of the complaint is
ed Zn1s matter MUR 3558. pPlease refer tc

The Federal Election Zommis
- :ndicates ¢ n

b
T D
5l
‘ )
Y uoW»

Under the Act cportunity to demonstrate in
rrifing that no a akxen against ycu in this matter.
Please subm:i:t any materials which you believe are
relevant to the C si:s of this matter. Where
ippropriate stat submitted under ocath. Your
response, waicn s d =2 zhe General Counsel’s
YEf:ce, must De s > days cof receipt of this

. lettar. If no re 2 within 15 days, the Commissior
may take furtchar ne2 available i1nformation.

Thi matter will remain confidential in accordance with
j £.0 i7a( A =) andg iTatalt1211A) unless you notify
the Commission o wiitifig that vou wish the matter to be made
sublic f vyou intend to be represented by counsel in this
matcer, please advise the Tomm:issicn by completinag “he enclosad
form stating the name sddress and t=2lepnhone number nf such
cunsel, ai zing such counsel to receive any aotificatiens
ang othe ions Irom the Commissian.




se ccntact Vercnica M.

his matter, at

r, we have enclosed a brief
dures for handling
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Enclosures

= . - -
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Stateament



EFFDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

The Federal Eleciion recerved a complaint which

= indicates that you may ha the Federal Election Campaig
act of 16871, as amended A copy of the complaint is
enclcsed. We nave numper tter MUR 3358. Please refer *=c

-~ this number ia all futurse ence

= Under the Act, you nave the 2pportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be TaXen against you in this matter.
Please submit any Zactual cor legal materirals which you believe are
relevant to the Commissicn’s analysis of this matter. Where
3 tatements shouls c2 submitted under oath. Your
r 13 oe addressed to the General Counsel’s
g bmitted within 15 days of receipt of this

= = latter. ponse 13 raca2:vad within 15 days, the Commission
HaYy TaKkeg TarTher action asea 5 ne 3vailable information.

This matte: ill remain nfidential in accordance with

2 - oge 37g( & B nd § 437g1a)(i2)Y(R) unless you notif
the Commission in writing that yo 7i1sh the matter to be made
public. £ you intend to e represefited by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commissicn by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, adc ind telephcne number of such
counsel, and authorizing :cunsel to receive any notifications
and cther communicat:ions the Commissicn




Ms. Maryann Merce

Page 2
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0 nis matter,
we have en

[1/]
0 e

02
SCT
mp

Q.

)3 m
) BLTD
D D

i

Y

'
oIS
'




®

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WA LN " it

received a complaint which

ne Federal Election Campaign
copy of the complaint is
MUR 3538. Please refer to
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ty to demonstrate in
1nst you in this matter.
ls which you believe are
this matter. Where
ted under cath. Your
Seneral Counsel’s
t receipt ¢f this

] days, the Commiss:icn

formation.

mn
LY © Jibe

ot (0 W0
3|

s g

oev OO0 @ M

e 3.

(4]
b A7 R T = T T

1

'y 1y O
'

[T ) B B & P
id

1

This matter 11 remai miidentia in accordance with

§.8.C. 37gl(all 41( 8 nd 3T7gtar(i2) (& inless you notify
the Commission in wfiting that U wisnh the matter to be made
public If£ you intend to be represented by counsel in this
mattar, please advise the Cocmmission Dy completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telepnone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such coul to receave any notifications
and other communicaticns from the Commission



Mr. Robert J. Mickey
Page 2

If you have ¢ Juestiont s} contact Veronica M.
llespie, the attorney igned to t} matter, at
02y 219-3690. vour intermation, we have enclosed a brief
description of t! mmission’'s procedures for handling

COmpLainNts.

™

Xzz:3zant General Counsel
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Z i. Complaint

.. Procedures

3 Designation ©f Counseli Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

N

23, 19973

sicn received a complaint which
- : ated the Federal Election Campaian
A £ t"!. A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. umber £ matter MUR 3538. Please refer tc
O this number :n all futurs correspondence.
’ Under ths ARect, vou the coportunity to demonstrate in
riting that ao action s Ze taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual legal materials which you believe are
relevant ts the Commissist ana.vs:s of this matter. Where
appropgriate, statements s i3 = submitted under cath. Your
response, which should Ee dress=d o the General Counsel’s
Dffice, must be submitted within 1Z days of receipt of this
- atter If no response 13 received within 15 days, the Commission
may take further action basgsed on the available information.
This matter will remain coniidential in accordance with
”, $.C. § 437gla1(4)1(B g Tglal(lay(A) unless you notify
the Commissicon In writing that vycocu wish the matter to be made
public If you intend 2> be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Zommiss:on by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, 2dress zand telephone number of such
counsel such counsel to re 3
th 10

G wu

3
and authorizinag

communicartion
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Mr. Joseph Pucci
Page 2

If you have any gues 0 please contact Veronica M.
Gillespie, the attorney 2 d to this matter, at

(202) 219-3690. For your inf tron, we have encleosed a brief
description of the Commission’s procedures for handling

complaints.

~L g;i }fZéL*- (ﬂi;ﬂ?"

L ; “lein
“s5:5Tant General Counsel

Enclosures

Complaint

Procedures

Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

A ANELIN * o A

ved a complaint which
ederal flectlon Campaign
py of the complaint is
R 3558 Please refer tc
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This matter will remain confidential in a::::danco with
2 U:8.6: 37atal{+}(B) and § <37g(al(ll)(A) unless you notify
the Commissicn 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 Tcmmissicn by completing the enclosed
form stating the nan 14 and te2lephone number of such
~ounsel, and sucn counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications frcocm the Commission.
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Ms. Pamela J. Krickler

-

Page <

1f you have any guesti:ons, please contact Veronica M.
Gillespie, the attecrney assignea 2 this matter, at
(202) 219-36%0, For your rformat:on, we have enclosed a brief
on 0f the Commission’s for handling

descript

~Aamplainte

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Ztatement
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The Federal Elsctic receirved a complaint which
o indicates that you may i i the Federal Election Campaign
act of 1971, as amended ne Ac . A copy of the complaint is
encl.csed. We have numpersed th:is matter MUR 3558. Please refer o
J this number in all future cotrespondence.

Under the act, pportunity to demonstrate in
Jriting that no acrs aken against you in this matter.
Please submit any £a mater:als which you believe are
re.evant T2 the Comm +s1s cf this matter. Where
appropriate, statemer supmitted under ocath. Your
response, which shou 4 to the General Counsel’s

= YEfice, must be subm 13 days of receipt of this
latter, 1£ po respo d within 15 days, the Commissicn
may fake further act ne available information.

This matter 11 remain configdential in accordance with
2 5.C. § 437glal(4)(8) and 7tal’ i l21(A) unless you notify
the Commissicn ia writing That vou wish the matter to be made
public I1£f you intend to De represented by counsel in this
matter, please adgv the Commiss ty completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such ¢ receive any notificatiecns
and other communications Ifrom t on.




Ms. Sandra L. Maloney
Page 2

I1f you have any guest: clease contact Veronica M.
5illespie, the attorney ned toe this matter, at
202! 219-3690. For your :nfcrmation, we have enclosed a brief
description of the C ssion's procedures for handling
complaints.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

NANRCS N ALK E

July 23, 1992

The Federal Zlection Tcmmission received a complaint which
- indicates that wyou may have wiclated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended {("the act"!, A copy of the complaint is
> enclosed e nave numbered this matter MUR 3558, Please refer to
o this number in all future correspondence.

Jnder the Acz, wou nave the cpportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this matter.
please submit any Zactual -r ls=gal materials which you believe are
relevant <2 the Ccmmissicn’s analvsis of this matter. Where
yppropriate, statements snould be submitted under ocath. Your
response, wnich snculd be addressed to the General Counsel’s
0ffice, must be submitted witiiin 15 days of receipt of this

3 letter. If no response is 23 within 15 days, the Commission
may take further acticon based cn the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 .5.C. § 437q(a B) and 373talilZ)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writinmg that v wish the matter to be made
pablic. If you intend to be respresented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Tommiss:cn by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
~cunsel, and authorizing such ccunsel to receive any notifications
and other commun:ications from the Commission,



Ms. Candace R. Vitas
Page 2

1f you have any guestions, please ccntact Veronica M,
Gillespie, the attorney assigned to this matter, at
(202) 219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commissicn’s procedures for handling
complaints.
Sincerely,
e E KO~ (6507
—
Liss E rlein
L53:s5t2ant General Counsel
Znclosures
1. Complaint
<. Procedures
3. Designation ¢f Counsel S:tatement



FEDERAL FLECTION CONMMISSION
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suly 23, 1992

Dear Ms.

The
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This matter will remain ni:dential in accordance with

U.5.C. § 437g(ari&){s) and 3alll2i(A) unless you notify
che Commissicn in wWriting That vzu wish the matter to be made
public If£ vou intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Jcmmissicn by completing the enclosed
£5rm stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and author:izing such ccunsel to receive any notifications
and other communications frcm the Commission.



Ms. Debra J. Dixon
Page 2

If you have any ques:‘ﬁﬂs : contact Veronica M.
Gillespie, the attocrney ass ] :his matter, at
your information, we have enclosed a brief
Commigssicn's procedures for handling

"_'tC gcsures

- 1. Complaint
.\ 2 Procedures
3. Designation cf Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHRC T JaR

Mr. James Dixon, Jr.
1215 Ramecna Avenue
Lakewond, 0Ohig 3410

The Federal Electicn Commission received a complaint which
- indicates that you may have w:iclated the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971, as amended ("the act A copy of the complaint :s
encleosed. We have numberea tnis matter MUR 3358. Please refer tc
this number in all Zuture certespondence.

inder the Act, you nave ihe cpportuniiy to demonstrate in
sriting that no action shoulia B2 taken agarnst you in this matter.
Please supmit any Zfactual or _=2gal materials which you believe are
relevant 2 the Zcmmissicn’s ana’vsis cf this matter. Where
apprepriate, statements shnould Ze supmitted under cath. Your
rasponse, wnich should te addrasssed to the General Ccunsel’s
Office, must be submitted within 13 days of receipt of this
letter. I£ no response 1s receiveqd within 15 days, the Commissicn
mav take further acticn based on the available information.

This matter will remain coniidential in accordance with
2 U.5.C. § 437qg(sa B) and § <37g(ai(l2)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that vou wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
™ er, please advise the Commiss:i:on by completing the enclosed

stating the name, address and telephone number of such

d

authorizsing such counsel to receive any notifications
cther communications f£rom the Commission.



Mr. James Dixon, Jr.
3

.ease contact Veronica M.

this matter, at
1on, we have enclosed a brief
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i, Designation of Counsel Ztazement



FFDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WANKHINGCTON ! 2Nkt

July 23, 1992

Mr. Luckianow:

&)
1]
v 1]
o]

The Federal Electicn Ccmmissicn received a complaint which
o indicates that you may nave wviclated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended (“the Aact''. A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numpered =nis natter MUR 3558. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, vou the cpportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no acticn 35 I Te zaken against you in this matter.
Please submit any £factual ©r legal materials which you believe are
relevant o the Commissicn’s 2nalvysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements snould fe submitted under oath. Your
response, wnich should be ssed to the General Counsel’s
office, must be submitted n 13 days of receipt of this

- letber If no response is —e1ved within 13 days, the Commissicn
may take further acticn ba i -n tne avallable information.

This matter will remain coniidential in accordance with

U.8.C. § £37aila)(4)(B) and § 4372(al)(1i2)(A) unless you notify
the Commission In writing that vcou wish the matter to be made
public If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise zhe Ccocmmissicn by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, addr and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing su counsel to receive any notifications
and octher communicaticns £r the Commission.




Mr. Peter Luckianow
Page 2

I1f you have any gquestions, nlease contact Veronica M.
Gillespie, the attorney assigned to this matter, at
(202) 219-3690. For your iniormat:on, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’s grocedures for handling
complaints.

A‘)‘,
: . .
[ & ‘)C@-\ {;f”’)
— —
Zi:3a E. Klein
sz:zzant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
4 Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Ztatement

7
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WANHINGTON D S

Suly 23, 1992

Ms. Lois Pucci
10206 Biddulph ERcad
Arooklyn, Ohio 44144

RE: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Pucci:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have wviolated the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ' "the Act"!. A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbersd this matter MUR 3558. Please refer to
this number :1n all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you R

ave the coppurtunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action sho

uld be taken against you in this matter.

Please submit any factual 2r legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commissicn’s analysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements sncu.d te submitted under oath. Your
response, wnich should ke addressed to the General Counsel’s
Office, must be submitted within 13 days of receipt of this
_etter. If no response -s received within 15 days, the Commissicn
may take further acticn cased cn the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.8.C. § 437gtfaliq)(B) and § <237g{a)(l2)(A) unless you notify
the Commission 1n writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend ce represented by counsel in this

matter, please advise the Commissicn by completing the enclosed
form staring the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communicaticns Zrcm the Commission.



Ms. Lois Pucci
Page 2

1f you have any quest:ons., please contact Veronica M.
Gillespie, the attocrney ass:ignec this matter, at
{202) 219-3690. For your in T we have enclosed a brief
description of the Commission’'s edures for handling
complaints.

iincerely,

S ; KCQA»-

Lisa . Klein

A58 1 ant General Counsel

Enclosures
1., Complaint
Procedures
Designation tatement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 204618

Marlene Rain
Cak Street
Ohio

Dear Ms. Rain:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
ndicates that you may have wviclated 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, wou have the cpportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no acticon snould be taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual cr legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commissicn’s analysis of this matter. Where
appropriate, statements snhould te submitted under ocath. Your
response, wnhich should be addressed to the General Counsel’s
Dffice, must be submitted within 13 days of receipt of this
letter., If no response .5 received within 15 days, the Commissicn
may take further acticn based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 J.3.C. § 437gra'i4//B) and § 237gtalll12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission :in writing tThat you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend toc ce represented by counsel in this
matter, please adv1se the Zocmmission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
~ounsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notificationg
and other communicaticons from the Commission.



Ms. Marlene Rain
Page 2

1f ycu have any guestions, rlease contact Veronica M.
this matter, at

Gillespie, the attcrney assigned to
(202) 219-3690. For your :nformation, we have enclosed a brief
description of the Ccommiss:on’s procedures for handling

complaints.

Sincerely,

E K[ﬁw'(égx"‘/

E. Klein

tant General Counsel

/ a
et
Lisa

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures
Designation cf Ccunsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO 2046

July 23, 1992

Ms. Jeanette Coyne
7130 Stone Road
Medina, Qhio 44256

RE: MUR 3558

Dear Ms. Coyne:

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 in
writing that no action should ke taken against you in this matter.
Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe are
relevant to the Commission’s analvsis of this matter. Where
appropr:ate, statements should be submitted under ocath. 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 1s received within 15 days, the Commission
may take further action based con the available information.

This matter will remain confident:ial in accordance with
2 0.8.€. § 437gla)id) ) and § +37g(a)(l2)(A) unless you notify
the Commissicn 1in Wwriting that ycu wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend tc 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 authorizina such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communicaticns frcm the Commission.

(65 S

192}



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,

Lisa £ Klein (hyyn

_i1sa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

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

wn
T
[+7]
t
L]
3
@
=5
ct

]



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20463

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 viclated 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 in
writing 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 cn the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)j(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission 1n 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.




"y

Ms. Penny J. Dixon
Page 2

I1f you have any questions, please contact Veronica
Gillespie, the attorney assigned to this matter, at
(202) 219-3690. For your information, we have enclosed
description of the Commissicn’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

L E K@*(éa o)

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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STOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
P.O. BOX 99358
CLEVELAND, OHIO 44199

en:nuy Nl 9NV 26

nerewlth 1 ¢f the papers related to the above
complaint, including the form designating your law
unsel f£or the Respondent
tacted Ms. Veronica M. Gillespie at the Federal
ommissicn for the purpose of acquiring an extension of
n day rule. I advised her that while the letter from
1 Election Commission transferring the complaint is
23, 1932, it was just received by me a few days ago.
go into Cleveland until after the Democratic National
which I attended in New York. I also advised Ms.
that Ms. Cheryle A. Wills is not our current

The current treasurer 1s Bugene Pearson, who 1is

as respondent cn the Designation of Respondent form.

3

ing an extensicn of time in this matter, Ms. Gillespie
en you have received the Designation of Counsel form
cu should fax a copy to her and that if you call her,
rrange an appropriate extension of time with you
enclosing herewith a copy of the transcription of
rding cf the press conference held by Ed Gudenas at
e publicly announced his intenticn to file this

As I advised you, Ed Gudenas is my opponent in the
ection in the Eleventh Congressional District of 11



Attorney Stan Brand
August 7, 1992
Page Two
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STOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
0. BOX 99358
CLEVELAND, OHIO 44199

~ In accordance with our telephone conversation of this date

‘ reelative tc the above captioned matter, I am enclosing herewith
a copy ©f a letter dated April 25, 1991 in which Mr. Eugene
Pearson advised the Clerk, U.S. House cf Representatives that

A Ms. Cheryle Wills resigned as treasurer of the Louis Stockes for
Congress Committes, affective April 1, 1991, and that he has
taken her place as treasurer.
Alsc pursuant to our telephone conversation, I have forwarded
the complaint in this matter to Attorney Stan Brand. A copy of
thig letter cof ctransmittal is enclosed herewith

v 5]
b
=]




08-07-92 04:48PM  FROM CON. STD[H?Z 4906  T0 D C FAXS ‘001/001

STOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE
P.O. BOX 99358
CLEVELAND, OHIO 44119

April 25, 1991

Clerk

U. 8. Housa of Repressentatives
1036 Longworth HOB
washington, D.C. 20515

RE: Louis Stokes for Congress
Committee
FEC ID #CC0046995
October Quarterly, 12 Day
Pre-General, 30 Day Pest-
General & Year End Reports

Dear EBir:

In accordance wi ; letter dated April 11, 1991 from the
< Federal Elections Commission concerning the above, enclosed
please find Amended Reports.

In regard to the excessive contribution made as indicated in
the 30 Day Post-General Report, the Committee has notified
the recipient and expect a refund shortly, which will be
included in the report covering the period of receipt.

Additionally, this letter is to notify you of a change in the
officers of this Committee. Nrs. Cheryle Wills resigned
effactive April 1) 1991 and the undarsigned has taken her
place, and we have added Mr. Linton Freeman as Financial
Secretary.

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

—

incerely,

/
UlLa [£L¢;AL£LpL,,
Eu e Pearson
Treasurer

EP/Jg
Enclosures

cc: The Honorable Robert Taft
Secretary of State

A
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as my

counsel and 1s authorized to receive any notifications and other

communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before
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BranD & LOWELL
A PRQFISSIONA,. CORMPORAT ION
9Z23 FIFTEENTH STREET. N W
WASHINGTCAN ., D C. 20005

August 11, 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:

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

cerely

-

. Frulla

Attachment



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20463

August 12, 1992

pavid 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,

Viscomear A

Veronica M. Gillespie
Attorney
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I.isa E. Kleln

Assistant Gerera) Counsel
rederal Election Coecmmissicn
742 E Street, N.W.
w2znington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3558: On behalf of John Coyne,
Mary Coyne, Debra Dixon,
James Dixon, Jr., Penny Dixon,
Pamela Krickler, Sandra Maloney,
Maryann Merce

Dear Ms. Klein:

This letter seeks an extension of time on behalf of the
Fespondents here jdentified, 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 tc
the diffi-ulty of completing responses without an extension.
Elzo, sore apparent Respondents who have changed addresses
ha.z yet to receive their notifications which were no doubt
directed tc their previous residences.

it
Perr**
the,

‘

T
for %h

resver, 1t ray appear upon further inquiry that certain
ents® will rejuire separate counsel. In the meantime,
v2 ajreed to allow Perkins Coie to act on their behalf
purpcse ¢f obtaining an extension of time.

Ow;z.:_)

Fcr theses reasons, I would request an extension of time,
until Septerbir 30, 1992, at which time responses on behalf of
these Respondents will be filed with the Commission by the

(1R1R4 Cnn | LAV A0
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Federal FElection Commission
August 10, 1992
Pages 2

undersignosd (or should it be recessary, the undersigned and
other counsael).

Very tiruly yours,

) /

2 ey
‘{{(‘!{16(-/ 7 ;%/Sb
Robert F. Bauer
Counsel to Mayor John Co:re

FFB:smb

(iR ] DAYIYED 4]
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WOAS NG TN, 0 204k 1

august 27, 1992

Mr. Bauer:

This is in 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 tec 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

19-3690.

6

Sincerely,

Veronica M. G

ttorney v

» ’ t

L reitgca 7 W/W ‘

s b ~ / // i
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BranD & LOWELL

A PROFISSIONA, CORPOMATION
923 FIFTEENTH STREET. N.W
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005

TCLEPHONE 120021 BE2

TecEcoRiER

August 14,

BY HAN VER

Veronica Gillespie, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Qca E Street N.W

Washington, D.C. 20463
Re: MUR 3558
Dear Ms. Gillespie:

As you know, we represent the Louis Stokes for Congress
Comnittee 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,

%
\

sl 71
3§vid\£. Frulla
DEF:1dm :

Enclosure




J'ILIHIIT OF DESIGHNATION OIA!ILUSIL

ATTORNEY STAN BRAND

BRAND & LOWELL

923 A5TH STREET,

WASHINGTON, DC

_‘].‘ "'l.\—\"ﬂ

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,

Date S ature

ADDRESS : 11924 VIEWCREST TERRACE

SILVER SPRI.IG, MD 20902

HOME PHONE:

BUSINESS PHOME: 202/2




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO XMbi

August 19, 1992

David E:. Frulla, Esq.
Brand & Lowell

923 15th Street, N.W.
Wwashington, D.C. 20005

RE 1 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 cn Augqust 26, 1992.

LE
-

you have any guesticns, please contact me at
9-3690.

(202)

1

Sincerely,




RECLive
FEDERAL ELF
WEJILER & WEILER ® Mate =

ATTORNEYS AT LAW H

%920 BRECKSVILLE ROAD L
RRECKSVILLE. OHIO 44141 kg 2l 853 5 IRNTY

Kevin P. Weiler (216) 326-0476
Jenniter P. Weiler FAX:(216) 5264314

Cheri L. Westerbury

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.

1 sincerely appreciate your consideration of this
request.

\Very truly yours,
__—WETLER, & WEILER

. A -
- 3. V
Kevin P. Weller

KPW/sce
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WEILER & WEILER

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

S92 BRECKSVILLE ROAD [} m
BRECKSVILLE. OHIO 44141

105w did

Kevin P. Weiler (216) 5260876
Jenniter . Wetler FAX:(216) 5164314

Chen L. Westerburg

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 or Westbrcecok
Village Apartments. As a practical matter, George Zane is the
immediate 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 was mentioned as
a contributor (although, apparently, not charged in this
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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 1n Mr, Stckes i¢n d enicouraged 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 Auqust 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’ persoanal 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 extensicn.



Page Three
August 18, 1992

If we can provide further information, please do not
hesitate to contact us.

Very truly yours,

WI'TLER & WEILER

‘ g p PN
Kevin F. Weiler

KPW/sce
Enclosures

3



sam-r OF DESIGNATION OF a-su.

Kevin P. Weilel

8920 Breckswville Road

Brecksville, Ohio 44141

L

The above-named individual 1s hereby designated as my -

L

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

the Commission.

rffigéﬁzjﬂzE' ‘L__ffgLLtu

Date Signature
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STATE OF OHIO )
) SS. AFFIDAVIT

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA )

N6 Hd 129072

Jeanie Joyce, being first duly sworn according to law,

deposes and states as follows:

That I am a citizen and voter of the United States

o

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 1590.
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 contributicn 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
KDV IN PATRICK WEITL -

Nowary "wblic for Stote o] |
' siomon ot RO BEPVO



snnan OF DESIGNATION OF gnexx.

Kevin P. Weiler

8920 Brecksville Road

Breckswville, Ohio 44141

The above-named individual 1s hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission and to act cn my behalf before

the Commission.

-
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STATE OF OHIO
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 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, »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.

< ‘! 4 \ ( ! ,v f ' 7
- A (,f_l"_z e N ‘rj__g ‘f-l,/__

SWORN TO and subscribed before me, this " 7 day of

August, 1992.

NOTARY PUBLIC

REVIN PATRICR """*':
s oee Public jor S1OE Vi
gpoaens nwwuw.d-.

My comgmasmon hos RO




gll.llll? OF DESIGNATION OF

Kevin P. Weiler

8920 Brecksville Road

reecksville, Ohio 44141

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 cn my behalf before

the Commission.
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STATE OF OHIO

]

AFFIDAVIT

L}
LY

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA

nZ:E |

Robert Mickey, being first duly sworn according to law,

deposes and states as follows:

1. That I am a citizenrn 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. Cocyne 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.
L

it

SWORN TO and subscribed before me, this

August, 1992.

NOTARY PUBLIC

EXVIN VAT WIeTn
PMwery Public 135 S84 8 Ohio
hwhmﬂpmh
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WOANBING TOIN (204613

in response to your Fax dated Augqust 18, 1992, which
the same date, requesting an extension of 10 days
28, 1992 to file a response in the above-referenced
After considering all the circumstances presented in your
q’he Office of the General Counsel has granted the
ed

ed extension for 10 days. Accordingly, your response is
the close of business cn August 28, 1992.

1

u
=36

have any questions, please contact me at
940 .

Sincerely,

T e LI A VI£}:4:7p¢;/

Jeronica M. Gillespie
r+mrn
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BranD & LOWELL it
APROFISSIONAL CORPORATIOM h td 8 ua ;h} Hl’-

923 FIFTEENTH STREET, N W
WASHINGTON, D C 20005

BY 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 e
Dear Ms. Gillespie: =

This is to confirm that you have graciously agreed to allqgi
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.

DEF: 1ldm
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Gudenas am s ding additional intormation regarding
Federal Flectians Campaign Act of

Notary Public in and for said County of
ODhio, i 1aily appeared the above named
acknowledged that he did sign the

his free act and deed.

hand and official
1692,

Loy

Public
WLLI*SI R CTRVERK
Netary Puridz  Siate of Ouls
Recordid v Cuyad 3oy Coanly
My Coirtn Bwraes Q3-31-35
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August 7, 1992

1ta Brown:

The tollowing is a list of wages for the years 1985 through 1991 that you

reguested:

MAPYANN MERCE — ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT TO THE MAYOR

1985 - $29,667.21

1986 - $31,666.48

1987 - $32,863.05

1988 - $34,638.61

1989 - $36,626.57

1080 - $37,028.85 — $).000 <o LEvis SYTOKES
1091 - $38,731.42

PAMELA KRICKLER - CLERK-PERSONNEL & RECORDS

1985 - $23,359.37

1686 - $24,376.39 — $|, 000 Jp Lovis Stekes
1687 - $25,551.71

1088 - §27,551.92 — $|.000 +v Leuis Stokes
1989 - $21,595.83

1990 - §28,767.54 — $ 1,060 4o LoviS SHokes
1991 - $30,134.58

SANDRA MALONEY - PART-TIME PERSONNEL FINANCE

1985 - § 1,723.93 _

1986 - $ 4,783.28 — 41,000 += Louvis SHokes

1987 - 8§ 4,472.19

1958 - § 4,925.07

lagg - 5 4,733.82

%ap - § 5,866.02

l1aa: - §10,632.53

Sincerely, .
N el

Frank P. Scaranc
Finance Director



sworn Statement of Edmund V. Gudenas

7 4 4

4 y / B
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Edmund N. Cudfnas
o~ /
J Sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and for said County of
Cuvahoga and State of Ohio, personally appeared the above named
Edmund V. Gudenas who acknowledped that he did sign the
foregoing statement an that the same is his free act and deed,

In testimony wheroi, I have hereuntc set my hand and official

_ seal at Buclid, QOhie, this S Sl gay of Aungust, 199%Z,

o0

1|

7

~t
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FOR LINE NUMBE -
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‘Any informatien copied from such Reports and Statements may not be 8ol oF Used by eny person tor the purposs of 10liciting contributions or for eammerc.
2urposed, OTher than uting the name and sddreas of any politics! mmnt- to solleit contributions from such commitiee.

%umt OF COMMITTEE (in Full)

LOUIS STOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMI-TTEE

A, Full Name, Malling Address snd ZIP Code Name of Emplayer Datwe (month, Amount of Each
Sidney Spector Senior Housing day, yeer} Recept thu Perioc
23305 Chagrin Blvd. ssociates (
Beachwood, ©H 44122 | B/25/86 250.00
i ! Occupation |
Fl!cnp!ier —L_;;m\v\ - B“Goﬂwu— ,b_{-i_&a@nq Partner ‘
| [ Other (specity | Aggregate Yeerto-Oste - § 25 0.00
5 | B Full Neme. Mmiing Address and Z 1P Code Name of Employer I Ciate. Oy ADSGuTT 61 Esch
Jehn #. Coyne cay year) Receiot this Farioc
1296 West bth Street
Cleveland, OH 44113 5/B8 1,000.00
Occupation
Racaipt For: Primary X 'Genersl  \ Owner
T Otrer lpmeityi. _d ' ate > § 1,500.00
C. Full Namas, Mauiing Address snd ZIP Code Neme of Employer Date (month, Amount of Eacn
James' M. Carne Jr Carney & Brcadbent Say, year) Recmpt this Pericc
1710 Chieo Savings Plaza
— Cleveland, OH 44114 5/5/8%8 1,000.00
- Occupation
Recmpt For {_J Primary ._"'_ Genersi j\tto rney
” T Ctner (specityi: Aggregate Yesc-ro-Cate . § - 4,000 UU
i 0. Full Neme, Maiiing Address and ZIP Code Neme of Emplayer Date (month, Amount of Eacr
Rcbert P. Madiscn iMadison-Madison b Rapr i g
. 2339 Nortn Park Blva. | Internaticnal
< el < Pp— -
Cleveland, CH 44106 e 3/23/86 500.00
Receipt For: n___‘ Primary General Architecs 3
[ Otner (specity) | Aggregate Yeer-to-Date [ 500.00
E. Full Name, Mailing Addrass and ZIP Code | Nama of Emplcyer | Date tmontn, T
R. S. Sondhe | asy, yeer| Receipt this Perioa
114 Anglers Drive !
Chagrin Falls, 0H 44022 Polycarb, Inc.
Occupstion |
= Receipt For: 1 primary X General President 2,30/86 300.00
[ Other tipecity): . Ageregste Vw-ta—&-u} s ij 2.00
F. Full Name, Maling Address and ZIP Code | Neme of Empioyer ! Date imonth, Amount of Each
Manohar Daga Dingus & Daga asy. yeer| Receipt this Perica
5507 Renee Drive ,
Highland Heights, OH 44143 3/30/86 300.00
Occupetion
Rﬂ:mm’_F_ar L) Primary Senerp L CPA
[T Other (specityi Aggregate Yeer-to-Oate TS 200,00
G. Full Name. Mailing Addrems end ZIP Code Name of Employer Cate imontn, Amount of Each
Ramesh Y. Gavhane Arrow Fabricating cay. year| Recept this Perioc
9579 Shadecw H:ill Tra:l Company
Chesterland, OH 44026 3/30/86 300.00
Occupstion
Receipt For L Primary -..._'— Genarsl President
[ Otner (sowcity] - Aggregate Yaerto-Date = § 30U, GU
—

SUBTOTAL of Rece:prs Thus Page ioptionai !

TOTAL This Penod [last page tha line number on y
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FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

WASHING TS e e

August 28, 1992

w

~wledges i \ 5, 1992, of the
lain t 3 ] 1292, against

as
.es, 1 M. Mary Coyne, Kathxeen M.
HiQQ-na, r . Hartel, Jeanie Joyce,
Coyne, Marya Robert J. Mickey,
Joseph Pucci L. Maloney, Candace R.
vitas, Debra J. n, James Dix JE 5 Peter Luckianow, Lois
Pucci, Marlene R 1, Jeanette Coyne and enny J. Dixon. The
respondents will be sent copies ¢ he su pplemeng. You will be
notified as soon as the Federal y Commission takes final
acticn on your complaint.

supplement
the Louis S
treasurer,
Relland, Pa
James Coyne,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINIG IO [T Jided

Frulla,
Lowell
Street,
on, Dc 2

i

Wt

T =

Dear Mr. Frul

]
97]

Cn July 23, 1992, your clients were notified that the
Federal Elec::o. Commission received a npiaint f£rom
- Edmund V. Gudenas alleging wvioclations of certain sections of the
. Federal Election Campaign Act cf 1971, as amended. At that time
your clients were given a copy of the complaint and informed
that a response to the complaint should ke submitted within 15
days of receipt of the notification.

On August 216, 1992, the Commission received additionpal
information from the complainant pertaining to the allegations
in the complaint. Enclosed is a copy of this additional
information.

1f you have any guestions, please contact me at (202}
219-3400.

Sincrars]

/,' / oA, { i Fogi o 8 "”J('
i p
g &
eronica . Gillespile
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON 30 20460

August 28, 1992

b2 0
m

: MUR 3558
John ¥M. Coyne, Mary Ccyne,
Maryann Merce, Pamela J.
Krickler, Sandra L. Maloney,
Debra J. Dixon, James
Dixon, Jr. and Penny J. Dixon

Dear Mr. Bauer:

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

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

If you have any gquest:ions, please contact me at (202)
219-3400.
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BranD & LoweELL

A PROFESS ONA, OAPCAATON
923 FIFTEENTH STREET, N W
WASHINGTON. D C. 20005

TE.EPHONE 208 662 9700

TELtcopiER (202 »37 7568

August 31, 1992

o
™o
o

BY HAND DELIVERY

Veronica Gillespie, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
599 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,
<) o
m. Frulla

Enclosures
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COHHIBBIbﬂ;

OF THE UNITED STATE8 OF AMERICA

In the Matter of

The Honorable Louis S8Stokes, Matter Under Review 3558
Louis Btokes for Congress

Committee, and
The Committee's Treasurer.

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

Congressman Louls 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 subnit, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 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. Neo
"reason to believe'" exists for the Commission to conclude that

the Stokes Committee and 1ts 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. FEugene Pearscn has succeeded Ms. Matthews
as the Stokes Committee's treasurer.



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. § 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 See 2 U.S.C. § 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

’ Exhibit 1 is the Affidavit of George Mazzaro, verifying

the transcript. The transcript itself is attached to Mr.
Mazzaro's affidavit.

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 2



publicity he hopes will assist his and damage Congressman

Stokes's campaigns, respectivaly.s

Mr. Gudenas explained at the outset of his press conference
that he or his operatives reviewed the Stokes Committee's FEC
reports fcr the three prior election cycles to find something
upcn 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 repcrts , 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

* 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. The
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 contriputors -- hardly the work of a
committee bent on propagating or covering up a disguised
contributicon scheme.

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 3



"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. § 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. QUESTION 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
13 CFR 110.1 o 110.2.

(1) Contributions that present genuine guestions
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 contrikution, 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 1n the name cf another, but later discovers it

is illegal based con new evidence not available to the

political committee at the time of receipt and deposit,

the treasurer shall refund the contribution to the

contributor within thirty days c¢f the date on which the

illegality is discovered y
11 C.F.R. § 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 guestion" 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 actually "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 fron

knowing it is made 1in 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 cf the four prohibited sources (i.e., a corporation, labor
organization, foreign natiocnal, or Federal contractor).

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 5



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 regqulations, 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 perscn from "knowingly"

accepting or receiving a contribution in the name of another

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

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

U.S.C. §§ 441f or 441b(a) occurred.

RESPONBE TO COMPLAINT - Page 6
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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., 99 2), abided by that
standard as a matter of policy and practice (id. at 49 4-5), and
required her staff to do the same (id. at €Y 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]Jothing 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 guestion 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., €Y 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 Comnittee 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




genuine 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 gquestion were accepted cr

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
six year period) even worked for a corporation. Unless the law
is that employment by a corporation per 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 guestion
the bona fides 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"

- 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
qguestion existed when the contributions were accepted and
deposited as to whether they were made from one of the four
prohibited sources apply egually, if not with more force, to any
argument that might be required to be made that no genuine
guestion existed as to this latter issue.

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 8
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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
consistentiy and risk offending contributors. For instance, must

a treasurer question all contributions from students or spouses

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

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

sur-names or their acgquaintance 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 questicns exist to the contrary. The
regime Complainant seeks would, without constitutional,

statutory, or regulatory basis, reverse the presumption of

g Both spouses may contribute separately even though only

one has an income. See 11 C.F.R. § 110.1(i)(1). And, Commission
regulations recognize the even minor children (most likely
students) may make permissibie political contributions.

11 C.F.R. § 110.1(i)(2). The plain fact is that spouse and
children contributions are commonplace and unremarkable:.

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 9
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legality for a wide, undefined and undefinable segment of
contributors and contributions.

Furthermore, contributions from individuals with family,

: . B
personal, or business ties are, 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 prima 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. § 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
cf fact. The Commission has imposed a duty to refund only in

circumstances where wrongdoing clearly occurred and was

. 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). See A.0O. 1984-21.

REBPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 10
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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 quilty plea of the corporation" for making

illegal contributions through its employees "constitute an
adegquate 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. NO "REASON TO BELIEVE'" EXISTS THAT CONGRESSMAN STOKES
v E DERAL CAMPAIGN FINANC W _OR REG ON8

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 Commissicn 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 guestion from the audience at
his press conference, Mr. Gudenas could point to no evidence that

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT - Page 11
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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 gquestionable
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. CON N
For the foregoing reasons, Respondents respectfully submit

the Commission should expeditiously dismiss this matter under

review as to all of them.

Respectfully submitted,

Dated: Auqustisj, 1992 BRAND & LOWELL, P.C.

il R0

David E. ulla

923 Flfteenth 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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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

OF THE UNITED SBTATES8 OF AMERICA

In the Matter of

The Honorable Louis Stokes,

Louis Stokes for Congress
Committee, and

The Committee's Treasurer.

Matter Under Review 131558

AFFIDAVIT OF GEORGE MAZZARO

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA
«SS
STATE OF OHIO

— N e N

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 make cassette tape recordings of public

meetings that I attend. Fursuant to this practice, I made a



08-27-92 03:31PM  FROM BRAND & LOWELL 10 12167310103///41771  P003/003

cassette tape recording of Mr. Gudenas's July 10, 1992, press

conference.

S 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 therefron,

7. Based on my review of the cassetts 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

’,

then imminent £filing of a Fedaral Election Commiasion complaint

against Congressman Stokes.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

subscribed to ang sworn
before me this //7/ day

of [{ecagec? _, 1992,

/’ .
E e !

CAL7S | Atk
Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

EDITH ! KRECKAL Notary £ =
State of Jhio. Cuvan g» Co ‘_' y
SUYATCgy Lounty

My commissier expires Apiil 24, 1954

AFFIDAVIT OF GEORGE MAZZARO - PAGE 2
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.( TRANSCRIBED PROM TAPE) .

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 FROHM

HIGHER SPECIAL INTEREST GROUPS OR VERY WEALTHY INDIVIDUALS REPRESENTING

INTERESTS EXCEPT IN ONE INCIDENT THERE WERE A GROUF

THEIR OWN SPECIAL

OF ORDINARY PECPLE WRITING $1,000 DONATIONS WHERE THERE WERE NO OTHER

‘91 OR ‘86 IN HIS DISTRICT THAT

TIME

ORDINARY PEOPLE THAT AT ANY TIM IN

GAVE EVEN $50 OR ANYTHING 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 NOCT

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

WAS REALLY NC REASCN TO JUST SUDDENLY SEND CONGRESSMAN STOKES 51,000

- Tvevys

AND THESE PEOPLE ALSO DID NCT LIVE IN THE DISTRICT THAT CONGRESSMAN

IT A LITTLE BIT CLOSER SUDDENLY JOHHN

*»

STOKES REPRESENTED AND LOCKING AT

THE CITY OF BROOKLYN KEPT COMING UP BECAUSE

COYNE KEPT COMING UP AND



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 O©OF BROOKLYN AND CHAIRMAN OF CUYAHOGA COUNTY

DEMOCRATIC PARTY AND THEY WERE PEOPLE RELATED TO MR. COYNE FEITHER 1IN

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

CENTRAL COORDINATING SERVICES OR WORKED FCR THE CITY COF BROCKLYN.

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 CUYAHOCGA COUNTY. WHAT I'M GOING TO DO, THE REASON I

CALLED THIS CONFERENCE IS FILE A FORMAL COMPLAINT WITH THE FEDERAL

ELECTIONS COMMISSION EARLY NEXT WEEK ASKING THEM TO RUN A COMPLETE

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



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 CF
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 OQOF

CONGRESS, WAS VERY INSTRUMENTAL 1IN 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 1IN

FAVOR OF THE SAME 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

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

QUESTIONS?

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

o)
-



GUDENAS: 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. IDENAS N WHAT LEGAL AUTHORITY DO YOU USE

PUBLIC PROFPERTY TO PROMOTE YOUR CAMPAIGH?

GUDENAS: ¥ ¥ IN 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?

GUDENAS: I WAS TOLD FROM THE CITY OF EUCLID THAT YOU COULD

CONTACT THE CITY AND ASK TO USE IT. AS FAR AS LEGAL AUTHORITY, YOU

SHOULD PROBABLY ASK THE LAW DEPARTMENT. I CAN'T QUOTE YOU SECTION X,

Y, 2 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 FCR PERSONAL FPROMOTION FCR ANY TYPE OF




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 SHOULD ASK 7?7 ABOUT THAT.

MAZZARO: JOHN PISCATELA SAID YOU COULD USE THIS BUILDING?

GUDENAS: )HN o I DIDN’'T CONTACT HIM,

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?

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?

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



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

REPRESENTED BY LOUIS STOKES. ANY CITIZEN CAN MAKE A COMPLAINT TO THE

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION. YOU DON‘T HAVE TO BE A CANDIDATE, YOU

DON’T HAVE TC 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 ?7?. AND THAT THIS MONEY IS

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

THE COMPLAINT BEING FILED WITH THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION.

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



“2

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

ILLEGAL. 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. IT HAS TO BE 100%

THEIR MONEY. THERE CAN BE KO THREATS, THEY CAN'T BE TOLD TO MAKE THIS

DCNATICN 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 1IN HIS

DISTRICT. FINDING CLERKS ANYWHERE WHO ARE DONATING THOUSANDS CF

DOLLARS TO A CONGRESSMAN WHO DCESN'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

ELECTICNS ARE RUNNING WITHOUT THE UNFAIR ?27. WELL THESE ARE STRICTLY

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




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 OX LITY, TH NT AT THIS POINT IS IT

DCESN’T REALLY MATTER WHERE TH INEY CAME FROM AS LONG AS 1IF

WASN'T THEIR MONEY, IT DOESN’T MATTER IF IT WAS WON IN THE LOTTERY, CR

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 1IN EFFECT SINCE THE EARLY 70’S WHILE CONGRESSMAN STOKES WAS 1IN

OFFICE.

MAZZARO: YOU HAVE NO KNOWLEDGE THAT CONGRESSMAN STOKES KNOWS

ABOUT THIS?

GUDENAS: WELL, I WOULD THINK, OBVIQUSLY WITH THE WAY HE HANDLED

THE CHECK BOUNCING, HE NEVER EVEN LOOKED AT HIS CHECKBOOK AND HAD NO



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

KNOW 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. 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.

MAZZARO: BUT YOU HAVE NO KNOWLEDGE THAT HE KNOWS ABOUT THIS?

GUDENAS: I DID NOT ASK CCNGRESSMAN STOKES WHAT PAGE HE LOOKED AT.

MAZZARO: WHAT YOU ARE STATING IS NOT FACTS, IT’S ASSUMPTION CR

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

—
L |

MAZZARO: MR. GUDENAS, ON THE EVE OF THE DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS

TCMORROW, YOU BROUGHT THIS INFORMATICN FORWARD. WHY WASN’T IT DONE

EARLIER WHEN YOU HAD THE INFORMATICN SEVERAL WEEKS AGO?

2,



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

FRIDAY, THE EVE OF THE COUNTY DEMOCRATIC ELECTION?

GUDENAS: BECAUSE THERE IS MORE INTEREST IN WHAT JOHH COYNE DID

TODAY THAN ON MONDAY.

MAZZARO: SO IF NO NEWS MEDIA SHOWED UP TONIGHT, YQU‘D HAVE 1IT

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 PECPLE THAT’S THE CASE.

MAZZARO: YOQU’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 ELECTICN COMMISSION WHAT YQU’RE GOING TO FILE TCMORROW 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 ?7?, ETC.
THERE IS EVEN MORE INFORMATION I’M GOING TO GET OVER THE WEEKEND.

MAZZARO: YEAH, BUT YOU COULD HAVE FILED AN AMENDED COMPLAINT, IT

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 DEALLR

EARLIER. THE PLAIN DEALER DECIDED TC NOT RUN ANYTHING I DECIDED TO

DO THIS TODAY BECAUSE I WANTED TO.




BUTLER: ARE YOU A DEMOCRAT OR AN INDEPENDENT?
GUDENAS: I’M A DEMOCRAT.
BUTLER: ARE YOU SUPPORTING GEORGE FOR ELECTION TOMORROW?

GUDENAS: I‘M NOT SUPPORTING ANYBODY BECAUSE I DON’'T GET TO VOTE,

ONLY THE DEMOCRATIC PRECINCT COMMITTEEMEN. I AM NOT INVOLVED IN THE

VOTING.

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 1IN

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 BEFCRE THE ELECTION AND THE ELECTION IS

COMING UP WHICH ONLY MAKE SENSE. IF YOU’RE RUNNING FOR PRESIDENT, IF I



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, THERY MAY CARE.

BUTLER: THEN YOU’RE SAYING YOU WERE NOT CONTACTED BY GEORGE’S

PEOPLE TO DO THIS TODAY?
GUDENAS: NQO, I WAS NOT CONTACTED.
BUTLER: OKAY.

GUDEHNAS: AS FAR AS WHAT THE DEMCCRATIC PARTY DOES NEXT WEEK

I'M NOT RUNNING AGAINST THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY, I’M RUNNING

(=]
n

AGAINST LOUIS STOKES. THIS WHOLE POINT IS THAT LOUIS STOKES IS VERY
TIED TO JOHN COYNE, THE LEADER OF THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY AND THE
RELATIONSHIP IS VERY BENEFICIAL TO EACH OQTHER BUT NOT TO THE
CONSTITUENTS OF THE DISTRICT.

MAZZARO: THAT’S YOUR POSITICN THEN?

GUDENAS: NO, THAT'’S THE FACTS.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISBIOMN

OF THE UNITED 8TATES OF ANERICA

In the Matter of

The Honorable Louis Stokes,

Louis Stokes for Congress
Committee, and

The Committee's Treasurer.

Matter Under Review 3558
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AFFIDAVIT OF JEWELL GILBERT

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA
«. S5
STATE OF OHIO

I, Jewell Gilbert, being duly sworn, depose and state as
follows:

;: [ I am of full age, competent, and have personal
knowledge of the facts to which I attest in this affidavit.

2a 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 newspaper articles are: (i) "Contributions
to Stokes called 'suspicicus,'" Cleveland Plain Deajer (July 11,
1992); (ii) "Gudenas M aht File Complaint," Euclid Sun Journal
(July 16, 1992); and (iii1) "Candidate plans complaint over

contributions," The Sun Press (July 16, 1992).




08-27-92 04:1IFM  FRCM BRAND & LL 10 12]55224906.’,’.41771‘003/006

4. Attached to this affidavit arz true and accurate copies
of each of these three newspaper articles.

FURTHER AFFIANT BAYETH NOT.

Subscribed to and swyorn
before me this E!‘ day
of 4v¢n£ i "

d"""ﬁ% Barom

/otary Pu

My Commission Expires: TV/y /3, /7"/
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

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

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.

25 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 Electicn Campaign Act ("FECA") and the

regulations promulgated bty the Federal Election Commission

pursuant to the FECA.

;I As treasurer of the Stokes Committee, I endeavored to



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 11l »_ity and
for ascertaining whether contributions received, when aggregated
with other contributicns 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 guestions 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 learned 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:

Contributor Amount Date

John M. Coyne $ 1,000 2/5/86
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 1,000 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

-~ T, 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 corporaticn,
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
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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.

/
‘[,i " / | ¢ i
fj/ B"L‘U’; lidde /u /)Z/fJL )
Cherylelyllls Matthews

w

Subscribed to and sworn
before me this ~  day
of _H#LC , 1992.

M ,c./ﬁ’f‘, LA y“f {' i
“Notary Public

MY ComnARR AR RERORSS
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BraNnD & LOWELL

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORAYTON
923 FIFTEENTH STREET. N.W.
WASHINGTON. O 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,

/

/[ \ o \ / 2 , ‘,' P
e~ ol \?"LLL-L{L{/ 4
David E. Frulla

DEF: 1dm
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AT RTEESN T STREC Y NW s WasHineTon DO 20005 201 & (2002) IR (M)

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 extensicn to
September 30, 1992.

If you have any questions or comments, please do not
hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Very truly yours,

ket * &mu\mmﬂ

Robert F. Bauer
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BrAND & LOWELL
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WASHINGTON, D.C, 20008
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September 11, 1992

BY FACBIMILE

Varonica Gillespie, Esquire
Office of the General Counsel

Pederal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 31558
Dear Ms., Glllespie:

As ycu know we represent the Louim Stokes for Congress
Committee, 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 set today as the date
for that filing.

I have attempted to contact you by telephone today to inform
you that logistic difficulties will not make it possibla for us
to file that response and an accompanying affidavit today. We
would thus greatly appreciate your allowing us to file the
csubmissicn on Monday, September 14, 1%92.

Thank you very much in advance for your consideration in
this regard.

Sincerely,

o~

. Frulla
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September

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.

Sincerely,

David E. Frulla
DEF: 1dm
Enclosures
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISBION

OF THE UNITED STATES8 OF AMERICA

In the Matter of

The Honorable Louis 8Stokes, Matter Under Review 3558
Louis 8tokes for Congress

Committee, and
The Committee's Treasurer.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE OF CONGRESSMAN LOUIS STOKES, THE LOUIS
S8TOKES FOR CONGRESS COMMITTEE, AND THE COMMITTEE'S TREASURER
DEMONSTRATING NO "REASON TO BELIEVE" EXISTS FOR
THE COMMISSION TO PROCEED WITH THIS MUR

Complainant filed two supplemental submissions after the
Commission processed his complaint pursuant to 11 C.F.R. § 111.5,.
The Commission transmitted this new material to counsel for these
Respondents (the Loulis Stokes for Congress Committee, its
treasurer, and Congressman Louls Stokes) cn 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, 19%2. The letter lists
the salary history for three city employees who made
contributions to the Stokes for Congress Committee. Complainant
had alleged contributions from these contributors must have been
reimbursed because the contributors did not have sufficient

income to support the contributions in guestion.



Respondents explained in their earlier submission that
federal regqulations placed the Stokes Committee's treasurer 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. § 110.1(1i)) 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.F.R. § 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 disclosure
forms and found precisely one such error. Commission records
reveal Mr. Coyne provided different contributor information
(i.e., 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

’ 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" finding. See 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,

pated: september (4, 1992 B & LOWELL, P.C.
Stanley M rand {

David E. F™illa

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

. 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



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

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 EUGENE PEARSON

COUNTY OF CUYAHOGA

STATE OF OHIO

I, Eugene Pearson, being duly sworn, depose and state as
follows:

: I am of full age, competent, and have personal

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

Za I am treasurer of the Louis Stokes for Congress
Committee and make this affidavit based on facts available tc 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 (1i) $1,000 to the
Minority Business Friends Committee for Congressman Louis Stokes

on August 5, 1986.
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4. Raviev of the two comnittess' records indicates they

were both authorized committees of Congressman Stokes in 1986 and

thus affiliated for purposes of aggregating contribution limits.
Ses 11 C.F.R. § 100.5(g)(1).

5. On September 11, 1992, the Louls Stokes for Congress
Committee transmitted a refund of $1,000 to Mr. John M. Coyne.

FURTHER AFFIANT S8AYETH NOT.

Bugena Pearson

subscribed to and sworn
before ma this day
of , 1992.

Notary Public

My Commiasion Bxpires:

AFFIDAVIT OF EUGENE PEARSON -~ PAGE 2
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION SENSITIVE '

September 16, 1992

The Commission

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Laigs G. LEIHEI_ij[é}”

Asscociate General Counsel
SUBJECT: MUR 3558 - Request for Extension of Time

On July 17, 1992, the Federal Election Commission received a
complaint filed by Edmund V. Gudenas alleging certain violations of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, by
Congressman Louis Stokes, Louis Stokes for Congress Committee
("Committee™), its treasurer, and several other respondents. On
July 23, 1992, the Commission notified the respondents of the
complaint in this matter. On August 26, 1992, the Commission
received additional information from the complainant pertaining to
the allegations in the complaint and on August 27, 1992, the
appropriate respondents were so notified.

On August 12, 1992, the Commission received a request from
Counsel to some of the respondents for an extension of 46 days until
September 30, 1992 to file a response in the above-referenced
matter. However, after discussing the circumstances with staff of
this Office, counsel agreed to reduce his request to 30 days. This
Office aranted the extension for 30 days, until the close of
business, September 10, 1992. Nevertheless, on September 9, 1992,
the Commission received a second request from counsel for another
extension. See Attachment. As justification for the additional
extension, counsel cites the considerable factual preparation
required, intervening August holidays, and the numerous respondents
involved in this matter. This Office recommends that, in order to
prevent even further delay, the Commission grant an extension of
time in MUR 3558 until September 25, 1992,

RECOMMENDATIONS :

; Grant an extension cf time until September 25, 1992, to
counsel in MUR 3558 to respond to the notification letters.

Z. Approve the appropriate letter.

Attachment
Reyuest fc¢r Extension

Staff Assigned: Veronica M. Gillespie



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Congressman Louis Stokes; Louis Stokes MUR 3558
for Congress Committee ("Committee"),
its treasurer, and several other
respondents - Request for Extensicn
of Time.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that cn September 21, 1992, the
Commission decided by a vote of 56-0 to take the following
actions in MUR 3558:

: (" 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:

. 7
9 28-7,7 B /

Date Magjorie W. Emmons
f 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. 21, 1992 4:00 p.m.

dr




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DU Z0dnd
September 24, 1992

Robert F. Bauer, Esg.
Perkins Coie

607 14th Street, N.W.
Wwashington, D.C. 20005-2011

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. On
September 21, 1992, the Commission granted the requested
extension. Accordingly, your response is due by the close of
business on September 25, 1992. No further extensions will be

granted.

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

Sincerely,
/

/ {- . ,/ ! ) -
o sTUco~ ff “tilispie

Verconica M. Gillespie
Attorney
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MASKLING TOIN (00 JUds

September 16, 1992

POSTMASTER

U.s5. Post Qffice

Medina, Ohioc 44256

MUR

ADDRESS INFORMATION REQUEST

Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. § 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 : Ms. Marlene Rain

1005 Oak Street

LAST KNOWN ADDRESS:

Medina, Ohio 44256

Under 39 C.F.R. § 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. Lerfier
Associate General Counsel

{/, 4

=
c
~

FOR POST OFFICE USE ONLY

( ) Mail is Delivered to Above Address
{ ) Moved, left no forwarding address
( No such address

( ) Other (Please Specify)

New Address : /(o) ufn &k &AL =55 ’Ux/ﬂ/fﬁ_{
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHUISSTE T 100 e

September 16, 1992

POSTMASTER

. S. Post Office

Brighton, Massachusetts 002

MUR

ADDRESS INFORMATION REQUEST
£
Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. § 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.

B P
NAME: Debra J. Dixon C_g(:h g k

LAST KNOWN ADDRESS: 144 N. Beacon Street, #4A o, . i
. FORWARDING 0rrie - RED
Brighton, MA 02135 & BRIGHION S:2 -

Under 39 C.F.R. § 265.8(g)(5)(i), we request a waiver of
fees. 1In 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.

(o) "
Lois G. Lerfier
Associate General Counsel

FOR POST OFFICE USE ONLY

( ) Mail is Delivered to Above Address
(+~T Moved, left no forwarding address
( ) No such address

( ) Other (Please Specify:

New Address
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHISNO TN DD M4
September 16, 1992

POSTMASTER

U.5. Post Office

ooe

Brooklyn, Ohiog

MUR 35458

ADDRESS INFORMATION REQUEST

Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. § 265.6(d)(1l), please furnish this
agency with a new address, if available, for the individual or
entity listed below, cr verify whether the address given below
is one at which mail for this individual or entity is currently
being delivered.

NAME: PpPeter Luckianou

LAST KNOWN ADDRESS: 4691 Ridge Road

Brocklyn, Ohic 44144

Under 39 C.F.R. § 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, reguires
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,

Lo1s G.
Associate General Counsel

FOR POST OFFICE USE ONLY

l ) Mail is Delivered to Above Address _?/’f\\}f

( ) Moved, left no forwarding address .§: 5*‘ N\

() No such address > RN P

(. ) Other (Please Specify) AP Y S

FFoc \fb‘*ﬂfg,f
\\‘-}—’ g

New Address : ' ¢ ¢t My ~
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHING TON. T30 i

September 16, 1992

POSTMASTER

5.

MUR

ADDRESS INFORRATION REQUEST
Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. § 265.6(d!il), please furnish this N
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 Rollanad

LAST KNOWN ADDRESS: 4002 Bush Avenue

Cleveland, Ohic 44109

Under 39 C.F.R. § 265.8(g)(5)(1), we request a waiver of
fees. In this connection I hereby certify that the Federal
Election Commission, an agency of the U.S. Government, reguires
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.

(2] g
Lois G. Lerfier
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) " ot

e —

New Address
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FEDERAL FLECTION COMMISSION

i (0] Dl

September 16, 1992

POSTMASTER

U.S. Post Office

Brooklyn, Chig

MUR

ADDRESS INFORMATION REQUEST

Pursuant to 39 C.F.R. § 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 wrich mail for this individual or entity is currently
being delivered.

NAME : Pamela Krickler

LAST KNOWN ADDRESS: 6279 Dawning Road

Brookly, Ohic 44144

Under 39 C.F.R. § 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, reguires
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

COlerlli ence.
.

Lols G. Lerher
Associate General Counsel

FOR POST OFFICE USE ONLY

Mail is Delivered to Above Address

« )

(¢ ) Moved, left no forwarding address
() No such address

(ﬁ:} Other (Please Specify)

O | P Fyam -

New Address
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September 25, 1992
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Veronica M. Gillespie
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, NW
wWashington, DC 20463

Re: MUR 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 .12t 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 Dixon

James Dixon, Jr.
Jeanette Coyne
Marlene Rain

James Coyne

Mary Coyne

There 18 alsc a contribution requiring attenticon from an employee of
a sole proprietorship cf John Coyne's, Central Coordinating Services,
discussed infra.

--n\nllun.[).\u::e\‘ 54 e £ ! "



Veronica M. Gillespie
September 25, 1992
Page 2

Emplovyees:

Pamela Krickler
Maryann Merce

Sandra L. Maloney
Joseph and lols Pucc

Those named individuals who have not been served assume
that there was an intention to do so or that 1n some way
notificaticn 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,? 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 1n the complaint is on the absence of will
or resources: its claim i1s 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 1f they possessed the will, he would claim, they lacked
the resources which would, in turn, have been supplied in some
fashion by Mr. Coyne.?

‘Tre one exception, noted previously, .s Candace Vitas, an employee
of Central Coordinated Services which was a sole proprietorship of John M.
Coyne

3In an amended complaint, Mr. Gudenas seems to suggest that city
employees -- Ms., Krickler, Ms, Merce and Ms. Maloney —-- did not have
adeguate 1ncomes with which toc make a contributi This i1s a slight
change from the o al complaint n which a suggestion was th

CEL T URN TR STt ok 92592



Veronica M. Gillespie
September 25, 1992
Page 3

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 simplify 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 1in this
fashion is substantial, more than customary in responding to
notification of a Complaint. All of the Respondents were
prepared to offer liberal amcounts of information to assure
that the Commission had what 1s necessary to make guick work
of the Complaint, dismissing it without the need for a further
investigation. The approach here is unusual, but 1t 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 Louils Stokes only at his direction.®

0f course, there is no gquestion that neither the Act nor any other
statute prohibits one person from suggesting to another that a contribution
be made, or even from urging that it be made, nor would any such enactment
survive its obvious constituticnal defects. o the extent that Gudenas'
claim i8 to the contrary, it must be dismissed on the law and no further
argument by respondents on the point 15 necessary or will pe cffered.

(e nan DAVITA 58 G592



Veronica M. Gillespie
September 25, 1992
Page 4

The statements alsc 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 Lawson, an attorney
and Certified Public Accountant who has long advised Mr. Coyne
on the tax and other legal 1ssues assoclated wlth gifts to his
family. (Exhibit 13.

3

One such gift was made 1n May of 1988 and 1t followed the
pattern of gifts in identical amounts to all children and in
different but also identical amounts to all grandchildren.
Around the time that the gift was made, Maycr Coyne
recommended to various famlly members a contribution for Louils
Stokes. In some cases he made the suggestion directly to a
family member, and in other cases, it was relaved 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
ligquidation by Mr. Coyne of an investment and as confirmed by
the letter from Mr. Lawscon. 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. 1In any event, each gift was substantially
larger than any one of the contributions made to Mr. Stokes.

Accordingly, the respondents who are family members
respectfully request dismissal of that portion of the Gudenas
Complaint which alleges violations of the Act by them.

Contributions by City Employees

Mr. Gudenas builds this case around the peculiar
proposition that people of a certaln income will not make

contributions of $1,000. This specious position 1s applied in
particular to the contributions by Ms. Krickler, Ms. Merce and
Ms. Maloney. In his most recent amended complaint, he submits
information about thelr various salarles provided upon request
to Brooklyn City Councilwoman Rita Brown. Thils, he apparently
believes, makes hils case that their income could not cn its
face support a $1,000 contribution.

Gudenas omits any consideraticn of the possibility that

each of these three women are married to working husbands.
They discussed the contributicn recommended by Mayor Coyne

Ay

MERR L anuE) [3ANYTA 53 w2542



Veronica M. Gillespie
September 25, 1992
Page 5

with their spouses, then decided to give. None of the three
can easily accept that this 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 of certain income can
never contribute 1n the maximum amcunt 1s demeaning to them.
Even more offensive to these respondents 1s the application of
this maxim to three working women.

On the basis of this prejudiced worldview, they 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 1t for the record. Counsel offers
these statements in the hope that 1t will spur the Commission
to a prompt decision in recognition of the costs already
inflicted by the Complaint and thlis 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 so0.® 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.

Employvees 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. Luckianow has moved

Once again, there is nc law to prohibit a contribution made at the
suggestion of another, nor could there te one Nothing 1n the Gudenas
Complaint which makes the contrary claim can be sustaine
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from Brooklyn, Chioc and his whereabouts are unknown.
Ms. Vitas lives 1n the area and she too was 1nterviewed.

It turns out upon further examination that Ms. Vitas'
contribution was misreported. It was 1n fact a contribution
drawn on the account of Central Coordinating Services, a sole
proprietorship cof John Coyne. While Ms. Vitas had check
writing authority, the funds were Mr. Coyne's, not Ms. Vitas',
and when she executed the check 1n question, she was effecting
a contribution from Mr. Coyne, not herself. The contribution
should have been treated as a contribution from Mr. Coyne.

An excesslve contribution has been alleged by
Mr. Gudenas, reported to have been made on August 5, 1%86. 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,

{8

Robert F. Bauer
Traci J. Stegemann

SMB:slh
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John and Ruth Coyne

John M. Coyne 1s the Mayor of Brooklyn, Ohio and has held

elective office as the City's mayor for 53 years. Ruth 1is his

wife. They have a large, close-knit family. They have many

friends and political contacts. Mayor Coyne is well respected
by his family, friends, colleagues, employees, and

constituents.

The Mayor 1s a gocd friend of Congressman Stokes. They
see each other frequently at political events. Mayor Coyne is
an active supporter of Congressman Stokes. During the

Congressman's campaigns 1n 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 cwn contributions, Mayor Coyne asked
various members of his family and employees to consider giving
contributions to Congressman Stckes. 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 1s deeply concerned
about the effect this matter is having on his family members
and employees who contributed to Congressman Stokes, He 1is
particularly troubled by the harassment and unkind remarks his
employees have been subjected to because they followed his
suggestion and decided to contribute money to Congressman

Stokas.
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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 well as thelr own money.

In May of 1988, Mayor Coyne asked Penny 1if she would
consider contributing toc Congressman Stokes' campaign. Penny
thought the suggesticn over and decided to contribute to the
campalgn. She emphasizes that the declision to contribute was
her own. Penny and her husband have managed their money well
and could well afford to make the contributicon. Her father
did not give her any money to make 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 1s 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 1in their family.

Penny spoke to her son James and her daughter Debra about
making contributions to the Stokes campaign. Jue to the
generosity of her father to her children over the years, she
knew they had sufficient funds to make a contribution 1if they

were interested in dolng so






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 cf
1988, she had saved a substantial amount of money. She
graduated from college 1n May, 1988 without any student loans

to pay.

Cebra has been active 1n the pol:itical scene for a number
of years. She attends political functions and fundraisers
fairly frequently. Debra has known Cocngressman 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.
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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 Stckes'
campaign 1n June 1988, he agreed to make the contributicn
partly because his mother had asked and partly because he
believed 1t was a good ldea. 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 life, 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 1s employed. he 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 1f 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 1s dated May 25, 1988.

Jeanette asked her daughter Marlene Rain to consider
making a ccntribution 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 cother three children to contribute.
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Marlene Rain

Marlene Rain is Mayor Coyne's gran-daughter. 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. Marlene is married. Her

husband 1s employed.

In May, 1988, Marlene's mother, Jeanette Coyne, asked her
to consider making a contribution to Congressman Stokes'
campaign. Whlle Marlene does not recall ever contributing to
a political campaign in the past, she realized that a
contributicn to Congressman Stokes would be appreciated by her
grandfather. 1In 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.
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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 1s 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 cof 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.
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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 Stokes. She
said she was interested 1n doing s> 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
1s 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 1s 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 gave to Congressman Stokes on October 21, 1986,
June 11, 1988, and August 31, 1990, Her contribution each
time was for $1,000. She gave tc the Stokes campalgns because

each time Mayor Coyne asked her to consider making a

contributicon. She made the contributions because she trusted
the Mayor completely and felt that 1f he thought thilis was a
goed thing to do, then 1t 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

1f 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 1s simply playing politics with
his allegations, she deeply resents beinag 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 1s

married and her husband is employed.

In July, 1990, Mayor Coyne asked Maryann 1f she wculd
consider making a contribution to Congressman Stokes'

campaign. He tecld 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 1f 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 1in 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 1t 1s anyone's concern about who she gave tc
and how much she gave since she gave within the legal limits.
She resents the 1mplication that because she 1s 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

1t also passes judgment on how she chooses to spend her money.
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Sandra L. Malonay

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 giving a contribution to Congressman Stokes. He
suggested she could give as much 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 Congressman Stokes 1s dated October 23 1986.

Mayor Coyne did not give Sandra any money for the
contribution. Neilther her salary nor her husband's was
raised. Thelir 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 1is 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.
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Joseph and Lois Pucei

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 1986 and May 1988, Mayor Coyne asked Joe to
consider giving money to Congressman Stokes. The Mayor had
never asked Joe to do anything like this in the past. Joe and
his wife are very loval friends of the Coynes. Joe felt very
strongly that if the Mayor wanted him to make 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.
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Robert Bauer, Esguire e S
Perkins Coie, Attorneys “i.icmt ia ca se peal
6C7 Fourteenth Etreet N.W. - Suite 607

Washington, D.C. 20005

Re: Coyne Family
Dear Mr. Bauer:

The undersigned is a licensed attorney and CPA in both Ohic
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
gifte to their children and grandchildren.

I have prepared and;/or reviewed alil reguired gift tax returns

which have been timely filed with the Internal Faventue Service.

<z hAfter 1981, the said gifts have generally egualed but nct oxreerded

the annual gift tax exclusion amount of $10,000 per year per donee

under Section 2503 (b) of the Internal Revenue Code, The saia gifts

have been comprised of either interests in real estate or the

proceeds of the sale of such type or otner investments. In May,

1988 gifts to certain children and grandchildrer were conmplaeted
shortly following a liguidaticn of a particular Investmant.

Please advise ne if you require any additional :niormatior

Yours very truly,

[—
=) L. gwéon






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
s Eileen Coyne
James P. Coyne
Penny Dixon
Debra Dixon
James Dixon, Jr.

Marlene Rain
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September 22, 1992

Robert Bauer
Perkins Cole
607 Fourteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-2011

Dear Bob:

| would ) ke to express my feellngs on the Federa!
Etections Commissions investigation of my donations to
Congressman Louis Stokes.

First of ali, | have no problem with an investigation
of my donations, | do, however, have a problem with the
manner in which Mr. Gudenas handled his allegations.

Mr. Cudenas held a2 press conference the day before ar
important 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
1)legal donations were made to Congressman Stokes. The
timing of his allegations lead me to believe this was either
a pclitical ploy or that or a2 racial nature.

! received a call from a reporter from the Plain
Dealer, a newspaper in Cleveland, the day before MNr.
Cudenas' press conference questioning my donation. At no
time was | told there was going to be a press conference sc
you can imagine the shock | experienced when my husband read
the Saturday paper. After reading the article several

times, | became very upset, part of my and my husband's
personal finances were being exploited in Cleveland's
largest newspaper. My husband became enraged, he is a very

private individual with no politica: connections at all.
This whole situation is causing a strain on my marriage.

We feel our rights have been violated. Ar. Gudenas
should have asked for an investigation first before he went
public involving innocent people. In the eyes of the
public, | have been labeled a criminal. Mr. Gudenas hes
used people thru association to smear his opponent Congress
man Louis Stokes and Mayor John Coyne. | can't help but
feel there are others i1nvolved with Mr. Gudenas'

allegations.

For several months, | have been he victim of pubiic
humiliatien. The same day the article was written in the
Cleveland Pla n Dealer, | was n attendance at the meet|ng

of the Precirmrct Committeemen to elect a Chairman for the
Democratic Party. | was asked by several people there, to



® @

"throw some of my money their way." Brook!yn Councilwoman
Rita Brown made a sarcastic comment such as, Pamela, | saw
your name in the paper today, very interesting. | went to
my bank and was bombarded with comments and jokes of giving
money to a "brother", and | must like "them" dark and "N._,
lover." My Mother has been teased at work about her
daughter's contributions. | was even at an Open House at
the e¢lementary school for my & year old daughter, and was
asked to help promote the schoo! levy. When ! explained |'m
not sure how [ felt about the levy, and that i feel! money is
being wasted '1n our schools, | was immediately chastised and
told that ! cared more about giving my money to political
figures than | care about my own child's education. How
unfair 1t 1s to have to take this criticisim, It is as
have to prove my innocence, rather tham Mr., Cudenas prove m.
guift. My whole family life has been affectec by Gudenas'
allegations. My husband has been harassed at work (he is5 a
Fireman Paramedic). He 1s constantly coming home upset by
comments he has heard regarding our personal finances. Even
while attending a Council meeting for the City of Brooklyr,
Counci Iwoman Rita Brown mace reference to articles written
in the Sun Newspaper, the locai paper. cancerning Mr.
Cudenas' allegations, she sa:c¢, "Pamels | see you made the
paper again," with a chuckle.

if !

I can no longer go through daily 'ife without someone
making comments about my private finances. | am not a
oublic official, | have not asked to be publicly recognized,
but | have been pulled 1nto a cross-fire between Mr. Gudenas

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
anyene into do'ng something. Mr. Gudenas has used his

allegaticons as a political! attack on his opponent. Bu! in
doing so0, he has hurt my marriage and caused pub!lic
humiltation on me and my fam:ly.

Sincerely,

Pamela Krickler
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September 24, 1882

Maryann Merce
B0O6C North Bills Drive
Broadview Heights Ohio 44147

Recpert Bower

Perxins Co:e

Fourteenth Stree:, N .
Vashington, D. C 200C5-169C

KE. Federa! EFiections Commission MUR 3558
Dsar Bch

Regeraing Mr Gudenas' complaint fiied aga.ns: ze with ‘he Federal
Eiections Commissiorn relative to a contribution I msade in 183C to Congreasman
Louis Stokes' cengressionai cappalgn, I would like tc state, for the reccrd,
tne following: (1) how zy contribution came about: (2Z) my ability to affcra
tc mate such a contribution; (3) my eaployment longevity with the city of
Breoglyn and the manner :n which I am compensated; ‘4) ay perscnal c¢plnlions
and suspicions regarding Mr. Gudenas' coeplaint; and finaliy. '5) oy personai
ogbservations regarding this process

In mid=-Juiy. 1850, Mayor John Coyne, asked 1f I would consider making a
contripution to Congressman Lou Stokes' caspaign i1ndicating that $1,000 was
the maximum amount I could give. I saxd I probably couid make 2
contridution but wou!d have to discuss this with 2y husband and that | wou'd
let him kEnow. I checked w:i:th some co-workers whc had given Lo past
cappa:gns ag to whether they were asked and the amount they gave For the
record, Congressman Stokes 18 no stranger to me. Being a member of the
Cuyahoga County Democratic Party I see him at various political and social
Party functions. I've attended varioue 2Ist District Caucus events and
funct:ons at which Congressman Stokes was being honored I've chatted with
hig numerous t.ges on the phone and i1n perscn (he's been out tc the city hal!
gany times) Be's a decent, down-to-earth man whe takes time to Jjisten Lo
whal ¥ou have to say [ regard him as a high!y-respected and h.gh-rank:ng
Congressiona: leader, a powerhouse on the "hRili  but one who never flaun's
his po.i1tical strength. A man who 18 responsive not only to the needs ¢! h:s
constituents but of the entire Northeast Ohio reg:on My husband and
agreed that since we both li1kea Lou Stokes and eing a dual income
househo.d, a sizabie contribution was certain!y within cur means Aad ¢
that tnhe fact thet ay husband's Job allews hia to coge inlo cccasiona
contatt with Cengressman Stokes As a matter of fact, his piace of

expioyaent ;s (ocated :n Stokes' congressional distr:ict we decided T
cortripute §! .0UC to Congressman Stokes’ campatig-n I presented our persona,
check from our joint account. oated August 2ad, 1380 to Mayor Coyne and
received a persona. acknow!edgement from iou Stoaes about a wech and a ha.f
gter I never gave a second thought of the appearance of japroprie’s becAuss
we !iwved outsice his Congressional District
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I believe I can contribute to any candidate (male, female, black, white,

tc.) campaign or :ssue of my choice-~-regardless of whether the contribution
perta:ns to a candidate/campaign ingsicde or outside my district, county or
state; locale is rrelevant, espec:ally today. The problems facing our
ci1t1es extend far beyond our own backyards and certainly transcend municipal,
congress:onal and state boundaries! I have to wonder 17 Mr. Gudenas would be
making these accusations !f [ were a biack male l:ving cutside the 21st
Distr:zt apd not eeploved by, or associated with, Mayor Coyne!

" made th.s ~nntribution of my own wili, with =y own more)y, and under no
Aurrss froe Mayor Coyne, Congressman Stokes. or anyone else T was never
offered ary eonetary remuneration cr Jcb consideralion or salary 1ncreass in

excharnge for this contribution

Regarding tne aff-rdebility factor and M-. Guderas' ridiculous inferenzes
that somehow T wae coapensated with 3 "high salary for & low level position
to maae lArge Conations of this nature I's glad 4r. Gudenas' bel.eves I
have a high salery but take exception to the 1nference that texpayer monies
gay have beern used 1n this manner Mayor Coyne has achieved an impress:ve
record of pubiic service and has earpec the public trust by being
ronsisteat!v re-elected to office. BHe runs a tignt ship in his
admin:strat:cn of loca! government anc has receiveg high marks on every
financial eud:it of the city's accounting procedures When ] assuped the
position of “administrative ascistant to the mayor”, I received the same
seiary-~-nothing more nor 'ess, than oy male predecessor recejved. Since
being promoted to this position in (883, I've received the same
acress-the-board percentage wage 1ncreases grantea al] other city
empicyees--¢ven though xy Job responsibilities are considerably greater than
my Deie predecessor’'s were. My sajary, like all city empioyees’' salaries, 1s
set by city counci.. I take exception to the fact that Mr. Gudenas’
cons:ders By position “lower leve! --merhaps, he shou!d have checked av )ob
description, aiong with ay wages. prior to making th:s accusation. I concur
with him that [ receive a “high saitary”™ but believe I deserve a higher
coppensation than what I receive for the value of the work I de! I believe
1t's caljed “pay equity!

v

Rear w:th me Bob. but you don't need to be a coliege graduate, which I
az . reagl17¢f there's more to this whole thing than meets the eve i can't
help teldeve this whoie thing 1s pol:iticalliy mot:valec, manufacturec
hargssgen. intenaded ¢ cefane the characters of not on.v Congressman Stokes
hist Mayer Covne and evervone close to hin Farthermore, 1 believe that Mr.
Gudenes  wag provided my salary inforzaticn froe a Brook!yn counciiwoman. !

aderstang this councilwoman (Brown) depanded (0 nave the salary 1nformaliorn
gorng dack g 55 provided to her aomedilately and voiced her dissatisfacti:iun
\ the time 1! tock the payreol! clerk put :t Lecgether She did have &
peyre g 2ot cut' was Brown urder some lype of cdead|ine”? There are soce
pecp.e on the Brooklvn Councii who [1teraily attack Mayor Coyne's reputatior
ntegr.t'y and character every chance they get and would enjoy nothing more
than seeing him and those who cerve under him disgraced anc rup out of

f¢:cet Counctliwoman Brown has closei: zligned herse!f to a vocal opponent
¢ Mayor Covne's, whe although he dian’t l:ive .n Brooklyn, came to Broskiyn
and stood cutside the pei!3 for seven hours to campaign for Mavor Coyne's
- 2 27 wh aler gigarans s -\,;_.-:-ﬁ~;'-‘..-’t afains? ’::_-‘}u_, < re ":C':‘ on oas
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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
Mavor to serve as County Dem. Parly Chairman.

1 bel.eve she was working with Mr. Gudenas on these complaints. Prior to
fi1ling these charges. Mr. Gudenas, an opponent of Congressman lLouis Stokes,
heid a press conference regarding his guspicions of improper caspsaign
donat:ons and his intent to file a compiaint with the FEC Political? Yey
Comes with the territory? Yes. Timing”? Most definitely, calcutated. Eis
press conference was held the day before precinct comzitteepersons gathered
to elect a chairman of the Cuvahoga County Demccratic Farty ircidental )y,
Mayor Coyne wen re-elect:on as Party Chairmen. )

Pubilcity given Gudenas’' complaint has sparked inquiri~& from ragidents
and fax:.y wembers., rac:si coppents and slurs and served as the .nspiratl;on
¢! many Jokes wh:ch I personally dor t think are very funny Unlike m)
co-workers I was spared the public humiligtion of having ay name and
character quest.oned 1o ‘he paper. But, nonetheiess, ['ve been asked (f 'z
ore of the 'big-givers™ and have been the subject of town gossi) and racila.
jeersg T ez a2 working wife and mother I take pride in my famiiy, and it
what we ha.e achieved working together. I take pride 1n my job ard that fact
that I put :n ap honest dav’'s work fcor the compensation I earn. And believe
me, 1t's not easy Juggling career and motherhood. The demands on ey time are
great. I angu:sh frop tige to time whether zy work:ng ful!l-time 18 in the
best interests of my family. wWithin the past year, zy husband has begun
hounding me to qu:t work. get out of peiliics anc stay home fuil-time to
raise cur son. Imagine his react:i:os when T received this Complaint
Truthfull: . this Complaint and the nature i1n which it was made certaini;
added ruel to the fire and has been a source of anger and anxlet: Mor~ than
ever, zv husband thinks :te time to call 1t quits Even 1f T wanted to,
which I den't, I wouldn't even consider 1t =ith these allegations pending!

I've voled in practically every election since the ade of 18 anc
understard the i1mportance of the electorai proces3. I have a tolai disragarc
for peopie who complain and moan about politics, governmernt the system. etc
yet don’'t bother tc register apd vote! 1 aiso understana that successful
campalgns take time and money Parenthood has a:!owed me to beatter
appreciale the ilmportance of civi.c responsiblliity and involvemen! with penpie
and causes one beileves wil] make a positive difference for future

generations I fe=| this way @mOore s¢ now than tefcre as my sor has enterea
kindergarter Now I must forus on a muitituce ¢f 1ssues from educaticn 'o
drugs to fiaanc:ng his college education I've gotten a bit off track nes

haven't I” +which brings me tc gy finai observation

T understand anZ respect Mr. Gudenas' right to file his suspiciens in il
2 forma., compialnt witlh the Federa, Elect.ons Commiss:on I respec:

acy the FEC states will be given the amtter during the course cf thi

ation T en.yv wish M- QGQudenas’ wou!d have [1kew]:e regpected g

anc nave laken this matter direcilliy to th:s agency without siring
tiops 1o the media first It .s perseraiiy upsetting to me and

my familv that somecne (i1ke Mr Gudenas Can Qquesticn the amount of m)

gy ability to afford this coniributlion and what motivated me

am angr)

-

3
[
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Make a coniridBulion weas made (o someone OUlside of mv district
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r
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ie choose 1o yse Yaspaver colisrs for their own personal a




Maryann Merce Sep 25, 1992

pclitica! agendas. Elected public officials expect to be heid up to such
scrutiny. Citizens who act responsibly and i1n good faith do not I wonder
1f Mr. Gudenas would question my contribution :1f he didr't know ahead of time
who I worked for or was associated with. Just 1:ke Mr Gudenas questioned
my xot:vation for malking my contribution., I question his motivation for
making these allegations public at the exact !t me he did and whether he acteg
alone or received assistance froe cthers in thi:e what [ consider to be
"manvfactured barassment” against the personal :ntegrity of mysell anc zv
faml!ly I know Mayor Coyne regrets every having asked us to make a

contributlon

Thank you for agreeing to represent me in this matter. I've coune ncthing
wrong. Therefore. :t goes without saying tha*t I wi:!! ccoperatis with the
Commlssion with advice of Counse! I oply hope the FET .s mage aware anc
considers the political maneuverings that wers 1n mot:ion p"O' to this
coepialnt bejng filed and urge thee to act qu:ckly 1n conducting lheilr

nvestigation gnd reaching their déetermination.

Sincere,

W%m

Marygan Yercze
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FEDERAL ELEC TION € OMMISSION

WOAN PRI

September 29, 1992

Mr. 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,

‘/, ‘/ '\,4‘: y )
1 ;;":-:'“C('-/ P . ""EL [ Ry S
Veronica M. Gillespie
Attorney

Enclosure
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COHHIS@!

SENSITIVE

In the Matter of | |
Enforcement Priority

GENERAL COUNSEL'S QUARTERLY REPORT

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.

II1. CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSING

A. Cases Not Warranting Further Pursuit Relative to Other
Cases Pending Before the Commission

A critical ~-omponent of the Pricrity 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.l A short

4

These matters are: MUR 3920; MUR 3930; MUR 3934; MUR 3939:
MUR 3942; MUR 3943; MUR 3945; MUR 3948; MUR 3953; MUR 3955;

MUR 3S957; MUR 3964; MUR 3965; MUR 3967; RAD 94L-22; and

RAD 94L-25.



1

-2~

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 response(s) 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.




o, .
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 referral 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

: 3
report in regard to these cases.

3. These matters a
and MUR 3733,

]

e: MUR 3132, MUR 3432, MUR 3466, MUR 3495,



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 adegquate time to prepare the Pre-MUR
and MUR files sc that the cases can appear on the public record
by September 1, 1994, within 30 days of the Augqust 1, 1994,
closing date. This timeframe also w: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 cf its press releases.

I1I. RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Decline to open a MUR and close the file in the
following matters to be effective on August 1, 1994:

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
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

1 Oh U b B

O
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B. Take no action, close the file effective on August i} %
1994, and approve the appropriate letter in the following
matters:

1
il
3

1t &

8 §
10}
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
i 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



il

C. Take no 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
s
/ . £ -;ii;7f ¢ '
/30 /9 7 /Mv‘é (
Date u/,// Lawrence M. Noble

General Counsel



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) Agenda Document
Enforcement Priority ) #X94-72

CERTIFICATION

>

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session on 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:

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 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-1°%
19) RAD 93NF-20

~1 U e B
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(continued!




Federal Election Commission
Certification: Enforcement Priority
July 19, 1994

Take no action, close the file effective
on August 1, 1994, and apprcve the
appropriate letter in the following matters:

) MUR 3470
! MUR 3473
! MUR 3558
) MUR 3575
) MUR 3581
)} MUR 3594
) MUR 3600
8) MUR 3625
S) MUR 3647
10) MUR 3663
11) MUR 3684
12) MUR 3698

~ U & W B

ol 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
<r 23) MUR 3934
24) MUR 3939
i 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)



Federal Election Commission
Certifiction: Enforcement Priority
July 19, 1994

Take rn further action, close the file
effective on August 1, 1994, and approve
the appropriate letter in the following
matters:

3132
3432
3466
3495
3733

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry,

Potter, and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20463

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 vioclations 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. 1In 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.
§ 437g(a)(8).
Sincerely,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGCTON [DC 20481

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 viclations 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. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record 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,
C“\J,\I\,h B TQ-Y\'AU\,

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTION D C 20463

AUG 0 2 1994

Kevin P. Weiler, Esqg.

Weiler and Weiler

8920 Brecksville Road

Brecksville, OH 44141

RE: MUR 3558
Jeanie Joyvce, 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
the complaint was enclcosed 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. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

1f you have any questions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

A '3 ToYar-

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D 20461

August 2, 1994

Peter Luckianow
4170 Treadway
Beaumont, TX 17206

RE: MUR 3558
Peter Luckianow

Dear Mr. Luckianow:

Oon 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. 1In 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. § 437g{a)(1l2) no
longer apply and this matter is ncw 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 gquestions, please contact Joan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Mo, §  TaRxn

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTION D C 20461

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. 1In 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.5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record 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,
Mo, ¥ ToRot

¥

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20461

August 2, 1994

Robert F. Bauer, Esq.
Perkins Coie

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.5.C. § 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. 1If 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.




Robert K. Bauer, Esq.
Page Two

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

Sincerely,
Wﬂumb d Tokeon-

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DO 204610

August 2, 1994

Paulette C. Higgins
Wwestbrook Village
3879 West 36th Street
Cleveland, OH 441089
RE: MUR 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. 1In 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.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit
any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record,
please do so as soon as possible. While the file may be placed
on the public record prior to receipt of your additional
materials, any permissible submissions will be added to the
public record when received.

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

Sincerely,
Mo § TGk

Mary L. Taksar
Attorney
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DO 20461

August 2, 1994

rathleen 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 violaticns 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 presecutorial discretion to take no
action against you. This case was evaluated objectively
relative to other matters on the Commission’s docket. 1In 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. § 437g(a)(1l2) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition,
although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days, this could occur at any time following
certification of the Commission’'s vote. 1If 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 Jcan McEnery at
(202) 219-3400.

Sincerely,

Moy 3§ TCRxo.

Mary L. Taksar
Attcrney
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