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July 28, 1992

Federal Elections Coiusion
Attn: Lisa K. Klein
Assistant General Counsel
999 K Street North Vest
Washington, D.C. 20463

33: Vegas Jane o'Neill Candidate for
IMited States Depresentative in the Ninth District

Dear Ms. Klein:

U

~j~o
CM ~

o ~;;'~

I
Enclosed please find the Coeplaint to the Federal Elections

Coinission in the above referenced intter.

Sincerely,

LCG*ah
Knc 1

AVMT1~ m CAL~A
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C~WL&IM TO TUE FKDAI. ELECTIONS OWUISSION

U~ CONES Petitioner Megan Jane ONeill. by and through bee
attorney. Leomard C. Gors. and hereby makes this Coeplaint to the
Federal Elections Camissiom. pursuant to U.S.C.A. Section 43?q
(a)(1) and states as follows:

1. Petitioner Megan Jane O'Neill is a candidate for UMited
States Representative in the Ninth District of Michigan.

2. On or about June 17. 1992, Charles A. Forrest. III filed
a request for investigation with the Federal Elections ~issiem
(311 3545).

3. Upon inforutlos and belief. Charles A. Forrest. ~JI2
-w imfotmed a reporter with the Oeklead Press the a ledwal 3Iesti0~ -~

Cemlesios invest igat ion had bee. requested conoeraleg Megan .Tp
tI) O'Neill.

4. Neither Megan Jam O'Neill, nor any of her staff ~r
gave written permission to Charles A. Forrest. III to disclose the
fact that an investigation bad been requested be mis public.

5. Charles A. Forrest, III is an attorney licensed in
0 State of Michigan and wes awre of the Federal statutes probibit5*

public disclosure of a Federal Elections Cinissios'e
investigation.

6. Charles A. Forrest, III. who is also a candidate for the
United States louse of Representative Ninth District of Michigan.
knowingly and willfully disclosed to the reporter for the OnkI
Press the fact that above mentioned investigation had been
requested.

7. Charles A. Forrest. III's actions were directed at Megan
Jane O'Neill. in a spurious and malicious att~t to defm and
slander Ms. O'Neill's caw~aign for the above mentioned louse of)~ Representatives seat.

8. Charles A. Forrest, III violated 2 U.S.C.A. Section 437
(a)(12)(A).

~A.



WdWUOIZ. Petitioner request an investigatIon by the Vederak
3i.ticmg Osmissiom of tbo above gtailed violatiom bY Cbarles I.
FOITOSt. EU.

D&TU: July 26. 1992

Suite 150
Slocaf 1.14 Mills MI 46302
(313) 335-76W

Subosribe4 and ~oru to before
this ~1L day of ~..,

1993

Uotarv Public
Cousty of
My ~ission expires: ~64~/9~



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

uMhgu~1o.q SC. w

August 10, 1992

Er. Charles A. Forrest, UX
12057 8. Saginaw
Grand Slaac, 33 45439

33: MIX 3573.

Dear Er. Frrest:

1 3~tirn C-isioa :.~iw.d a cgqIMat which
i~1.ats ~ von -t hw~. vio~t~t~ ftirel ~.t$sm
~ a*t et 1971. as smi.d (#~ Actt. A py ef the

t is clesnd. m have r thIs est~st 5573.
Piesee ret* ha thIs w~r ta all *stlIve r~g~ais~s.

~er the Act, ye. have tha ~~tusity ha demestrate is
vritla, that me a@t Los should be aaiast ye. in this
matter. Please submit any factual or legal mate rials which you
believe are relevant to the Co~ssion's amalymis of this
matter. ~re appropriate, statements should be subaitteG under
oath. Your response, which should be addressed to tho Geseral
Counsel's Office, ast be submitted within 15 days of receipt of
this letter. If so response is received within 15 days, the
Coission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter vill remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(5) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Comission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.

-v



Nr. Charles A. Forrest III

?C, 3
may th~* matter, at (202) of

haw eaclomad a brtef deswiptiosthe ~is~?t~%~,r.s for haui11a~ c~1a1at.

Kuclosur..
1. C~1e$at
2. Preinmres
3. Dma1~msties ef cineel Statsint

cc: ~h Vrrst fez ~m~rea C~~tte
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FEDERAL ILECTE)N COMMISSION
- ~ -

huqust 10, 02

Ks. Mean Jams O'Neill
c/o Leonatd C. Gers, 3~.
10215. Needrd Avem
Suite 150
3106Sfi@14 35115, 32 G3@2

aug, a~ 3573

Der 35. *35t11s

this 1~t? ac siedme. L.O*Pt as

A~Eu W
rot root. Ix:. the r.s~dsst~ will be a~ifi.d
Complaint within fiue~ys.

You viii be notified as soon as the federal 31~t~UI
Comissima takes f imal action on your camplalut. yes
receive any addItional information in this inttet, $ee
forward it to the Office of the General Counsel. ~b
information must be swam to in the sam manner as the original
complaint. We have n~ered this matter 3113 3573. Pleese refer
to this number in all future correspondence. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Comaissions procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

~sa 3. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures
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August 12, 1992

4

Lisa 3. Klein
Assistant ~eral ~unsel "Ii'
Federal Elect ions Ciniss ion
999 £ Street, W.V.
Washington, D.C. 20463

~ar ~. Klein,

Ewlosed please find a Respons. to the Oouy~s1* *L~sd is th
m~tw.

)

S).re~y,

r~r~9 .
charles A. W~r~.wt, UT

r
)

4

r
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Nov ~s Respondent, Charles A. Forrest, III, and herebymakes this Response to a certain Cc~laint (NOR 3573) dated July2S, l9~2 submitted to the Federal Ilections Ccission by Megan
Jane O'UUl and states as follows:

1. ~ ~laint is defective because it fails to state with
perticalerity the bauis for the allegations contained in each
paragreph. Although th certificat~s of Notary Public states that
the C~lint was ern to, the a4egatiau teiued therein, in
parti%~ psxagrap~ 6,7 and * are U~.UHIDQS~S4b 1 factual
ev1ds~, nor are tbe~ ba~ ~ iaformatiei i*f. In
adi~*t~ thq are couclusory ~ 4.teua~ory in netur.. As a
resuit, Q1aiu~at ~as fail4Pd to ~Lt a~~la1~t that conform
with the reqsir.~immts of 2 U~.S.C. 07(g)(a)1.

2)
2 * If the Complaint is proceckurally valid, no eticn bould be
taken by the comission because it has been ren4srei moot by the
results of the Primary Ulection held on Auginint 4 19~2 * At such
Primary Ulection, said Megan Jane OU.ill def~td Charles A.

C) Forrest, III for the Republican nomination for U.S. Representative
in the Ninth District of Michigan. Accordingly, no injury was
suffered by said Megan Jane 0 * Neill and an investigation of said

) Complaint by the Federal Election comission would be wasteful of
the Comission's time and resources.

3. The provision of law cited by Complainant does not appiy to
Charles A. Forrest, III as Complainant. In particular, the
reference in 2 U.S.C. 437(g)(a)12(A) to any person is intended to
encompass employees of the Federal Election Coinission or other
persons entrusted with materials by the Federal Elections
Coinission only. It does not apply to persons making Complaints
under Section 437(a)(l). Application of this provision to
Complainants would limit the free speech rights of such persons and
would be impractical to enforce in the context of election
campaigns.

4. If the provision of law cited by Complainant does apply to
Charles A. Forrest, III as Complainant in the previous matter, no
violation occurred because Complainant OkIeill does not allege that
a notification or investigation had been made public, but rathet
that the fact that a Complaint had been filed vas made public. I
Complainant Forrest has not received copies of any notification
issued by the Commission to Megan Jane Okieill or any other person,
and he is not aware of the existence of or status of any

~t:Jj ~ V _
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inYostigation.

5. If the provision of 1ev cited by Coq~3ainant does apply to the
diseloenre of the existence of a Complaint, no vLo~atiau of the
provision was ~itted by Charles A. Forrest, EU becue the
existence of the Complaint was disclosed to the OakUM Press
newspaper by an unknown person and not by Mr. Forw*st.

?be undersigned Respondent, Charles A. W~rrest, III makes the diove
statmuts concerning matters of fact on iaformati a~4 belief and
swars that they ar. true to the best of his ku~pv~4pdg.

Date 7LWA~94 '?P., ('~9t~

S'?AI'3 OF MI~EIGAp)

cwi~~ OF 555)

Subscribed and sworn to before ma, a Notary ~,~ULt
day of August 1992. 12th ~

Lapeer County, Michigan
Acting in Genesee County
Hy Coission Expires: 4/15/96

A ~

/



S3EOm3 TEE FEAL ELECTION COISS IOU

In the Wetter of

Regata Jane O'Nill
James A. OWeill
Nik*l N. O'E.ill
coitt.. to Elect Megan ONeill
Leonard C. Gors as treasurer

Charles A. Forrest, III

RUU 3545

and

) RUR 3573

SES1TIVE
I. _______

A eo~~Ratmt submitted by Charlee A Frre.t, RU. aU.gsi
that his ~p.ment UsgSn Jams O'Neill, the 1992 primary winmer for

the U.S. Esuss of Representatives (9th Coeg. Dist., NI). and her

principal campaign cemeittes, the comittee to Elect Regan

O'Neill ('the Comittee'), and Leonard C. Gor:, as treasurer,

were about to violate 2 U.s.c. S 441a(f). The complaint also

alleged that the candidate's parents. James A. and Nikel N.

O'Neill, were about to violate 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A). The

Office of the General Counsel previously submitted a First

General Counsels Report concerning these issues. We deferred

recomniations while respondents answered allegations in an

amended complaint.

The amended complaint alleged that additional violations of

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

had occurred. These allegations include: failure to file reports
IV 

-
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Complainant originally alleged that candidate Negan O'Neill

vas about to commit a violation of the Act by accepting funds in

CZC@55 of contributor limitations from her parents. The

allegation was based on the candidate's l991-92 Financial

Disclosure Statement filed under the Ethics in Government Act of

1978 (5 U.S.C. app. 6, S 101 et seq.). The candidates financial

disclosure statement reported as an asset a loan from the

candidate to her parents valued at between $15,001 and $50,000.

Complainant alleged that the loan/asset was listed on

us. O'ueill's financial statement in order to lay a foundation

for the transfer of funds from her parents to herself for use in

~40~ ~
A~ ~

i~

with theap~ro~tLatO State diir (~ Vb.~ £ 4)9(*)(1)).

acceptance of cOrporate contributions through the use of

Corporate property te display caipaigs migme (2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a)), ezcessive contributions by the candidates father

(2 U.S.C. SE 441a(a)(l)(A) and 441a(f)), amid improper reporting

of such familial gifts (2 U.S.C. S 434(b)).

5. aini.rszS

The Act prohibits a candidate or cinittee from knowingly

acceptimg any cestribut ion ha vielatLam of the provisions of

Section 441a. 2 U.S.C. S 441a4fR. ~ ctrhbmtio. limit for

imdtwiduals La $Z.0 per elecUom. a USSOCS 441a1a)(l)(A).

the term costribmties includes ai~y gift. sohscription loan,

advance, or deposit of money or anythieg of value made by any

person for the purpose of imfimencing any election for federal

office.
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b~ ~ fo~w** mPfOOMtW. is ie~.t~hm ~ fitI. 2.
Section 44la(a)(1)((AJ).~

Complainant noted that Ms. O'neill bad no earned income for
the period 1/1/91 thromgh 5/26/92, and he posited that other
reported assets were unavailabl, for transfer or were of nominal
value. COmplainant stated that Ms. O'Neill's physician-father

has tal personal wealth. Sased on these assertions
complainant qe ised whether the reported loan funds actually

jwere trasaferred. and if transferred, whether they were treated
Ias a debt owed by the parents to the candidate.

In ~ s~rn statmiat * the Cittee treSe~ter stweaueusly
and ~ehat1y* ~ied the c~l.imt's .1le~t5sss. e
CO~ttee stated that the candidate's rported assets have value
and are available for her use. The C~ittee averred that the
funds loaned by the candidate to her parents were derived from

O 1) a Shearson Leaman Uniform Gift to Minors Act account set up by
Ms. O'Neill's father on her behalf before 1967; and 2) from an

inheritance during 1966 and 1967. Sworn affidavits by

Ms. O'neill and both parents attested that four transfers

occurred from these sources in March 1966. March and May 1967,

and April 1966. well before Ms. O'neill's candidacy. Dr. and

Mrs. O'Neill stated that the interest free loans were used to
fund various business transactions. The affidavits attest to the

parents' outstanding obligation to their daughter for the amount

of the loans. The Cmittee provided copies of the Shearson
Leaman checks made payable to Ms. O'neill. who apparently

endorsed the checks over to her father. Sank statements from the

y
* **~
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Sased on this evidence and the information in sworn
Statements, it appears that no violatica occurred regarding
these issues. Therefore, the Office of the General Counsel
recomeends that the Comission find no reason to believ, that
Violations of 2 U.S.C. 55 441a(a)(l)(A) or 441a(f) occurred in

this matter.

£ae~sd Complaint

Ihe Act prohibits the making or knowing acceptance of
Corporate centribqatioss or esesditures in commectios with a
federal election. 3 u.s.c. S 441b(a). Yhe Act defimes

0
Comtributi.n~ or ~Eeoiture' to tacluje any diwct or indirectpayment, distribsUa. 1in, advaac, daposit, or gift of mosey,2)

or any services, or anything of value to any candidate or
campaign cmittee. 2 U.s.c. S 441b(b)(2).

o 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) requires disclosur, of campaign finances in
V several categories of receipts and expenditures, including at
7)

Section 434(b)(3) the identification of each person whose
contributions aggregate in excess of $200 within the calendar
year, or in lesser amount if the reporting Comaittee so chooses.

2 U.s.c. S 439(a)(l) requires that copies of all reports and
statements required to be filed under the Act with the Federal
Election Comission must also be filed vith the Secretary of
State of the appropriate state.

In the amended complaint, Complainant stated that the
Coinittee failed to file vith the Michigan Secretary of State
copies of its 1992 July Quarterly and 12 Day Ire-Primary Reports,



.4 am~ let. .se rkhwU~ ~
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 439(a)(l) was deliberate and delayed his
monitoring th. campaign.. financial activity becaWs. ho had to
obtain disclosur, reports from the Clerk of the louse of
Representatives.

The Comeitte. treasurer stated that the reports in question
'were filed timely with the appropriate federal ageacy.'
Respondent denied the Cemplainast's allegation that the filing
delay with the Scrtary of State was an attempt to conceal
financial inferm.ti.., assrtimq that it was an oversight and an
homest mistahe.' Attachment A, 21 * ~ September 3. 1992 * is

0
reeposse to the omplai.at. the C~mittee filed epies of thereports with the Michigan ~cretary of State's ff ice chich
confirmed the filing. Decause the Cittee filed with the Clerk
of the Douse and corrected the state filing omission, this Office

C) recomeends that the COmission find reason to believe that the
Coomittee and treasurer violated 2 U.S.C. S 439(a)(l), but take
no further action in this matter.

Complainant also alleged that the Comittee received
prohibited corporate contributions because its poster signs vere
erected on property purportedly owned or controlled by
corporations. 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Complainant contended that
Comeittee campaign signs vere placed on property 'listed for
sale by two realty companies and that he saw or was informed of
signs erected on two ski areas.

With regard to the poster allegation as yell as the other
issues in the complaint amendment, the Comittee asserted that
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e.j.~ugv lhibg ect~sl Wu~rt,

and are frivolous Indeed, the complaint provides no evidence

to connect the real estate COmpefliCS OC SIR7 other corporation

with the placement of campaign 51955. SCU5O it is commonplace

for real estate companies to list, but not own the properties

they list, the complaisant's here observatios offers no Support

for the conclusion that the signs appearing on listed property

were authorised. placed, or displayed by corporate entities.

Further, the complaiaamt has esie no showing that any of the

Propetties allegedZy bearing signs were actually corporate-owned.
tf,

Zn Short. Nob sperse imS.rminIiom and unsuhatastiated

Stat*t5 OWe t as*ficiet to establish that amy cerporat ion

cestrelled the dimple7 of the Cmitt*e's sIps, or eves that the
signs were placed on corporate property so as to give rise to a

Section 441b violation. Therefore, this Office recomnds that
0 the commission find no reason to believe that a violation of

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) occurred.

Complainant alleged violations of 2 U.S.C. 55 441a(a)(l)(A)

and 441a(f) concerning campaign receipts in the 1992 July 15

Quarterly and 12 ~ay Ire-Primary Reports, believing that a

dlsproportionate amount of unitemized receipts represented

fraudulent funding by the candidates father. Concomitantly.

complainant alleged a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 434(b) for failing

to report the Cmittees actual source of funds.

The sole hesis for the complainant's challenge is the

percentage of unitemized receipts reported by the Committee; no

other information or evidence is presented to substantiate the

K..

j~
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*.t the a~~dgh~% ~t s~g~s~ t.imb.s the ce~atgm

through unitemized contributions and personal credit purchases.
The committee's July 15 Report covering 4/1/92 through 6/30,93
shows 54.4% unitesised receipts to total receipts ($10,535
W~itemised to $20,100 total receipts); the 12 Day Pre-Primary
Report covering 7/1/92 through 7/15/92 *hovs 36.3% unitemised
receipts to total receipts ($3,035 unitemised to $6,355 total
receipts). The percentage of ufitemised contributions does not
appear inordimate for a relatively small campaign that may have
relied comaiderably peasthehat fuadraisiag. Therefore, this

0 Office recinad that the Commission find so reason to believe
0 that the eandidate's parent.e violated 3 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(l)(A),

and ma r~a to believe that the candidate, the Committee and
its treasurer violated 2 U.S.c. S *41a(f) in this matter.Lfl

U. u 3513

o A. ~AT!CS OS ~T!U3
Complainant Regan Jane O'Neill alleged that a primary

election opponent, Charles A. Forrest, ill, violated 2 U.S.c.
S 437g(a)(12)(A) by informing a nevspaper reporter of a
complaint he filed against candidate O'neill during the campaign.

a. racuia~. L~L £~,.yszs
Under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

(the Act), it is unlavful for any person to publicize any
notification or investigation made by the Federal Election
Commission, vithout the written consent of the person receiving
such notification or of the person with respect to whom such
investigation is made. 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A)* Pursuant to

''S



this ~ta~t.vp psewti~ ~ ~~I4i ii's Vt~1WSted C

regulation which provides that "no complaint filed with the

Commission, flOf any aotificsti@n sent by the Commission. nor any

investigation conducted by the Commission, nor any findings made

by the Commission shall be made public by the Commission or by

any person or entity without the consent of the respondent."

11 C.i.a. s 111.21(a).
Complainant in this mtter alleges that respondent violated

2 U.s.c. S 437g(a)(l2)4A) by informiag a reporter with the

~kj~~4 of the reepesiest's investigation request.

CompIainmmt provided evide~ce uch as press eli ppings t
C:) support the allegation. *sspst des. sot dqp~ that sone

disclosed the ~laimt's ex~tes.e but aseert~ that disclosure

to the reporter 'was by an unknown person and not by

Mr. Forrest."

o The inf*rmation presented in this complaint does not

establish that the respondent disclosed any information

specifically regarding the Commission's notifications or

investigation in NUN 3545. 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A). As the

Commission has consistently held that the Act's confidentiality

provisions do not prevent a complainant from releasing the fact

that a complaint has been filed, or from releasing the substance

of that complaint, the alleged disclosure to the press does not

appear to violate the Act. 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A). See,

Li" NUNs 2141 and 2960. Accordingly, this Office recommends
that the Commission find no reason to believe that respondent

violated 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A), and close the file.
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1. Find reason to believe, but take no further actionagainst the Cointttee to Elect Megan o'ueiii and LeonardC. Gors, s treaurer, for a violation ot 2 U.S.C.S 439(a)(1).
2. Find so reason to believe that the Comittee to ElectMegan O'Neill and Leonard C. Gors, as treasurer,violated the folloving:

a) 2 U.s.c. S 44lb(a)~
b) 2 U.s.c. S 441a(f)g and
C) 2 U.S.C. 5 434(b).

3. Find so teases to believe that Megan Jams O'Neillviolated 2 V.S.C. S 441a(f).
4. Find no teases to believe that J~s A. and Mikel N.OUeill Violate 2 U.S.C. S 44la(a)(31(ap.
5. Fin ao teases to believe that Charles A. Forrest U!,violate 2 u.S.c. S 43?g(a)(I2)(A).
6. *epreve the apeopriate letters.
7. Close the file in 3s 3545 and 3573.

Lavrence N. Noble
General Counsel

DY:

L~a~iounselAssociat
AttachmentsA. Responses to Complaint and Complaint Amendment in NUR 35455. Response to Complaint in MUR 3573

Staff assigned: Frances S. Sagan

-. 
~



In the Netter of )
)

Negan Jane O'neill; was 3545 and
James A. O'Neill; ) 3573
Mikel *. O'neill; )
Committee to ulect uean O'Neill
and Leonard C. Got:. as treasurer; )
Charles A. Forrest. IKE. )

9~aflFIcAOU

I. Marjorie U. ~aS. Secretary of the Federal Election

Commission. 4. hereby cettify thet isme 23~ 1ff). the

Comiselon decided by a vte. of S-S to take the kUowing

'0 metfome in ~ 3545 and 3573:

1. wind teemes to believe. bet take me further
tf~ action against the Committee to 3lect Megan

O'neill and Leonard C. Got:, as treasurer.
for a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 43fla)(l).

C) 2. Find no reason to believe that the Committee

to Elect Megan O'neill and Leonard C. Gor:.

as treasurer, violated the folloviny:

a) 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a);
b) 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f); and
c) 2 U.S.C. S 434(b).

3. Find no reason to believe that Negan Jane
O'neill violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(f).

4. Find no reason to believe that James A. and
Nikel N. O'Neill violated 2 U.S.C. S
441a(a)(l)(A).

(continued)
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5. Find so reason to believe that Charles A.
Forrest KU, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 437y(a)(l2)(A~.

6. Approve the appropriate letters as
recaded in the General Counsel' s Report
dated J 26. 1~3.

7. close the file La 1s 3545 and 3573.

Coisioeers Aibins SZliott. Rcsrryg ~@ttOt.

and bonas voted aft itaatlwZy for the decision; C~sissioser

RcD@sald 414 set c$st a vote.

$

Attest:

Sec Htary of the Coission

Received in the Secretariat: Thurs.. June 17. 1993
Circulated to the Colssion: Thurs.. June 17, 1993
Deadline for vote: Tues., June 22, 1993

bj r

4

9:38 as.
4:00 p.m.
4:00 p.m.



Leonard C. Got:. ?reassrer
comittee to Elect Esgem o'Neill
1325 S. Vo~ar4. Suite 150
Sloomfield Sills 3346302

33: M~ 3145
C~it$ee to Slect Negan
O'~iR .34 Reomtd C. GOtS,
astr9s~wer
-. 3~n
~he~3*s A. Vtvet

Near Ut. Gors:

Ge Ju~ 2R~ Z3. the ftderel ~Ieqti~ Csi*ie~ f
ream t belIeve Ia - 3541 that ~ e~tti. to Elect Megan
o'ueill (C~mittee) .ini you. as tteaeurer, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 439(a)(l). epreviMes of the Pederal Election Campaiga Act of
1971. as OUeOSd (the Lot'). ~Wr. after considering the
gircunstances of this mutter, the camission also determined to
take us further actiom. At the sam time, the Comissios found no
ream to believe that the Comittee and you, as treasurer,
violated 2 u.S.C. IS 441b(a). 441a(f). and 434(b), and closed its
file. the General Counsels Report which formed a basis for the
Coinissions finding is attached for your information.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this mutter is nov 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
Comuissions vote. If you wish to subeit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

In addition on June 22. 1993. in RUE 3573. the Federal
Election Comission reviewed the allegations of your complaint
dated July 26. 1992. and found that on the basis of the
infermutiom provided in your complaint and information the
respondent provided, there is no reason to believe Charles A.
Forrest violated 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A). Accordingly, on
June 22, 1993. the Comission closed the file in this matter as
well.
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the Act clime c~iatsaat to sek jeadicial review of theCornission's 4isatssal of this action. ~ 2 u.s.c. t 437g(aflS).

it 1 0u have any questions, please cOntact Frncea 5. Megan.
the t *SSIgSO tO this tt*r. at (202) 21~34OO.

Sincerely,

scott 3. thomas
~aitaan

C'~4 Umloser.

~sewe1 crns.l's epegt

0
In

0



I~<.A' ~

'a $EWRA ELt(T14 ~IM,~5mpa 
4* ~ASHI~tQp DC .~~)JJ JULY 1, 1~S3

4

charles A. Forrest, KU 4703 3. Court Street
Flint. RI 4S503

as, $573
charles A. Forrest

3545
t5tee to Elect ~gaac~tll ~S leomerd C.

_ E~Prs.astmsmt.r

J.s A. @'~ll
Rihel U. 'ill

~er Hr. Fotresta

On Augast 10, 1992, La 3573, the Federal ElectiosCemaission motif led you Of a complaint alleging a violation ofthe Federal Slection Camp.i~ Act of 1971. as aae~d ('the Act~.
On June 22, 1993, the Comaission found, as the basis of theinformation in the complaint and informmtion you provided, thatthere is no reason to believe you violated 2 U.S.C.

S 437g(a)(12)(A). Accordingly, the Comissios closed its file inthis matter.

;~ A~J?he confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. S 437g(aJ(12J nolonger apply and this matter is nov public. In addition, althoughthe complete file inst be placed on the public record within 30days, this could occur at any time following certification of theCoosission's vote. If you vish to submit any factual or legalmaterials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon aspossible. While the file may be placed on the public recordbefore receiving your additional materials, any permissiblesubmissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

In addition, based on your complaint in NUR 3545. on June 22,1993, the Coinission found that there was reason to believe theCmittee to Elect Regain OIbill and Leonard C. Gor:, astreasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 5 439(a)(l), a provision of theAct, and instituted an investigation of this matter. Kowever,after considering the circumstances of this matter, the Coinissiondetermined to take no further action against these respondents.
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At the same t1, the Coiss&~a foumi no teases to believe that
the Cittee .04 its treasuw*g v~*late4 2 u.s.c. Si 441b(a).441a(f) and 434(b). lb. Cissi@n als@ f@und no reason to
believe that u~an Jam. oewmiul violated 2 u.s.c. S 441a(f)u and
the Comiasioc no teases t. believe that James A. and Nikel
N. o'Neill violated 2 u.s.c. S 441afa)(l)(A). the Cmission
closed its file in this matter es June 22, 1993. this matter,
too * will become ~ the ~blic record within 30 days. the
Act allows a coup t to sash judicial review of the
Comission's dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. S 4379(a)(S).

Sincerely.

Lawrence 1. Noble
General Counsel

By'
Associate ~ral cinsel

3nclosure
General Counsel's meport

1,~j *~j
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